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ANSWER: Ref. 861.19(b) and 861.58(g); Letter of legd interpretation from the FAA's
Office of Chief Counsel addressing these questions are as follows:

Mr. Sean Conlin

Quadlity Assurance

Pan American Airways Corp.
14 Aviation Avenue
Portsmouth, NH 03801

Dear Mr. Conlin:

| am responding to your letter dated September 15, 1999, to the Office of the Chief Counsd,
Federd Avidion Adminigtration (FAA), regarding the meaning of “within the preceding 24

You gate in your letter that two interpretations exist within the industry regarding the meaning of
“24 cdendar months.” One interpretation is that it means two years, eg. January 15, 1997, to
January 15, 1999. The second interpretation is that it means 24 unit months, e.g. regardless of
the day in January 1997, to January 31, 1999. You dtate that your loca Flight Standards
Didgtrict Office (FSDO) believes the second interpretation, 24 unit months, to be correct. You
ask this office to confirm this before you change your policy.

The term “24 cdendar months’ as used throughout the Federd Aviation Regulations (14 CFR)
means 24 unit months. The term “24 months’ means two years.”

If you are required to comply with aregulation under 14 CFR “within the preceding 24 caendar
months,” you have from the beginning of the 24™ calendar month of the month in which you are




months after or from,” you have from two years before the date you are required to
comply or two years after the date the time began to run, respectively. For example, if a
regulation under 14 CFR requires you to meet certain reguirements “within the preceding 24
months’ before you can operate an aircraft, then you must have accomplished the requirements
with the two years before the date you want to operate the aircraft. Therefore, if you want to
operate an aircraft on January 19, 2000, you would have to have met the requirements within
the period of time starting on January 19, 1998.

| hope this satisfactorily answers your question.

Sincerdly,
Dondd P. Byrne, Assstant Chief Counsdl, Regulation Divison
|{08.a370}
QUESTION: A part 135 operator in Colorado bought a used Puma AS-330J through the

manufacturer (Aerospatide / American Eurocopter / Eurocopter, SA). Thisisthe only N registered
PumaintheU. S. It isan early 1980-vintage helicopter, like the Skorsky S-62. He sent two of his
pilots down to Texasto get atyperating in it and turns out that the ingtructor for American Eurocopter
isaFrench national who only holds a French ATP and French flight ingtructor certificate. He only now
holds a US redtricted private pilot certificate. FAR 61.41 saysthat the ingtruction given would only be
vaid if given outsdethe U. S.

An ASW-200 regiona ASl told the POI that this French guy was the only one who could give
indruction in the Puma, so the POI sent him an LOA authorizing him to give the Part 61 indruction. The
flight training is scheduled to begin next week. An ASW-200 ASl sat in on the ground school to get
refreshed in the Puma, since he'srated in it, and we were planning on asking for an LOA sothe ASl can
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give the type checks. But were not there yet, since I'm not sure that the Part 61 indruction isvaid or
not?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.1(b)(2)(iii); This French citizen would first have to be issued a Letter
of Operationd Authority (LOOA) by the locd Hight Standards Didtrict Office and that LOOA must
specificdly state that he is authorized to provide ground and flight training in this AS-330J helicopter and
is authorized to give the required endorsements for showing training given and recommendation for
gpplicants to take the AS-330J type rating practical test for an additiona type rating. Then this French
citizen would be consdered an “authorized ingtructor” as per 861.1(b)(2)(iii), and authorized to provide
the gpplicant(s) the necessary training and endorsements for the additiona type rating practical test for
the AS-330J type rating.

{q&a318}

CORRECTION: Anaerorintheorigina issuance of Q& A-172 indicated that dl ingrument
indruction given by an instrument ingtructor in flight smulator/training device or PCATD could be used
toward ATP requirements. Thisisnot true.

QUESTION 1. If an applicant has 1,200 hour of flight time, and meets dl the other
requirements for the ATP certificate, (instrument time, cross-country time, night time etc.), can the
gpplicant use the time they have accrued as an "authorized ingructor in aflight training device (as per
61.1) towards the 300 hours still needed to fulfill the 1,500 hour requirement?

ANSWER 1 Ref. 8861.1(b)(12)(iii) & 61.159(a)(5); No, the aeronautical experience
requirements listed in 861.159 require “flight time.”  The terms “pilot time” and “flight time” are not
synonymous. A flight ingtructor who is merdly serving as an authorized ingructor Stting outside the
compartment of an flight training device or a a console of aflight smulator, or ingructing using a
PCATD can NOT log thistime as pilot time for the purpose of meeting the aeronautical experience
requirements of 861.159(a) except in limited amounts as specificaly alowed.

Now as per 861.159(a)(5), it does permit the crediting of “. . . Not more than 100 hours of the total
aeronautica experience requirements of paragraph (8) of this section may be obtained in aflight
smulator or flight training device that represents an arplane, provided the aeronautica experience was
obtained in an approved course conducted by atraining center certificated under part 142 of this
chapter . ..” Or as per 861.159(8)(3)(i) and (ii), you can log 25 or 50 hours, as appropriate, in aflight
samulator or flight training device. But again, as per 861.159(a)(5), “. . . Not more than 100 hours of
thetotal. . .” Most ingtructors will have acquired these credits as a part of their own training received
rather than while giving training.

And asfor the provisons contained in 861.1(b)(12)(iii):
(12) Filot time means that time in which a person--

* % %

(i) Givestraining as an authorized indructor in an arcraft, flight Smulator, or flight training device.
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The intent here is the ingtructor would need to occupy a pilot sation. Never wasthe rule
[i.e,, 861.1(b)(12)(iii)] intended to permit the time to be logged while the instructor is Sitting a some
console or gtting on a chair outsde the flight training device compartment.
{q&a172}

QUESTION 11: What isthe FAA's definition of the terms "ingtrument flight training” [found in
861.65(e)(2)(i)], "instrument flight ingruction” (found in 861.51(g)(2)), and "flight ingdtruction” [found in
861.77(b)(2)(iii)] ? The terms "flight training" and "instrument training” are both defined in 61.1(b) but the
other terms do not appear to be defined in Part 61. What do they mean?

ANSWER 11: Ref. §61.1(b)(10); The only reference on this subject is the definition contained
in 861.1(b)(10) and that term is “ Instrument training” and is defined as meaning “. . . that time in which
insrument training is received from an authorized ingtructor under actua or Smulated instrument
conditions”

Theterm “flight ingruction” in 861.77(b)(2)(iii) was mistakenly interchanged for “flight training” when
drafting the rule. A rulemaking document will correct this error.

{g&a-249}
QUESTION: Can cross country legs of less than 50nm count toward the Part 135
requirements?
ANSWER: Yes, flightsincuding alanding at apoint less than 50 nautica miles from and

other than the original point of departure can count as a cross country and can be logged as a cross
country for Part 135 operations in accordance with 861.1(b)(3)(i). There are no quaifying distance
requirements for across country in Part 135.  Aslong aswe are NOT talking about an
APPLICANT seeking a private pilot, commercid pilot, or arline trangport pilot certificate, or an
instrument rating, 861.1(b)(3)(i) applies.

{q&a190}

QUESTION: What about a smulator ingtructor that was ingtructing from the console of aleve
D 747 smulator at an approved 142 center and apart 61 CFlI that had an approved PC and was
giving hisfriend ingruction & home in the kitchen. Under 61.1(b)(12)(iii) can they both log pilot time?

ANSWER: Reference 861.1(b)(12)(iii), YES, that time an authorized ingtructor gives
traning in an arcraft, flight smulator, or flight training device may be credited aspilot time. Note, “pilot
NOT synonymous.
{q&a-108}
QUESTION 2 Does the 50 NM landing requirement gpply to al dua cross country training?
ANSWER 2: Reference 8861.1(b)(3)(ii): Yes, each dud cross-country training flight must
indude AT LEAST ONE landing more than 50 NM from the origina point of departure.
{g&a101}
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QUESTION: What isthe definition or an interpretation of the term “origina point of
departure’ contained in 861.129(b)(3)(iii).

ANSWER: There is no definition of the term “origina point of departure’ in Parts 1 or 61
or any other FAA publication. Each situaion is unique and a definitive definition of “origina point of
departure’ that will cover ALL circumstances and Stuationsis not practicable AND NOT POSSIBLE.

Departure for the purpose of conducting a*“round robin” cross-country flight isanorma scenario
where “origind point of departure” and destination are the same. See{g&a-60} ANSWER 6: The
“origind point of departure’ does not change with anew day or delay.

Other examplesinclude:

1. The purpose of repositioning (emphass: purpose of repogtioning) the aircraft to another airport,
to start a cross-country flight in order to meet the 250 nautical miles cross-country requirements of
section 61.129(a) (4)(i).

2. A person departs the Los Angeles Internationa Airport on day 1 for the purpose of conducting
across country flight to the San Jose Airport (emphasis purpose of conducting a cross country flight to
the San Jose Airport) and remains overnight. On day 2, that person departs San Jose Airport for the
purpose of conducting a cross country flight to the Lake Tahoe Airport (emphas's purpose of
conducting a crass-country flight to the Lake Tahoe Airport) and remains overnight. On day 3, that
person departs Lake Tahoe Airport for the purpose of conducting a cross country flight to the Los
AngeesIntl. Airport (emphasis purpose of conducting a cross-country flight to the Los Angeles Intl.
Airport) for termination. Which airport isthe “origind point of departure?’ All 3 arports would qudify

3. Now in asmilar stuation, but dightly different, a person departs the Los Angeles Internationa
Airport for the purpose of conducting a round-robin (without ever landing enroute) cross-country flight
from the Los Angeles Internationd Airport to the San Diego, CA 030° radid a 12 DME to the Yuma,
AZ 350° radid at 10 DME and then returns to the Los Angeles Intl. Airport (emphasis purpose of
conducting a“round-robin” crass-country flight). Which airport is the “origina point of departure?’
The Los Angdes Internationd Airport isthe “origind point of departure’. But this cross country flight
will not quaify for you applicants in pursuit of aprivate pilot certificate, commercid pilot certificate, or
an indrument rating. However, if this flight were conducted by a pilot who dready holds a commercid
pilot certificate, the flight is creditable for the ATP certificate cross-country requirement.

Adherence to these dtrict definitions of crass country and the “origina point of departure” isonly
necessary when the purpose is for crediting cross country aeronautical experience for the furtherance of
apilot certificate and rating. Cross country aeronautica experience acquired in pursuit of a private pilot
certificate, commercid pilot certificate, and an instrument rating must meet the requirements of
861.1(b)(3)(ii) or (iii) with alanding beyond 50 nautical milesfor airplanes or 25 nautica milesfor
rotorcraft from the origina point of departure. Cross country aeronautica experience acquired in pursuit
of an airline trangport pilot certificate (except rotorcraft category) must meet the requirements of
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861.1(b)(3)(iv) and military pilots cross country aeronautical experience is addressed in

If the cross country isNOT being utilized for the purpose of meeting the aeronautica experience for the
furtherance of a pilot certificate, then that cross country flight time may be logged in accordance with
§861.1(b)(3)(i).

Thetimelogged in aflight smulaor or flight training device CANNOT be credited toward mesting the
cross country aeronautica experience. 861.1(b)(3) Satesin part, “time acquired during a FLIGHT. . .”
and “. .. Conducted in an appropriate AIRCRAFT” Consequently, the time logged in aflight
amulator or flight training device cannot be credited toward meeting the cross country agronautical
experience.

{g& a-98}

QUESTION: With the new definition of creditable cross country timein 61.1, an ATP
gpplicant who credited cross country time under the old undefined policy (i.e., no distance requirement)
prior to August 4, 1997 does that time still count?

ANSWER: Yes. If thetime accrued under the old rule prior to August 4, 1997 was vdlid,
then that time remains valid and may be counted as cross country time even after August 4, 1997.
However beginning August 4, 1997, any newly performed cross country time (performed on or after the
date of August 4, 1997) must meet the new 50 NM distance requirement per 861.1(b)(3)(iv).

{9&a33 question # 1} ;{ g& &40 question # 3} ;{ & &8 question #4}

QUESTION 1 Is there a discrepancy between 8861.1(b)(3)(ii) vs. 61.109(a)(5)(ii)?

In 861.1(b)(3)(ii) cross country is “. .. morethan 50 nautical miles. ..” andin 861.109(a)(5)(ii)
Cross country appearsto be“. . . at least 50 nautical miles. . .”

ANSWER 1: 861.1(b)(3)(ii) isthe overdl rule for defining cross country for the purpose of
meeting the aeronautica experience requirements (except for arotorcraft category rating) for a private
pilot certificate. However, 861.109(a)(5)(ii) is a stand alone rule that requires a private pilot applicant
to conduct a cross country that is“. . . . at least 150 nautica milestota distance, with full-stop landings
a aminimum of three points, and one segment of the flight congsting of araight-line distance of at
least 50 nautical miles between the takeoff and landing locations.”

{g& a-42}

QUESTION: What are the qudifications to be an “authorized ingtructor” to give the ground training
required for the additiond training high performance airplane qudification [see §61.31(g)(1)(i)]?

ANSWER: The rules that govern the answer to your question are contained in §861.1(b)(2)
and 861.193. In answer to your specific question, the ingtructor who gives the ground training required
by 8§61.31(g)(1)(i), may be either a
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(1) UScetified flight instructor who holds an airplane sngle engine or multiengine ratings, as

appropriate, and:
(i) Hasreceived the one time endorsement that certifies the indructor is proficient to
operate a high performance airplane; or
(if) Has logged flight time as pilot in command of a high-performance airplane, or in an
approved flight smulator or approved flight training device that is representetive of a
high-performance airplane prior to August 4, 1997.

(2) US certified ground instructor who holds a basic or advanced rating and has received an
endorsement from another authorized ingtructor who certifies the ingtructor is proficient to give ground
training on high performance airplane.

{g&a-44}

QUESTION 6: Isthe “origind point of departure” subject to change if there is an overnight,
extended Stay, or the aircraft isleft for repair and the pilot returns later to continue the cross-country or
bring it home? Does “origina point of departure’ change with anew day?

ANSWER 6: The“origind point of departure” does not change with anew day or delay.
{q& a-60}

61.3

QUESTION: Isthe pilot who is serving as a“ Safety Pilot” required to hold a current medical

certificate even if the “ Safety Rilot” isnot going to act asthe PIC?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.3(c); Yes, the “Safety Filot” isrequired to hold a current medical
certificate. In accordance with 861.3(c), “. . . aperson may not act as pilot in command OR IN ANY
OTHER CAPACITY ASA REQUIRED PILOT FLIGHT CREWMEMBER of an arcraft, under a
certificate issued to that person under this part, unless that person has a current and agppropriate medical
certificate that has been issued under part 67 of this chapter . . .”

{g&a232}

QUESTION: | contacted Jeppesen and was told the CFI could use a copy of his certificate
and a copy of the FAA form 8710-1 during the renewa process, and if questioned concerning this, to
reply that his certificate was in the process of being renewed by Jeppesen.

Will thiswork since FAR 61.3(d)(1) requires. "have that certificate in that person's physical possession
or readily accessble in the aircraft when exercising the privileges of that flight instructor certificate?"

ANSWER: Ref. 861.3(d)(1); Yes, acopy of hisold CFl certificate and a copy of the
completed FAA form 8710-1 during the processing period is acceptable. But the completed copy
of the FAA form 8710-1 is not even necessary. This palicy is alowed in the preamble, of the find
rule correction document that was issued in the Federd Register on July 30, 1997, (62 FR 40888;
Amdt. No. 61-103) which states. “with the phrase under paragraph (d) “other documentation
acceptable to the Administrator” would permit aflight instructor to use a copy of the completed
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application for renewd to meet the requirements of that paragraph. However, the FAA has
determined that the latter document is not necessary. Therefore, a copy of a graduation certificate
from a CH refresher course, without the gpplication for renewd, is acceptable documentation for the
purpose of meeting the requirements of paragraph (d).”

{09&a178}

61.4

QUESTION 1: What isaPCATD?

ANSWER 1. The terms PCATD stands for a“Persona Computer-Based Aviation Training

Device” Itisapersona computer-based smulation package that conssts of flight smulation software
and hardware which has been determined to meet requirements as approved by AFS-800 and outlined
in Advisory Circular (AC) No. 61-126, “Qudification and Approva of Computer-Based Aviation
Training Devices’. This AC No. 61-126 establishes acceptable criteria under which ingrument
aeronautica experience gained in a PCATD may be credited toward an instrument rating.

QUESTION 2: Whet is the regulatory authority for the use of aPCATD?

ANSWER 2 Ref. 861.4(c); which states “ The Administrator may approve a device other
than aflight smulator or flight training device for specific purposes”

QUESTION 3: What isinvolved in gaining FAA'’s qudification and approvd of aPCATD?

ANSWER 3: A manufacturer who desires to gain quaification and approva of aPCATD
prepares and submits a PCATD Qudification Guide for the device representing specific Sngle-engine
and/or multiengine airplane modules in accordance with the guidance outlined in AC 61-126. This
Qudification Guide is evauated by AFS-800 to determine its acceptability in meeting the applicable
parameters Sated in the AC 61-126. If the PCATD isfound to be acceptable by the desk audit, an
on-ste evauation of the device is conducted. When the PCATD isfound to meet the requirements of
AC 61-126, aletter isissued by AFS-800 that states the PCATD’ s qudification and approval of
replicating specific airplane modules. Any sgnificant changes made to the PCATD’ s software/hardware
combinations or the addition of airplane modules by the manufacturer requires submission of an updated
Qudification Guide that must be further evauated and approved by AFS-800.

QUESTION 4: What are the requirements for using a quaified and gpproved PCATD under
Parts 61 and 1417?

ANSWER 4: NOTE that the FAA hasNOT AUTHORIZED the use of PCATD’sfor conducting
practical tests nor for accomplishing recency of experience requirements.
Use of aPCATD:
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(& Must be usad in connection with an integrated ground and flight instrument training curriculum.
This means, after the procedure rehearsd using the PCATD, the curriculum cals for motor skill
rehearsd in an arcraft, flight amulator, or flight training device.

(b) May be used to provideaMAXIMUM of 10 hours of instrument training that may be creditable
toward an Instrument Rating in the appropriate category and class of aircraft, provided the PCATD is
representative of that category and class of aircraft.

(¢) May be used for training, provided the training in the PCATD was given by an authorized
instructor [i.e., 861.1(b)(2)].

(d) May be used for instrument training, provided the training given conssts of the procedura
maneuvers listed in Appendix 1 of AC 61-126.

(e) May be used under Part 61, and the curriculum used need not be approved by FAA |, but it must
meet the scope and content of a curriculum asiif it were gpproved by FAA.

() May be used under Part 141, but the curriculum must be structured to incorporate the PCATD
and used in acurriculum that has been approved by FAA

QUESTION 5: How should aeronautical experience gained in aPCATD belogged inapilot’'s
logbook and/or training record?

ANSWER 5: To be creditable under Parts 61 or 141, aeronautica experience gained in an approved
and quaified PCATD may not exceed 10 hour of ingrument training and should be logged as
“Simulated Instrument Time,” and “Training Time Received” inaPCATD. It shdl NOT belogged as
flight ime. Again, note that the FAA has not authorized the use of PCATD’ s for conducting practica
tests nor for accomplishing recency of experience requirements.

{g& a-269}

QUESTION 4. Will flight schools till be permitted to use old ground trainers previoudy
permitted prior to theissuance of thisfind rule and the definition in § 141.41? Can students il receive
training credit when they are performing the training in these old ground trainers?

ANSWER 4: Yes, per 861.4(b), aslong as these old ground trainers were approved for use
141 course prior to August 1, 1996, can be shown to function as
originaly designed, and provided it is used for the same purposes for which it was originaly accepted or
gpproved and only to the extent of such acceptance or approval. And yes the students will receive the
same credit.
{q&a45}; {g&a7 question #11}

61.5

10
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INFORMATION: Implementation of the new Parts 61 and 141 find rule and specificaly the new
powered-lift rating.

Manager, Generd Aviation and Commercia
Divison, AFS-800

All Regiond Flight Standards Divison Managers, AFS-200, AFS-600,
AFS-700, AEU-200, and AAC-950

On August 4, 1997, the new Parts 61 and 141 became effective. Recently, it was discovered that one
of our offices have attempted to issue a powered-lift rating. A powered-lift is defined in Title 14 of Part
1 of the Code of Federd Regulations as. Powered-lift means a heavier-than-air aircraft capable of
vertica takeoff, vertica landing, and low speed flight that depends principally on engine-driven lift
devices or engine thrugt for lift during these flight regimes and on nonrotating arfoil(s) for lift during
horizontd flight.

However, a thistime there are no US civilian certificated powered-lift aircraft. Additionaly, we do
not have an approved Practical Test Standard to conduct practical testsin a powered-lift. Therefore,
until aUS civilian certificated powered-lift is established and dso an gpproved Practica Test Standard
is established to conduct practical testsin a powered-lift, no powered-lift ratings will be issued.
Sincerdy,

Louis C. Cusmano

{g&a87}

QUESTION: A flight schoal in Texas istdling customers they cannot obtain atyperéting in
smal helicopters any longer. Isthis correct?

| am asking because the preamble for part 61 references aircraft type ratings in Advisory Circular 61-
89D and this AC contains the applicable type ratings for smal hdlicopters that can be issued to holders
of an ATP. Reference 14 CFR part 119.25 (a), and 135.243 (a) (2) you do need "an ATP pilot
certificate, with appropriate type ratings and instrument rating” for "Interstate, Commuter Operations'.

ANSWER: Y es, they are correct. Reference 861.5(b)(5). Notice section 135.243(8)(2)
dates, in pertinent part, " ... appropriate typeratings, . . ." Because of the changeto 861.5(b)(5),
there are NO "gppropriate type ratings' for smal helicopters any longer. The only "appropriate type
ratings' arefor "Large arcraft other than lighter-than-air aircraft” and " Other aircraft type ratings
specified by the Administrator through the aircraft type certification procedures’ The requirement for
typeraingsin amdl arcraft (i.e., smal hdicopters) was ddeted. Persons who hold type ratingsin small
helicopters, may retain the ratings. We won't take the ratings away from those who dready hold the
ratings.

{9&a15}; {g&a37}

61.13

11
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QUESTION 3: Part 61.83(c), 61.96(b)(2), 61.103(c), 61.123(b) and 61.153(b) all provide
relief from the requirement to be able to read, spesk, write, and understand English if the reason is
medica. The regulatory provison permits the administrator to add operating limitations to the airman's
pilot certificate. The way these provisons are written and with the lack of handbook guidelines on how
the field ingpector isto apply this "medica determination”, the fild ingpector is required to make
"medicd determinations’ that he may not be qualified to make. This concern could be solved with
handbook information or even a handbook bulletin that would provide some guidance to the field

inspector.

ANSWER 3: Ref. 861.13, 861.83(c), 861.96(b)(2), §61.103(c), §61.123(b), and
861.153(b); Medicd limitationswhereit states*. . . If the gpplicant is unable to meet one of these
requirements due to medica reasons, then the Adminisirator may place such operating limitations on that
goplicant's pilot certificate as are necessary for the safe operation of the aircraft.” Waell, thereis some
degree of guidance in FAA Order 8700.1, Chapter 27. However,". . . medica reasons. . ." canbea
number of reasons. In placing . . . such operating limitations on that applicant's pilot certificate as are
necessary for the safe operation of the aircraft . . ." if the ASI needs guidance as to what operating
limitations should be placed on the pilot certificate then the Regiona Hight Surgeon’s office should be
consulted for advice or with us herein AFS-840. However, we pay ASIs, not just for their piloting
skills, but for their ability to exercise common sense. Asfor example, when testing an applicant with
hearing imparments, COMMON SENSE would dictate that an operating limitation should be placed
on the person's pilot certificate thet it is not vaid in airgpace requiring radio communicetions. The pilot
could only fly in such argpace with a qudified person acting as PIC on board to heer ar traffic
ingructions. Or if the gpplicant has amissing leg(s), then COMMON SENSE would dictate that an
operating limitation should be placed on the person's pilot certificate that requires the pilot to have the
arcraft properly equipped and that specific manufacture's equipment should be identified on the pilot
certificate. COMMON SENSE isamust in handling these Situations.

{q&a-309}

QUESTION: Per FAA Order 8710.3C, Fig. 17-1, page 17-6, it seems to require than
ACRs check boxes 2, 3, and 4 in the “ Designated Examiner’ s Report” section of the FAA Form 8710-
1 gpplication. In the case of some flight ingtructor refresher clinic (FIRC) out-study programs that are
being performed over the Internet, an ACR would not even see the gpplicant’s logbook. In fact, |
would venture to guess that most flight instructor refresher clinics, even those that the gpplicant appear in
person) do not bring their logbook. So, how can ACRs be expected to check box 2 that states“| have
persondly reviewed this applicant’s pilot logbook, and certify that the individual meets the pertinent
requirements of FAR 61 for the pilot certificate or rating sought????" Or do we want to make a
statement that FIRC attendees must furnish the appropriate record or a stlatement to show that block 2
does not need to be checked when an airman graduates from an FIRC until FAA Order 8710.3 can get
changed?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.13(a) and FAA Order 8710.3C, Fig. 17-1, page 17-6; | agree that
the example shown in FAA Order 8710.3C, Fig. 17-1, page 17-6 would require an ACR to, in effect,
perjure themsalves by checking box 2. The example (Fig. 17-1, page 17-6) is a mistake.
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In discussing this matter with AFS-840, ACRs should discontinue checking box 2 unlessthe ACR has
persondly reviewed the applicant’s pilot logbook. Therefore, until FAA Orders 8710.3C and 8700.1
get changed, ACRs will only be required to check boxes 3 and 4. Asfor thewords”. . . have
personally tested . . .” would not be applicable to an ACR’ s duties, but the ACR can and should be
able to comply with the other portion of that statement “1 have persondly . . . or verified thisapplicant in
accordance with pertinent procedures and standards with the result indicated below.”

{q& a-306}

QUESTION: If astudent is color blind, will he/she be restricted from flying a night? Or will
the person never be able to get a pilot certificate? If there is Smply alimitation, does the limitation go on
the person’s pilot certificate or on the person’s medica certificate?

ANSWER: Reference 861.13(b). This person must have dl the night training required per

8861.109. However, the use of the certificate will be appropriately limited per Order 8700.1, Volume

2, Page 27-6, Paragraph 5.G or H. The “night flying prohibited” limitation goes on the person’s

medica certificate when issued because of the medicaly documented deficiency per 61.13(b).
{g&a218 question #3} ; { & a-60 question #21}

QUESTION: FAA Inspectors have, in the past, made a determination concerning reading,
spesking, and understanding the English language, but not relating to amedica limitation. Isit the intent
of these rulesthat refer to the phrase "medical reason” that the medica reason be identified based on the
Medicad Examiner's physicd or isit the intent that an Operations Ingpector identify the medica reason
and place an gppropriate limitation on the Filot Certificate. Each language requirement in 8861.83(c),
61.96(b)(2), 61.103(c), 61.123(b) and 61.153(b) refer to making amedical decision and placing an
appropriate limitation on a Pilot Certificate.

ANSWER: Ref. §61.13(b) asit applies to §861.83(c), 61.96(b)(2), 61.103(c), 61.123(b),
61.153(b), 61.183(b), and 61.213(a)(2). It is expected that an FAA Inspector identify, consider, and
evauate the “medica reason” at the time he or she issuesthe pilot certificate. This*medica reason”
should gppear on the applicant’s medica certificate in accordance with 86113(b)(ii) as alimitation. The
term “medica reason” is contained in the text of 8861.83(c), 61.96(b)(2), 61.103(c), 61.123(b) and
61.153(b) and additionally in §61.183(b) and 861.213(8)(2) and states “If the gpplicant is unable to
meet one of these requirements due to medical reasons, then the Adminigtrator may place such
operating limitations on that applicant’ s pilot certificate as are necessary for the safe operation of the
arcraft” (eg., Not vdid for flights requiring the use of aradio). Thislimitation may only gppear on the
pilot’smedicad. The purpose of establishing “medica reasons’ in the rule language was to make
alowances for persons with medica disabilities such as hearing and speech disabilities due to medica
reasons. It was never the intent of this rule to be discriminatory. Thisisthe purpose of dlowing
operaing limitations on an gpplicant’ s pilot certificate as found necessary for the safe operation of the
arcraft.

{g&a-204}
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61.23

QUESTION: | have Stuation where a student pilot is gpplying for a private pilot certificate-
arplane single engineland. His student pilot certificate expired nine months ago, but the 3 class
medica portion of the student pilot certificate is till current because he is under 40 years of age. Dol
reissue the student pilot certificate prior to administering the practica test for the private pilot certificate-
arplane single engine land rating? Does the aeronautica experience that was obtained after the student
pilot certificate expired now becomesinvaid snce the student did it on an expired student pilot
certificate?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.19(b) and 861.23(c )(3)(ii)(A); Reissue astudent pilot certificate to
the gpplicant and perform the practicd test. And the answer is no, the aeronautical experience does not
becomeinvaid. That timeis creditable.

The disconnect between the duration of the student pilot certificate and the medicd certificate duration
was a bureaucratic mistake of the FAA’s. When 861.23(c )(3)(ii)(A) was issued, we should have
revised 861.19(b). We have since noticed that mistake and that revision isdready in an NPRM that is
being developed for the next round of refining changesto Part 61.

{q&a313}

QUESTION: Is an airman who serves as safety pilot in accordance with 91.109(b) required
to have a current medical certificate in their possession, and indeed, be medically qudified even if the
“Safety Pilot” isnot going to act asthe PIC?

ANSWER: YES. Reference 861.3(c)(1). The safety pilot isarequired crew member per
91.109(b) and is therefore required to hold at least a current 3rd class medical certificate per
861.3(c)(1) evenif he/sheis not acting asthe PIC.

{q&a293}; { g& a-232}

QUESTION 1 What are the medica requirements for CFl and do we need to get information
out to darify requirements?

ANSWER 1: The medica requirements for the CH are covered in 861.23. In fact, ALL
medica certification requirements are covered in §61.23.

QUESTION 2 What class of medica certificate is needed to take the CH practicd tet?

ANSWER 2 Assuming the CH gpplicant will be PIC during the practica tet, at least a 3rd
class medical certificate isrequired. Review the §861.23(a)(3)(iv) and 61.39(a)(4). However, |F a
designated pilot examinear AGREES to act as the PIC on the practical test as alowed by §61.47, then
amedicd would NOT be required as per 861.23(b)(5) and §61.39(a)(4).

{q&a61 questions#1 & 2}; {g&a104}
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QUESTION: Y ou gtate that the FAA Hight Standards Service (AFS) recently changed its
policy regarding FAA medicd certificate requirements for an Aviation Safety Inspector (AS); an ASI
only needs to possess a third-class medical certificate. Prior to the AFS policy change, a second-class
medica certificate was required for an ASl. You Saethat an AS receiving training at Hangar 6 acts
asarequired crewmember, second in command, in accordance with the airplane flight manua (AFM)
limitations. In addition, the ASI, while actively participating in this flight training, is being compensated in
many forms by the FAA (sdlary, per diem, lodging, trangportation, logging of flight time). Also, you
providein your letter that the recurrent flight courses conducted by Hangar 6 are required events, that
Hangar 6 operaesitsfleet as civil aircraft not public aircraft, and that the ASl receives the recurrent
training in flight in arplanes and nat in flight smulators.

Accordingly, you seek alega opinion regarding whether an ASl, who holds only athird-class medica
certificate, is dlowed to act as arequired pilot flight crewmember while recalving compensation under
14 CFR.

ANSWER: Ref. §861.23(a)(2) and 861.133(a)(2)(ii); The answer isno, an ASl who only
holds a3" dlass medical certificate is NOT alowed to act as arequired pilot flight crewmember while
receiving compensation under 14 CFR 861.133(a)(2)(ii).

Section 61.23 (14 CFR section 61.23) sets forth the medica certificate requirements for pilots. This
section provides, in pertinent part, that a person exercisng the privileges of acommercid pilot certificate
must hold at least a second-class medica certificate and that a person exercising the privileges of a
private pilot certificate must hold at least athird-class medicd certificate.

Section 61.117 (14 CFR section 61.117) sets forth the privileges and limitations of the holder of a
private pilot certificate: second in command. That section provides, in pertinent part, that a person who
holds a private pilot certificate may not, for compensation or hire, act as second in command of an
arcraft that istype certificated for more than one pilot, nor may that pilot act as second in command of
such an aircraft that is carrying passengers or property for compensation or hire. Section 61.117 does
provide for the exceptions to the above (incidental business activity, expense sharing, charitable airlifts,
search and location missions, glider towing), however, none of the exceptions are applicable based on
the facts presented in your |etter.

An ASl, when acting as arequired pilot flight crewmember, whether he or sheis providing pilot
examinations or evauations, or isreceiving training as part of hisor her job, is exercisgng the privileges
of acommercid pilot certificate and needsto hold at least a second-class medicd certificate. The AS
is exercigng the privileges of acommercid pilot certificate because he or sheis acting as arequired pilot
flight crewmember and is receiving compensation related to that authority. The ASl isreceiving
compensation in the form of hisor her sdary. Riloting activities are integrally related to the ASl job
function. Acting asarequired pilot flight crewmember during pilot examinations and evauations, as well
as acting as arequired pilot flight crewmember during recurrent flight training courses, are a foreseegble
and normal part of the job duties of an AS; they are not incidental or casua and unimportant part of the
work of an ASl. In addition, an ASl is recaiving compensation in the form of recurrent flight training,
per diem and lodging during the recurrent flight training, trangportation to and from the recurrent flight
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training, logging of flight time during the recurrent flight training, and any additiond rating the ASl obtains
from the recurrent flight training

Accordingly, an ASl that acts as arequired pilot flight crewmember when performing the functions of
hisor her job, including training, is exerciang the privileges of acommercid pilot certificate and must
hold at least a second-class medica certificate.

In reviewing your concern, we met with representatives from AFS-800 to review the “recent AFS
policy change’ that you mentioned in your letter. AFS-800 provided us with a memorandum, dated
January 22, 1997, that discussed a policy change regarding the medica certificate requirements for an
ASl. Inthis memorandum, it States that “third class medicas will meet the recurrent medica
requirements for operations ingpectors, with the exception of those inspectors who are performing
crewmember functions that require a second class medical.” (Emphasis added.) AFS-800
stated that this guidance was needed to addressan ASl that does not need to act as arequired pilot
flight crewvmember (eg. an ASl that works only on flight smulators or flight training devicesor an AS
that never acts as arequired pilot flight crewmember). AFS-800 concurred that an ASI, who holds
only athird-class medicad certificate, is not dlowed to act asarequired pilot flight crewmember when
performing the functions of hisor her job, including training.

Answered by: Donad P. Byrne, FAA’s Assstant Chief Counsdl, Regulations Division, AGC-200
{q&a-287}

QUESTION 1: Does the requirement, “. . . to certify that he has no known medica deficiency. .
. inthe box W of the FAA Form 8710-1 gpplication still exist for gpplicants of balloon or glider

ratings?

ANSWER 1: Ref. 8861.23; 61.53; No, the requirement no longer exists. On the new

gpplication form now being developed, this block will be deleted. In the interim, the rule applies.
{q& a-136}

QUESTION: Does a CFl even need amedica certificate to give flight training?

ANSWER: Depends on the Situation.

Reference §861.3(c)(2)(iv); 61.23(b)(5). NO, when exercising the privileges of aflight instructor
catificate if the person isnot acting as pilot in command or serving as arequired pilot flight
crewmember.

Reference 8861.3(c)(1) & 61.23(a)(3)(iv) YES, at least acurrent 3rd class medica certificate when
giving ingruction to a student pilot (instructor must be PIC), or to anyone while that personisusing a
view limiting device (indructor is the safety pilat).

{g&a61 question #3} ; { g& a67 question #2}

QUESTION 20: When I'm giving aflight test in a R-22 and the person doesn’'t meset the SFAR-
73 requirementsto act as PIC then | act as PIC.  Therefore, the gpplicant is not exercising any pilot
privileges. 61.39(a)(4) says “Hold at least athird class medica certificate if amedica isrequired”. |
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understand this to mean that amedica certificate is not required and he would not need one to take this
practica test. Isthis correct?

ANSWER 20: NO. The applicant is required to have at least athird class medica per 61.23 (8)(3)
and 61.39(8)(4). Thereferenced 61.39(a)(4) “if amedicd isrequired” relatesto the fact that balloon
and glider pilots do not have amedica certificate requirement.

{g& a-60}

61.29

QUESTION 4: §861.29(d)(3) requires a person requesting replacement of an airman certificate,
medical, or knowledge report to include their socia security number with the request. Should this be
optiond?

ANSWER 4: 861.29(d)(3) reads as follows:
“(d) The letter requesting replacement of alost or destroyed airman certificate, medical
certificate, or knowledge test report must sate”

* * % * *

"(3) Thesocid security number.”

However, we agree this was a mistake, because the old 861.29(a)(1) had the words “ (if any)” The
next correction NPRM we will try to get it changed to say “if required.” We know our unwritten policy
guidance provides for people who don’'t want the FAA to know their socia security number.

{q& &30}

61.31

QUESTION: | was given about 25 hrs of dud in ahigh performance and complex Mooney in
1995. Theflight instructor logged my dud flights but did not put aforma endorsement in the back of my
logbook. Subsequently | logged PIC time in this airplane before August 4. 1997. Do | need aforma
endorsement to fly a high performance or complex airplanes?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.31(e)(2) and (f)(2); Yes, you need an instructor endorsement to act
asaPIC in acomplex airplane and high performance airplane. Granted in both §61.31(¢e)(2) and (f)(2),
it tatesin pertinent part, . . . haslogged flight time as pilot in command of a. . . [high-performance
arplane] [complex arplang] . . . prior to August 4, 1997 . . .,” but you in fact were never qudified to
act as pilot in command time in the high-performance airplane or in the complex arplane as your
ingtructor for whatever reason determined to not give you the required endorsement. Y ou must now
comply with 861.31(e)(2)(ii) and/or (f)(2)(ii), as appropriate before acting as pilot-in-command in a
complex and/or high performance arplane. From a safety point of view, it does not appear reasonable
for you to attempt to ACT as pilot in command of a high-performance airplane or in the complex
arplane when you have not completed the required training.  Furthermore, it is doubtful that you could
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even find an insurance company that would provide you with insurance or an FBO that would rent you
ther airplane.
{g&a325}

QUESTION: | hold Private Rilot Certificate with an Airplane Single Engine Land rating. |
have Medicd Certificate 3rd Class My current Flight Review was completed 10/7/99. The purpose of
providing this persond information isto show that | am alicensed private pilot with current medical and
BFR, important facts for the question to be asked of you.

| am building a single-place gyroplane from a kit approved by FAA as meeting the "mgjor portion”
requirement of 14 CFR Part 21, specificaly Section 21.191 (g). | will be licensng my single-place gyro
in the Experimenta Category and will fly it under my Private Pilot Certificate.

FAR 61.31 (k) (2) says, "The rating requirements of this section [i.e., section 61.31] do not apply to --

(iii) The holder of apilot certificate when operating an aircraft under the authority of an
experimenta or provisond aircraft type certificate.”

According to FAA 61.31 (k) (2) (iii), | can legaly fly my single-place gyroplane with an Experimental
certificate under a Private Pilot License rated for Airplane Single Engine Land.

My questionis. What should | do so that the FAA knows | am flying legdly if there were aramp check
of me and my gyro? Should 861.31(k (2)(iii) be specificaly referenced in the Experimentd
Airworthiness Certificate under "Operating Limitations' for this particular aircraft?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.31(k)(2)(iii); Asper 891.319(e), it depends on the limitations that
have been incorporated in the letter of operating limitations that gets issued with the aircraft's
experimentd airworthiness certificate. The pilot will have to comply with those limitations. And if the
limitations says his experimenta arworthiness certificate is predicated on him holding a Rotorcraft-
Gyroplane rating then that iswhat helll have to hold. Regardless of what 861.31(K)(2)(iii) appearsto
say, the pilot ill has to comply with 891.319(e) and the letter of operating limitations. And normaly, in
that letter of operating limitations, the FAA aways establishes a category and class rating for operating
an experimentd aircraft.

{q&a322}

QUESTION: What are the ratings needed to fly an amphibious airplane (Lake, Grumman
Goosg, etc.)? Doesthe PIC need both land and searatings, or can the pilot operate with only one of
the ratings if operations are only to/from the surface on which the pilot is rated? 1'd gppreciate an
"officid" view. And were not looking a& ME vs SE -- let's assume were talking about a Lake
Buccaneer, and apilot with only PVT-ASEL flying off land, or only PVT-ASES flying off water.

ANSWER: Reference 861.31(d)(1). Only the appropriate rating (land/sea) is required.
To operate an amphibious airplane for water operations using the float landing gear, one must hold the
Airplane Single Engine Sea or Airplane Multiengine Searating, as gppropriate. To operate an
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amphibious airplane for land operations using the whedled landing gear, one must hold the Airplane
Single Engine Land or Airplane Multiengine Land reting, as gppropriate.
{g&a317}

QUESTION: Ref. 861.31(b); The scenario isthat | have apilot who istyperated in a M-
404. The aircraft’ s airworthiness certification basis for the M-404 is CAR Part 4b (or now 14 CFR
Part 25). Doesthe pilot need a 861.58 check? If S0, does the pilot need to get with an authorized
ingtructor/PPE and get proficient, and then take the check? Or does the pilot need only to go to the
FSDO and get atemporary letter of authorization (LOA) for flight training?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.31(b); Yes, the pilot needs to accomplish a 861.58 PIC proficiency
check. An yes, the pilot needs to get with an authorized ingtructor and get proficient, and then take the
861.58 PIC proficiency check with an Examiner.

FAA Order 8700.1, Chapter 32 pertainsto issuing letters of authorization (LOA) for operating an
arcraft for which no civilian type designation exigs for that specific aircraft. Asin the case of operating
an arcraft that only holds an experimenta airworthiness certificate.

FAA Order 8700.1, Chapter 33 gppliesto issuing letters of authorization (LOA) for operating an
arcraft that requires a pilot to hold atyperating [i.e,, 861.31(8)] in that type of aircraft, but no type
rating exists. Asin the case of industry pilots and FAA Inspectors who have airman/aircraft certification
respongbility and need some FAA qudification Satus in that particular type of arcraft before a pilot
certificate type designator is established for the aircraft. Asin the case of conducting an Hight
Standardization Board on a newly manufactured aircraft before it receivesitsinitia type designator
certification.

{q& a-260}

QUESTION: Ref. 861.31(g)(2); Isthe purpose for the additiond flight training to operate
pressurized aircraft capable of operating at high dtitudes to receive training on the flight characteristics
of pressurized arcraft or to receive training on the pressurization systems of pressurized aircraft?

ANSWER: The purpose isto receive training on both the “. . . operation of a pressurized

§61.31(g)(2)] and aso the pressurization systems of pressurized aircraft. The history
behind this rule was to respond to an NTSB safety recommendation that involved some accidents in the
1980’ s that involved pilots who had relaively limited experience in these turbojet airplanes that were
a0 pressurized. Thus, the FAA issued 861.31(g) in response to the NTSB’ s safety recommendation.
{q& a-256}

QUESTION: Thank you for your letter dated April 20, 1999, to the Office of the Chief
Counsd, Federd Aviation Adminidration (FAA), regarding the logging of pilot-in-command time.
Specificdly, whether a pilot needs to have the appropriate 14 CFR section 61.31 endorsements before
he or she can properly log pilot-in-command time under 14 CFR section 61.51(e).
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In your letter you state that you are “ concerned with the answers given by John Lynch, AFS-840,
through his Frequently Asked Questions 14 CFR, PARTS 61 & 141 website,” regarding the 14 CFR
section 61.31 endorsements and the logging of pilot-in-command time under 14 CFR section 61.51(€).
In this webgite, Mr. Lynch was given the following scenario: a person holds a private pilot certificate
with asingle-engine land rating. Thispilot is obtaining training in asingle-engine land arplane thet isaso
acomplex or high performance airplane. The question asked was whether this person could log the
time he or she manipulated the controls as pilot-in-command time. Mr. Lynch stated that this person
could not log pilot-in-command time under 14 CFR section 61.51(e) in asingle-engine land airplane
that isdso acomplex or high performance airplane, without having the appropriate endorsements
required under 14 CFR section 61.31. Thisanswer isincorrect.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.51(€)(1)(i); Before discussing thisissue, please note that Mr. Lynch's
webgte is an informationd website provided by the Flight Standards Service (AFS). Itisnot alegd Ste
and the Office of the Chief Counsdl does not review it. Accordingly, information provided on his
webgteis not legdly binding.

14 CFR section 61.51(€) governsthe logging of pilot-in-command time. This section provides, in
pertinent part, that a private pilot may log pilot-in~command time for thet flight time during which that
person is the sole manipulator of the controls of an aircraft for which the pilot is rated. (Emphesis
added)

The term “rated,” as used under 14 CFR section 61.51(e), refers to the pilot holding the appropriate
arcraft ratings (category, class, and type, if atyperatingisrequired). Theseratings are listed under 14
CFR section 61.5 and are placed on the pilot certificate.

Therefore, based on the scenario given to Mr. Lynch, a private pilot may log pilot-in-command time, in
acomplex or high performance airplane, for those portions of the flight when he or sheisthe sole
manipulator of the controls because the aircraft being operated is sSingle-engine land and the private pilot
holds a sngle-engine land rating. Note, while the private pilot may log this time as pilot-in-command
time in accordance with 14 CFR section 61.51(€), he or she may not act as the pilot in command unless
he or she has the appropriate endorsement as required under 14 CFR section 61.31.

14 CFR section 61.31 requires a person to have an endorsement from an authorized instructor before
he or she may act as pilot in command of certain aircraft (a complex airplane, a high performance
arplane, apressurized airplane cgpable of operating at high dtitudes, or atallwhed arplane). These
endorsements are not required to log pilot-in-command time under 14 CFR section 61.51(€).

Asyou dated in your |etter, there isadigtinction between acting as pilot in command and logging pilot-
in-command time. In order to act as pilot in command, the pilot who has find authority and
respongbility for the operation and safety of the flight, a person must be properly rated in the aircraft
and be properly rated and authorized to conduct the flight. In order to log pilot-in-command time, a
person who is the sole manipulator of the controls only needs to be properly rated in the aircraft.

{g& a-288} [Replaces g& a-228]
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QUESTION: The Stuationis| want to give training and the required endorsement for
operating pressurized aircraft capable of operating a high dtitudes, as per 861.31(g). | have accessto
aBoeing 737 flight amulator. Will this Boeing 737 flight smulator suffice for thistraining?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.31(g)(2); YES, aBoeing 737 flight amulator will suffice for this
training. Asit dates, in pertinent part, in 861.31(g)(2):

“. .. that person hasreceived and logged training . . . . or in aflight smulator or flight training
devicethat is representative of a pressurized aircraft . . "

However, this Boeing 737 flight smulator must first have been “evauated” and “quaified” by the
FAA'’s FHight Standards Service's Nationd Simulator Program Office, AFS-205, plus evaluated and
authorized by the gppropriate (locd) Hight Standards Digtrict Office.

{q&a-214}

QUESTION: We were asked the following questions by a person who has a commercia
pilot certificate with ASEL, AMEL, and Insrument Rating. Reference 861.31(e)(2)(iii).

(1) I ambuilding agyrocopter. What kind of authorization do | need to fly it?
(2) How can | get a gyrocopter rating added to my pilot certificate?

| talked to Ben Owens at EAA Headquarters. Heindicated that the above referenced regulation would
alow the person building the gyrocopter (I believe they are cdled gyroplanes) to fly it with only an
authorization from this office. However, he pointed out AC 20-27D, Append 9, Para9, Sample List of
Operating Limitations which require a Category/Class Reting OR aletter of authorization from this
office. He fet that most FSDOs were requiring the individua to havethe  category/classrating
before flying it. How do you folks fed 7?7?

Asregards question (2), | discovered an organization called the "Popular Rotorcraft Association” which
gpparently has severd gyroplaneingdructorsand pilot examiners around the statesthat could give
training and a checkride in agyroplane. Isthisthe best way to go for this person building this
"gyrocopter??'

ANSWER: Ref. 861.31(k)(2)(iii) and 861.63(b); In accordance with 861.31(k)(2)(iii), |
assume this gyrocopter is” . . . operaing an aircraft under the authority of an experimenta or provisond
arcraft type certificate. . ."

If S0, this person dready has the authority to operate the aircraft asfar as having the required pilot
certificate, because you said the person holds a commercid pilot certificate. But additionally, the person
must comply with the conditions and limitations that are contained on his aircraft's experimental or
provisond arcraft type certificate.
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Now, if the person seeksto add a rotorcraft-gyroplane rating onto his pilot certificate, the rule that
applies here is 861.63(b).
{g& a159}

QUESTION 2: Situation is an applicant who holds acommercid pilot certificate with an
arplanesingleland rating. The applicant is now seeking to add a helicopter rating onto his commerciad
pilot certificate. To show 35 hours of PIC timein helicopters as per 861.129(c)(2)(i) how can the
gpplicant obtain and log that PIC time in a helicopter?

ANSWER 2 Ref. per 861.51(e) or 861.31(d); The PIC time would have to be obtained:

a Already hold a hdlicopter rating a the privete pilot level. Then PIC time can be logged while
flying solo and/or while manipulating the control as per 861.51(e)(1)(i) when the flight ingtructor is

on board; or
b. Be the sole occupant of the aircraft and have a current solo endorsement in accordance with
§61.31(d)(3).
QUESTION 3: | am private pilot with an airplane Sngle engine land reting. | am seeking to add

ahdlicopter rating. Can | log the time as PIC while manipulating the controls with my ingtructor on
board as in §61.31(d)(2)?

ANSWER 3: No. Y ou cannot log the time as PIC while his ingtructor is on board since you
are not rated in the aircraft, see 86151(€)(1)(i). There isnothing wrong with the way 861.31(d)(2) has
been written. To “ asthe pilot in command while receiving training does not authorize logging
PIC. There has aways been a difference between logging PIC time vs. acting/serving as PIC.

{q& a-146}
QUESTION 1: Isit possible that a student pilot could take the practical test for a private pilot

cetificate in atallwhed arplane without ever having received or logged whed [andings or have flown
solo in atallwhed arplane as a student pilot without having received or logged training on wheel
landings? Part 61.31 (i) requires apilot-in-command of atalwhed arplane to have received and
logged whed landings. However, Part 61.31(k)(2)(ii) excepts holders of student pilot certificates from
61.31(1)(1)(ii).

ANSWER 1: Reference §61.107(b)(1)(iv). Most certainly, the gpplicant would have to
exhibit skill and proficiency inwhed landings. A student pilot gpplying for a private pilot certificate usng
atalwhed airplane shal comply with 861.107(b)(1)(iv), and one of the tasksin that area of operation
(see FAA-S-8081-15; Private Pilot PTS on pages 1-11 thru -14) would involve "Exhibits knowledge
of theelementsrelated to a. . . and landing”, and 8§61.107(a) requires the training be received and
logged. 861.31(k)(2)(ii) isastand done rule, completely independent of 861.31(i)(1)(ii).

{g&a-97}

QUESTION 2 Reference §61.31(f). Situation is, a person completed a high performance
checkout in a Piper Cherokee with a 180hp engine prior to August 4, 1997. The endorsement saysit is
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for a high performance arplane checkout. Can we accept this checkout for ahigh performance airplane
checkout, in accordance with §61.31(f)?

ANSWER 2. No; per 861.31(f). A Piper Cherokee with a 180hp engine ISNOT A HIGH
PERFORMANCE AIRPLANE. Asyou dated, it has aretractable landing gear, flaps, and a
controllable pitch propeler, but it does not have AN ENGINE with more than 200 horsepower. So,
the endorsement is good for the §61.31(€) checkout (i.e., complex airplane), but not for the high

performance airplane checkouit.
{g& a-89}
QUESTION: Does 61.31(f) gpply only to sngle engine airplanes? Almog al multiengine

arplanes have more than 200 total horsepower.

ANSWER: Read 861.31(f). It issays arplane. It doesn't say Sngle engine airplane, it
doesn't say multiengine, it says "arplane.” Aslong as some place on that airplane you can find a least
ONE engine that is more than 200 horsepower then it isa high performance airplane.

{g&a22}

QUESTION 1. Does apilot have PIC privilege in ahigh performance aircraft (e.g. C-182) if a
"high performance’ endorsement was received before Aug. 4, 1997 as the result of training in a 180hp
Piper Arrow and the pilot has NEVER flown an aircraft with an engine having more than 200 hp?

ANSWER 1: He does not have PIC privileges in ahigh performance airplane. Per
861.31(f)(2) says". . . haslogged flight time as pilot in command of a high performance airplane. . .
prior to August 4, 1997." And §861.31(f)(1) says ahigh performanceis”. . . (an airplane with an engine
of more than 200 horsepower). . ." A 180 hp Piper Arrow does not meet the definition of a high
performance airplane.

QUESTION 2 Conversdly:  Doesapilot have PIC privilege in acomplex arcraft (eg. Piper
Arrow) if a"high performance”’ endorsement was received before Aug. 4, 1997 asthe result of training
in a Cessna 182 and the pilot has NEVER flown an aircraft with retractable landing gear?

ANSWER 2: No, he does not have PIC privilegesin acomplex airplane. Per §61.31(€)(2)
says" . .. haslogged flight time as pilot in command of acomplex arplane. . . prior to August 4,
1997." And §861.31(e)(1) saysacomplex airplaneis™. . . (an airplane that has aretractable landing
gear . ..)" A fixed gear Cessna 182 does not meet the definition of a complex airplane.

{g&a-64}

QUESTION 1. If aPrivate Pilot is acting as SIC in acomplex airplane, does that pilot need the
complex endorsement?

ANSWER 1. No; But 861.55 may apply, if aSIC isrequired.
{g&a67}
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QUESTION: In the definition of a high-performance airplane what about a multi-engine
arcraft with two engines of 200 hp? Wasit your intention that a 400 hp aircraft not qudify as high-
performance because it derives that 400 hp from more than one engine?

ANSWER: Please review the new 861.31(f) which gates, in pertinent part, . . . an engine.
. Soif that multiengine airplane doesn't have "an engine' of more than 200 horsepower then it isn't a
high performance airplane. In your example, you State that both engines are exactly 200 horsepower.
Therefore, IT ISNOT A HIGH PERFORMANCE AIRPLANE.

{g& a-24}

QUESTION 1L IsaPiper Senacall ahigh performance airplane. The Piper Senacall AFM
saysitsengines are rated at 200 horsepower at sealevel and increase in dtitude up to 215 horsepower
at 12,000.

ANSWER 1: It isahigh performance airplane. The rule states, in pertinent part, “ . . . (an

arrplane with an engine of more than 200 horsepower) . . .” And as you stated, the Piper Senacalll is
an engine of morethan 200 horsepower.” The rule does not differentiate where

the engine has to be more than 200 horsepower, it just says“an engine of mor e than 200

hor sepower.”

{q&a-59}

QUESTION 1. Pease confirm. Isit truethat if you logged "complex" PIC under the old rule
with the old “high performance’ endorsement, you will not be digibleto PIC ahigh performance
arplane under the new rule unless some of that "complex" time involves an arcraft that has a least one
engine with more than 200 HP?

ANSWER 1: Reference 861.31(f) and (g) Yes. Some PIC time logged in an airplane with
an engine with more than 200 HP before August 4, 1997 would aso be required. However, if the
person showed PIC time before August 4, 1997 in a Cessna 210RG, then that airplane would meet the
requirement for both the "complex arplane’ and the "high performance airplane’ and the “old high
performance” endorsement would sill be vaid for both complex and high performance.

{0g&a8}

QUESTION 3: Now that "AERO TOW ONLY" and "GROUND LAUNCH ONLY" are
obsolete, should we reissue dl certificates with glider ratingstoread "(PVT/COM'L) PRIVILEGES--
GLIDER"?

| have aGLIDER-AERO TOW. If | act as PIC during a ground launch after getting a CFl
endorsement and if | don't get my certificate reissued-- wouldn't | be in violation of arestriction on my
certificate, even though I'm in compliance with the rule.

ANSWER 3: [861.31(k)] Order 8700.1, Change 17 is being drafted to address that issue.
But you can have the limitations removed when you have your certificate re-issued, or you can apply
right now to haveit reissued without the limitation, or if you never get your certificate re-issued you can
keep the limitation. 1t makes no difference. 861.31(k) isthe rule that addresses your question.
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{0g&a8}

61.33

QUESTION: Here is the running diaog that we have had with AFS-200 concerning group
orasduring 135 checks. Thereason that this arose is because of the conflicting guidance in severa of
our publications. Since many of these 135 checks are given concurrently with atype rating ride at the
end of the course, we would like to know whether this policy appliesto aplain Part 61 type rating
check. HightSafety admits that they can not recdl the last time anyone failed the ord portion of atype
rating check when the group method was used. Before we send FSI the guidance clarifying the 135
position, we would like to have the officid GA guidance.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.33 and FAA Order 8710.3C, page 5-6, paragraph 19C; The FAA's
written officid pogtion on thisissueisasfollows

"C. Group Testing. Normadly, an examiner administersthe ora portion of the practica test to
each gpplicant individualy. This ensures confidentiaity and dlows the examiner to conduct the
test asthe Stuation requires. In some circumstances, such as when the examiner istesting acrew
of two, it may be advantageous to administer the ora portion of the test to two applicants
smultaneoudy. When two applicants of smilar backgrounds have trained in the same aircraft or
training course and are being tested for identica certificates, s multaneous testing may be
conducted if NO MORE THAN TWO APPLICANTS are tested and both applicants and the
examiner agree to that method. If either applicant prefersto be tested separately, the examiner
SHALL conduct separate oral tests.”

Therefore, it makes no difference whether the gpplicantsare ™. . . plain Part 61 type rating checks . . ."
orae". .. Pat 135 checks that are being given concurrently with atype rating ride at the end of the
course. . .", they still have to comply with FAA Order 8710.3C, page 5-6, paragraph 19C.
{q&a274}

QUESTION: Recently | have severd inquiries from FAA Aviation Safety Inspectors
(Operations) regarding a possble conflict between the requirements of Private Pilot Certification in Part
61 and the PTS. For example, the PTSfor a Private Pilot Certificate-Rotorcraft-Helicopter practica
test requires tracking and interception. Unless I'm mistaken there is no such requirement in Part 61.
What isthe lega status of the PTS in such acase?

ANSWER: The legd status of a Practica Test Standards is covered by §61.33 which
dates. “Tests prescribed by or under this part are given at times and places, and by persons designated
by the Adminigtrator” and 8§61.43 which specifies generd test procedures. The regulations implement
public law Title 49 of the United States Code.

Thereis no conflict between the PTS and Part 61 for an applicant for a Private Pilot Certificate for a
helicopter rating. Section 61.105(b)(4) requires ground training on "Use of aeronautica chartsfor VFR
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navigation usng pilotage, dead reckoning, and navigation systems.”  Section 61.107(b)(3)(vii) requires
both ground and flight training on "Navigation." And the Private Pilot-Helicopter PTS requires testing
per Areaof Operation VI, Task B on interception and tracking a given radid or bearing and locating
position using cross radias, coordinates, or bearings.

Y es, the examiner M UST test gpplicantson " Intercepts and tracks a given radia or bearing” or
“Locates position using cross radias, coordinates, or bearings.” This additiond training is not only
beneficid for improving the competency of helicopter pilots, but it's important for helicopter pilotsto
know how to operate SAFELY in today's Nationa Airspace System.

{q&a241}

61.35

QUESTION: The CATS computer test people tell me that no ingtructor signoff

isrequired, dueto a"new" changein palicy, to take the FOI/AGI/IGI/CFI/CFIl knowledge tests. Is
thistrue? | haven't been able to find anything in writing to support this, and don't want to show up for
tests without required papers.

ANSWER: Per §61.183(d)); Applicants are not required to show such evidence of
preparation to take the ATP, flight instructor (CFl), fundamentals of instruction (FOI), military
competency, foreign pilot instrument (IFP) or the certificated ground ingtructor (CGI) knowledge tests
unless they are applying to retake atest after failing that test (per 8 61.49). Paragraph 5. b. of the
Advisory Circular (AC) 61-65D now relaesthisinformetion.

Regarding fundamentals of instruction (FOI), per §61.185(a), the gpplicant needsto . . . receive and
log ground training from an authorized ingructor . . " When the gpplicant gppliesfor the practica
test, the examiner shdl ensure that the gpplicant has. . . . receive and log ground training from an
authorized ingtructor . . .", but such logbook endorsement need not be presented to take the computer
knowledge test.

{q&a173}

QUESTION 1. Must an gpplicant for the ATP knowledge test present his’her logbook to be
inspected by the FAA prior to taking the ATP knowledge test? The old 861.153 stated “ An applicant
for an arline transport pilot certificate with an arplane rating must, after meeting the requirements of
8861.151 [except paragraph (a) thereof] and 61.155, passawritten test on . . .” which, in effect,
required that applicant’s logbook to be inspected by the FAA to ensure the applicant possessed the
required aeronautical experience prior to taking the knowledge test.

ANSWER 1: The policy concerning the prerequisites for taking a knowledge test is addressed
in 861.35. Section 61.35 appliesto ATP applicants taking the ATP knowledge test just like it applies
to al other applicants for knowledge tests. However, section 61.151 does not require an ATP
gpplicant to receive an endorsement from an ingtructor prior to taking the knowledge test (or, for that
matter, a practical test recommendation is not required).
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{g&a134}

QUESTION: Can a person take the Airline Trangport Pilot (ATP) - Airplane knowledge test
before age 21 and the ATP practica test before age 23? For yearsit was permissiblefor a person as
young as age 18 that had the required flight experience to take the Airline Transport Pilot - Airplane
written (knowledge) test and then the practicd test. If the person was successful with both, aletter was
then issued and later at age 23 the person could receive the actua ATP certificate. 1sn't this till true?

ANSWER: NO.

Knowledgetest: In accordance with 861.35(a)(2)(iii) the knowledge test can not be administered
before the first day of the month of the person’s 214t birthday. The knowledge test requires
identification at the time of gpplication that contains the persons date of birth, which must show that the
gpplicant meets or will meet the age requirements for the certificate sought before the expiration date
(24 “cdendar” months) of the airman knowledge test report.

Practical test: In accordance with 861.39(a)(5) the practica test can not be administered before the
person’s 23rd birth day; the prescribed age requirement for issuance per 861.153(a).
{g&a114}

QUESTION: An airman has asked if he can take the ATP knowledge test without a
commercid/instrument certificate. I’ ve reviewed 61.153, 61.155, 61.35, and the preambles (61-102 &
61-103) and it isnot clear to me.

ANSWER: Thereisno digibility prerequisites for the ATP knowledge test other than age,
which isaddressed in §61.35. For the ATP knowledge test, there is NO endorsement requirement.
L et the person take the knowledge test.

{g& a-58}

61.39

QUESTION: Looking at the recommended endorsementsin AC 61-65D, apparently we will
no longer use the old one which specified training accomplished in the last 60 days and demonstrated
sat knowledge of areas found to be deficient in the knowledge test....is this correct?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.39(a)(6)(i); The "recommended” endorsementsin the Advisory
Circular 61-65D are not intended to be “required word-for-word" endorsements. They are examples
that “should” be used, but we recognize that some inspectors and examiners tend to treat them as
“required word-for-word.”  The recommended endorsements that are shown do not include the two
specific items you are asking about.

@ Regarding the 861.39(a)(6)(i) endorsement of training within the preceding 60 days,
look at Recommended Endorsements numbers 12, 18, 20, and 22 and note that the references
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incorporated in these endorsements include an amount of training (e.g., 861.109(a)(4) requires 3 hours
flight training ... within 60 days preceding the date of the test). The regulatory references for example
24 (861.183 & 861.187) and example 37 and 39 (861.63(b), (c) & (d)) do not include a specific
amount of training required within the preceding 60 days, however at least Some training *“more than
zero” is il required and these examples refer to the “required training.”  In any event, an examiner
must review the applicant’s logbook/training records to verify that the required amount (e.g., 3 hours, 1
Y, or some) of training occurred within the preceding 60 days.

NOTICE. These specific endorsements stating that the applicant is prepared/proficient to pass the
required practica test in accordance with 861.39(8)(6)(ii) are required in the logbook or training record
for those certificates that include the requirement as a prerequisite [e.g.. 8861.63(b)(3) & (€)(2),
61.65(a)(6), 61.96(b)(5)(ii), 61.103(f)(2), 61.123(e)(2), and 61.187)]. The endorsement MUST be
included IN ADDITION to the instructor's signature on the appropriate line on the FAA Form 8710-1
Airman Certificate & /or Rating Application.

2 Regarding the 861.39(a)(6)(iii) endorsement of knowledge test item review thereisa
“NOTE” in paragraph 9 of the Advisory Circular that reiterates this requirement. Unfortunately, the
endorsement examples pointed out were intended for permission to take the knowledge test rather than
endorsement of the required review. Thiserror was not redized in time for change before publication.
An endorsement worded much like the statement on the knowledge test result form or like the following
would suffice “l havegiven _ additiona ingtruction in the subject areas found deficient on the
knowledge test as required by §61.39(a)(6)(ii) and he/she demonstrates satisfactory knowledge.”
{g&a314}

QUESTION 1: My question involves the words “60-day period” of 861.43(f)(1). An
gpplicant who completes an air carrier employer’ s gpproved training program for atype rating to be
added to an ATP certificate often completes the practical test in 3 phases, which are the
ora/knowledge portion, flight smulator portion, and the actua aircraft portion. The applicant takes
the oral portion first. Then, provided the oral portion was completed satisfactorily, the applicant
recaives training in the flight smulator and then performs the flight smulator portion of the practicd
test. Provided the flight smulator portion of the practica test was accomplished satisfactorily, the
goplicant then receives flight training in the actud aircraft. Then the applicant performs the aircraft
portion of the practical test in the actud arcraft in flight. When does the “60

861.43(f)(1) requirement that the applicant pass the remainder of the practica test within the 60-day
period after the date the practical test was discontinued?

ANSWER 1. Ref. §861.39(d) and (€) and 61.43(f)(1); The 60 days begins when the
practical test is begun/discontinued.

In your scenario, the practical test was DISCONTINUED when the ora portion was satisfactorily
completed, which is aso the day the test began. Per 861.43(f)(1), the applicant has 60 days to
complete the remainder of that practica test. And for the record, DISCONTINUED doesn't just mean
when the practical test was discontinued due to failure by the applicant or an equipment malfunction or
inclement westher, it aso applies when the applicant has not completed the entire practica test,
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otherwise the practica test was DISCONTINUED! The definition of discontinue means “To interrupt
the continuance of; to stop; to give up.” And o0, when the applicant satisfactorily completed the ora
portion of the practical test and the practica test was DISCONTINUED, the clock starts ticking and
that applicant now has a*60-day period after the date the practical test was discontinued” to complete
the practical test.

QUESTION 2 Also, does §861.39(d) and (e) and 61.43(f)(1) vs. FAA Order 8400.1,
Volume 5, Chapter 1, paragraph 17.E conflict with one another when it relates to gpplicants who are
taking a practica test on the basis of completing an air carrier training program? As per FAA Order
8400.1, Volume 5, Chapter 1, paragraph 17.E, it states:

“E. TimeLimits. Theflight test phase must completed within 60 days of completion of the ora
test. If aflight test is conducted with a combination of flight Smulator and arcraft ssgments, the
arcraft segment must be completed within 30 days of the smulator portion.”
VS.

§61.39(d) states:
(d) If dl increments of the practical test for a certificate or rating are not completed on one date,
al remaining increments of the test must be satisfactorily completed not more than 60 caendar
days after the date on which the gpplicant began the test.

861.39(¢) states:
(e) If dl increments of the practical test for a certificate or arating are not satisfactorily completed
within 60 calendar days after the date on which the applicant began the test, the applicant must
retake the entire practica test, including those increments satisfactorily completed.

§61.43(f)(1) states:
“Passes the remainder of the practica test within the 60-day period after the date the practical
test was discontinued.”

ANSWER 2: Ref. 8861.39(d) and (€) and 61.43(f)(1); These rules are not contrary to FAA
Order 8400.1, Volume 5, Chapter 1, paragraph 17.E. Therules are merely slent on the “30 days’
time limit between the flight smulator and aircraft segments of the practica test. Therefore, the “30

5, Chapter 1, paragraph 17.E. applies and the
gpplicant who is making gpplication for the rating on the basis of completing an air carrier training
program must comply with this*30 days’ time limit requirement.

This answer was coordinated and gpproved by FHight Standards Service's Air Carrier Training Branch,
AFS-210. AFS-210 added the following comments to support the above answers.

1. Andl arplane practica test must be completed with 60 days of starting the practicd test (an the

ord portionis part of the practica test). Soif apractica test is performed under a Part 121 training
program, the applicant is required to have completed the entire practica test “. . . within 60 calendar
days after the date on which the applicant began thetest . . .”

2. A practicd test that also involves a flight smulator portion, then in accordance with FAA Order
8400.1, Volume 5, Chapter 1, paragraph 17.E., the gpplicant must complete the entire practica test
“. .. within 30 days of the smulator portion . . .”
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3. And the entire practicd test, including the flight smulator portion of the practica test, must be
completed within “. . . 60 cdendar days after the date on which the gpplicant began thetest . . .”
{q&a-281}

QUESTION: Order 8700.1, Volume 1, chapter 1, section 4, paragraph 3, B, (5) directsthe
Inspector to accept the instructor's recommendation on the back side of the 8710-1 as meeting the
required endorsements prescribed under §61.39(8)(6). In reading the current 861.39(a)(6), it requires
the logbook or training record endorsement "and" have a completed and signed application form. Am |
correct in addressing this information in the classroom, considering the two references (Part 61.39 and
8700.1, vol 11), that the Instructor's recommendation on the back of the 8710-1 will till satisfy the
regulatory requirement of Part 61.39 (a)(6)"and" (7).

ANSWER: No. Ref. §61.39(a)(6) and (7); It requires an endorsement ™. .. inthe
gpplicant's logbook or training record . . ." if an endorsement isrequired. And it asorequiresa”. .. a
completed and signed application form." Right now, FAA Order 8700.1 is hopelesdy out of date and
the rule gpplies. | don't know the time schedule for when FAA Order 8700.1 is going to be updated,
because it is outside my responsbility. AFS-805 has respongbility for issuing changesto FAA Order
8700.1.

Persondly, | wish | had been around when the policy was initidly established in FAA Order 8700.1,
volume I1, chapter 1, section 4, paragraph 3, B, (5), because | believe it conflicts with even the old
861.39(a)(5). | believe both the new 861.39(8)(6) and the old 861.39(a)(5) requires and required an
endorsement ". . . in the gpplicant's logbook or training record . . ." When 861.39(a)(6) was re-written
inthe way it was it was for a purpose. Because, we wanted the applicant to:

"(6) Have an endorsement, if required by this part, in the gpplicant's logbook or training record
that has been signed by an authorized instructor who certifies that the applicant--"

and we aso wanted the gpplicant to:
"(7) Have a completed and signed gpplication form.

Why we ever put out such a policy, considering even what the old 861.39(a)(5) said, is beyond me?
{0&a272}

QUESTION: Ref. §61.39(b)(1)(i)) and (2); | serve as a Navigator “flight crewmember” in
the United States Air Force Reserves on a KC-135 Tanker. |'ve also completed an approved air
carrier Firg Officer training program for a Part 121 operator that | work for asaFirst Officer. | dso
hold a Commercid Filot Certificate with an Airplane Single Engine Land and Airplane Multiengine Land
and Ingrument-Airplane ratings. And | aso meet the ATP aeronautica experience requirements of
§861.159. My question is, am | qudified to make gpplication for the ATP-Airplane Multiengine Land
practica test with an EXPIRED ATP-Airplane knowledge test?
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ANSWER: Reference 861.39(b)(2)(1) and (2); You are not qudified to take the ATP
practica test with an EXPIRED ATP-Airplane knowledge test. 'Y our qudifications do not comply with
861.39(b)(2)(i) because you have not accomplished your air carrier employer’s “Pilot in command
arcraft quaification training program . . .” Nor are you qudified in accordance with §61.39(b)(2),
snce you are not amilitary pilot nor haveyou “. . . accomplished the pilot in command arcraft
qudification training program . . .”  Even though you' ve pointed out that as a Navigator in your U.S. Air
Force Reserve unit you are a“flight crewmember” (i.e., Navigator), the rule requires you to be a
military pilot and you must have“. . . accomplished the pilot in command arcraft qudification training
program. ..” of that U.S. Air Force reserve unit.
{q& a-266}

QUESTION 1: An applicant holds a Commercid PFilot Certificate, Airplane-Single-Engine Land
Rating, Instrument-Airplane Rating and wants to make agpplication for an add-on Cessna Citation type
rating a the Commercid Pilot Leve. Mugt the applicant FIRST hold an Airplane Multiengine Land
classrating before he is digible to take the type rating practicd test in a Cessna Citation?' There
appears to be some disagreement on this requirement with our folks here. Isthis new PTS change #1
to the PTS correct?

ANSWER: 861.63(d) and §61.39(a); The answer is no, the applicant does not need to
hold an Airplane Multiengine Land class rating to be digible for the CES00 type rating practicd test.
The reference made in the ATP/Type Rating PTS, dated August 1998 on page 7, item No. 3 iswrong.
Item No. 3 has been corrected in change #1. The way we revised §61.129(b), it is permissible for an
goplicant to recaive thair initidl Commercid Filot Certificate for an Airplane category rating and
Multiengine Land class rating in a CE-500.

{q&a-263}

QUESTION 7: What about the ATP gpplicant who is not adding a type rating but is smply
getting an ATP cetificate in asmdl (no type rating required) airplane? Does such an applicant require
any flight training and ingtructor endorsement in preparation for the ATP practica tes? Sections
61.63(d) and 61.157(b) seems to only require ground and flight training and an endorsement from an
authorized indructor if thetest isfor or includes atype rating.

ANSWER 7: Ref. 861.39(c)(3) and 861.157(b)(2); The answer isno, an ATP gpplicant
does not need an instructor endorsement to apply for the practical test. As per 861.157(b)(2), this
provision only requires the endorsement be for “. . . Must receive alogbook endorsement from an
authorized ingtructor certifying that the applicant completed the training on the areas of operation listed
in paragraph (e) of this section that gpply to the aircraft type rating sought;” The endorsement is not for
“. .. Certifying the person is prepared for the required practical test . . "

{q&a-249}

QUESTION: Recently a Situation arose thet resulted in areview of §61.39(a)(6) vs.
861.39(c)(1), (2) and (3). The Situation was a Canadian commercia pilot is applying for unresiricted
US Commercid Pilot Certificate. He holds arestricted US Private Pilot Certificate on the basis of his
Canadian foreign pilot license and is now gpplying for an unrestricted US Commercid Rilot Certificate,
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The point of contention is. Does the gpplicant need to present ALL the required endorsements as
normaly required of aU.S. citizen gpplying for a Commercid Pilot Certificate?

ANSWER: 861.39(8)(6); Yes, this gpplicant isrequired to have ALL the required
endorsements. In this Stuation, even though the gpplicant isaforeign pilot, he is seeking a standard
(unregtricted) U.S. Commercid Rilot Certificate and must comply with the same requirements that are
required of our U.S. citizensincluding ALL the required endorsements.

In explaining the intent of 861.39(c)(1), it's only purposeis for alowing for the issuance of a redtricted
Private Rilot Certificate on the bas's of the person holding aforeign pilot license [i.e., 861.75].
Therefore, if it weren't for 861.39(c)(1), aforeign person who is only applying for aredtricted Private
Rilot Certificate on the basis of holding aforeign pilot license would berequired to “. . . Have an
endorsement, if required by this part, in the gpplicant's logbook or training record that has been signed
by an authorized instructor who certifies that the gpplicant . . .” [i.e., 861.39(8)(6)]

{q&a222}

QUESTION: Re: 61.39(b)(1)(i); I'velooked in the old and new 61.39, the preamble and
your list of questions/answers and have not been able to ascertain why the gpplicant wording was
changed from 'flight crewmember' to 'pilot-in-command-.

The only thing | found in the preamble was that (b) and (c) were revised and clarified to reflect the
current digibility requirements for ATP certificates and ratings (Page 16246). | looked a 61.153 and
couldn't see any tie-in relating to ATP requirements. 61.157 (c) addressed type ratings and related 121
and 135 training programs.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.39(b)(21)(i); Look at the preamble of the NPRM (Notice No. 95-11
on page 41196; August 11, 1995). We proposed it word for word just like 861.39(b)(1)(i) now
dates. We got no comments on this proposa, so we adopted that language in the find rule.

But the reason we proposed it thisway, is because it was determined that completion of an air carrier
SIC training program does not meet the requirements for permitting a person to be eigible to gpply for a
typerating. Never did! The old rule was not correct, so we changed it. Most likely the old rule made
alot of ar carrier SIC's happy that they became digible to apply for atype rating by only completing an
ar carier SIC training program!  However, the old rule made the generd aviation pilot complete dl the
training of the old Appendix A of Part 61 to become digible to gpply for atype rating.

{q&a157}

QUESTION: Can a person take the Airline Trangport Pilot (ATP) - Airplane knowledge test
before age 21 and the ATP practica test before age 23? For years it was permissble and the policy in
Order 8700.1, volume 2, page 7-1, paragraph 5.D. permitted an applicant as young as age 18 that had
the required flight experience to take both the knowledge and the practica test for the ATP certificate.
If they passed, the FSDO would then issue the applicant aletter of aeronautical competency. Later at
age 23 the person could receive the actud ATP certificate. 't this il true?
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ANSWER: NO.

Knowledge test: In accordance with 861.35(a)(2)(iii) the knowledge test can not be
administered before the first day of the month of the person’s 21t birthday. The knowledge test
requires identification a the time of application that contains the persons date of birth, which must show
that the applicant meets or will meet the age requirements for the certificate sought before the expiration
date (24 “cdendar” months) of the airman knowledge test report.

Practical test: In accordance with 861.39(a)(5) the practicd test can not be administered
before the person’s 23rd birth day; the prescribed age requirement for issuance per 861.153(a).
{g&a134}{q&a-114}

QUESTION 20: When I'm giving aflight test in aR-22 and the person does't meet the SFAR-
73 requirementsto act asPIC then | act as PIC.  Therefore, the gpplicant is not exercising any pilot
privileges. 61.39(a)(4) says “Hold a least athird class medicd certificate if amedica isrequired”. |
understand this to mean that amedicd certificate is not required and he would not need one to take this
practical test. Isthis correct?

ANSWER 20: NO. The gpplicant isrequired to have at least athird class medica per 61.23
(®(3) and 61.39(8)(4). Thereferenced 861.39(a)(4) “if amedical isrequired’ relates to the fact that
balloon and glider pilots do not have amedica certificate requirement.

{q& a-60}

61.41

QUESTION: | had a CHl cdll yesterday afternoon who lives most of the year in Sweden. His
24 months for his Hight Review expires while he isin Sweden and he is wondering if a Hight Ingtructor
with ICAQ certificate can give him aflight review or if he must haveaHight  ingtructor with U.S.
certificate conduct the flight review? FAR 61.56 gtates the flight review should be conducted "...by an
goppropriately rated ingtructor under this part or other person designated by the adminigtrator..." The
way | read thisisto indicate that the "other person designated by the adminigrator” is one of the
individuds outlines in paragraph (d) of 61.56.

Since more and more pilots are moving abroad this is becoming a question | get quite frequently. Can
you shed some light on this one.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.41(b). Theforeign ingtructor may give training, but a foreign ingtructor
can NOT endorse a person for satisfactory completion of a 861.56 Flight Review.
{q& a-156}

61.43
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QUESTION: Do we now follow the intention of the new 861.43(b) as stated in the preamble,
and issue SIC required when single-pilot competency is not demonstrated in a CE-501, or use the
dated guidance in FAA Orders 8710.3 & 8700.1 which prohibits the limitation in Cessna501 & 551
arcreft?

Section 61.43(a)(5) states "Except as provided in paragraph (b) of this section, the ability of an
gpplicant for a certificate or rating issued under this part to perform the required tasks on the practica
test is based on that gpplicant's ability to safdy...Demongrate single-pilot competency if the aircraft is
type certified for single-pilot operations.”

FAR 61.43(b) states "If an gpplicant does not demonstrate single pilot proficiency, asrequired in
paragraph (8)(5) of this section, alimitation of "Second in Command Required” will be placed on the
arman's certificate. This limitation may be removed...”

FAA guidance (Order 8710.3C, page 12-1 & 2, Order 8700.1, page 9-2) states that practical tests
given in the CE-501 or CE-551 will NOT be given a SIC required limitation on the pilot certificate if
sngle pilot proficiency is not demonstrated. This gpplies only when SFAR Part 43 aircraft are used.
This guidance was issued prior to the new revised FAR Part 61. The new preamble for FAR 61.43
states "With regard to the demonstration of single-pilot competence listed in proposed paragraph ()(5),
mogt aircraft that are type certified for one pilot are currently operated by one pilot. However, some
arcraft (e.g. the Cessna Citation 501 and 551) are type certified for one pilot, but are operated by
either one- or two-pilot crews. The FAA redized that some pilots may desire to operate an aircraft
type certified for one pilot with atwo-pilot crew. In this Stuation, the applicant would have the option,
contained in proposed paragraph (b), not to demonstrate single-pilot competence, but a limitation would
be placed on the applicant's airman certificate that states a second in command is required.”

ANSWER: Ref. 861.43(b); Y ou comply with 861.43(b). Asisthe casedways, if ther is
adifference between a Federd Regulation vs. aprovison in an FAA order, the Federd Regulation
awayswinsout. In the specific case you're asking about, FAA Orders 8710.3C and 8700.1 have not
been completdly updated since the issuance of the “Pilot, Flight Instructor, Ground Instructor, and Pilot
School Certification Rules, Find Rule’ (62 FR 16220 through 16367; April 4, 1997). Therefore, if an
gpplicant does not demongtrate Sngle-pilot competency in a Cessna 501 or Cessna 551 the limitation
"Second in Command Required” will be placed on the person’s pilot certificate.

{g&a307}

QUESTION 1: My question involves the words “60-day period” of 861.43(f)(1). An
gpplicant who completes an air carrier employer’ s gpproved training program for atype rating to be
added to an ATP certificate often completes the practical test in 3 phases, which are the
ora/knowledge portion, flight smulator portion, and the actua aircraft portion. The applicant takes
the oral portion first. Then, provided the oral portion was completed satisfactorily, the gpplicant
recaives training in the flight smulator and then performs the flight smulator portion of the practicd
test. Provided the flight smulator portion of the practica test was accomplished satisfactorily, the
goplicant then receives flight training in the actud aircraft. Then the applicant performs the aircraft
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portion of the practica test in the actud arcraft in flight. When does the “60
861.43(f)(1) requirement that the applicant pass the remainder of the practica test within the 60-day
period after the date the practicd test was discontinued?

ANSWER 1: Ref. 8861.39(d) and (e) and 61.43(f)(1); The 60 days begins when the
practica test is begun/discontinued.

In your scenario, the practical test was DISCONTINUED when the ord portion was satisfactorily
completed, which is aso the day the test began. Per 861.43(f)(1), the applicant has 60 days to
complete the remainder of that practical test. And for the record, DISCONTINUED doesn't just mean
when the practicd test was discontinued due to falure by the gpplicant or an equipment mafunction or
inclement westher, it dso applies when the applicant has not completed the entire practical test,
otherwise the practica test was DISCONTINUED! The definition of discontinue means “To interrupt
the continuance of; to stop; to give up.” And o0, when the applicant satisfactorily completed the ora
portion of the practical test and the practica test was DISCONTINUED, the clock starts ticking and
that applicant now has a*60-day period after the date the practical test was discontinued” to complete
the practical test.

QUESTION 2 Also, does 8§861.39(d) and (e) and 61.43(f)(1) vs. FAA Order 8400.1,
Volume 5, Chapter 1, paragraph 17.E conflict with one another when it relates to gpplicants who are
taking a practica test on the basis of completing an air carrier training program? As per FAA Order
8400.1, Volume 5, Chapter 1, paragraph 17.E, it states:

“E. TimeLimits. Theflight test phase must completed within 60 days of completion of the ora
test. If aflight test is conducted with a combination of flight Smulator and arcraft ssgments, the
arcraft segment must be completed within 30 days of the smulator portion.”
VS.

§61.39(d) states:
(d) If dl increments of the practical test for a certificate or rating are not completed on one date,
al remaining increments of the test must be satisfactorily completed not more than 60 caendar
days after the date on which the gpplicant began the test.

861.39(¢) states:
(e) If dl increments of the practical test for a certificate or arating are not satisfactorily completed
within 60 calendar days after the date on which the applicant began the test, the applicant must
retake the entire practica test, including those increments satisfactorily completed.

§61.43(f)(1) states:
“Passes the remainder of the practica test within the 60-day period after the date the practical
test was discontinued.”

ANSWER 2: Ref. 8861.39(d) and (€) and 61.43(f)(1); These rules are not contrary to FAA
Order 8400.1, Volume 5, Chapter 1, paragraph 17.E. Therules are merely slent on the “ 30 days’
time limit between the flight amulator and aircraft segments of the practica test. Therefore, the “30
5, Chapter 1, paragraph 17.E. applies and the
gpplicant who is making gpplication for the rating on the basis of completing an air carrier training
program must comply with this*30 days’ time limit requirement.
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This answer was coordinated and approved by Flight Standards Service's Air Carrier Training Branch,
AFS-210. AFS-210 added the following comments to support the above answers:

1. Andl arplane practica test must be completed with 60 days of sarting the practica test (an the

ord portion is part of the practicd test). Soif apractica test is performed under a Part 121 training
program, the applicant is required to have completed the entire practica test “. . . within 60 calendar
days after the date on which the applicant began thetest . . .”

2. A practicd test that dso involves aflight smulator portion, then in accordance with FAA Order
8400.1, Volume 5, Chapter 1, paragraph 17.E., the applicant must complete the entire practica test
“. .. within 30 days of the smulator portion . . .”

3. And the entire practicd test, including the flight smulator portion of the practica test, must be
completed within “. . . 60 cdendar days after the date on which the gpplicant began thetest . . .”
{q&a-281}

QUESTION: Ref. §61.43(a); Situation, | have an applicant for a Commerciad Pilot
Certificate for an Airplane Single Engine Land reting. As aminimum, what tasks must be accomplished
in acomplex arplane?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.43(a) and FAA-S-8081-12A, “Commercid Pilot Practical Test
Standards, page 1-6; Asaminimum, the applicant must demongtrate/perform/exhibit, etc., etc., “. . .
satisfactory proficiency and competency . . .” on the following:

Areaof Operation IV. Takeoffs, Landings, and Go-Arounds

Task A. Norma and Crosswind (if crosswind conditions exist) Takeoff and Climb

Task B. Norma and Crosswind (if crosswind conditions exist) Approach and Landing
And, if the airplane manufacturer provides appropriate procedures:

Task C. Soft-field Takeoff and Climb

Task D. Soft-fiddld Approach and Landing

Task E. Short-field Takeoff and Climb

Task F. Soft-fiedld Approach and Landing

Areaof Operation IX. Emergency Operations
Task C. Systems and Equipment Mafunction
d. Lossof oil pressure (i.e., uncontrollable propeller, etc.)
j. Landing gear
k. Faps (asymmetrica position)
n. Any other emergency unique to the airplane flown.
Pus & least one other smulated emergency to meset the Objective #2 requirement.
{q&a-258}
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QUESTION: Reference (asfor example) Private Filot PTS for Rotorcraft Helicopter (dated
April 1996) states on page No. v: “The FAA requiresthat al practica tests be conducted in
accordance with the gppropriate Private Pilot Practicad Test Standards and the policies set forth in this
INTRODUCTION. Private pilot applicants shdl be evauated in ALL TASKSincluded inthe AREAS
OF OPERATION of the gppropriate practical test standards.”

Does this mean an examiner MAY test an gpplicant oradly on certain tasks within the Area of Operation
“VII-Navigation” of the Private Pilot Rotorcraft-Helicopter practica test and some tasks on the flight
portion of the practica test? Or, must dl the tasks be tested during the flight portion of the practica
test?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.43(a)(1) and the Practicdl Test Standards;, Asfor the answer to your
gpecific question (i.e., Area of Operation “VI1I-Navigation” of the Private Pilot Rotorcraft-Helicopter
PTS), each task within that Area of Operation requires a“knowledge’ testing (meaning ordly) and a
“skill” testing which meansit has to be tested during the flight portion of the practicd tes. Soin
response to your specific question on the tasks noted as "Radio Navigation and Radar Services,"
"Pilotage and Dead Reckoning,” "Diverson,” and "Lost Procedures’ in the Area of Operation
“VII-Navigation” hasto be tested BOTH ordly and during the flight portion of the practicd test. Asa
continuation of your specific question, under item No. 1 under the caption “Objective’ of the task
"Pilotage and Dead Reckoning” it states, “ Exhibits knowledge (emphasis on the word “knowledge’) of
the dements related to pilotage and dead reckoning.” However, items 2 through 8 under the caption
“Objective’ of that same task "Pilotage and Dead Reckoning” requires the applicant to ALSO
demondrate flying skillson “2. Correctly fliesto at least the first planned checkpoint . . .” “3. Identifies

Therefore, an examiner does not have the option to ordly test some and flight test other tasks. If aTask
has the words “ Exhibits knowledge” under the caption “ Objective’ of aparticular Task inthe PTS,
then that indicates that portion of the Task must be tested ordly. Additiondly, if the items under the
caption “Objective’ of a particular Task in the PTS requires demonstration of flying skills then that
portion of the Task must be tested during the flight portion of the practical test.

{g& a-250}

QUESTION: Our office had an ingpector trainee recently return from the Academy with
information that gppears in conflict with our office ingpectors opinions and some of the practical test
dandards. He wastold that if an gpplicant failed an area of operation he must be retested on the entire
area of operation failed including the tasks that were completed successfully within thet area.

| will usethe Private PTS as an exaggerated example. An applicant successfully completed the entire
flight test but on one of the tasks listed in area of operation |, hefailed. | will use aeromedical factors
task H, as the unsuccessful task. When he is retested, according to the academy training, he must be
retested on the entire area of operation I, which would included the following tasks: A. Certificates and
documents, B. Weather information, C. Crass country flight planning, D Nationa airspace system, E.
Performance and limitations, F. Operation of systems, G. Minimum equipment ligt, and the failed task H.
Aeromedicd factors.
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In this exaggerated example, that is an incredible amount of retesting for someone not knowing anything
about carbon monoxide dangers. Further, this procedure conflicts with page vii, describing
Unsatisfactory Performance that states the applicant is entitled credit for only those TASKS
satisfactorily performed.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.43(f), Order 8710.3C [Page 5-21, paragraph 5.E.(7)(a) and page 5-
6, paragraph 21.B] and the PTS [Paragraphs noted as "Unsatisfactory Performance’];

THE RULE DOES NOT REQUIRE AN EXAMINER TO RE-TEST AN APPLICANT ON
EVERY TASK WITHIN A FAILED AREA OF OPERATION. Section 61.43(f) isslent on the
matter of retesting TASKS within afailed area of operation. AGAIN EMPHASISISON “THE
RULE DOES NOT REQUIRE AN EXAMINER TO RE-TEST AN APPLICANT ON EVERY
TASK WITHIN A FAILED AREA OF OPERATION.” However, the rule does not prevent an
examiner from re-testing an applicant on every task within aprevioudy falled area of operation. In
accordance with Order 8710.3C, page 5-6, paragraph 21.B, an examiner has the authority to re-
evaduate any TASK within an area of operation that was previoudy failed.

Ref. §61.43(f); Per 861.43(f), it States

"If apractical test is discontinued, the gpplicant ISENTITLED CREDIT FOR THOSE AREAS OF
OPERATION THAT WERE PASSED, but only if the gpplicant . . ." The key words to focus on
hereis"AREAS OF OPERATION." It doesn't say anything about "TASK.."

Reference areview of the Private Pilot PTS, the paragraph noted as "Unsatisfactory Performance”’ on
page vii, it Sates in pertinent part,

". .. Whether the test is continued or discontinued, the applicant is entitled credit for only those
TASKS satisfactorily performed. However, during the retest and at the discretion of the examiner,
any TASK may be re-evauated, including those previoudy passed.”

Y es, the examiner has the authority to ". . . at the discretion of the examiner, any TASK may bere-
evauated, . ."

What thisis saying, in effect, isyes, any TASK may be re-evauated within that failed area of operation.
But read on, because Order 8710.3C, page 5-6, paragraph 21.B states. "Whenever the examiner
has reason to doubt the gpplicant's competence in areas for which the applicant received credit during
aprevious practicd test, the examiner SHALL reexamine the gpplicant on al areas of operation
required for that certificate or rating.”

First example, what Order 8710.3C, page 5-6, paragraph 21.B is saying:

An gpplicant for a Private Rilot Certificate for an airplane single engine land rating successfully
completes the entire flight test but on one of the tasks listed in Area of Operation | of the Private
Rilot PTS, hefaled. The applicant failed aeromedica factorstask H. When the applicant is
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retested, the examiner MAY or MAY NOT retest the gpplicant on every task within Area of
Operation |. Areaof Operation | includes the following task:  A. Certificates and documents; B.
Westher information; C. Craoss country flight planning; D Nationd airspace system; E. Performance
and limitations; F. Operation of systems; G. Minimum equipment list; H. Aeromedicd factors.

The examiner, in accordance with Order 8710.3C, page 5-6, paragraph 21.B, has the authority and
should re-examine the gpplicant on al tasks within thet failed area of opeation. However, the
examiner in accordance with the Private Pilot PTS [the paragraph noted as "Unsatisfactory
Performance’ on pagevii] “. . . the gpplicant is entitled credit for only those TASKS satisfactorily
performed. However, during the retest and at the discretion of the examiner, any TASK may bere-
evauated, including those previoudy passed.”

Second example:

An gpplicant for a Private Rlot Certificate for an airplane single engine land rating fallsthe V1.
Ground Reference Maneuvers Area of Operation but passes dl of the remaining Areas of Operation
of the Private Pilot PTS. Ontheretes, “. . . the examiner hasreason to doubt the gpplicant's
competence on the Navigation Area of Operation because gpplicant gppeared to be weak in finding
hisway back to the airport. Then, in accordance with Order 8710.3C, page 5-6, paragraph 21.B,
yes the examiner has the authority and should re-examine the applicant on that area of opesation.

So, for an individud examiner to make a"blanket policy™ to retest gpplicants on everything is not
appropriate, nor does 861.43(f) support such apalicy, nor does the PTS support such a policy, nor
does FAA Order 8710.3C support such a policy.

{g& a-140}

QUESTION: Every PTS gives the examiner the option to retest even areas of operation
that were passed. But, 861.43(f) states:
(f) If apractica test is discontinued, the applicant is entitled credit for those areas of
operation that wer e passed, but only if the gpplicant: ...
Does this mean those areas can not be retested on the gpplicants next attempt?

ANSWER: Therule does NOT prevent an examiner from reexamining areas where there is
reasonable doubt on that applicant’s skills and abilities. The FAA's exigting policy supports an examiner
if during the retest he or she observed an unsatisfactory performance of atask on an area of operation
that wasinitidly passed. We believe the wording of the rule supports
that. But we don't want the examiner doing the entire test over again. That isn't fair ether.

{g&a9 question #13} & {qg&a-30 question #7}

QUESTION 6: 861.43(b) as written could possibly apply to a private pilot practical test in
aCesna 150 if you don't dlarify that this provision is only gpplicable to aircraft that by itstype
certificate requires a crew of two.

ANSWER 6 We have to disagree with you on thisone. 861.43(b) states.

39



FAQs Part 61 With Chg #11, 04/27/2000
All Q& A’ sfrom #1 through #374
(b) If an gpplicant does not demondtrate single pilot proficiency, asrequired in
par agraph (a)(5) of this section, alimitation of "Second in Command Required” will be placed on the
goplicant’ s arman certificate.
and (a)(5) dtates:

(5) Demondrate single-pilot competence if the air craft is TYPE certificated for
single-pilot operations.
{q&a30}

QUESTION 1L The REG taksto a 60 day limit for the certification process.
1. The Discontinued practical test; isthat adding an additiona 60 days to the process or isit 60 days
Period?

ANSWER 1: The answer to your question is contained in 861.43(f) subparagraph (1):
(f) If apracticd test is discontinued, the gpplicant is entitled credit for those areas of operation
that were passed, but only if the applicant:
(1) Passestheremainder of the practical test within the 60-day period after the
date the practical test was discontinued;

For example, if an applicant’s practical test is discontinued on September 5, 1997, then that gpplicant
must complete the rest of the practical test on or before 11:59:59pm on November 11, 1997, OR
ELSE. In counting from September 5 to November 11, it is 60 days exactly.

QUESTION 2: Is there any time limit between Smulator and aircraft checks?

ANSWER 2: Just like 861.43(f) says, “the 60-day period after the date the practical test was

So, if an gpplicant’s practica test is discontinued on September 5, 1997, then that
applicant must complete the rest of the practical test on or before 11:59:59pm on November 11, 1997,
ORELSE.

QUESTION 3: If I completed a Smulator check and are waiting to get an Aircraft Check, and
my Oral date exceeds 60 days. Must | redo the Simulator portion or just restart the 60 day clock with
anew Ord?

ANSWER 3 Just like 861.43(f)(1) says, “the applicant is entitled credit for those aress of
operation that were passed, but only if the gpplicant:

(1) Passesthe remainder of the practical test within the 60-day period after the date the
practicd test was discontinued;”
So, if an gpplicant’s practical test is discontinued on September 5, 1997, then that applicant must
complete the rest of the practica test on or before 11:59:59pm on November 11, 1997, OR start over.
{a&a-54}

QUESTION 1. As per §61.43(b), our read on this new rule would alow somebody to qualify
in a Cessna 500 or 550 for a CE-500 type rating and then operate a Cessna 501 or 551 asaPIC
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without an SIC. Asyou know the Cessna 500 and 550 are airplanes that require an SIC and the
Cessna 501 and 551 do not require an SIC. However, it is possible for a person to take his checkride
in a Cessna 500 or 550 and never have demongtrated PIC proficiency without having an SIC on board.
But because the Cessna 500, 501, 550, and 551 dl have the same "CE-500" type rating on a person's
pilot certificate, it is possible for that same person to take his practical test in a Cessna 500 or 550 and
then be legal to serve asa PIC on a Cessna 501 and 551 without an SIC.

ANSWER 1. The new 861.43(b) neither added to or subtracted from the possibility of this
happening. In areview of thisissue, we agree that the possihility of this happening is possible, but asit
has dways been said ALL the rulesin the world will not prevent supidity. However, to date this office
is not aware of any cases where persons who quaified in a Cessna 500 or 550 are operating Cessna
501'sand 551'sasaPIC in solo flight. Do you know of any such cases where thisis occurring or has
occurred?

{g&a-6}

QUESTION 10: The revised FAR 61.43(b) requires that the limitation “ Second in Command
Required” be placed on the airman certificate of an airman who does not demonsirate single-pilot
competence during a practical test if the aircraft is type certificated for single-pilot operations.

In the pagt, the Cessna Exemption (40501, as amended) defined competence as completing the entire
practical test required by the Practicd Test Standards (PTS) for the airman rating sought, and it
specified circling gpproaches in both directions. This exemption does not apply to the C-501 and C-
551 aircraft, which are type certificated for asingle pilot. The PTSfor Airline Transport Pilot and type
ratingsis slent on the subject of Sngle pilot competence.

This office believes, that in order to meet the requirement of demonstrating competence in single-pilot
operations, it would be necessary for the gpplicant to circle in both directions. Additiondly, it isfelt that
an individud who wishesto add single-pilot authority to hisher certificate must complete the entire
practical test to remove the redtriction.  This authority isnot clearly granted or denied in the PTS,

We respectfully request guidance on this matter as the date of Part 61 implementation is fast
approaching (Aug. 4, 1997).

ANSWER 11: To summarize, the question involves an applicant who qudifiesin a Cessna 550
and now holds a CE-500 typerating. No place on that applicant’s pilot certificate does it contain the
limitation “ Second in Command Required" and the applicant did not demongtrate single pilot
performance. So the gpplicant istechnicaly legd to fly a Cessna 501 and a Cessna 551 without an
SIC. However going the different route, an gpplicant who quaifiesin a Cessna 501, but did not
demondtrate single pilot performance, would have the limitation “ Second in Command Required” Both
applicants now hold a CE-500 type rating.

The new 861.43(b) did not add nor did it creste this problem. we find it quite improbable that a person
who has never received training nor passed a practical test in the Cessna 501 (or a Cessna 551
whatever) would atempt to fly it Sngle pilot. We bdieve thisis one of these “what if” questions.
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Weredizethisisapotentia problem, but going the other way and requiring our AFS-760 office to
place the limitation “ Second in Command Required” on every goplicant’s pilot certificate causes a
different set of problems and bookkeeping requirements.

{g&a73}

61.45

QUESTION: A pilot holds acommercid pilot certificate with amultiengine land rating. Heis
meaking gpplication for an add-on airplane Sngle engine land rating. Ishe required to train and testin a
complex single engine airplane for the added rating or could the training and practicd test beina
norrcomplex single engine airplane (i.e., Cessna 152 or 172, €ic.)?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.45(a)(1)(i) and 861.63(c)(4) and the Commercia Filot Practical Test
Standards, FAA-S-8081-12A, page 1-v, Change 2 (8-15-97), Note No. 1, “Rating Task Table’ that
dates: “1. If an gpplicant holds an AMEL rating, acomplex arplaneis not required for added ASEL

The applicant may take the training and the practicd test in a non-complex single engine airplane.
Reference the “ Aircraft and Equipment Required for the Practica Test” stated in the Commercid Rilot
Practical Test Standards, FAA-S-8081-12A, Introduction page 6, acomplex airplane was required for
theinitid testing for the commercid certificate in an airplane. Demondration in complex arrplaneis
required only once for theinitia issuance of the commercia arplane certificate and not necessary for
classadd-on. That iswhy the above stated note on the Rating Task Tableisvadid. If, for example the
initid commercid certificate were obtained in a helicopter or glider, testing in a complex airplane would

be required for an airplane add-on.
{q& a-359}
QUESTION: We have an gpplication that we returned on correction notice because the

instrument maneuvers were not completed. The designated examiner sent acopy of aletter addressed
to the FSDO that states "At the time of thisride, the arplane’s (i.e., BE-58) navigation equipment was
INOP and removed for repairs’. It was my understanding that if the aircraft was insgrument capable the
instrument must be performed, please advise.

The checkride was for an add-on airplane multiengine land reting at the commercid pilot level. The
goplicant holds acommercid pilot certificate with an airplane single engine land and instrument airplane

rating.

ANSWER: Ref. §861.43(d) and 61.45(b)(1)(i) and (ii); Inthis scenario, the applicant
would be required to perform the required instrument tasks (i.e., Area of Operation IX, Tasks A, B,
and C of the Commercia Pilot Practical Test Standards, FAA-S-8081-12A).
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In your question, you stated the problem is not with the . . . aircraft’s operating characteristics . . .” but
with an inoperative navigation radio. And thisaircraft isa current production generd aviation airplane
(i.e, BE-58). Itisnot avintage or antique aircraft that isincapable of instrument flight by type
certificate or because of outdated instruments or navaids no longer in production and incompatible for
instrument flight as was the case in the scenario with the old Cessna 310 in Q& A #220.

The Commercid Filot Practical Test Standards, FAA-S-8081-12A requires that Area of Operation X,
Tasks A, B, and C be accomplished. Therefore, the applicant is not alowed to get out of performing
the required instrument tasks on this practica test. Otherwise, the reason for the gpplicant not
performing the required instrument tasks (i.e., Area of Operation IX, Tasks A, B, and C of the
Commercid Pilot Practicd Test Standards, FAA-S-8081-12A) must be because of the provisions
permitted under 861.45(b)(2) which only account for “. . . . an arcraft with operating characteristics
that preclude the gpplicant from performing dl of the tasks required for the practica test.”

{q&a-358}

QUESTION: | read the HBB 99-07A regarding the Center Line Thrust Limitation and
naticed the term "manufacturer's published Vmc'". We have an inquiry from an gpplicant who wishesto
build a multiengine trainer and keep it in the experimental-amateur built category. Asl read FAR 61, it
ispossbleto train and check an gpplicant in such an airplane(at the

examiner's discretion), but there is no "gpproved AFM" with a published Vmc. But there could be a
POH or such provided by the manufacturer of the kit that hasaVmc. Would this satisfy the
requirement for amanufacturer published Vmc?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.45(b)(2); If the builder/operator can show a proven Vmc
(emphasis added PROVEN Vmc meaning during the flight test phase) and the aircraft is cgpable of
performing the task "Engine Inoperative - Loss of Directiond Control Demongration” and the other
engine inoperdive tasks, then yesit is permissible to utilize an experimenta-amateur built multiengine
arplane for training and for the practical test ["at the discretion of the examiner . . ." asper
861.45(a)(2)]. However, the aircraft's operating limitations letter, FAA Form 8130-12, and FAA
Form 8000-38 mugt identify the aircraft as an Airplane category and Multiengine class, asrequired by
FAA Order 8130.2C, paragraph 142 b.(8) and per §91.319(e).

This answer has been coordinated with Ingpector William F. OBrien, National Resource Specididt,
AFS-300 and Lauren Basham, Manager, AFS-840.
{q&a-334}

QUESTION 1. The stuation is | have an gpplicant who holds a Private Filot Certificate that
reads as follows:
PRIVATE PILOT
AIRPLANE SINGLE ENGINE LAND
INSTRUMENT AIRPLANE

The applicant is seeking a Commercid Pilot Certificate and an Airplane Multiengine Land reting. The
gpplicant has informed me the multiengine airplane (e.g., Cessna 310) isincagpable of performing the
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flight by reference to instruments (i.e.,, Areaof Operation IX, Tasks A, B, and C of the Commercid
Pilot Practical Test Standards, FAA-S-8081-12A). Can the applicant be alowed to take the practical
test and, if passed, receive the pilot certificate with eather a“VFR ONLY” limitation or the limitation,
“The carriage of passengers for hire in multiengine airplanes on cross-country flightsin excess of 50
nautica milesor a night is prohibited?’

ANSWER 1 Yes, Ref. 861.45(b)(2) and §61.133(b)(1) and FAA Order 8700.1, Volume 2,
page 8-6, Section 2, paragraph 5.1.(3); an gpplicant can be alowed to use an aircraft that is incapable
of performing the instrument areas of operations of the practical test. Per 861.45(b)(2), it Sates.

“(2) An gpplicant for a certificate or rating may use an aircraft with operating characteristics that
preclude the gpplicant from performing al of the tasks required for the practica test. However, the
applicant's certificate or rating, as gppropriate, will be issued with an appropriate limitation.”

And since the gpplicant dready holds an Insrument-Airplane rating, there is no requirement to add the
limitation “The carriage of passengers for hirein airplanes on cross-country flights in excess of 50
nautical milesor a night is prohibited." Per FAA Order 8700.1, Volume 2, page 6-5, Section 2,

paragraph 5.k.(f)

Therefore, the limitation that would be placed on the gpplicant’ s pilot certificate who did not perform the
required instrument Areaof Operation IX, Tasks A, B, and C [of the Commercid Filot Practical Test
Standards, FAA-S-8081-12A] would be “Airplane Multiengine VFR Only." That limitation, per FAA
Order 8700.1, Volume 2, page 8-6, Section 2, paragraph 5.1.(3), would be so noted with the limitation,
“VFR Only,” on the applicant’ s pilot certificate in the limitation section of that certificate.

So dfter the gpplicant satisfactorily accomplishes the Commercia Rilot Practica Test for the multiengine
arplane land rating (but remember in this scenario the gpplicant DID NOT demondtrate instrument
privileges in the multiengine airplane), so the applicant’s newly issued pilot certificate will reed as
follows

COMMERCIAL PILOT
AIRPLANE MULTIENGINE LAND
PRIVATE PILOT AIRPLANE SINGLE ENGINE LAND
INSTRUMENT - AIRPLANE
Airplane Multiengine VFR Only

QUESTION: 2 | have a Stuation where an gpplicant is seeking an additiond classraing ina
multiengine land airplane a the commercid pilot level.  The gpplicant currently holds a Commercid
Rlot Certificate with an Airplane Single Engine Land rating and an Insgrument-Airplanerating. The
applicant does not want [emphasis added does not want] to demonstrate the required instrument
tasks (i.e,, Areaof Operation IX, Tasks A, B, and C of the Commercid Pilot Practical Test Standards,
FAA-S-8081-12A) in the multiengine airplane during the practica test. If the gpplicant did not perform
the required instrument tasks during the practica test, do we add alimitation of “VFR only” to the
arplane multiengine land rating or the limitation “The carriage of passengersfor hire in multiengine land
arplanes on cross-country flights in excess of 50 nautical miles or at night is prohibited?"
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ANSWER 2: Ref. 8861.43(d) and 61.45(b)(2)(i) and (ii); In this scenario, the applicant is
required to perform the required instrument tasks (i.e., Areaof Operation I1X, Tasks A, B, and C of the
Commercid Pilot Practical Test Standards, FAA-S-8081-12A). In this Stuation, the problem is not
with the aircraft, but with the applicant who does not to want to perform the required instrument Area
of Operation IX, Tasks A, B, and C [of the Commercid Pilot Practical Test Standards, FAA-S-8081-
12A]. Therefore, the applicant is not alowed to get out of performing the required instrument tasks on
the practical test. Otherwise, the reason for the gpplicant not performing the required instrument tasks
(i.e, Areaof Operation IX, Tasks A, B, and C of the Commercia Pilot Practical Test Standards,
FAA-S-8081-12A) must be because of the provisions permitted under 861.45(b)(2) which only
account for . . . . an arcraft with operating characteristics that preclude the gpplicant from performing
al of the tasks required for the practical test.”

{g&a-220}

CORRECTION: Remova of the example of a person using a Cessna 336/337 to add an airplane
multiengine rating onto a flight ingtructor certificate for which the gpplicant dready holds an arplane
gngleenginerating. Thisexample wasincorrect. For correct information see Q& A #350 under
§61.187.

QUESTION 1. Reference 861.45(b). Severd cdls have been coming in concerning a possible
change in policy on alowing Cessna 336's and 337'sto again be alowed to be used for practica tests
for certificates and ratings. Is this true, has there been a change? It appears with the new wording in
861.45(b) that it is now possible once again to begin doing practica testsin Cessna336'sand 337's.

ANSWER 1 In the preamble of the fina rule correction document that was issued on April
23, 1998 (78 FR 20283), we stated the following:

“Section 61.45 Practica tests: Required aircraft and equipment. In the correction to the fina rule,
the FAA added the language " Unless otherwise authorized by the Administrator” to the
introductory paragraph of 861.45(b). This language was added to permit an applicant to obtain
authorization from the Adminigtrator to take the practical test in an aircraft whose operating
characterigtics preclude a pilot from demongrating al of the maneuvers required to be performed
during the practical test. For example, the Cessna (C) 336 and 337 series airplanes do not have a
published minimum control speed with critica engine inoperative (Vmc) and thus an gpplicant for
an arplane multiengine rating would not be able to perform the Vmc demondration task if a
C-336/337 series airplane is used to take the practica test. As noted in the correction to the fina
rule, asmilar provison wasincluded in 861.13(c) before the adoption of the find rule but was
inadvertently omitted when the provisions of that paragraph were incorporated into 861.45(b).
Upon further review, the FAA has determined that instead of relying on the phrase ~Unless
otherwise authorized by the Administrator,” 861.45(b) should be revised to explicitly provide for
the use of such aircraft. Therefore, 861.45(b) has been revised to provide that an applicant for a
certificate or rating may use an aircraft whose operating characteristics preclude the gpplicant
from performing al of the tasks required for the practica test. The FAA notes that before the
adoption of the fina rule, 861.13(c) aso provided for the placement of alimitation on an
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goplicant's certificate or rating if such an arcraft is used by an applicant. This provison was
inadvertently omitted from the previous correction of §61.45(b). Therefore, 861.45(b) now
provides that the gpplicant's certificate or rating will be issued with an gppropriate limitation if an
arcraft whose operating characteristics preclude demonstration of al the tasks required for a
practica test.”

Additiondly, the Airbus A300 is capable of performing steep turns, and they are in fact required as part
of the type rating checkride. Fly-by-wire aircraft, such as the Airbus A320, A330, A340 and B-777
are not required to perform certain maneuvers historically required during the precticd test. The FAA's
Fight Standardization Board has determined there is no requirement to check steep turns and stals on
these arcraft, by virtue of their design and system architecture. These maneuvers may be addressed as
training proficiency items.

Therefore, it is now permissible to use a Cessna 336 or Cessna 337 for an airplane multiengine engine
land rating. And the pilot certificates will retain the “Limited to center thrugt” limitation thet is
addressed in Order 8700.1, Volume 2, page 28-6, paragraph 5.1.(2)(a).

As an example, the person is using a Cessna 336 to add an airplane multiengine land rating onto a
commercid pilot certificate for which the gpplicant aready holds an airplane sngle engine land reting.
Specific guidance on the limitations to place on the applicant’s pilot certificate, are asfollows.

Commercid Pilot
Airplane Single & Multiengine Land
Airplane multiengine land privileges limited to center thrust

NOTE: When the gpplicant completes acommercid pilot practica test in amultiengine airplane that
has a published Vmc speed, the limitation may be removed.

Another example, the person is using a Cessna 337 to qudify for an additiona arplane multiengine land
rating onto her existing Private Rilot certificate and ingrument privilegesin amultiengine arplane for
which the gpplicant dready holds an airplane Sngle engine rating and ingrument airplane rating. Specific
guidance on the limitations to place on the gpplicant’ s private pilot certificate, are as follows:

Private Pilot

Airplane Single and Multiengine Land

Ingtrument - Airplane

Airplane multiengine land privileges limited to center thrust

NOTE: When the gpplicant completes the training, endorsements, and the instrument tasks required
by the Practicd Test Standards in a multiengine airplane that has a published Vmc speed, the
limitation may be removed.

Another example, the person is using a Ercoupe 415B for a Private Rilot Certificate for an arplane
single engine land rating. Specific guidance on the limitations to place on the gpplicant’ s private pilot
certificate, are asfollows.
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Private Pilot
Airplane Single Engine Land
Airplane single engine land privileges limited to Ercoupe 415

NOTE: When the applicant completes a private pilot practica test in asingle engine airplane that
has a published std| speeds and stdling capabilities, the limitation may be removed.

Another example, the person is using an Airbus 320 to gpply for an Airline Trangport Filot Certificate
with an arplane multiengine land rating and an A320 type rating. The applicant previoudy held a
Commercid Pilot Certificate with ratingsin an ASEL, ASES, and AMEL-Limited to Center Thrugt.
The applicant’'s AMEL rating was gained previoudy by completing the practicd test in a CE-337.
Specific guidance on the limitations to place on the applicant’s pilot certificate, are asfollows.

Airline Trangport Rlot

Airplane Multiengine Land

Commercid Rilot Privileges

Airplane Single Engine Land & Sea

Airplane multiengine land privileges & the ATP levd limited to A320

NOTE: When the gpplicant completes an ATP practicd test in amultiengine airplane where als
and geep turns were performed, the limitation may be removed. The center line thrust limitation was
removed at completion of the ATP practica test in the A320, because the A320 has a published

Vmc speed.

The guidance for the center thrust limitation for military pilots, is being restated here, in accordance with
Order 8700.1, Volume 2, page 28-6, paragraph 5.1.(2)(8). Military pilots who qudify for their
Commercid Pilot Certificate with an Airplane Multiengine Land Rating and Insrument-Airplane rating,
in accordance with 861.73, and for which the military pilot only qudified in amultiengine airplane that
was limited to center thrust during the course of hisor her military training shal be issued a center thrust
limitation. That guidance is stated in Order 8700.1, Volume 2, page 28-6, paragraph 5.1.(2)(a) which
daesin pertinent part, “. . . If the military applicant qudified in amultiengine airplane that does not have
aVmc speed, enter LIMITED TO CENTER THRUST after the airplane multiengine class rating.”
Specific guidance on the limitation to place on the applicant’ s pilot certificate, are asfollows.

Commercid Pilot

Airplane Multiengine Land

Ingtrument - Airplane

Airplane multiengine land privileges limited to center thrust

This guidance is being developed and will be incorporated into an upcoming change to FAA Orders

8700.1 and 8710.3C. Intheinterim, comply with the above guidance. Thereisan upcoming find rule
document that we re getting ready to issue on this matter.
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| am sure there may be some aircraft out there that | haven't captured here, so those aircraft will have to
be addressed on acase by case basis. If you have a unique Situation that occurs that is not addressed
here, then please cdl AFS-840 at 202 267-8196 and this office will give you more specific guidance.
{q&a-89}

QUESTION 3 Reference 861.45(a)(1)(i). Isit possble, asan example, for an applicant to use
aPiper Senacall on the practica test for the complex airplane requirements for the Commercia Pilot
Certificate with an arplane single engine land rating? Even if the gpplicant is not rated in amultiengine
arplane’

ANSWER 3: Yes, acomplex multiengine airplane can be used on the practical test to meet the
complex airplane requirements of the Commercia Pilot Certificate for an airplane single engine land

raing.

However, if the gpplicant does not hold an airplane multiengine land rating, somebody else has to be the
PIC for the practicd test. Hopefully, this doesn’t happen to often.

Thisisthe rationae behind this answer. The agronautica experience for the commercid pilot certificate
with asingle engine airplane rating [i.e., 861.129(a)(3)(ii)] just says“. . . in an airplane that has a
retractable landing gear, flaps, and a controllable pitch propeller. . .” Now for the commercid pilot
certificate with amultiengine airplane rating [i.e.,, 861.129(b)(3)(ii)] it says“. . . in amultiengine
airplane that has a retractable landing gear, flaps, and a controllable pitch propdler...” Wemadea
distinction between the commercia pilot certificate with asingle engine airplanerating [i.e,
861.129(a)(3)(ii)] vs. the commercid pilot certificate with a multiengine airplane reting [i.e,
861.129(b)(3)(ii)]. Inthe aeronautical experience for the commercia pilot certificate with asingle
engine arplanerating [i.e., 861.129(a)(3)(ii)] theruleis silent on whether the airplane hasto be asingle
engine or multiengine.  But in 861.129(b)(3)(ii) for the commercid pilot certificate with amultiengine
arplanerating, the rule specificaly requires the aeronautical experience be in amultiengine airplane.

But, thereis a difference for Part 141 schools. Therulesin Appendix D of Part 141 [i.e., paragraph
(b)(1)(i1)] specificaly require the training to bein acomplex sngle engine airplane for a course of
training leading to a Commercid Filot Certificate with an arplane Sngle enginerating. Yes, the rule was
written that way on purpose! We should expect better standards from our Part 141 schools without
question!

{q&a-89}

QUESTION 3: Ref 61.45(c), how does a DPE give apractica test in aglider if the regs
require engine power controls?

ANSWER 3. The intent of 861.45(c) isredly for powered aircraft. Well, it dso appliesfor
taking practical testsin motorized gliders. But we agree, we probably should have added the words
"and aglider without an engine)" in the phrase " (other than alighter-than-air aircraft).”

{q&a67}
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QUESTION 2: The Wington-Sdem police department wants to use their military surplus OH-
58 helicopters to qualify some of their police personnd for acommercid pilot certificate with a
helicopter rating. These OH-58 helicopters do not hold any kind of FAA airworthiness certificate.
They are excess military aircraft that were given to the police department. Can they take their practica
tests in these helicopter?

ANSWER 2: No; per 861.45(8)(1)(ii) or (a)(2)(i)). Thearcraft has to have an airworthiness
certificate. Thisisnot just required in 861.45(a), but is dso arequirement in Public Law 100-223, AC
No. 00-1.1[i.e, paragraph 5.a], and aso by HBGA 97-06, paragraph 3 that was issued on June 11,
1997. Furthermore, we in the FAA have the responsibility to administer Public Law 100-223. Per this
public law and per an AGC-100's legd interpretation, training for pilot certification is not even
permitted in these public use aircraft that do not hold an FAA airworthiness certificate.

{g&a75}

61.49

QUESTION 1: Does an applicant for an ATP or typerating r etest have to have an ingtructor
endorsement on the back of an airman application?

ANSWER 1. 861.49(a)(2); The answer isyes, an gpplicant for an ATP or type rating retest
must have an ingructor endorsement on the back of an airman application.

QUESTION 2: If yes, does the ingtructor who signs the application have to have aflight
ingtructor certificate issued under Part 61 with the category, class and, if applicable, type rating
associated for the type of retest?

ANSWER 2: Ref. 861.3(d)(2)(iii) or 861.3(d)(3)(i) through (v) and 861.167(b); It would
have to be aholder of a CH certificate and that CH would have to hold the type rating on his’her pilot
certificate, if it isatype rated aircraft. However, there are five exceptions listed under 861.3(d)(3) (i)
through (v). Two of the exceptions may gpply to this Stuation.

One of the exceptions for requiring a CH is addressed in 861.3(d)(3)(ii), whereas the Signing instructor
isonly required to hold an airline trangport pilot certificate with a rating gppropriate to the aircraft in
which thetrainingisgiven...” if “. .. thetraining is given in accordance with the privileges of the
certificate and conducted in accordance with an approved air carrier training program approved under
part 121 or part 135 of this chapter . . .”

The other of the exceptionsis 861.3(d)(3)(iii) in the case of training provided under Part 142, the
sgning ingructor for the re-test would not need to hold a CFl if “. . . thetraining is given by a person
who is qudified in accordance with subpart C of part 142 of this chapter, provided the training is
conducted in accordance with an approved part 142 training program . . .”

{q& a-355}
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QUESTION 9: 861.49(a)(2) states:
"(2) An endorsement from an authorized ingtructor who gave the applicant the additiond
traning.”
Whereis the endorsement given, on a piece of paper, another application, logbook???

ANSWER 9 We will change 861.49(8)(2) to clarify where the endorsement should be
placed to read asfollows:

(2) Anendorsement on anewly completed gpplication and in the applicant's logbook from an
authorized indructor who gave the gpplicant the additiond training.
{q&a30}

61.51

QUESTION: Sometime ago | wrote looking for input on FAR 1.1 that defines "pilot flight
time". | sad that some of our pilots damed "flight time" included start, warmup, taxi, runup, and further
taxi (al under the assumption that thistime is "for the purpose of flight") while the purigtsin the group
clamed that flight time didn't even start until power was gpplied at the end of the runway.

After we get to FAR 1.1, does flight time include start, warm-up, taxi to the run-up area, further taxi to
the runway, etc. or does "moving under its own power for the purpose of flight”" begin only when the
arcraft islined up on the centerline beginning its take-off roll? The argument, of course, isthat snce
most GA aircraft begin charging for the airplane once the engine starts, most pilots have decided to log
what they pay for.

But there is another group of pilots who say that warm-up and taxi time is not flight time.

Has the FAA explained the definition we find in FAR 1.1?

ANSWER: Ref. 8 1.1 and 8§ 61.51; It means“. . . when an aircraft moves under its own

power for the purpose of flight and ends when the aircraft comesto rest after landing . . .” Or, the more
-to-Block” time. The following has been checked and verified

with General Counsdl, AGC-240:

Start up: No, you can not log that asflight time.

Warm-up: No, you can not log that asflight timeif the aircraft has not yet moved from the parking
location.

Taxi: Yes, you can log that asflight time.

Run-up: Yes, you can log that time. After dl, attempted flight without run-up could appear careless
& reckless.
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Further taxi to the runway, etc.: Yes, you can log that asflight time.

The aircraft moves out onto the runway, throttle up to takeoff power, and begins the takeoff roll:
Obvioudy, yes, you can log thet asflight time.

Landing and roll out: Yes, you can log that asflight time.

Taxi into parking: Yes, you can log that asflight time.

Engine Shut Down: No you can not log thet as flight time after the airplane isin a parking postion.
|{q&a374)

QUESTION 1: The gtudion: A private pilot istraining for the instrument rating. Both he and
the ingtructor are current in the airplane and both have current medicals. Who will log the PIC time? |
know that the CH will, based on 861.51(€)(3). The main question is, will the private pilot who is
training for the instrument rating ALSO log PIC time, based on 861.51(€)(1)(i)?

ANSWER 1. Ref. 861.51(e)(1)(i); Yes, provided the private pilot “. . . Isthe sole
manipulator of the controls of an arcraft for which the pilot israted . . .” then that private pilot may aso
log thetime as PIC time.

QUESTION 2: Same dtuation: Next, does the phrase, “for which the pilot israted” in
861.51(e)(1)(i) mean the private pilot IS or ISNOT rated in the airplane when training for the
ingrument rating. If he isthen he should dso be ableto log PIC. If heis nat, then he would not be able
to log PIC, and would log only “dud” ingtruction.

ANSWER 2: Ref. 861.51(e)(1)(i); Thephrase®. .. of an aircraft for which the pilot is rated
..." meansthe aircraft, not the conditions of flight. So, the private pilot would log the time when he/she
“. .. Isthe sole manipulator of the controls . . .” as PIC time and training received time.

QUESTION 3: Would this dso gpply to adding additiona classratings, such as multiengine and
seaqplanes?

ANSWER 3: Ref. 861.51(e)(1)(i); Agan, thephrase “. .. of an arcraft for which the pilot
israted . ..” meansthe arcraft for which the pilot israted. Airplane multiengine land or airplane single
engine sea are a pecific category and class of arplanerating. For example, if the private pilot was
recaiving indrument training in a multiengine arplane with aflight instructor (eg., CHI & ME ratings),
then the private pilot would have to hold an Airplane Multiengine Land rating on higher private pilot
certificate in order to log PIC time in that airplane multiengine land. If the private pilot in this example
held only single-engine land rating, he/she could only log “training received”’ time and could NOT log
PIC.

{q& a-368}
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QUESTION: We had a discussion about whether a private pilot SSA member, acting asa
tow pilot, could, without monetary compensation:

1) Log the time he/she towed
2) Count the time toward additiond ratings or certificates.

My understanding is that the time can be logged, but not used toward anew rating. Thiswould alow
the logged time to satisfy currency requirements for tailwhed time, PIC time, etc.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.113(g) and 861.51(e)(1); Yes, apilot who isserving asa“tow
pilot” may log the flight time when he or sheistowing. And there are no rules that would prevent
counting that time toward currency or the furtherance of arating or certificate. Asper 861.113(g), it
dates.

(9) A private pilot who meets the requirements of Sec. 61.69 of this part may act as pilot in
command of an arcraft towing aglider.

and
Section 61.51(e)(1) dates:

() Logging pilot-in-command flight time. (1) A recregtiond, private, or commercid pilot may log
pilot-in-command time only for that flight time during which that person--
(i) Isthe sole manipulator of the controls of an arcraft for which the pilot israted;
|{ g8 a-356)

QUESTION 1: | have a Stuaion where aflight school is alowing two pilots (PP #1 and

PP #2), who are both private pilots and both hold airplane single engine land ratings, to go out together
for PIC training. Both pilots are enrolled in the school’s Commercid Filot - Airplane Sngle Land
course. No ingtrument flight training (i.e., otherwise no use of aview limiting device, hood, etc.) is
occurring. Thetraining is purely to practice takeoffs, landings, performance maneuvers, eic. The
arcraft being used isa Cessna 172. The school assigns PP #1 to serve as the pilot in command

(i.e, 8 1.1) for theflight. During theflight, PP #2 is the sole manipulator of the controls and then they
switch seats and PP #1 becomes the sole manipulator of the controls. At the conclusion of the flight, the
breskdown of the flight was the totd flight time flown was 3.0 hours. The flight occurred during daytime
visua conditions. PP #2 was the sole manipulator of the controls for 2.0 hours. PP #1 was the sole
manipulator of controls for only 1.0 hours. But PP #1 served as the PIC for the entire flight.

How does each pilot log the time?
ANSWER 1 Ref. § 61.51(e)(1)(i); PP#1logs 1.0 PIC time, 1 hour of arplane sngle engine

land time, and 1 hour of totd flight time. PP#2 logs 2.0 PIC time, 2.0 hours of airplane Sngle engine
land time, and 2.0 hours of totd flight time.
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The rule that addresseslogging of timeis 8§ 61.51. Section 1.1 merely addresses the legal basis for
serving as pilot in command, but not logging the time.

QUESTION 2: Similar stuaion and again the Stuation istwo pilots (PP #1 and PP #2), who
are both private pilots and both hold arplane sngle engine land ratings, go out together for PIC training.
Both pilots are enralled in this school’s Commercid Filot - Airplane Single Land course. No instrument
flight training (i.e., otherwise no use of aview limiting device, hood, etc.) isoccurring. Thetraining is
purely to practice takeoffs, landings, performance maneuvers, etc. Theaircraft being usedisa

Cessna 172. The school assigns PP #1 to serve as the pilot in command (i.e,, 8§ 1.1) for the entire flight.
During the entire flight, PP #2 is the sole manipulator of the controls. At the concluson of the flight, the
breskdown of the flight was the total flight time flown was 3.0 hours. The flight occurred during daytime
visud conditions. PP #2 was the sole manipulator of the controls for the entire flight. PP #1 served as
the PIC for the entire flight and never once touched the controls.

How does each pilot log the time?

ANSWER 2: Ref. 8 61.51(e)(1)(i) and 8§ 61.51(a)(1) and (2); PP #2logs 3.0 of PIC time,
3.0 hours of arplane sngle engine land time, and 3 hour of totd flight time.

PP #1 cannot log ANY OF THE TIME for the purpose of recording the time to document training and
aeronautica experience used to meet the requirements for a certificate, rating, or flight review of this
part. Nor can PP#11log ANY OF THE TIME for the purpose of recording the time for the
aeronautical experience required for meeting the recent flight experience requirements of this part..
Otherwise, PP #1 cannot use any of the time for meeting the requirements of § 61.51(a)(1) and (2).

Notice how | very specificaly quaified my answer asit rdatesto PP #1. In effect, | said PP #1 cannot
log ANY OF THE TIME for meeting the requirements st forth in 8 61.51(a)(1) and (2). And
§61.51(a)(1) and (2) States:

(&) Training time and aeronautica experience. Each person must document and record the following
time in amanner acceptable to the Adminigrator:
(1) Training and aeronautical experience used to meet the requirements for a certificate, rating, or
flight review of this part.
(2) The aeronautical experience required for meeting the recent flight experience requirements of
this part.
[{08.a353}

QUESTION: Regarding 861.51's definition of "operating an aircraft” an arcraft certified for
two pilotsis being operated under part 121. The PIC is"flying" the aircraft. The SIC isthe non-flying
pilot. Can the SIC log actud instrument flight time for those periods of actua IMC conditions when the
PIC isflying the aircraft? Isthe SIC consdered to be "operating” the aircraft at this moment to justify
logging this ingrument time.
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{g& a-345}

QUESTION: | recently upgraded to captain and have a question regarding the logging of flight
time. My quegionis Asthe PIC, when I’'m not the flying pilot, should | be logging night and/or
ingrument flight time? Obvioudy the approaches can't be logged, but I'm wondering if the actua
ingrument time can belogged. Same goes for the night time.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.51(e)(2) and 861.57; If you're aholder of an ATP certificate, and
provided you're*. . . acting as pilot-in-command of an operation requiring an airline trangport pilot
certificate’ then yes you may log actud instrument time and night time while acting as pil ot-in-command.
But don't read into that answer, that you can count the time toward meeting the recent flight experience
of 861.57. Becauseyou can't. Those requirements are “hands-on-the-controls’ requirements.
{a&a-340}

QUESTION: Don't have a specific example, but can you give me the low down on how flight
amulator and flight training device time can be logged (flight time, pic, Sc, night, X-C, €c.) in a persons
log book.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.51(b)(1)(iv), (b)(3)(iii), (9)(4), and (h)(1) and 861.51(a)(1) and (2);
But keep in mind the requirements for logging time is only required for the purposes stated in
861.51(a)(1) and (2). Asper 861.51(a)(1) and (2), it States:

(1) Training and aeronautica experience used to meet the requirements for a certificate, rating, or
flight review of this part.

(2) Theaegronautica experience required for meeting the recent flight experience requirements of this
part.

| dso direct you to the definition of “flight training” as per 861.1(b)(6) which sates. “Hight training
means that training, other than ground training, received from an authorized ingructor in flight in an
aircraft.” Emphasisadded “in flight in an aircraft.” And furthermore, §61.51(h)(1) addresses
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logging of training time as“A person may log training time when that person receives traning from an
authorized indructor in an arcraft, flight smulator, or flight training device”

However, time in aflight smulator or flight training device CANNOT be logged as “flight time” or as
“PICtime’ or as“SIC time’ or as“night time”’ or as “daytime’ or as “cross country time” or astimein
an “arcraft category, class, or type” Timein aflight smulator or flight training device can only be
logged in the columns noted as *“Hight Smulator or Hight Training Device’ time and “Dud Received’
time. And in most logbooks, the person hasto write in the notation “FS/FTD” as a heading on one of
the extra columns. And in some logbooks they do have a column noted as * Synthetic Trainer.”

Now, where the FARs specificaly permit it [i.e., 861.57(c)(1) and (d)(2)(ii), 861.58(e), §61.65(€),
861.109(i), §861.129(i), 861.157(i), 861.187(c)(2), etc], timein aflight smulator or flight training
device can be credited in lieu of the required flight time towards meeting the totd aeronautical
experience or recency of experience, but it CANNOT be logged asflight time. For example, an ATP
gpplicant with 1,475 hourstotal time asa pilot in arcraft that includes at least 500 hours cross-country
and 100 hours night, but only 50 hours instrument flight time would meet minimum aeronautica
experience usng 25 hours ingrument training in aflight smulator or flight training device (FTD) in
accordance with 861.156(a)(3)(iii). Though the 25 hoursin the SM/FTD can not logged as flight time, it
may be used in lieu of flight time for the minimum aeronautica experience requirement of 1,500 hours
total time. But, only because it is dlowed under 861.156(a)(3)(iii).

Now, the way it would be interpreted and should be logged on the FAA Form 8710-1 gpplication isto
lig the time in the “Ingtruction Recaived” and “Instrument” columnsand inthelinefor “Training
Device’ or “Simulator” in the appropriate boxes. When the time is computed to insure the applicant
meets the gppropriate aeronautica experience requirements for the airman certificate and rating sought,
thetime listed in the “Ingtruction Recelved” column and “Training Device’ or “Simulator” boxes, as
appropriate, would be accepted in lieu of the required flight time experience required to the limit
dlowed, asin the example above.

{g&a320}

QUESTION: Situation: Student holds Private-ASEL , with 61.31 tailwheel endorsement.
Instructor holds Commercia-ASEL-IA and CHI-ASE-IA, but no tailwhed experience and
endorsement.. The student is working on an Instrument-Airplane rating.

QUESTION 1: Can thisingructor give instrument ingtruction towards an insrument rating to the
gudent in a single-engine tailwhed arplane while the sudent serves as PIC?

ANSWER 1. Ref. 861.51(€)(3), 861.31(e) and §61.195(c); Yes, the flight instructor may log the
timeasPICtime. Yes, theingructor may give instrument instruction towards an instrument rating to a
gudent in asingle-engine tailwhed airplane while the sudent servesas PIC.  But the flight ingtructor
CANNOT ACT asPIC. Andthereason | say may log thetime as PIC timeis per 861.51(e)(3) [i.e,
"An authorized ingtructor may log as pilot in command time while acting as an authorized ingructor™].
But be advised, somebody must be aboard the aircraft who meets the requirements of §61.31(€) in
order to ACT ASPIC.
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QUESTION 2: If 0, can the ingtructor log PIC time under the "authorized ingtructor giving
ingruction” clause of 61.51, or is he banned from logging PIC time because he lacks the tailwhed
endorsement? (The only part of 61.51 to which I've seen the requirement for a 61.31 endorsement
applied islogging PIC time under the "sole manipulator” clause)

ANSWER 2: Ref. 861.51(e)(3); Yes, theflight indructor may log the time as PIC time while
performing ingrument ingruction and only thet time while giving insgrument ingruction. Emphasis added
it hasto be instrument ingtruction. But again be advised, somebody must be aboard the aircraft who
meets the requirements of 861.31(e) in order to ACT ASPIC.

QUESTION 3: If dlowed to ingruct but banned from logging PIC time, would the instructor
then log only "dud given" and SIC (as safety pilot) for the period during which the student is under the
hood?

ANSWER 3: Ref. 861.51(€)(3); Yes, theflight ingructor may log the time as PIC time while
performing ingtrument indruction and only that time while giving insrument ingruction.

QUESTION 4: If the ingtructor is dlowed to ingruct, would the only "dud received” time
logged by the student be the time during which instrument ingtruction is received, i.e., the hooded time.

ANSWER 4: Ref. 861.51(e)(1); The person receiving the indrument indtruction, may log it as
PIC time during that time that person “. . . Is the sole manipulator of the controls of an aircraft for which
thepilot israted . . .” But ONLY during the time while the person “. . . Is the sole manipulator of the
controls. . .” Emphasisadded while“. . . the sole manipulator of the controls. ..” Inthe scenario

you' ve given, be advised if the person isn't manipulating the controls he must stop logging PIC time, but
he will bethe acting PIC, per 81.1, for the entire flight. Because remember you said, the flight instructor
isnat qudified in atallwhed arplane.

Refrences: 861.31(e) and §61.51(€)(1) and (3) and 861.195(b) and (c).
{g&a297}

QUESTION 1: The question came up about logging “actud” insrument time when over the
desart a night with no visud references. When you are flying with sole reference to instruments, is that
actud time? If nat, isit “Imulated” instrument time? Our take on the question is actud ingrument time
can only be logged when the aircraft isin IMC. The weather determines actua ingtrument time, not
flying by sole reference to insruments. That settles the actud instrument question, but what about
“dmulated” instrument time? Our feding isit can be logged as “smulated ingrument time.” 1t would be
the same as having a hood on while flying by sole reference to indruments. What about the requirement
for asafety pilot under these conditions? Our answer is''no" because the pilot is il able to "see and
avoid" conflicting traffic.

ANSWER 1 Ref. 861.51(g); The only definition in the rulesis the definition on “instrument
flight time” and that is addressed in 861.51(g) and is defined as:
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conditions”
or “smulated insrument conditions.”

| agree with your statement that just because apersonisflying “. . . by sole reference to instruments. .
. has nothing to do with whether the flight can be logged as “ actud instrument time” or “simulated
ingrument time.”  Only the weeather conditions establish whether the flight isin “actua insrument
conditions.” And that is dependent on the weether conditions where the aircraft is physicaly located
and the pilot makes that determination as to whether the flight isin “actua insrument conditions” or he
is performing ingrument flight under “sSmulated instrument conditions.” But for a“quick and easy”
answer to your question, it was aways my understanding if | were flying in weether conditions that were
less than the VR weether minimums defined in 891.155 and | was flying “soldy by reference to
indruments’ then that was the determining factor for being able log instrument flight under “actud
indrument conditions.”

Otherwisg, if | were flying solely by reference to ingrumentsin VMC conditions then | would log it as
ingrument flight in “smulated instrument conditions.” In your example, the flight is clear of clouds and
in good vishility conditions a night over the desart with an overcast above and no visible horizon. But
other examples could include flight between doping cloud layers or flight between layers of clouds at
night. These could equaly meet the requirement for operations that can only be accomplished solely by
reference to indruments. But, the lack of sufficient visud reference to maintain aircraft control without
using indruments does not diminate the possibility of collison hazard with other aircreft or terrain.

S0, now to answer your other question “What about the requirement for a safety pilot under these
conditions? Y our question is answered by §91.109(b)(1) and it States:

“(b) No person may operate acivil aircraft in smulated instrument flight unless—
(1) The other control seet is occupied by a safety pilot who possesses at least a private pilot
certificate with category and class ratings gppropriate to the aircraft being flown.”
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Normally, in order to log instrument flight time under “Smulated insrument conditions,” the pilot needs
to be utilizing aview limiting device. But, the only place in the rules requiring a view limiting device will
be found under 861.45(d)(2) as part of the equipment for apractica test. Otherwise, no whereesein
the rules, orders, bulletins, or advisory circulars doesit specificdly state that pilots need to be utilizing a
view limiting device. But, except for meteorologica conditions asin our examples above, how dse,
could a pilot comply with 861.51(g) for logging instrument flight time[i.e,, “. . . when the person
operates the aircraft solely by reference to insruments.. . .”] unlessthe pilot was utilizing a view limiting
device when logging ingrument flight time in smulated instrument conditions?

QUESTION 2: Am | correct in understanding that a CFlI may log approaches that a sudent
flies when those gpproaches are conducted in actua instrument conditions? Is there areference to this
anywhere in the rules?

ANSWER 2 Ref. 861.51(g)(2); Yes, a CFll may log approaches that a student flies when
those gpproaches are conducted in actud instrument flight conditions. And this would also permit that
indructor who is performing as an authorized ingtructor to “. . . log instrument time when conducting
ingrument flight ingtruction in actud ingtrument flight conditions’ and this would count for instrument

QUESTION 3 | have not been able to find a definition of "actua" conditions in the FARs or
the AIM, but | believe that the definition of actud is somewhat more restrictive than IMC. Please
confirm that the following is correct:

IsIMC issmply vishility’s, clearances from clouds, and cellings less than the minimafor VMC (AIM -
pilot controller/glossary) "Actud™ requires that the pilot be flying the airplane soldly by reference to
ingruments, which means he must be either completely in the soup (i.e. zero-zero) or in conditions
which provide no horizon reference of any kind. Therefore, being in IMC conditionsis not dways
adequate for logging actud.

ANSWER 3: Ref. 861.51(g); As previoudy answered above in Answer 1 above, thereisno
officid FAA definition on “actua indrument time”’ or “smulated insrument time” in the FARs, FAA
Orders, advisory circulars, FAA bulletins, etc. Part 61 merdy refersto the insrument time in reference
to aeronautical experienceto be“. . . instrument flight time, in actud or smulated instrument conditions .
.." Otherwise the reference is merdy ingrument flight time, in actud or smulated instrument
conditions.

Now the term “actuad” in reference to instrument conditions thet require operations to be performed
solely by reference to the aircraft instruments are sometimes subjective. No question that “ actua”
ingrument conditions exig with flight in clouds or other phenomenathat redtrict vighility to the extent
that maintaining level flight or other desired flight attitude, can only be accomplished with reference to
the aircraft instruments. This goes back to earlier statement in Answer 1 where | said the westher
conditions establish whether the flight isin “actud ingrument conditions.” And that is dependent on the
wesether conditions where the aircraft is physicaly located and the pilot makes that determination asto
whether the flight isin “actud instrument conditions” or heis performing insrument flight under
“dmulated ingtrument conditions.”
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Your redization that "IMC" and "VMC" and dso, in fact, "IFR" and "VFR" are not necessarily related
to "actud" conditionsis accurate. These terms are used with respect to airspace operating
requirements. Per 891.155, aflight may bein IMC (requiring IFR operations) with four (4) miles
visibility in Class E argpace above 10,000MSL (more than 1,200AGL), but still bein VMC (dlowing
VR operations) with only one (1) mile vighility in Class G below 10,000MSL during day time, . That
iswhy none of these terms were used in §61.51(g) to describe when we may or may not log instrument
flight time. IMC and VMC are used in association when describing airspace weether conditions. VFR
or IFR are used to describe operating requirements [i.e., 891.173 requiring IFR flight plan for operating
in controlled airgpace under IFR, 8691.169 information required for operating on an IFR flight plan;

QUESTION 4: Asfar aslogging an approach in actud, is there any requirement (i.e. must it be
in actud conditions beyond the find gpproach fix)? Assume that the pilot was flying single-pilot IFR so
he couldn't asmply put on the hood if he broke out?

ANSWER 4: 861.51(g)(1) and 861.57(c)(1)(i); Againtheonly place whereit defineslogging
“ingtrument flight time” means“. . . aperson may log insrument time only for that flight time when the
person operates the arcraft solely by reference to indruments. .. .” Asfor logging an "actud"
gpproach, it would presume the gpproach to be to the conclusion of the approach which would mean
the pilot go down to the decison height or to the minimum decent atitude, as appropriate. If what
you're asking iswhether it is okay to fly to the FAF and break it off and then log it as accomplishing an
approach, the answer is NO.

{q&a291}

QUESTION: Thank you for your letter dated April 20, 1999, to the Office of the Chief
Counsd, Federd Aviation Adminidration (FAA), regarding the logging of pilot-in-command time.
Specificdly, whether a pilot needs to have the appropriate 14 CFR section 61.31 endorsements before
he or she can properly log pilot-in-command time under 14 CFR section 61.51(e).

Inyour letter you State that you are “ concerned with the answers given by John Lynch, AFS-840,
through his Frequently Asked Questions 14 CFR, PARTS 61 & 141 website,” regarding the 14 CFR
section 61.31 endorsements and the logging of pilot-in-command time under 14 CFR section 61.51(€).
In this webgte, Mr. Lynch was given the following scenario: a person holds a private pilot certificate
with asingle-engine land rating. Thispilot is obtaining training in asingle-engine land arplane thet isaso
acomplex or high performance airplane. The question asked was whether this person could log the
time he or she manipulated the controls as pilot-in-command time. Mr. Lynch stated that this person
could not log pilot-in-command time under 14 CFR section 61.51(€) in asingle-engine land airplane
that is also acomplex or high performance airplane, without having the appropriate endorsements
required under 14 CFR section 61.31. Thisanswer isincorrect.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.51(€)(1)(i); Before discussing thisissue, please note that Mr. Lynch's
website is an informationa webdte provided by the Flight Standards Service (AFS). Itisnot alegd dte
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and the Office of the Chief Counsdl does not review it. Accordingly, information provided on his
webgteis not legdly binding.

14 CFR section 61.51(€) governsthe logging of pilot-in-command time. This section provides, in
pertinent part, that a private pilot may log pilot-in-commeand time for that flight time during which that
person is the sole manipulator of the controls of an aircraft for which the pilot is rated. (Emphasis
added)

Theterm “rated,” as used under 14 CFR section 61.51(e), refers to the pilot holding the appropriate
arcraft ratings (category, class, and type, if atype raing isrequired). Theseratings are listed under 14
CFR section 61.5 and are placed on the pilot certificate.

Therefore, based on the scenario given to Mr. Lynch, a private pilot may log pilot-in-command time, in
acomplex or high performance arplane, for those portions of the flight when he or sheisthe sole
manipulator of the controls becauise the aircraft being operated is Sngle-engine land and the private pilot
holds a sngle-engine land rating. Note, while the private pilot may log this time as pilot-in-command
time in accordance with 14 CFR section 61.51(€), he or she may not act as the pilot in command unless
he or she has the appropriate endorsement as required under 14 CFR section 61.31.

14 CFR section 61.31 requires a person to have an endorsement from an authorized instructor before
he or she may act as pilot in command of certain aircraft (a complex arplane, a high performance
arplane, apressurized airplane capable of operating at high dtitudes, or atailwhed arplane). These
endorsements are not required to log pilot-in-command time under 14 CFR section 61.51(€).

Asyou gated in your letter, there isadistinction between acting as pilot in command and logging pilot-
in-command time. In order to act as pilot in command, the pilot who has fina authority and
respongbility for the operation and safety of the flight, a person must be properly rated in the arcraft
and be properly rated and authorized to conduct the flight. In order to log pilot-in-command time, a
person who is the sole manipulator of the controls only needs to be properly rated in the aircraft.

{q& a-288} [Replaces q& a-228]

QUESTION: I'm looking a your FAQs regarding logging ingtruction and endorsements and
both | and a supervisor from Sdt Lake City need further clarification of 861.187(a). A school operates
a CFl course under Part 61, and they don't want to keep records (logbooks, whatever) of what the
gpplicant was taught on each lesson.

861.187(a) saysthat the gpplicant must receive AND LOG flight and ground training from an
authorized ingtructor on the AREAS OF OPERATION LISTED IN THIS SECTION that apply to the
flight ingtructor rating sought. 1t doesn't say that the CHl can make a one-time endorsement that the
ingruction has been done in lieu of the logging of flight and ground training.

The regulation is clear that a required logbook endorsement from an authorized ingtructor certifying that
the person is proficient to pass a practica test on those areas of operation must be made.
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If only an endorsement would suffice that the required training had been completed, why doesn't the
regulation say s0? Then only two endorsements would be required and logging of flight and ground time
would not!

ANSWER: Ref. 861.51(a), (b), and (h)(2), 861.187(a), and §61.189(a); The answer is". .
.. training time must be logged in alogbook . . ." [i.e,, 861.51(h)(2)]. Section 61.51(h)(2) requiresthat
". .. training time must be logged in alogbook and §61.187(a) requires "The applicant's logbook must
contain an endorsement . . ." Making asmple endorsement in alogbook does NOT relieve the
goplicant and the flight ingtructor from logging training time to comply 861.51(h)(2). | support this
statement that the flight ingtructor must log dl training time by the provisions contained in 861.51(a) and
(b) and especidly paragraph (h)(2). | bdieve 861.51(h)(2) makesit quite clear that:

"(2) Thetraining time must be logged in alogbook and must:
(i) Beendorsed in alegible manner by the authorized ingtructor; and
(i) Include adescription of the training given, the length of the training lesson, and the ingtructor's
authorized Sgnature, certificate number, and certificate expiration date.”

An equaly important rule is 861.189(a) and | believe that rule further establishes the requirement to
"must receive and log flight and ground training . . ." [i.e, 861.187(q)].
{q& a-285}

QUESTION: | believe that questions Q& A 95 and 88 dedl with a safety pilot logging PIC
time. Our Regionad Counsd saysthat if aprivate pilot logs flight time and uses it to meet the
aeronauticd certification requirements for an additiond rating, that is compensation. As you might
guess, there are abunch of Private Pilots out here that are using that safety pilot PIC time to qudify for
additiond ratings.

If aPrivate Rilot acts as a safety pilot in accordance with 891.109(b)(1), and that pilot logs that time as
PIC in accordance with 861.51(e)(iii), are they now in violation of 861.113(a) since they have received
compensation (free flight time) for acting as pilot in command [i.e., 861.51(e)(iii)]?

ANSWER: Ref. §61.113(a) and 861.51(€)(iii); Yes, the Private Pilot who is serving asa
safety pilot and is acting asthe PIC may log thetime as PIC time. And yes, that Private Filot may use
that PIC time for the furtherance of a pilot certificate and rating under Part 61. And no, that Private
RilotisNOT “. . .. carrying passengers or property for compensation or hire;” nor isthat Private Pilot
acting asapilot in command “. . . for compensation or hire, . . . .” when he serves as a safety pilot. In
accordance with §91.109(b)(1), it permits a person who holds a Private Pilot Certificate with a
category and class rating appropriate to the aircraft being flown to serve as a safety pilot.

And this answer has been reviewed by the FAA’s Washington HQ Chief Counsd Office (AGC-240),
and they have agreed with this answer.
{q&a273}
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QUESTION 1: Ref. 861.51(€)(2)(i); In accordance with 861.51(e)(1)(i), can arated and
qudified pilot [i.e., who holds a Commercid Pilot Certificate with a hdicopter rating] log that time to
meet the agronautica experience, recency of experience, and currency requirements of Part 61 in the
Bdtimore County Police Department's OH-58' s which are surplus former military helicopters?
Otherwisg, is thistime logable while these police officers are flying these Batimore County Police
Department OH-58' s during the performance of their assgned police functions and missons? Isthis
time logable for the purpose of meeting the requirements of 861.51(e)(1)(i)?

ANSWER 1: Ref. Public Law 103-411 and FAA Order 8700.1, Volume 2, Chapter 1, page
1-46 and 1-47, paragraph 9.B; The answer is no, the time cannot be logged for the purpose of meeting
the aeronautical experience, recency of experience, and currency requirements of Part 61. Again read
my words carefully, it cannot be logged for the pur pose of meeting the agronautical experience,
recency of experience, and currency requirements of Part 61. Now aslong as the flight timeis not
being counted/logged for meeting the aeronautical experience, recency of experience, and currency
requirements of Part 61, then aperson may log flight time in these former military helicopters known as
the OH-58. BUT NOT FOR THE PURPOSE of meeting the aeronautica experience, recency of
experience, and currency requirements of Part 61 in their non-certificated OH-58s.

For the record: These Bdtimore County Police Department OH-58' s are not type certificated as an
arcraft, nor do they hold any kind of airworthiness certificate, and nor do they hold an FAA civilian
type designation as an arcraft.

The FAA'srationde on thisissue isthat pilots who fly these former military arcraft in red “public
arcraft operations’ are not even required to hold an FAA pilot certificate nor are they required to
comply with the recency of experience requirements of Part 61. Therefore, the FAA does not find it in
the public interest to permit pilot training for pilot certification purposes in these non-certificated aircraft.
Now some police departments State that their employment requirements require dl their pilotsto hold
Commercid Pilot Certificates with the appropriate aircraft category and class ratings and to aso meet
the recency of experience requirements of Part 61. If aloca police department requires this of their
pilots as an employment requirement, then that is the police' s requirement, because the FAA does not
have any such requirements for operating these former military arcraft for “public aircraft operaions.”
Furthermore, if the FAA were to make an exception for the Batimore County Police Department and
their non-certificated OH-58s, then how would the FAA be expected to respond if another police
department and some other government agency asks for permission for its pilots to meet Part 61
requirements in an ultrdight vehicle, which is just another non-certificated aircraft. And then if the FAA
permits the police departments to use non-certificated aircraft/vehicles for meeting Part 61 requirements,
then why not alow private citizens who have contracts with aloca government to adso let their pilotslog
the flight time for meeting Part 61 requirements in these non-certificated aircraft/vehicles. Again, keepin
mind these Batimore County Police Department OH-58s are not certificated nor do not have any
gpproved maintenance or airworthiness standards and nor are they required to do so when they’re only
being used for “public arcraft operations.” I police departments want to use these non-certificated
OH-58sfor pilot training and certification, then its aircraft must comply with the applicable airworthiness
and maintenance requirements of §91.203, Subpart E of Part 91, Parts 43 and 45, etc., etc., etc.
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As per Public Law 103-411, the law is very specific and very limiting as to defining what isa* public
arcraft operation.” In effect, thislaw only permitstraining and flightsin “public aircraft” for
performance of the following governmentd functions

1. Hightsin responseto fire fighting;

2. Hightsin response to search and rescue;

3. Hightsin response to law enforcement activities; and

4. Hightsin support of aeronautica research or biologica or geologica resource management.

Asfor example, Public Law 103-411 would say it's okay if the flight was for training SWAT team
personnel in the Batimore County Police Department's OH-58's for the purpose of training these
personnd for alaw enforcement activity. The flight would be considered an authorized governmentd
function and would be approved under Public Law 103-411. However, if aflight were for anything
other than the flights described in 1 through 4 above, then the flight would be considered to be a* civil
arcraft operation.” And in accordance with 891.203(a)(1) for “civil aircraft operations’ the aircraft
would be required to have “An gppropriate and current airworthiness certificate. . . .”

Now FAA Order 8700.1, Volume 2, Chapter 1, page 1-46 and 1-47, paragraph 9.B. states, in its
entirety, that:

“B. Logging Time. Unlessthe vehicleistype certificated as an aircraft in a category listed in
FAR 861.5(b)(1) or as an experimental aircraft, or otherwise holds an airworthiness
certificate, flight time acquired in such a vehicle may not be used to meet requirements of FAR
Part 61 for a certificate or rating or to meet the recency of experience requirements.”

Which means, in effect, in order for the flight time to be logable, the flight time must have been
acquired in an arcraft that is identified as an arcraft category aslisted in 861.5(b)(1), and is:

(1) Anaircraft of U.S. regigtry that has a civilian type designation and has a current standard, limited,

or primary airworthiness certificae;

(2) Anaircraft of U.S. registry that has a civilian type designation and has a current airworthiness

certificate other than standard, limited, or primary;

(3) Anaircraft of foreign regigtry that has a civilian type designation and is properly certificated by the

country of regigry; or

(4) A military aircraft under the direct operationa control of an armed force of the United States.

The Batimore County Police Department's OH-58's are neither type certificated as an aircraft, nor
do the arcraft hold any kind of airworthiness certificate, nor do their OH-58s hold an FAA civilian type
designation as an aircraft. So the answer isNO, the time CANNOT be logged for meeting the
requirements for a certificate or rating or to meet the recency of experience requirements set forth in
Part 61.

{g& a-254}

QUESTION: Ref. 861.51(e)(2); The scenario we have here, is a Part 135 certificate holder
who is conducting operationsin a multiengine airplane under IFR. The operator has approva to
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And per 861.51(6)(1)(i):

“(e) Logging pilat-in-command flight time,
(1) A recreationd, private, or commercid pilot may log pilot-in-command time only for thet flight
time during which that person--
(i) Isthe sole manipulator of the controls of an aircraft for which the pilot is rated;”
{g&a243}

QUESTION: In 861.51(h)(2)(ii), there is a phrase that states * Include a description of the
training given . ..” How descriptive does a flight ingtructor have to be in describing the content of a
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training session to meet the provisons of 861.51(h)(2)(ii) [i.e, “Include a description of the training

ANSWER: Ref. 861.51(h)(2)(ii). Many schools utilize atraining record folder thet lists the
lesson numbers vertically on the folder and the tasks are listed horizontally. And these schools have a
training course outline that describes the content of each lesson in detail. Therefore, aslong asthe
gpplicant has those records available for review, it is permissible for the ingtructor to merely write in the
applicant’ s loghook, as for example, “Lesson No. 36" for meeting the requirements of 861.51(h)(2)(ii)
[i.e, “Include adescription of thetraining given . . .”]. An examiner or ASl who wishesto see what
was covered in Lesson No. 36 would have those records available on Site to review what was covered
during Lesson No. 36 or Lesson No. 10, etc. The essence of 861.51(h)(2)(ii) [i.e., “Include a
description of the training given . . .”] isnot to require flight ingtructors to have to write volumes of
Encyclopedias for describing alesson!

However, if an gpplicant’s school does not maintain or have such records, then yesthe flight ingtructors
will have to be more descriptive in describing the content of alesson in an gpplicant’ slogbook. But
even inthiskind of Stuation, it is permissible and would be in accordance with 861.51(h)(2)(ii) [i.e.,
“Include a description of the training given . . .”] for aflight ingtructor to write adescription in the
applicant’ s logbook, as for example, that would state “Norm T/O & Ldgs, X-W T/O & Ldgs, Perf.
Maneuvers-S. Turns, Chandelles, L8’ or the flight ingtructor may merely contain a description “ Comm-

{q&a-236}

QUESTION: Ref. 861.51(e)(1) and §61.73(d)(1): Situation is, we have aU.S. Naval Flight
Officer (non-pilot type) who holds a Private Pilot Certificate, with an Airplane Single and Multiengine
Land raing, Instrument Airplane rating. However, this Nava Hight Officer (non-pilot type) has never
hed an officid U.S. military pilot checkout and instrument proficiency check in an S-3B Viking (or in
any military arcraft) asapilot in command during the 12 calendar months before the month of
gpplication [i.e,, 861.73(d)(1)]. ThispersonisaNava Hight Officer (non-pilot) and does not hold any
military pilot ratings of any kind. Nor has this person ever completed aU.S. military flight school. His
position as a Naval Hight Officer (non-pilot type) is smilar to a Wegpons Officer in the Air Force.

Isit permissible for this person to log that “hands-on the controlstime”’ in amilitary S-3B Viking
arplaneas PIC time?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.51(e)(1)(i): The answer isyes, it ispermissblefor thisU.S. Nava
Flight Officer (non-pilot type) to log that “hands -3B Viking military
arplaneasPIC time.

The rationde behind this answer is because to pilot the S-3B Viking military airplane only requires the
pilot to hold an airplane multiengine land rating. And this U.S. Nava Hight Officer (non-pilat type)
does hold an arplane multiengine land reting on his FAA pilot certificate. Thereisno divilian equivaent
to thismilitary S-3B arplane and thus the qudifications to pilot this aircraft only requires the pilot to hold
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an arplane multiengine land rating on their FAA pilot certificate. No type rating is required to pilot the
S-3B military arplane, nor isthere acivilian equivaent for the S-3B.

The reason | made the statement previoudy that “No type rating isrequired to pilot the S-3B .. .” is
because if there had been a civilian equivdent to the S-3B military airplane[i.e., 861.5(b)(5)] then it
would ve required the pilot to hold that typerating. If atyperating is required, then in order to log the
-3B Viking military airplane would ve required the
pilot to hold that type rating. Otherwise, an aircraft that requires a pilot to hold a type rating requires the
pilot to be quaified inthat “. . . aircraft for which the pilot israted . . .” [i.e,
to log thetime as PIC time. However, thisis not the case in this Stuation, so this U.S. Nava Hight
Officer (non-pilot type) can log the “ hands-on-the-controls’ time in an S-3B Viking military airplane as
PIC time because he holds an airplane multiengine land rating on his FAA pilot certificate. Furthermore,
he is able to show the time was when he wasthe*“. . . sole manipulator of the controls. . .” and he
holds an arplane multiengine land rating on his FAA pilot certificate which makes him qudified in“. . .
an arcraft for which the pilot israted . . .” [i.e., 861.51(e)(1)(i)]. So the answer isyes, thisU.S. Nava
Flight Officer (non-pilot type) can log the “hands -3B Viking military
arplane as PIC time under 861.51(e)(1)(i).

Therule, 861.73(d)(1), is not relevant here, because this U.S. Navd Fight Officer is not amilitary pilot.
{q&a221}

QUESTION: Where, how, or in what manner is ground training to be logged? | am sure
there are others with the same question. 1t ssemsthe answer is contained in FAR 61.51. where it
statesthat BOTH FLIGHT AND GROUND TRAINING MUST BE ENTERED IN A LOGBOOK.
However, commercialy produced pilot log books do not contain a column for ground training.  Also, |
have a copy of an e-mail message dates, in reference to ground training, "It can be logged on a pre-
printed training record etc. etc.” Guidance please.

ANSWER: | agree per 861.51(h)(2), that it says training time must be logged in alogbook.
But also, read §61.51(a)(1) says "Each person must document and record the following timein a
manner acceptable to the Adminigtrator . . ."

Higtoricaly, the FAA has accepted training records as a proper placeto log training time. | guessit
comes down to what isa"logbook."” Can alogbook be a"training record tabulation sheet?' Yesit can
be. Orisalogbook only a separate book that has rows of columnsfor recording times? Well | think
we al would agree that iswhat we dl envision when the term "logbook” is mentioned. However, a
"training record tabulation sheet” isa”. . . document and record . .. acceptable to the Administrator

We do not have a definition of a"logbook.” A logbook can be a sheet or anumber of sheets of
computer generated log sheets like what airline pilots have issued to them by their companies. Or a
logbook can be a number of DA Form 759-1's from the United States Army. Or alogbook can be a
"training record tabulation sheet” like in the case with Part 141 gpproved school training records.
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Let's not get too hung up on the words, because | bdieve it is more important the time and
endorsements are properly conducted and documented. Aslong as we can decipher the record to
assure that the training, recency of experience, aeronautica experiencetimes AND CONTENT, etc.
have been met then I'm not that concerned with what we accept as alogbook.
{g& a-186}

QUESTION 4: What condtitutes aflight in Lighter-Than-Air, Baloon? We have some of the
sharpie pilots saying that it is a "takeoff and landing." Therefore, they intend to log severd flights with
only one set-up and inflation.

ANSWER 4: Per 81.1, the definition of a*“flight” in abaloon is no different than a“flight” in
an arplane, hdlicopter, glider, etc. In accordance with the “flight” definition in 81.1, abaloon pilot
would not need to de-inflate and break the balloon down and then re-setup and re-inflate the baloon to
credit multiple “flights” Judt likeit saysin 81.1:

“. .. from the moment the arcraft firs moves under its own power for the purpose of flight until
the moment it comesto rest at the next point of landing. . .
{q&a179}

QUESTION: | have been getting numerous questions regarding the following scenario snce
Aug 4. Canyou st me on theright track. Hereisthe scenario.  An Applicant holds Private Filot
Airplane Snge EngineLand and Instrument Rating.. He intends on obtaining a Commercid Rilot
Certificate Multi Engine Land.

61.129(b)(4) states he must have 10 hours of flight time performing the duties of pilot in command in a
multiengine airplane with an authorized ingructor on the areas of operation listed in 61.127(b)(2) of this
pat. S0, hemus get pilot in command time but he isn't rated in the multiengine airplane, and it isn't
indruction but an indructor isthere.  What and how do these guys log this situation?

ANSWER: The preamble of the find rule correction document the was published in the
Federd Register (78 FR 20284; April 23, 1998) concerning the revision to 861.129(b)(4) states as
follows

“Section 61.129 Aeronautical experience. In Notice No. 95-11, proposed 861.129(b)(4) would have
required an goplicant to accomplish solo flight time in amultiengine arplane. During the rulemaking
process, the FAA determined that the accomplishment of solo flight time in amultiengine airplane may
be impracticable because of liability and insurance concerns. Therefore, in thefind rule, the FAA
replaced the requirement that an gpplicant accomplish solo flight time in amultiengine airplane with the
requirement that the flight time required under §61.129(b)(4) be acquired while performing the duties of
PIC in amultiengine airplane with an authorized indructor. However, in revising this requirement, the
FAA did not consider the gpplicant who holds a private pilot certificate with a multiengine rating and,
therefore, may aready have solo flight time in amultiengine aircraft or may be able to accomplish solo
flight time without the cost of acquiring the required flight time with an authorized indructor. Therefore,
the FAA has revised 861.129(b)(4) to require an gpplicant to accomplish 10 hours of solo flight ina
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multiengine airplane or 10 hours of flight time performing the duties of PIC in amultiengine airplane with
an authorized ingructor.

In addition, the FAA has revised 861.129(b)(4) to permit an applicant for acommercid pilot certificate
with amultiengine rating to credit the 10 hours of flight time performing the duties of PIC in amultiengine
arplane required by that paragraph toward the 100 hours of PIC flight time required under
861.129(b)(2). Thisrevison is consstent with the provisions of 861.129(b) as proposed in Notice No.
95-11. Asprevioudy noted, proposed 861.129(b)(4) would have required an applicant to accomplish
solo flight time in amultiengine airplane. The solo flight time would have condituted PIC flight time;
therefore, the applicant would have been able to credit that flight time toward the requirements of
861.129(b)(2). However, under 861.129(b)(4) as adopted in the find rule, an applicant would be
performing the duties of PIC rather than acting as PIC. Consequently, that flight time does not congtitute
PIC flight time. Therefore, the FAA has revised §861.129(b)(4) to permit the crediting of flight time
accomplished under that paragraph toward the requirements of §61.129(b)(2). However, thisrevision
does not permit an gpplicant to log the flight time required under §61.129(b)(4) as PIC flight time under
861.51(e) unless the gpplicant holds a private pilot certificate with amultiengine rating and chooses to
accomplish the requirements with an authorized ingtructor.

The FAA notesthat if an gpplicant meets the requirements of 861.129(b)(4) by logging 10 hours of solo
flight time in amultiengine airplane (as permitted in thisfind rule), that time would condtitute PIC flight
time. Therefore, the gpplicant may count that flight time toward the requirements of 861.129(b)(2) and

{g&a3}

QUESTION: If acommercid pilot with sngle-engine land rating was to add amultiengine
classrating, he or she would do so under FAR 61.63(c). FAR 61.31(d) prohibits a person from
"serving” asthe PIC of an aircraft unless that person...

1. Holdsthe appropriate category, class, and typerating ...for the aircraft to be flown, or

2. [I9] recaiving training for the purposes of obtaining an additiona pilot certificate and rating that are
gppropriate to that aircraft, and be under the supervision of an authorized ingtructor, or

3. Have received training required by this part thet is appropriate to the aircraft category, class, and
type rating...for the aircraft to be flown, and have received the required endorsements from an instructor
who is authorized to provide the required endorsements for solo flight in that aircraft.

Theimplication isthat acommercid pilot with a sngle-engine land rating, meeting the requirements of
FAR 61.31(d)(2) could "serve' as PIC of amulitengine airplane while under the supervison of aflight
ingructor. Could that person log thistime as PIC under FAR 61.51(€)(4) even though they are not solo
and have no current solo flight endorsement for the aircraft? Under paragraph (3) of FAR 61.31(d),
could you log PIC time in amultiengine airplane under FAR 61.51(€)(4) while flying solo?
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If you can log PIC while flying under the supervison of a authorized indructor, is there anything that
would prohibit going back in your logbook and recording dua ingruction in a multiengine airplane as
PIC, smilar to what you said could be done in the case of sudent pilots previoudy logging solo time?

ANSWER: Reference 861.51(e): Let'snot mix "to serve as pilot in command” vs. logging
PIC time. 861.51(e) isthe rule that address LOGGING PIC time.

Solo flight time in amultiengine airplane may be logged as PIC per FAR 61.51(€)(1)(ii) as amended
5/26/98 by amendment 61/104 as long as the appropriate training and endorsements required by FAR
61.31(d)(3) are met.

For thetime while serving as PIC of a mulitengine arplane while under the supervison of aflight
ingructor:

FROM THE PREAMBLE OF THE FINAL RULE 61-104: *“Reference 861.129(b)(4) as adopted in
the final rule 61-104, 5/26/98, an gpplicant would be performing the duties of PIC rather than acting as
PIC. Consequently, that flight time does not condtitute PIC flight time. Therefore, the FAA has revised
§861.129(b)(4) to permit the crediting of flight time accomplished under that paragraph toward the
requirements of 861.129(b)(2). However, this revison does not permit an applicant to log the flight time
required under 861.129(b)(4) as PIC flight time under 861.51(e) unless the gpplicant holds a private
pilot certificate with amultiengine rating and chooses to accomplish the requirements with an authorized
ingtructor.”

{q&a110}

QUESTION: Question regarding 61.51(e)(3) and 61.23(b)(5)-- Can a CFl who is exercising
the privileges of aflight instructor certificate under 61.23(b)(5) log PIC even though he or she does not
have avaid medicd certificate.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.51(e)(3): Yes, the CFl may logit asPIC time. Asl have stated in
the past the rules are different between "logging PIC time" under 81.1 vs"acting asthe PIC" under
861.51(e)(3). The CFl cannot "act as the PIC" without amedical certificate, but heor she  can
certainly "log it as PIC time."

{ 9&a-137}

QUESTION 2 Situation is an gpplicant who holds acommercid pilot certificate with an
arplanesingleland rating. The applicant is now seeking to add a helicopter rating onto his commercid
pilot certificate. To show 35 hours of PIC time in helicopters as per 861.129(c)(2)(i) how can the
gpplicant obtain and log that PIC time in a helicopter?

ANSWER 2: Ref. per 861.51(e) or §61.31(d); The PIC time would have to be obtained:
a Already hold a hdlicopter rating at the private pilot level. Then PIC time can be logged while

flying solo and/or while manipulating the control as per 861.51(e)(1)(i) when the flight ingtructor is
on board; or
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b. Be the sole occupant of the aircraft and have a current solo endorsement in accordance with
861.31(d)(3).

QUESTION 3: | am private pilot with an airplane Sngle engine land reting. | am seeking to add
ahdicopter rating. Can | log the time as PIC while manipulating the controls with my instructor on
board asin §61.31(d)(2)?

ANSWER 3: No. Y ou cannot log the time as PIC while his ingtructor is on board since you
are not rated in the aircraft, see 86151(e)(1)(i). There is nothing wrong with the way 861.31(d)(2) has
been written. To“ asthe pilot in command while recaiving training does not authorize logging
PIC. There has dways been a difference between logging PIC time vs. acting/serving as PIC.

{q& a-146}

QUESTION 1. May a current or former military pilot credit PIC or SIC time that meets FAR
requirements EXCEPT for the requirement to be arecreationd, private or commercialy rated pilot?
For example: amilitary pilot fliesfor 10 years then obtains acommercid rating. Can he credit flight time
accomplished prior to receiving his commercid rating towards the PIC/SIC requirements for an ATP

rating?

ANSWER 1: Y es, aformer or current military pilot may use any flight time that can be
subgtantiated by persond logbook or military records and meets FAR requirements. This includes flight
time accomplished prior to receiving the commercid rating.

QUESTION 2: Can | count military Firgt Filot time (sole manipulator of the controls) logged
while undergoing dud flight indruction for (and graduating from) initid military flight training as PIC? (It
seemsthe FAA accepts this flight time as credible PIC because a Commercid rating can be issued
based on graduating from this course and passing the required written exam.)

ANSWER 2: It depends. Areyou PIC qudified in that aircraft? If yes, then yes.
Reference 861.51(e)(1)(i): “. . . Isthe sole manipulator of the controls of an aircraft for which
thepilot israted; or

QUESTION 3: After completing military flight training and obtaining a Commercid ASEL and
RH rating can | count Firgt Rilot flight time logged in a C-130 (AMEL) as PIC? (I have lessthan 10
hours PIC in the aircraft and never completed a Natops check in the aircraft, but flew on areciprocity
basis while assgned to a compaosite fixed/rotary wing squadron. The military regulations under which
the aircraft was operated required more than one pilot.)

ANSWER 3: NO; You'renot PIC quaifiedin aC-130.
Reference 861.51(€)(1)(i): As per subparagraph (i) “. . . Isthe sole manipulator of the controls
OF AN AIRCRAFT FOR WHICH THE PILOT ISRATED; or

QUESTION 4: Can | count military Second Pilot time as SIC time under the same
circumstances?
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ANSWER 4: It depends. But we would have to say no based on the information you have
provided, it appears you haven't completed a military checkout to serve asthe SIC in the C-130.

(f) Logging second-in-command time. A person may log second-in-command flight time only for
that flight time during which that person:

(2) Isqualified in accordance with the second-in-command requirements of 8 61.55 of
thispart, and occupies a crewmember station in an aircraft that requires more than one pilot by
the arcraft's type certificate; or

(2) Holds the appropriate category, class, and ingrument rating (if an ingrument reting is
required for the flight) for the aircraft being flown, and more than one pilot is required under the
type certification of the aircraft or the regulations under which the flight is being conducted.

QUESTION 5: Asarated commercid ASEL pilot undergoing the flight training required to add
an AMEL rating can | log PIC time when | am the sole manipulator of the controls during the dua
ingtruction required to obtain the CFl endorsement required to be eigible for the practicd exam? (Two
pilots required under 61.123 (c))

ANSWER 5: Theanswer is NO since 861.51(e)(i) applieswhich states“. . . Isthe sole
manipulator of the controls of an air craft for which the pilot israted “

Y our question indicates that you are not rated in a multiengine airplane and therefore, only SOL O flight
time in amultiengine airplane may be logged as PIC per FAR 61.51(€)(1)(ii) as amended 5/26/98 by
amendment 61/104 as long as the gppropriate training and endorsements required by FAR 61.31(d)(3)
are met.

For thetime while serving as PIC of a mulitengine arplane while under the supervison of aflight
ingructor:

FROM THE PREAMBLE OF THE FINAL RULE 61-104: *“Reference 861.129(b)(4) as adopted in
the final rule 61-104, 5/26/98, an gpplicant would be performing the duties of PIC rather than acting as
PIC. Consequently, that flight time does not condtitute PIC flight time. Therefore, the FAA has revised
§861.129(b)(4) to permit the crediting of flight time accomplished under that paragraph toward the
requirements of 861.129(b)(2). However, this revison does not permit an applicant to log the flight time
required under 861.129(b)(4) as PIC flight time under 861.51(e) unless the applicant holds a private
pilot certificate with amultiengine rating and chooses to accomplish the requirements with an authorized
ingtructor.”

QUESTION 6: Can the flight time as sole manipulator of the controls during the AMEL
practica exam be counted as PIC time? (Two pilots required.)

ANSWER 6: Reference 861.47(b):  YES, provided you are the pilot-in-command and
nobody elseis claming to be the PIC or has agreed to be PIC during the practicd test as dlowed under
861.47.

{q&a122}
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QUESTION: If you are acting as second-in command of an aircraft that requires two pilots),
and are the sole manipulator of the contols\, can you log PIC for that portion of the flight?

ANSWER: Reference 861.51(e)(1)(i). Theanswer isyes the person may log it asPIC
time, provided that person “Is the sole manipulator of the controls of an aircraft for which the pilot is
rated;”

{g&a120}

QUESTION: What about asmulator ingtructor that was ingtructing from the console of aleve
D 747 smulator at an approved 142 center and apart 61 CFll that had an approved PC and was
giving hisfriend indruction & home in the kitchen. Under 61.1(b)(12)(iii) can they both log pilot time?

ANSWER: Reference 861.1(b)(12)(iii), YES, that time an authorized indtructor gives
training in an arcraft, flight smulator, or flight training device may be credited aspilot time. Note, “pilot
NOT synonymous.
{q&a108}
QUESTION: In the December 1997 edition of "AOPA PILOT," specificaly page 22,

"AOPA ACCESS," the question was asked: "If | am flying as a safety pilot, can | log that time as pilot
incommand?' AOPA'sanswer is "Yes There had been talk during the rewrite process of changing
this to pecify only second-in-command time, but the find rule left logable safety pilot PIC time intact.
Requirements remain being rated in category and class. You are dlowed to log safety pilot PIC time
because your eyes are required for aircraft safety and therefore you become arequired crew member.
The pilot under the hood can aso log PIC time as 'sol€ manipulator of the controls.”

861.51(f)(2) seems pretty clear about safety pilots logging SIC rather than PIC time. What does
AOPA know that we don't???

ANSWER: Yes, thetime can belogged as PIC. Reference 861.51(e)(1)(ii): The safety
pilot, who meets the quaifications set forth in 891.109(b) may log it as PIC time because
861.51(e)(1)(ii) States, in pertinent part, . . . the regulations under which the flight is conducted. Note,
we say "may" but he"may" prefer tolog it as SIC time. Y our understanding is probably based on the
preamble discussion on page 16250, middle column, of the Federa Register (62 FR 16250; April 4,
1997). We would highly recommend that you aso read the preamble discussion on page 16250, first
column, of the Federa Register (62 FR 16250; April 4, 1997).

Reference 861.51(e)(1)(i): The other pilot manipulating the controls, and who meets the qualifications
set forth in 891.109(a)(2) and (b)(3)(ii) may log it as PIC time because 861.51(e)(1)(i) states, in
pertinent part, "'Is the sole manipulator of the controls of an aircraft for which the pilot is rated;”

{g& a-95}

QUESTION: Isit true thet aqudified pilot can log pilot-in-command time for dl flight time
during which he acts as a required safety pilot per 14 CFR §91.109?
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ANSWER: Yes, the safety pilot can log the time as PIC time in accordance with
861.51(e)(ii) which states ™. . . regulations under which the flight is conducted.”

{g& a-88}

QUESTION The question comes from the hdlicopter community applicants for the private

pilot rating. Does the above statement now permit a person who gets only a solo flight endorsement (but
doesn't exercise this due to insurance or other financia congraints) the ability to log time as PIC that
time he spends with his Ingtructor (dua received time) and is the manipulator of the controls? And if so,
isthis time attributable to the ten hours solo requirement (61.109(a)(b)& (€)?

| guess the bottom dollar question is.......can astudent pilot quaify dl of the solo pilot requirements for
the aeronautica experience requirements of 61.109 flying with hisingructor seeted next to him?

ANSWER No, the student cannot log PIC time with hisingtructor on board. 861.51(€)(4)
sates:

(4) A student pilot may log pilot-in-command time when the student pilot —

(i) Isthe sole occupant of the aircraft;

(i) Hasacurrent solo flight endorsement as required under 8§ 61.87 of this part; and

(iii) Isundergoing training for a pilot certificate or rating, is acting as pilot in commeand of an
arship requiring more than one flight crewmember, or islogging pilot-in- command flight time to obtain
the pilot-in-command flight experience requirements for a pilot certificate or aircraft rating.
{q&a23}

QUESTION 5: Wha isthe gatus of student solo time logged before 8/4/97? Now that
students can log PIC (whereas they couldn't before), can they count the solo time they logged as PIC
before 8/4/97 toward the PIC time requirements for higher ratings applied for after 8/4/97? In other
words, is the experience they gained before 8/4/97 as vauable asthat gained after 8/4/97?

ANSWER 5: [861,51(e)(4)] The new rule gpplies. Solo time can belogged as PIC time.
{g& a8}
QUESTION 1 Can solo flight time, under the old 61/141, logged by the Student Filot now be

considered PIC flight time?

ANSWER 1: Yes, All timelogged as solo time prior to August 4, 1997 can now be dso
logged as PIC time. Infact, | have aready gone into my logbook where | had logged solo time in 1968
and added the time into the PIC column of my logbook. It can be logged as both solo time and PIC
time.

{q&a74}

QUESTION We have alocd operator that makes hisliving giving flight ingtruction to foreign
and military pilots. He submits the following, which | include verbatim:
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[11] "I...have a somewhat unique inquiry from an individua who holds acommercid pilot

certificate issued by the former Y ugodav Republic of Macedonia. He recelved histraining & the
Yugodav Airlines Academy, and he never received a private pilot certificate. The only arman
certificates he ever held were a student pilot certificate and, upon completion of histraining, [g]
commercid with insrument rating. Thisindividua would like to obtain an unrestricted FAA commercid
certificate. Under the 'old' FAR 61 he clearly would not meet the 100-hour PIC requirement, since he
never held a private pilot certificate. Under the 'new’ FAR 61 his solo hours (he has 103 hours of solo
time) would meet that requirement. Depending upon the response to [Question 5, above], what do |
tdl him?

ANSWER 11: As stated in Q5 above, the new Part 61 applies. [861,51(€)(4)] The new rule
gpplies. Solo time can belogged as PIC time.
{0g&a8}

QUESTION: If two multiengine pilots, neither of which have an ATP or an MEI, flew together on a
3.0 hour one way trip, and pilot #1 flew thefirg haf of the trip and pilot #2 flew the second hdf, isit
legd for both pilotsto log 3.0 hours of total ME time and each log 1.5 hours of PIC time?

ANSWER: No, but each may log 1.5 hours of PIC time for that time that pilot was the sole
manipulaor of the controls. 861.51(€)(1) is the governing rule that appliesto this Stuation and it Sates:

(e) Logging pilot-in-commeand flight time.

(1) A recreationd, private, or commercid pilot may log pilot-in-command time only for that
flight time during which that personis —

(i) The sole manipulator of the controls of an aircraft for which the pilot is rated; or

(if) Except for arecrestiond pilot, when acting as pilot in command of an arcraft on which
more than one pilot is required under the type certification of the aircraft or the regulations under which
the flight is conducted.

Furthermore, even if one or both had an ATP certificate, it till wouldn't make any difference to my
answer because if one or both had an ATP certificate with multiengine airplane rating, 861.51(€))2)
sates:

“(2) Anairlinetrangport pilot may log as pilot-in-command time dl of the flight time while
acting as pilot-in-command of an operation requiring an airline transport pilot certificate.”
{q&a31}

QUESTION: Under new Part 61, to add an additional aircraft category rating we need to
meet the requirements of FAR 61.63. That regulation requiresthat we possess"...the aeronautica
experience...that applies to the pilot certificate for the arcraft category...” Usng the example of a
Commercid Rotorcraft pilot adding an airplane category reting, the gpplicant would have to meet the
requirements of FAR 61.129(a). Among those requirements is 50 hours of PIC time
[61.129(3)(2)(1)].

The Question: How does a person with acommercid rotorcraft log PIC timein an airplane?
FAR 61.51 (¢)(2)(i) only dlowsyou to log PIC timeif you arethe "...sole manipulator of the controls
of an arcraft for which [you are] rated..." Paragraph (4) allows a student pilot to log PIC, but in this
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example we are dedling with arated pilot, not astudent pilot. | guess you could clam that personisa
student, but it's not clear from the regulation that's what you expect.

ANSWER: Y ou have raised an issue that is going in our next correction document thet is
scheduled for publication in December.

On pages 16249 (bottom  of 3rd column) and 16250 (top of 1st column) in the April 4, 1997 verson
of the Federd Regider, the FAA dated, in pertinent part, "These pilot may properly log pilot-in-
command time: . . . (2) whenthe pilot is the sole occupant of the aircraft; or . . ."

Unfortunately, we failed to incorporate that statement in 861.51(€). Therefore, in the interim [until we
Permit gpplicantsto log PIC time". . . when the

pilot is the sole occupant of the aircraft...." because those ingructions are in the preamble of the fina

rule document. Yes, aperson who is the sole occupant of the aircraft may log the time as PIC time,

and yesthat includesthe PIC timein 861.129(a)(2)(i).

{g&a57}

QUESTION: A CHI recently asked if the solo cross country time logged while an individua
was a student pilot can be counted toward the 50 hour requirement for the instrument rating. The recent
change to Part 61.65 no longer addresses student pilot time.

ANSWER: Review 861.51(e)(4)(i). Yes, astudent pilot may log PIC timefor that time he
or sheissolo. And yes, even that solo flight time performed prior to August 4, 1997 can now be
credited as PIC time.  For example, ten years ago a student pilot logged solo flight time for aflight as
the sole occupant. On August 4, 1997, that same person may go back into his or her logbook and
credit thetime as PIC time a so.

{q& a-26}

And even though you didn't ask this question, we are providing this answer anyway. My most
frequently asked question is now that sudent pilots may log PIC time under the new 861.51(€)(4), can
former student pilots who are now rated pilots go back and update their logbooks by converting the
solo time they earned while student pilotsto PIC time.  The answer isyes.

{q&a62}

QUESTION 8: What isthe gatus of ingrument flight time logged in asimulator i/alw
61.51(g)(4) when caculating tota flight time for other purposes? Isit redly "flight time' (ref. FAR 1),
or something didinctly different?

ANSWER 8: [861.51(g)(4) It may belogged asinstrument training. See 861.1(b)(10)
which gates "ingrument training means that timein which instrument training is received from an
authorized ingructor under actua or Smulated instrument conditions.”

{g& a8}
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QUESTION 2: We have an example of logging PIC in our presentation that you and |
previoudy discussed on the phone aweek ago. Weve been chalenged on our interpretation and | want
to reconfirm it with you. The exampleis
Two private pilots... Filot A is manipulating the controls but has not made 3 takeoffs and landing
within the 90 days.
Pilot B isthe PIC for the purposes of Part 1.
Quegtion: Which pilot logsPIC?

ANSWER 2: Rilot A may log PIC time in accordance with 61.51(e)(1)(i). Pilot B would
have to agree to be the PIC in accordance with Part 1 because Filot A is not current. However, Filot B
may not log the time as PIC time because 61.51 doesn't provide for it.

{q&a 10}

61.53

QUESTION 1. Does the requirement, “. . . to certify that he has no known medica deficiency. .
. inthe box W of the FAA Form 8710-1 gpplication il exist for gpplicants of balloon or glider

ratings?

ANSWER 1: Ref. 8861.23; 61.53; No, the requirement no longer exists. On the new

gpplication form now being developed, this block will be deleted. In the interim, the rule applies.
{q& a-136}

61.55

QUESTION 2 My second question is virtudly the same as the first except that it appliesto

SIC qudifications. The SIC currency requirements of 861.55(b) "may be accomplished in aflight
smulator that is used in accordance with a course conducted by atraining center certificated under Part
142" per 61.55(g).

Does the smulator have to be operating under a Part 142 approved course, so that it issureto bea
good device for the pilot, or does the pilot have to go through some sort of SIC 142 approved course
to meet the 61.55(b) requirements? It is clear, again, that the rule dlows a pilot to use an aircraft to
meet the SIC requirements, without any prior training. Can a pilot use asmulator in the same way? I'm
not sure what the intent was, when 61.55 was changed to include reference to 142.

ANSWER 2: Ref. 861.55(g); Asper 861.55(g), “. . . may be accomplished in aflight
smulator that is used in accordance with an gpproved course conducted by atraining center certificated
under part 142 of this chapter. . .” Which means BOTH the 861.55 SIC check and the flight smulator
must be under apart 142 gpproved training program. So the answer isno, a SIC cannot go out and
freelance in renting a flight smulator and do a 861.55 SIC check. It hasto be accomplished under and
in accordance with a part 142 gpproved training program.
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{g&a321}

QUESTION: There does not appear to be arequirement for an instructor endorsement to
verify the SIC training in 861.55. However, 861.55(d)(3) refersto "flight training required by this
section.” In this stuation, the intended preparation of a SIC for a Citation is not for Part 121, 125 or
135 operations.

QUESTION 1: IsaPart 61 certificated flight instructor with the gppropriate type rating required
to conduct the flight training? (Definition in 861.1 would appear to indicate yes.)

ANSWER 1. 861.55; No, the SIC requirements of 861.55(b) does not necessarily need to
be given with a CFl on board. It may be the preferred choice, but it certainly isn't aregulatory
requirement. Even in the old 861.55 didn’t require it to be given by a CH. In no placein 861.55(b)
doesit gate that the SIC qudification requirements be met with an authorized instructor on board. Now
that | think abouit it, | wish | had changed the rule to read that way, but | didn’t. This requirement can be
met with aqudified PIC [e.g., 861.31(38)] for that type of arplane. Procedurdly, the PIC would sign
the applicant’ s logbook or training record as abasis for proving verification that the SIC applicant has
met the SIC requirements of 861.55(b). The verification can be accomplished by smply logging these
SIC ground and flight requirements of 861.55(b) and then the PIC signs the SIC gpplicant’s
logbook/training record.

QUESTION 2: Is any documentation required to document the SIC qudification time?

ANSWER 2 Ref. 861.51(a)(1); Yes, the SIC ground and flight qualification requirements of
861.55(b) must belogged. Per 861.51(a), it states, in pertinent part, “ Each person must document
and record the following time . . . aeronautical experience used to meet the requirements for a
certificate, rating, or flight review of thispart.” And 861.55 (i.e., SIC qudifications and requirements) is
“...of thispat” Andthe SIC ground and flight qualification requirements of 861.55(b) is“. ..
aeronautical experience used to meet the requirements for a certificate, rating . . . of thispart.” Yes, the
SIC ground and flight qudification requirements of §61.55(b) must be logged.

{q&a-225}

QUESTION 1. Situation isthe CE-525 is certificated under Part 23 and as such can be flown
sangle pilot by those that have CE-525S type ratings if certain equipment on the airplane works. Should
the pilot only have a CE-525 type rating OR certain equipment is inoperative where a copilot must be
used, must the copilot meet 861.55 and secondly must the PIC be required to have accomplished a

ANSWER 1a: Ref. §91.531(8)(2) and 861.55(a): The answer is YES, the copilot would have
to meet the SIC qudification requirements.  Although, | am quite aware that the verbiage in
§91.531(a)(2) Htates, in pertinent part,

“. .. A turbojet-powered multiengine airplane for which two pilots are required under the type
certification requirements for that airplane. . .”
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Now the question is whether we could get an NTSB Law Judge to rationaize the phrase “required
under the type certification requirements for that airplane’ means the same as saying “required under the
operating certification requirements for that airplane.” WHO KNOWS! Y our guessis as good as mine.

But until we're shot down by an NTSB Law Judge, the FAA’s podition on theserules|i.e,
§91.531(a)(2) and 861.55(a)] require the SIC to be qualified in accordance with all requirements of

{g&a211}

QUESTION: A reading, plesse. 61.55(8)(1) says 'current' private pilot cert. What exactly
doesthismean? For ingtance, we have a pilot who has a current SIC check to fly right seet ina
LRJET, but who doesn't have a current BFR, and who never gets one. Would the SIC check count for
the 'current' in the reg?

ANSWER: Reference 861.55(8)(1); It States"At least a current private pilot certificate . .

Theword "current” means the person meets the recency of experience requirements of Part 61 (i.e,
BFR, 3 T/O's and landing, and ingtrument, if appropriate) and the person's medical certificate has not
expired.

In the near future, we will be issuing an update to Part 61, because we have gone through al of Part 61
and placed thewords "valid,” "current,” and "valid and current” where appropriate. In that upcoming
NPRM, we will define what the words "vaid," "current,” and "valid and current” means.

The word "current” will be defined as having met dl of the gppropriate recency of experience of Part 61
and the person's medicd certificate has not expired.

The word "valid" will be defined as the person's pilot certificate has not been surrendered, suspended,
revoked, or expired.

Theword "current and vaid" will be defined as:

1. The person meets dl of the gppropriate recency of experience of Part 61 and the person's
medica certificate has not expired; and.

2. The person's pilot certificate has not been surrendered, suspended, revoked, or expired.
{q&a92}

61.56
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QUESTION: The question has arisen with respect to aforeign pilot who holds a Restricted
US Private Rilot Certificate, issued on the bases of the ICAO member country. Specificdly, isthat
person required to meet the FHight Review requirements of FAR Part 61.56 (c)?

Review of the "Frequently Asked Questions 14CFR, Part 61 & 141", question 248, indicates that the
flight review is required by aforeign pilot who wishes to operate a US registered aircraft on a Redtricted
US Rilot Certificate,

The Preamble to Part 61 does not address the purpose of 61.56 with respect to a Restricted Pilot
Certificate.

FAA Order 8700.1, Chapter 29, paragraph 5D dates; "A foreign pilot applicant should be advised that
Title 14 of the Code of Federd Regulations (14CFR) part 61, i.e.. 61.3, dlows foreign registered
arcraft to be operated within the United States by a pilot holding a current license issued by the foreign
country where the aircraft isregistered. A U.S.-registered civil arcraft may be operated within aforeign
country by a pilot holding a certificate issued by that foreign country. A person may not act as apilot of
aU.S-regigered civil arcraft in the United states unless that person holds a US. pilot certificate”.
Therefore, the redtricted certificate must be issued under section 61.75 in order to comply with section
61.3. If theforeign pilot operatesthe U. S. registered aircraft in aforeign country he does not have to
meet Part 61 requirements (including flight review). If he operates aforeign arcraft in the US. on his
foreign license, he again does not have to meet the requirements of Part 61. The question then iswhy is
it different for aforeign pilot, who isissued arestricted certificate based only on hisforeign licenses, than
for a person who operates aforeign registered aircraft in this country using hisforeign licenses? The
answer seemsto be; there is no difference. The purpose of the restricted license isto meet the
requirements of section 61.3 and that the flight review is not arequirement. In order to exercise that
privilege the foreign pilot must aways meet the requirements of his foreign license other wise the
restricted certificate is no longer vaid. Because of this and the fact that the individua does not hold a
non-restricted U S pilot certificate, it appears that they are not required to meet any other section of
Part 61, other than what is stated in 61.75.

Further, FAA Order 8700.1, Chapter 29, section 2, paragraph 5J dtates, "Additiona Requirements.
Advise the gpplicant of the gpplicability of part 91 flight rules’. It says nothing regarding the compliance
of part 61 other than the chapter addresses mesting the requirement of section 61.75. In addition,
861.75 (b) dates; "...A person who holds a current foreign pilot license issued by a contracting State to
the Convention on Internationd Civil Aviation may be issued a private pilot certificate based on the
foreign pilot license without any further showing of proficiency, provided the applicant:

(1) Mests the requirements of this section;...". Thisbeing the case it gppears there is some confusion
with respect to the question of whether a pilot issued arestricted certificate base on aforeign licenses
isindeed required to comply with the flight review requirements of section 61.56. Section 61.75
requires the foreign pilot issued aredtricted pilot certificate must meet the requirement of that
SECTION and that SECTION only.

Therefore, we are requesting that your office and legal counsd re-review thisissuein light of the current
confusion and the intended purpose of issuing arestricted pilot certificate under section 61.75. Thisis
79



FAQs Part 61 With Chg #11, 04/27/2000
All Q& A’ sfrom #1 through #374
an important issue since it gppears that Part 61.56 is geared towards and intended for an individud who
holds a non-restricted U S pilot certificate. However, there gppears to be a question regarding the flight
review when the Restricted US Certificate isissued to apilot based on hisforeign pilot licenses and its
regtrictions.

It isa confusng matter in light of the purpose of issuing the restricted pilot certificate and alegd
interpretation of the current rulesis probably the only clear solution to the matter.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.56(c) and 861.75(b)(1); Yes, the flight review requirement even
gppliesto foreign pilots when exercising their U.S. pilot certificate. It makes no difference whether it
was aU.S. pilot certificate that was issued in accordance with 861.75 or 861.103. Itistill aU.S. pilot
certificate. And when aperson isexercisng that U.S. pilot certificate then as per 861.56(C) it Sates, in
pertinent part, “. . . no person may act as pilot in command of an arcraft unless, snce the beginning of
the 24th calendar month before the month in which that pilot acts as pilot in command, that person
has—

(1) Accomplished aflight review given in an arcraft for which thet pilot is rated by an authorized
indructor; and

(2) A logbook endorsed from an authorized instructor who gave the review certifying that the person
has satisfactorily completed the review.”

Thereisno difference. If aU.S. pilot isissued aforeign pilot license on the basis of holding aU.S. pilot
certificate, that person is expected to comply with that foreign country’s pilot certification rules when
exercigng that foreign pilot certificate. And so, there is no difference when the Situation is reversed and
aforeign pilot isexercisng aU.S. pilot certificate.

Asfor your comments about 861.75 (b)(1) which states, in pertinent part “. . . without any further
showing of proficiency, provided the gpplicant:

(1) Mests the requirements of this section;”

Wheat thet rule[i.e., 861.75(b)(1)] is addressing is ONE of the prerequisite digibility requirements that
govern the issuance of that U.S. private pilot certificate. Once the certificate isissued, there are
currency and operationa requirements that the pilot must meet and comply with, just like any other pilot
certificate that isissued by the FAA.

And as|I’ve sad many timesin the past, the FAA is aservice organization, as well as aregulatory
agency, and | agree and fully urge ASIs to take some time with aforeign pilot to explain our recency of
experience, instrument currency, VFR rules, arr traffic requirements, airspace requirements, etc. to
foreign pilots when you al issue one of these 861.75 private pilot certificates.

And thisanswer has been coordinated and approved by the FAA’s Office of Chief Counsdl.
{g& a-326}

80



FAQs Part 61 With Chg #11, 04/27/2000
All Q& A’ sfrom #1 through #374
QUESTION: The stuation isaballoon rated pilot received aflight review in accordance with
861.56(a) that consisted “. . . of 1 hour of flight training and 1 hour of ground training ...” Asper
861.51(8)(2), it states“. . . must document and record the following time in a manner acceptable to the
Adminigretor:

(2) Training and aeronautical experience used to meet the requirements for a certificate, rating, or
flight review of this part.

So my question does the pilot need to have a 861.56(c) endorsement, but aso per 861.51(a) isit
required that the person’s logbook require arecord and instructor endorsement showing the”. .. 1
hour of flight training and 1 hour of ground training . . .” given? Or does the one single 861.56(c)
endorsement suffice?

ANSWER: 861.51(a)(1) and 861.56(a) and (¢ )(2); Only the one single §61.56(c)
endorsement isrequired. If the pilot has an endorsement that reads smilar to the following
endorsement, then that is sufficient for meeting the regulatory requirements:

| certify that (First name, M, Last name), (pilot certificate), (certificate number), has
satisfactorily completed aflight review of § 61.56(a) on (date).

S/S[date] J.J. Jones 987654321CFl Exp. 12-31-00

This endorsement, by referencing 861.56(a), says in effect that the person did receivethe“. . . 1 hour of
flight training and 1 hour of ground training . . .” and so no other ingtructor endorsement is required.
And higtoricdly, this one single endorsement is dl that the FAA has ever required.

However, let me makeit perfectly clear to both the pilot and the flight ingtructor and the commercia
pilot-balloon pilot aso, when that endorsement is made, there better have been . . . 1 HOUR OF
FLIGHT TRAINING AND 1 HOUR OF GROUND TRAINING ...” GIVEN. Becausethat is
what 861.56(a) says! Not 15 minutes, BUT “. .. 1 HOUR OF FLIGHT TRAINING AND 1 HOUR
OF GROUND TRAINING ..."” GIVEN.

{q&a319}

QUESTION 1: My question involves prohibiting throw-over controls for "smulated or actud
ingrument flight” in the twins. Isit possble to give a private or commercid check ride without smulating
ingrument flight basics?

ANSWER 1. Ref. Appropriate PTS;, NO, ingtrument flight basics must be demondtrated in
aninitid private pilot practica test, sngle or multiengine, and aso in amultiengine commercid practical
test, except when the aircraft isincapable of instrument flight. (See Q& A-220).

Ref. 861.45(e)(2); And NO, you CANNOT perform the portion of the private or commercia practica
test where it requires Smulating instrument flight basicsin athrow-over control whed multiengine
arplane. Asper 861.45(€)(2) “. . . (2) Test does not involve a demongtration of instrument skills; and”
In fact, this prohibits the demondration of instrument skills in a single-engine airplane with throw-over
controls for a practica test.
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Ref. 861.45(c); However, the gpplicant may segment the practica test by performing those portions of
the practical test that DO NOT INVOLVE INSTRUMENT SKILLS in athrow-over control whed
arplane, but only if the“. . . Examiner agreesto conduct thetest . . .” [i.e,, 861.45(e)(1)] in that
throw-over control single or multiengine airplane. Then the instrument portion of the practica test would
be required to be performed in asingle or multiengine airplanethat * . . . has fully functioning dua
controls. . .” [i.e, 891.109(a)] and that means it cannot be a throw-over control wheeled multiengine
arplane.

QUESTION 2: How about performing aflight review with an aircraft with throw-over controls
for aflight review?' Doesthisinclude thetwins? If so, it gppearsto bein conflict with §91.109 unless
there is a differentiation between "flight indruction” under §91.109 and "flight training” under 861.56.
Although a person could probably be signed off in atwin under 861.56 without demonstrating basic
ingrument skills | don't think it would be prudent.

ANSWER 2 Ref. §61.56(8)(2) and §891.109(a); Asfor whether an instrument review is
required during the flight review, as per 861.56(3)(2), it states “. . . (2) A review of those maneuvers
and procedures that, at the discretion of the person giving the review, are necessary for the pilot to
demondirate the safe exercise of the privileges of the pilot certificate.” If the applicant holds an
ingrument rating on his or her pilot certificate, then an ingrument review is required during the flight
review.

Per 891.109(a), you may conduct aflight review (flight training) in asingle engine arplane with a
throw-over control whed for the ingtrument portion of the flight review, but you CANNOT conduct a
flignt review inaMULTIENGINE airplane with a throw-over control wheel as per §91.109(a) “. ..
ingrument flight ingtruction may be given in a sngle-engine airplane equipped with asingle, functioning
throw-over control whed! . . .”

QUESTION 3 Also, on the 861.56 Flight Review, isthere any difference in single/dud control
requirements between a person who is il "current” and a person having in excess of 24 cdendar
months snce hislad flight review?

ANSWER 3: Ref. 861.56(c); The rule does not differentiate between “single/dua control
{g& a-295}
QUESTION 1: Does a pilot who mests the requirements of 14 CFR 61.56(d) by taking an

FAA check ride in an aircraft other than an R-22, ill have to take a BFR every 24 monthsin an R-22
(or R-44), asrequired by SFAR No. 73-1, paragraph 2.(c) if he wishesto continue to be PIC of an R-
22 (or R-44)?

ANSWER 1. Ref. SFAR No. 73-1, paragraph 2.(c); Yes, theflight review must have been
“...takeninan R-22. .. or in the case of an R-44, the flight review must have been “. . . takenin the
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{g& a-259}

QUESTION 10: The Rilot Proficiency Award Program covered by Advisory Circular 61-91H
requires as stated in paragraph (7)(a)(3), one hour of ingtrument training in an airplane, FAA-approved
arcraft amulator, or training device as stated in paragraph (7)(8)(3). Who is authorized to conduct that
instrument training? Does it have to be a CFI-1A? Or can it be a CH-A (no 1A)?

ANSWER 10: Ref. §861.56(e) and §61.195(c); A flight review required by 861.56(c) is
different than the “Instrument Proficiency Check” of 861.57(d). They are two separate requirements.
The flight instructor who administers the Instrument Proficiency Check of 861.57(d) must hold a CFlI-
Airplanerating AND as per §61.195(c), the flight instructor must “. . . hold an instrument rating on his
or her flight instructor certificate and pilot certificate that is gppropriate to the category and class of
arcraft in which insrument training is being provided.”

{q&a-249}

QUESTION 1. When aregtricted pilot certificate isissued on the basis of aforeign pilot
certificate, doesthat pilot need to comply with the requirements of FAR 61.56 (BFR or equivaent).

ANSWER 1. 861.56(c); Yes, the BFR gppliesto foreign pilots who are exercisng their U.S,
pilot certificate. Asper 861.56(c) States, in pertinent part, “. . . no person may act as pilot in command
of an arcraft unless, since the beginning of the 24th calendar month before the month in which thet pilot
actsaspilot
in command, that person has--
(1) Accomplished aflight review given in an arcraft for which thet pilot is rated by an authorized
ingtructor; and
(2) A logbook endorsed from an authorized instructor who gave the review certifying that the person
has satisfactorily completed the review.”

NOTE: A foreign pilot must meet the 8 61.56 review requirement BEFORE exerciang the privileges
of aredricted certificate.

QUESTION 2 If that same foreign pilot had just passed atest for a new privilege in that
foreign country, and, it was avaid ICAO test, then is that acceptable as a BFR (even though the foreign
ingpector or ingructor was not the holder of a US ingtructor or US examiner authorization)?

ANSWER 2 861.41(b); No, it is not acceptable for aforeign instructor to make the
endorsement for aBFR [i.e., 861.56(c)(2)]. Asper 861.41(b), “A flight instructor described in
paragraph (a) of this section is only authorized to give endorsements to show training given.” But a
foreign ingtructor is not permitted to do the sign off for the BFR. That has to be done by an
gopropriately rated U.S. certificated flight instructor.

{q&a-248}

QUESTION: Ref. 861.56(c); What doesthe phrase . . . snce the beginning of the 24th
calendar month before themonth . . . .” mean in 861.56(c)?
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ANSWER: It means, in layman terms, go backwards 24 caendar months from the
MONTH the person acts as pilot in command and sometime during those preceding 24 calendar
months you have to had accomplished aflight review.

861.56(c) dtates asfollows:

Except as provided in paragraphs (d), (e), and (g) of this section, no person may act as pilot in
command of an arcraft unless, Snce the beginning of the 24th caendar month before the month in
which that pilot acts as pilot in command, that person has--

{g&a-216}

QUESTION: The scenario isarated pilot who istraining for anew rating and isflying asa
solo "PIC" with appropriate endorsements. In accordance with § 61.56(g), would this rated pilot still
be required a current flight review, even to solo the glider while under ingtruction?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.31(d)(3); No, the pilot would not need to have a current FHight

Review to solo as PIC a glider while undergoing training for that rating in a glider, provided thet pilot has
received the appropriate training and has a current solo endorsement in a glider, as per 861.31(d)(3).
Section 61.31(d)(3) was specificaly written to address this Stuation.  Section 61.31(d)(3), states, in

pertinent part:

(d) Aircraft category, class, and type ratings: Limitations on operating an aircraft asthe pilot in
command. To serve as the pilot in command of an aircraft, a person must—

(3) Have received training required by this part that is gppropriate to the aircraft category, class,
and typerating (if aclass or typerating is required) for the arcraft to be flown, and have received
the required endorsements from an ingtructor who is authorized to provide the required
endorsaments for solo flight in thet arcraft.

And even though the recent revision to 861.56(g) was for sudent pilots, in the preamble of that
correction find rule (78 FR 20283) that was issued in the Federa Register on April 23, 1998, it stated:

Section 61.56 Hight review. Section 61.56 provides that a person may act as PIC of an aircraft
only if that person has accomplished a biennid flight review (BFR). Because 861.51 now permits
student pilots, under certain circumstances, to log PIC flight time, there has been some concern as
to whether the BFR requirement gpplies to student pilots. Before the adoption of thefind rule, a
student pilot was required to log solo flight time, rather than PIC flight time, when that student
pilot was the sole occupant of the aircraft or when that student pilot was acting as PIC of an
arship requiring more than one flight crewmember. To avoid confusion, the FAA has revised
861.56 to except a student pilot from the BFR requirement if that student pilot is undergoing
training for a certificate and has a current solo flight endorsement as required under 861.87 of this
part.
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(d) A person who has, within the period specified in paragraph (c) of this section, passed a pilot
proficiency check conducted by an examiner, an approved pilot check airman, or aU.S. Armed
Force, for apilot certificate, rating, or operating privilege need not accomplish the flight review
required by this section.

QUESTION 2: Does aPart 141 annua check dso count in lieu of aflight review?

ANSWER 2: Ref. §61.56(d); Asisthe casein the Answer to Question 1 above, if the Chief
Ingtructor, Assstant Chief Ingtructor, or Check Ingtructor evaluates the flight instructor’ s piloting skills
then the answer is YES, a Part 141 annua check would count for a 861.56 FHlight Review. However, to
make sure the applicant gets credit for successful completion of the Hight Review, the Chief Indructor,
Assigtant Chief Ingtructor, or Check Instructor who conducts the check should record that the 861.56
Hight Review was satisfactorily completed in the applicant’ s logbook.

{q&a176}

QUESTION: In 861.56(b) it Sates a glider pilot may subgtitute a minimum of three
ingructiond flightsin a glider, each of which includes a flight to traffic pattern altitude. . .” Could
performing arope break at 2000 AGL qudify as*. . . aflight to traffic pattern dtitude . . .7’

ANSWER: YES; Reference §61.56(b) States:

§61.56 Flight review.

(b) Glider pilots may subdtitute a minimum of three ingructiond flightsin aglider, each of which
includes aflight to traffic pattern altitude, in lieu of the 1 hour of flight training required in paragrgph
(a) of thissection.

* %k * % %

We are dlent in the rule on the height of traffic pattern dtitude. We stated in the preamble of the find
rule (62 FR 16252; April 4, 1997):

“In response to the comment concerning the performance of 360 degree turns, the FAA has
modified the language in paragraph (b) to permit three indructiond flightsin a glider, each of
which requires flight to traffic pattern dtitude. This modification should provide ingtructor with
gregter flexibility during the conduct of aflight review for glider pilots. The FAA expects that
eech indructiond flight to traffic pettern dtitude will congst of alaunch, climb, levd off, turn,
descent, and landing to ensure that the pilot can demonsirate proficiency in each phase of flight.”

So in further answer to this question, the rule doesn’t specify the height of traffic pattern dtitude. So as
long as during this rope bregk at 2000 AGL, the pilot demongrates*. . . launch, climb, level off, turn,
descent, and landing to ensure that the pilot can demondirate proficiency in each phase of flight,” then
yes the maneuver meets the rule requirements of 861.56(b).

{q& a-126}
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QUESTION: Can BFR be accomplished in asingle place arcraft (i.e., ag airplane)?

ANSWER: No. 861.56(a) requires asaminimum 1 hour of flight training and 1 hour of
ground training on aBFR. The definition of flight training in the new 861.1(b)(6) Sates:
Hight training means that training, other than ground training, recelved from an authorized ingtructor
inflight in an arcraft.”
and

the new §61.195(g) states:

(9) Podgtion in arcraft and required pilot stations for providing flight training.

(1) A flight ingtructor must perform dl training from in an arcraft that complies with the
requirements of 8 91.109 of this chapter.

(2 A flight ingtructor who provides flight training for apilot certificate or rating issued under this
part mugt provide thet flight training in an arcraft that meets the following requirements —

() Thearcraft must have at least two pilot stations and be of the same category, class, and
type, if appropriate, that appliesto the pilot certificate or rating sought.

(i) For angle-place aircraft, the pre-solo flight training must have been provided in an arcraft
that hastwo pilot gations and is of the same category, class, and type, if appropriate.

Thus, the BFR must be performed in at least a 2-place aircraft.
{q&a-28}

61.57

CORRECTION TO Q& A #255:

QUESTION: Per the provisions of paragraphs (c) and (d) of § 61.57, Can | act/serve as PIC
if I have not accomplished the instrument currency tasks of paragraph (c) of 861.57 within the
prescribed time of 6 calendar months? Can you explain how to read 861.57(c) and (d)?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.57(c) and (d); No, a person may not act/serve as PIC under IFR or
in weether conditions less than the minimums prescribed for VFR if he has not accomplished the
ingtrument currency tasks of paragraph (c) of 8 61.57 within the preceding 6 cdendar months. The way
to read 861.57(c) and (d) isasfollows:

In order for apilot to act/serve as PIC under IFR or in wegther conditions less than the minimums
prescribed for VFR, that pilot a person must have“. . . performed and logged under actua or smulated
instrument conditions, either in flight in the gppropriate category of arcraft for the insrument privileges
sought or in aflight amulator or flight training device that is representative of the aircraft category for the
indrument privileges sought--

(i) At least Sx instrument approaches,

(i) Holding procedures; and

(i) Intercepting and tracking courses through the use of navigation.”
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within the preceding 6 caendar months, that person has.. . .”] emphasis added “ calendar months.”
In this scenario, “. . . within the preceding 6 calendar months, that person has. . .” equatesto
experience for the requirements logged up to 204 days previous, rather than just 180 days, because
as per 8§ 61.57(c) “. . . within the preceding 6 caendar months, that person has. . .”. However, if
for instance only 5 approaches had been logged during this period and the first of the required 6
approached had been logged on February the 28™ the pilot could not file the flight plan and be able
to act/serve as the pilot-in-command under IFR or in weather conditions less than the minimums
prescribed for VFR. His currency for this purpose would have ended on August 31.

Now, in our example, if the first of the usable five approaches had been logged, lets say, on the 10
of June and the holding/intercepting requirements had been met since then, our pilot could not act as
PIC, but heis“within 6 cdendar months after the prescribed time” (the second six months).  As
soon as he makes a least one additiond instrument gpproach (actua or smulated conditions) his
currency for acting (serving) as PIC suddenly jumps to December 314, representing 6 calendar
months from June 10 through December 10 and actualy to the end of December.

If our pilot had logged al of the 5 gpproached in June and did not have the opportunity to do any
further ingrument flight on or before the last day of June the next year, our pilot would now be
required to meet the instrument proficiency check requirements of 861.57(d). And then the clock
gartsdl over again (i.e, first 9x cdendar months, second sx caendar months, and IPC).
{g&a-255}

QUESTION: | recently upgraded to captain and have a question regarding the logging of flight
time. My quegionis Asthe PIC, when I'm not the flying pilot, should | be logging night and/or
ingrument flight time? Obvioudy the approaches can't be logged, but I'm wondering if the actua
indrument time can belogged. Same goes for the night time.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.51(e)(2) and 861.57; If you're aholder of an ATP certificate, and
provided you're*“. . . acting as pilot-in-command of an operation requiring an airline transport pilot
certificate’ then yes you may log actud instrument time and night time while acting as pil ot-in-command.
But don't read into that answer, that you can count the time toward meeting the recent flight experience
of 861.57. Becauseyou can't. Those requirements are “hands-on-the-controls’ requirements.

{q& a-340}
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QUESTION: | have a question about Part 61 related to the landings a CFl can use to
maintain currency for carrying passengers. FAR 61.57 (a)(1)(i) and (b)(2)(i) stating that the person
must be the sole manipulator of the controls seems pretty straight forward to me. However, we've had
some discussions about whether FAR 61.51(e)(3) - an authorized instructor may log as PIC time dll
flight time while acting as an authorized ingructor. For example, during the previous 90 days a CFl has
one night flight and oversees his student doing 3 landings to afull sop. The CFl never touchesthe
controls. However, the ingtructor is dlowed to log the entire flight as PIC. Doesthisdlow a CFl to
count landings by the individua they're ingructing toward his’her currency requirements for carrying

passengers?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.57(8)(1)(i); No, an ingtructor cannot maintain/attain the 861.57
recent experience for takeoffs and landings while monitoring and critiquing takeoff and landings
performed by another pilot/student. The gpplication of the terminology "must be the sole manipulator of
the controls' does apply to your question. Certainly, an instructor could use atakeoff or landing for
currency if it is being demonstrated and the ingtructor isthe SOLE MANIPULATOR OF THE
CONTROLS. Therule[i.e, 861.51(e)(3)] allowing the instructor to log pilot-in-command does not
uffice.

{q&a329}

QUESTION: Isit true that a CFl giving an endorsement for an Instrument Proficiency Check
must have an indrument rating (CHI) on hisher flight indtructor certificate? | can't seem to find anything
in the current Part 61 that states that an Instrument Proficiency Check endorsement requires a CHII.
The 861.57(d)(2)(iv) requires an “authorized ingtructor”. The definition of "authorized ingtructor” now
seems to come from FAR 61.193 (Flight Ingtructor Privileges) and FAR 61.195 (Flight Instructor
Limitations). The only reference to arequirement for a CHlI that | can find isin FAR 61.195(c).

ANSWER: Ref. 861.57(d)(2)(iv) and 861.193; A flight ingtructor who performs an
ingtrument proficiency check, as required by 861.57(d), must hold the appropriate instrument rating for
the category and class of aircraft that the instrument proficiency check isbeing conducted in. As per
861.193, it Satesin pertinent part, “. . . A person who holds aflight ingtructor certificate is authorized
within the limitations of that person'sflight instructor certificate and ratingsto givetraining
and endor sementsthat arerequired for, and relate to:

* %k * % %

(f) An ingrument reting;

A flight ingtructor who does not hold an instrument rating on ther flight ingtructor certificate thet is
appropriate to the category and class of aircraft that the instrument proficiency check is being conducted
inisNOT authorized to conduct the instrument proficiency check.

The term " authorized ingtructor” was intentionaly used in 861.57(d) because authorization to conduct
an ingrument proficiency check isnot limited to a CFIl. A Ground Ingtructor Certificate - Instrument
Rating is dso an “authorized ingructor” and is authorized to give the instrument proficiency check in an
approved flight training device. Also, a Part 142 training center instructor, who may or may not hold
any certificate or ratings, can be an “authorized ingtructor” who may give the instrument proficiency
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check that is performed under an approved Part 142 training program in an gpproved flight smulator, in
accordance with a Part 142 approved training program. Another example, a pilot who holds a Letter of
Operationd Authority (LOOA) may give the endorsements for the instrument proficiency check to a
holder of a Letter of Authorization (LOA).) Holders of an LOOA give training for the endorsement for
the Letter of Authorization (LOA) dlowing apilot to act as pilot in command in surplus military turbine
or piston powered airplane, in accordance with FAA Order 8700.1, Chapter 32. However, inthis
case, the holder’s Letter of Operationa Authority (LOOA) must specificaly state this authority to give
the endorsements for the ingtrument proficiency check. And so the rulemaking team that drafted the
new Part 61 decided on merely gating . . . An authorized flight ingtructor . . .” But noticein
861.57(d)(2)(v), weaso included “. . . A person approved by the Administrator to conduct instrument

{q&a315}

QUESTION: FAR 61.56, requires an endorsement for aflight review. How come an
endorsement is not required for an instrument proficiency check IAW FAR 61.57? Just asking.
Question was brought up at recent DPE mesting.

ANSWER: 861.51(a)(2) and 861.57(d); Yes, an endorsement from an ingtructor is
required for completion of an instrument proficiency check. Note the wordsin 861.51(8)(2):
“(a) Training time and aeronautica experience. Each person must document and record the following
time in amanner acceptable to the Adminidrator:
* % *k % %
(2) The aeronautical experience required for meeting the recent flight experience
requirements of this part.”

And 861.57 istitled “8 61.57 Recent flight experience: Filotin command.” Emphasis added
Recent flight experience”
{q&a311}

QUESTION 1. Situation is a company that operates only one type of an arplane that istype
certificated for more than one pilat flight crewmember, but the pilot in command holds multiple type
ratingsin arplanes tha are type certificated for more than one pilot flight crewmember. Doesthe
dternative night takeoff and landing currency requirement in 861.57(€)(3) [i.e, “. . . who operates more
than one type of an arplane that is type certificated for more than one pilot flight crewmember . . "]
apply to the pilot in command or the operator?

ANSWER 1. Ref. 861.57(e)(3); It appliestothe PIC. The phrase*. . . who operates more
than one type of an arplane that is type certificated for more than one pilot flight crewmember . . "
gppliesto the pilot in command. So even if the company only operates one airplane that is type
certificated for more than one pilot flight crewmember but the PIC holds multiple type ratingsin
arplanesthat are type certificated for more than one pilot flight crewmember then the night takeoff and
landing currency aternative of 861.57(€)(3) appliesto that PIC.
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QUESTION 2 What is the meaning of thewords*. . . who operates. . .” in 861.57(€)(3)
who oper ates more than one type of an airplane that is type certificated for more
than one pilot flight crewmember . . .”? How often does a PIC have to oper ate these arplanesin
order to qualify under the dternative night takeoff and landing currency provisions of 861.57(€)(3)?

ANSWER 2 Ref. 861.57(e)(3)(iii); Per 861.57(e)(3)(iii), it requiresthat the PIC have“. . .
accomplished at least 15 hours of flight time in the type of airplane that the pilot seeks to operate under
this dternative within the preceding 90 days prior to the operation of that airplane. . .”

QUESTION 3: A follow-on to question 2, the Stuation is this PIC holds multiple type ratings
(e.g., Lear 60 and Cessna 750) on his pilot certificate. But the company only operatesalLear 60. And
the PIC does not fly the Cessna 750 at dl. Does the PIC have to show 15 hours of flight time in the
Cessna 750 in the preceding 90 days in order to be afforded to qualify for the night takeoff and landing
currency aternative of 861.57(€)(3) in the Lear 60?

ANSWER 3: Ref. 861.57(€)(3)(iii); No, he does not need to show 15 hours of flight timein
the Cessna 750 in the preceding 90 days in order to be afforded to qualify for the night takeoff and
landing currency dternative of 861.57(€)(3) in the Lear 60. Per 861.57(€)(3)(iii), the PIC needsto

hours of flight time in the type of airplane that the pilot seeksto
operate under this dternative within the preceding 90 days prior to the operation of thet airplane. . .”
S0 he needs to show at least 15 hours of flight time in the preceding 90 days in the Lear 60 to be
afforded the night takeoff and landing currency dternative of 861.57(e)(3) for the Lear 60.

But if he intends to operate the Cessna 750 under the night takeoff and landing currency dternative of
861.57(e)(3), then he dso must have “. . . accomplished at least 15 hours of flight time in the type of
arplane that the pilot seeks to operate under this dternative within the preceding 90 days prior to the
operation of that airplane.. . .” in the Cessna 750. But if heisonly operating the Lear 60, then he only
must show 15 hours of flight time in the preceding 90 days in the Lear 60.

QUESTION 4: Situation is a PIC operates and holds type ratings in the Cessna 501, Cessna
551, and a Lear 60, isthis pilot afforded the night takeoff and landing currency dternative of
§861.57(e)(3)?

ANSWER 4: Ref. 861.57(€)(3); No, thisPIC isnot afforded the night takeoff and landing
currency dternative of 861.57(€)(3). Asper 861.57(e)(3), it satesthe ™. . . pilot in command who
operates more than one type of an airplane that istype certificated for more than one pilot flight
crewmember . ..” The Cessna 501 and the Cessna 551 are not type certificated for more than one
pilot flight crewmember. This pilot only holds one type of arplane that is type certificated for more than
one pilot flight crewmember and that airplane isthe Lear 60.

QUESTION 5: A follow on to question 4 is the PIC who operates and holds type ratings in the
Cessna 501, Cessna 551, and aLear 60. It ishiscompany’s policy that aPIC and SIC be assigned
for dl flights involving the Cessna 501 and Cessna 551. So now isit possible for this PIC to be
afforded the night currency dternative of 861.57(e)(3)?
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caendar months prior to the month of the flight, which requires the
performance of at least 6 takeoffs and 6 landings to afull stop as the sole manipulator of the controlsin
aflight amulator that is representative of a least one of the types of airplanes that the pilot seeksto
operate under this dternaive. . .

QUESTION 8: Situation isa PIC who works for a company that operates a Gulfstream 111

and 1V and Cessna 750. This PIC holds type ratings in the Gulfstream 111 and IV and Cessna 750. In
the previous 90 days, this PIC haslogged one takeoff and landing to afull stop at night in the Gulfstream
111, and two takeoffs and landings to afull stop at night in the Cessna 750. Since dl the takeoffs and
landings were not performed in just one of the types but was performed in combination in the
Gulfstream 111 and the Cessna 750, does this satisfy the requirements of 861.57(e)(3)(iv)(A)?

ANSWER 8: Ref. 861.57(e)(3)(iv)(A): Yes, performing the three takeoffs and landingsto a
full sop in different airplanes still meetstheintent of “. . . in a least one of the types of airplanes that the
pilot seeks to operate under this dternative, within the preceding 90 days prior to the operation of any
of the types of airplanesthat the pilot seeks to operate under this dternative. . . .”, as per
861.57(e)(3)(iv)(A). Otherwise, dl three takeoffs and landings to a full stop do not have to be
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performed in just one of the types, but may be spread out amongst the airplanes that the pilot seeksto
operate under this night takeoff and landing currency aternative of 861.57(€)(3).

But | will say to you dl by just meeting this requirement is just meeting the MINIMUM requirements for
remaining night takeoff and landing current. Each pilot knows his or her limitations, and if he or she
believes that this requirement is not sufficient for their own persond currency, then it would behoove that
pilot to accomplish more than just these minimum night takeoff and landing currency requirements. Only
the individud pilot redly knows the amount of recurrent training and practice that keeps he or she
proficient and competent.

QUESTION 9: Is 861.57(e)(3) meant to apply to 135 operators who operate more than one
type of arcraft requiring atype rating?

Section 61.57(€)(2) states, "This section does not apply....air carrier 135....if the pilot isin compliance
with 135.247....as gppropriate.” What if apilot is not in compliance with §135.247, but the Part 135
company heworksfor is gpproved for training with a 142 Training Center, and is trained under a
program that meets 861.57 (€)(3)(iv)(B) [i.e., performs 6 takeoffs and landings to afull stop under dark
sky conditiong].

Essentidly, is 861.57(e)(3) intended to work just for corporate pilots, or can it be applied to 135
cariersaswel|?

ANSWER 9: Per 861.57(e)(2); Yes, it may apply to Part 135 PICsif the PIC
135.243 and 135.247 of this chapter. However, if the Part 135 PIC has complied
with 88 135.243 and 135.247 of this chapter then 861.57(e)(3) wouldn't be appropriate.

As per 61.57(e)(2):

“(2) This section does not gpply to a pilot in command who is employed by an air carrier certificated
under part 121 or 135 and is engaged in aflight operation under part 91, 121, or 135 for that air
carier if he pilot isin compliance with Secs. 121.437 and 121.439, or Secs. 135.243 and 135.247
of this chapter, as appropriate.”

So the answer is 861.57(€)(3) does not apply to Part 135 PICs, provided the PIC isin compliance with
135.243 and 135.247 of this chapter. However, if the PIC is NOT in compliance with 8§ 135.243

and 135.247 of this chapter then the answer is Part 135 PICs could comply with the dternative night

takeoff and landing currency of 861.57(e)(3).

{q&a292}

QUESTION 4: Asfar aslogging an agpproach in actud, is there any requirement (i.e. must it be
in actud conditions beyond the find gpproach fix)? Assume that the pilot was flying sngle-pilot IFR so
he couldn't smply put on the hood if he broke out?
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ANSWER 4: 861.51(g)(1) and 861.57(c)(1)(i); Againtheonly place whereit defineslogging
“ingtrument flight time” means“. . . aperson may log insrument time only for that flight time when the
person operates the arcraft solely by reference to indruments. . ..” Asfor logging an "actud"
gpproach, it would presume the gpproach to be to the conclusion of the approach which would mean
the pilot go down to the decison height or to the minimum decent atitude, as appropriate. If what
you're asking iswhether it is okay to fly to the FAF and break it off and then log it as accomplishing an
approach, the answer is NO.
{q&a291}

QUESTION: 861.57(d) indicates that the only exceptions to the requirement for an instrument
proficiency check are dlowed by 61.57(€). In (€) it bascaly dlows a person who isemployed asa
pilot by an air carrier and who maintains currency under FAR 121 or 135 to not have to comply with
the recency requirements of 861.57. My question isthis: since the requirements of 61.58 aso require a
demondtration of the same sKills required for the initid issuance of the ATP certificate or atyperating,
does the 861.58 check aso meet the requirements of 861.57(c) and/or (d)?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.57(e); NO, a861.58 PIC check does not meet the requirements of a
861.57(d) instrument proficiency check..

Just asit statesin 861.57(e)(1), “. . . this section do not apply to apilot in command who is employed
by a certificate holder under part 125. . .” and just asit statesin 861.57(€)(2), “ This section does not
apply to apilot in command who is employed by an air carrier certificated under part 121 or 135 and is
engaged in aflight operation under part 91, 121, or 135. . .”

{q& a-289}

QUESTION 1L Reference 861.57(d): Request guidance on the meaning/intent of the wording ".
. . arepresentative number of tasks. . ."

ANSWER 1: Firg of dl, neither the regulation nor the preamble of the regulation covers what

youre asking. The answer isto be found in the Instrument Rating Practicd Test Standards, FAA-S-
8081-4C on page 15 of the Introduction (effective with change 2 as of 03/11/99). The right hand
column of the Rating Task Table indicates the required Tasks for the Areas of Operation.

Higtorically, thewording . . .arepresentative number of tasks. . ." requires an objective decison  to
be made by the CFl1/examiner that is dependent on the applicant's ability. If it becomes obvious during
the conduct of the instrument proficiency check that a pilot who has not flown instruments in over a
year or moreis extremely week, then the check may need to be more extensive than the required list.
The CFll/examiner needs to be able to say at the conclusion of the check, YES THISPILOT CAN
OPERATE SAFELY IN THE NATIONAL AIRSPACE SYSTEM.

QUESTION 2: Can an PC ATD device be used for the ingtrument proficiency check?
ANSWER 2 Reference 861.57(d)(1): No.
{g& a-94}
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QUESTION 9: The flight review requirements of FAR 61.56(a) requires 1 hour of flight
training and 1 hour of ground training which includes areview of the current generd operating and flight
rules of part 91 and areview of those maneuvers and procedures that, at the discretion of the person
giving the review, are necessary for the pilot to demondrate the safe exercise of the privileges of the
pilot certificate. If the person getting the flight review holds an Ingrument-Airplane rating on his
certificate does the review have to be given by a CFl-1A and include instrument procedures such as
radia intercepts, approaches, etc.? Can a CH-A (but no Insrument-Airplane rating on his CHl) give
the flight review to the instrument rated pilot and can that CH cover any instrument maneuvers such as
those that might be given to a Private pilot under 61.107?

ANSWER 9: Ref. 861.193 and §61.195(c); Y ou're incorrectly mixing up the flight review
requirements of 861.56(c) with the Instrument Proficiency Check of 861.57(d). They are two separate
requirements. But if you're asking whether a CFI-ASE only can administer the Instrument Proficiency
Check of §61.57(d), the answer isno. The flight ingtructor must hold a CH I-Airplane rating to
administer the Instrument Proficiency Check of §61.57(d).

{g& a-249}

QUESTION 2: In the section on paragraph 61.57 of the “Frequently Asked Questions of parts
61& 141" the question is asked whether an 1GI can conduct the proficiency check required in an
approved ground training device. The answer given isyes. However, | have aletter AFS 840 signed by
Michad Sacrey dating that "Only a certificated instrument flight instructor may conduct the instrument
competency check, regardless of whether given in aground training device, an arcraft smulator, or in
an arcraft.” Which interpretation is the correct one?

ANSWER 2: Ref. 861.215(c)(2). Yes, an |Gl can perform training in aflight smulator or
flight training device ™. . . for an ingrument proficiency check."

It has been brought to my attention that my earlier answer on Question 2 may have confused training vs.
checking. Only those per sonsidentified in 861.57(d)(2) can GIVE theinstrument proficiency
check.

{q&a104}

QUESTION: Would apilot usng an gpproved flight smulator or flight training device to meet
the instrument currency requirements of paragraph 61.57(c)(1) or (2) need to have an ingtructor
present?

ANSWER: Reference 861.1(b)(10); Y es, if usng aflight Imulator (FS) or aflight training
device (FTD), it MUST be accompanied and monitored by &

1. Certificated Hight Ingtructor-Instrument (CFII) who is appropriately rated and qualified;

2. Instrument Ground Instructor (1GI);
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3. Advanced Ground Instructor (AGI);
4. Part 142 training center instructor who is appropriately rated and quaified;
5. Personscited in 861.57(d)(2) and who are appropriately rated and qualified;
6. An ATPin accordance with 861.167 and who is appropriately rated and qudified; and
7. An authorized ingructor, as defined in 861.1(b)(2), and who is appropriately rated and qualified.
And for those of you who will argue that currency is not the same as training, the answer is till yes. We

here in AFS-840 write the rules and we a so write the policy and we say that currency istraining. So,
theanswer isyes. TouseaFSor FTD you have to have an authorized ingtructor there to monitor the

traning.

{g&a103}

QUESTION 2: What are the instrument recency requirements and are there hour requirements?
ANSWER 2: The hour requirements are only for the glider pilots and nothing has changed in

the new rule for glider pilotsin thisnew rule. For the remainder of the pilots, the instrument recency of
experience are covered in 8§ 61.57(c) which Sates:

(c) Recent insrument experience. Except as provided in paragraph (e) of this section, no
person may act as pilot in command under IFR or in weather conditions less than the minimums
prescribed for VFR, unless within the preceding 6 calendar months, that person has:

(1) For the purpose of obtaining instrument experience in an aircraft (other than a glider),
performed and logged under actua or smulated instrument conditions, ether in flight gppropriate to the
appropriate category of aircraft for the instrument privileges sought or in an approved flight smulator or
gpproved flight training device thet is representative of the aircraft category for the instrument privileges
sought —

(i) Atleast Sx ingrument approaches,

(i) Holding procedures; and

(iif) Intercepting and tracking courses through the use of navigation systems.

(2) For the purpose of obtaining instrument experience in a glider, performed and logged under
actua or smulated instrument conditions —

(i) Atleast 3 hoursaof ingrument timein flight, of which 1 1/2 hours may be acquired in an
arplane or aglider if no passengers are to be carried; or

(i) 3 hoursof ingrument timein flight in aglider if a passenger isto be carried.

{a&a1}

QUESTION: In your cc mail message of September 24, 1997 you asked whether an
Insrument Ground Ingtructor may give training in an approved flight training device or approved flight
smulator for the instrument experience required by §61.57(c) and can they aso conduct the instrument
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proficiency check required by §61.57(d) in an gpproved flight smulator or gpproved flight training
device.

ANSWER: Aslong astheflight training devices (FTD) and flight amulators (FS) are
"gpproved" for such training and the proficiency check, then the answer is yes on both accounts. My
answer is based on the policy interpretation of 861.57(d)(2)(iv), 861.215((c)(1) and (2), and the
definition of ground training in 861.1(b)(8). Yes, alGl may givethetraining in FS or FTD, but cannot
conduct the ingtrument proficiency check.

{g& a-68}

61.58

QUESTION: Under 861.58(c), it provides that completion of a pilot-in-command proficiency
check given in accordance with the provisions of part 121, 125, or 135 of this chapter as satisfying the
requirements for the 861.58 PIC check. What isintended where it statesin 861.58(c) “. . . pilot-in-
command proficiency check given in accordance with the provisions of part 121, 125, or 135 of this
chapter . ..” Doesit mean just the 8135. 293 check? Or does it also include the §135.297 and
8135.299 checksfor it to meet the requirements of §861.58(c)?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.58(c); In the case of part 135, it means the §135.293 check (i.e,
initial and recurrent pilot testing requirements), and the 8135.297 check (i.e,, pilot in command
ingtrument proficiency check requirements). |t does not include the §135.299 check (i.e., pilotin
command line check).

In the case of part 121, it means the §121.441 check (i.e., proficiency check). It does not include the
And in the case of part 125, it means the 8125.287 check (i.e,, initid and recurrent pilot testing

requirements) and the 8125.291 check (i.e., pilot in command instrument proficiency requirements).
{q&a-362}

QUESTION 1. Can apilot take a 61.58(a) proficiency check (conducted by an FAA Inspector
or Designated Pilot Examiner) in asamulator if he(she) has not completed a training course under Part
1427 The scenario would be an individua who has been flying regularly as an aircraft manufacturer's test
pilot, corpporate pilot, or FAA pilot and wants to take a 61.58 check in a smulator. He then goes to
HightSafety and asksto rent asmulator from them to take the check. The smulator is qudified by the
NSP and is operating under a Part 142 approved training program, however, the pilot has not
completed any classroom or smulator training conducted by HightSafety under Part 142. He has
obtained proficiency and prepared for the check through his regular flying duties, either as an aircraft
manufacturer test pilot, corporate pilot, or FAA pilot.
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Section 61.58(€) saysthat a PIC proficiency check "may be accomplished in aflight smulator under
Part 142 of this chapter”. The question redlly iswhat "under Part 142" means. Does the smulator have
to be operating under a Part 142 approved course, so that it is sure to be a good device for the check,
or does apilot have to pay FlightSafety to go through some sort of PIC Part 142 gpproved course?

It is clear thet the rule dlows a pilot to use an aircraft to meet the PIC checking requirements, without
any prior training. Can apilot use asmulator in the same way? I'm not sure what the intent was, when
861.58 was changed to include reference to Part 142.

ANSWER 1: Ref. 861.58(e); Asper 861.58(e), “. . . may be accomplished in aflight
smulator under part 142 of this chapter, subject to the following. . .” Which means BOTH the 861.58
PIC check and the flight smulator must be under a part 142 approved training program. So the answer
isno, aPPIC cannot go out and free lance in renting a flight smulator and do a 861.58 PIC check. It has
to be accomplished under and in accordance with a part 142 approved training program.

{g&a321}

QUESTION 1. Situation isthe CE-525 is certificated under Part 23 and as such can be flown
single pilot by those that have CE-525S type ratings if certain equipment on the airplane works. Should
the pilot only have a CE-525 type rating OR certain equipment is inoperative where a copilot must be
used, must the copilot meet 861.55 and secondly must the PIC be required to have accomplished a

ANSWER 1b: Ref. 891.5 and 861.58(a); The answer isyes, the PIC would have to meet the PIC
861.58 quadlification requirements. Although I'm quite aware that the verbage in 891.5 only dates:

“No person may operate an aircraft that is type certificated for more than one required pilot flight
crewmember unless the pilot in command meets the requirements of 861.58 of this chapter.”

Now the question is whether we could get an NTSB Law Judge to rationdize the phrase “that is type
certificated for more than one required pilot flight crewmember” means the same as saying “that is
operationdly type certificated for more than one required pilot flight crewmember.” WHO KNOWS!
Y our guessis as good as mine.

But until we' re shot down by an NTSB Law Judge, the FAA'’s position on these rules|i.e., 891.5 and
861.58(a)] require the PIC to be qualified in accordance with all requirements of §61.58.

QUESTION 2: The quesdtion that arises is does the pilot that gets his or her typerating Sngle
pilot (CE525S) then meet the §61.58 requirement for having accomplished a proficiency check in

ANSWER 2: Ref. 861.58(d)(2); Yes, provided the practical test was accomplished with an
SIC. But no, if the applicant only demonstrated single pilot proficiency on the practical test.
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QUESTION 3: Additiondly, if apilot comes through HightSafety’ s approved 861.58 recurrent
course as asingle pilot, does that person or should that person get a 861.58 sign off in accordance with
861.58(a)(1) or (2)? Some concerns on thisisthat if the recurrent training will not meet the
requirements for the 861.58 check some or many pilotswill forgo the training. Additiondly, if we
require a copilot during recurrent to issue the 861.58 sign off then most pilots will opt for thet, trainasa
crew and then go fly single pilot. While at first look these appear to be financia concernsraised by FSI
which would have no bearing on our decison a closer investigation reveds them to be red safety issues
that could impact training decisons of many pilots.

ANSWER 3: Ref. 861.58(a); Yes, provided the 861.58 PIC check was accomplished with
an SIC. But no, if the gpplicant only demonstrated single pilot proficiency. And no, a checkride
accomplished where the gpplicant only demongtrated single pilot proficiency cannot count for a 861.58
PIC check..

{q&a211}

QUESTION: Under 861.58(d)(3) it providesthat a “. . . initia or periodic practica test
required for the issuance of a pilot examiner. . .” may be, in effect, subgtituted for the pilot-in-command
proficiency check required by paragraph (a) of 861.58. Are pilot proficiency examiners aso included
(i.e,“...initid or periodic practica test required for the issuance of a pilot examiner. .. ”?

ANSWER: Yes, Aninitid or periodic practica test required for the issuance of a pilot
proficiency examiner (PPE) designation may be subgtituted for the PIC proficiency check required by
861.58(a). Per 861.58(d)(3), it States:

(d) The pilot-in-command proficiency check required by paragraph (a) of this section may be
accomplished by satisfactory completion of one of the following:

(3) Theinitid or periodic practica test required for the issuance of a pilot examiner or check airman
designation, in an arcraft type certificated for more than one required pilot flight crewmember; or

* k x k %

However, asin the case of 861.58(d)(3) that alows the accomplishment of an initid or periodic
practical test required for the issuance of a designated pilot examiner (DPE) authorization to count for
the PIC proficiency check required by 861.58(a), the pilot proficiency examiner (PPE) must also
demondtrate PIC proficiency to ATP standards and a FAA Form 8410-1 must be completed. This
requirement to require demonstration of PIC proficiency to ATP standards and a FAA Form 8410-1
be completed also gppliesto DPEs. Otherwise, what I’'m saying it isnot permissible to just dlow a
DPE or PPE to st in the right seat evauating an applicant and never touch the controls. That is not
adequate for meeting the requirements of 861.58(d)(3). Now | am not suggesting that a DPE or PPE
would need to show PIC proficiency on al the maneuvers and procedures required for the PIC
proficiency check required by §61.58(a). But certainly it would require the DPE and PPE to at least
demondtrate a combination of PIC proficiency and examiner competency on dl the maneuvers and
procedures required for the pilot-in-command proficiency check required by 861.58(a). An example of
what | mean by “. . . acombination of PIC proficiency and examiner competency on dl the maneuvers
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and procedures.. . .” would be on the 861.58 PIC proficiency check requires a PIC to demonstrate
proficiency the maneuvers “Holding,” “Steep Turns,” “ Approach to dls,” “Landingsfroman ILS”
etc. Sowhat | am saying, it is permissible to observe the DPE or PPE demongtrate PIC proficiency on
certain of those maneuvers and then the other maneuvers you may evauate the DPE or PPE serving as
an examiner conducting a practical test of an applicarnt.

{q&a185}

61.59

QUESTION: Is the lamination of a certificate issued by the FAA considered an dteration?
ANSWER: Ref. 861.59(a)4); No. Thelamination of a certificate issued under part 61 (14
CFR part 61) is not considered an dteration. Letter of legd interpretation from the FAA’s Office of
Chief Counsd addressing this question is as follows.

Mr. JamesR. Knight 11

Avidion Technicd Specidist

Aviation Services Department

Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association
421 Aviation Way

Frederick, MD 21701-4798

Dear Mr. Knight:

Thisisin response to your letter dated November 8, 1999, to the Office of the Chief Counsd,
Federd Aviation Administration (FAA), regarding section 61.59()(4) (14 CFR section
61.59(a)(4)). Specificdly, you ask whether the lamination of a certificate issued by the FAA
would be considered an dteration.

Section 61.59(8)(4) states, in pertinent part, that a person may not make or cause to be made any
dteraion of any certificate, rating, or authorization under this part.

The lamination of a certificate issued under part 61 (14 CFR part 61) is not considered an
dteraion. A person may laminate hisor her pilot certificate, after he or she sgnsthe pilot
certificate, without violating section 61.59(a)(4).

| hope this satisfactorily answers your question.

Sincerdy,

Dondd P. Byrne, Assstant Chief Counsdl. Regulation Division
|{ 082369}

61.60
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61.60 Change of address. The holder of apilat, flight instructor, or ground instructor
certificate who has made a change in permanent mailing address may not, after 30 days from that date,
exercise the privileges of the certificate unless the holder has natified in writing the FAA, Airman
Certification Branch, P.O. Box 25082, Oklahoma City, OK 73125, of the new permanent mailing
address, or if the permanent mailing address includes a post office box number, then the holder’ s current
resdential address.

The reason the questions was asked is because some flight ingtructors are police officers, DEA Agents,
or FBI who do not give out there resident address.
ANSWER: We will reword 8§61.35(8)(2)(iv) to read asfollows:

(iv) The permanent mailing address (including zip code), or if the permanent mailing address includes a
post office box number, then the person’s current residentia address,
{q&a33}

61.63

QUESTION: I'm a CHl1 who has been approached by a prospective student...he presently
holds a commercid pilot certificate with hdlicopter, instrument helicopter, and ASEL, (private pilot
privileges) ratings. He wants to add an instrument-airplane and commercid single engine land ratings to
the certificate. 1 know that regarding the instrument rating he does not have to take another written
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exam. However does he have to take a written exam for the addition of the commercial ASEL rating.
Also does he have to complete dl of the required aeronautical experience requirements (i.e. cross
country, etc.) that would be required if he only held a private pilot certificate and was preparing for
these ratings?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.63(b) and 861.65(a); Your answer is addressed in §61.63(b) and
861.65(a). The person is merely seeking to add an additiond aircraft category rating to his pilot
certificate and an additiond instrument rating.

No, he does not have to take the Commercia Pilot-Airplane knowledge test [i.e., 861.63(b)(5)].
No, he does not have to take the Instrument-Airplane knowledge test [i.e., 861.65(a)(7)].

Y es, he has to complete the aeronautical experience requirements of 861.129(a). Specificdly, these are
the required aeronautica experience requirements that must be met:

An additiona Airplane category rating for the Sngle Engine class rating a the Commercid Rilot
Leve:

Totd time: At least 250 hours of flight time as a pilot that conssts of &t least:
A) 100 hours in powered arcraft, of which 50 hours must be in airplanes.

B) 100 hours of pilot-in-command flight time, that includes at |east--
1) 50 hoursin arplanes, and
2) 50 hoursin X-C flying of which at least 10 hours must be in airplanes.

C) Dud: 20 hours of flight training on the Commercid Pilot areas of operation that includes a

|east--
1) 10 hours of instrument training of which at least 5 hours must be in a single engine arplane;
2) 10 hours of training in acomplex arrplane;
3) 1 X-C of a least 2 hoursin asingle engine airplane in day VFR conditions,
4) 1 X-C of a least 2 hoursin asingle engine arplanein night VFR conditions, and
5) 3 hours of flight training in a Single engine arplane within the <60 days prior to the practica
test.

D) Solo: 10 hours of solo flight in a Single engine airplane on the Comm. Rilot areas of operation,
that includes-—-
1) At least 1 X-Cflight; and
2) Atleast 5hoursin night VFR conditions with 10 T/O's and Ldgs a a controlled airport.
{g& a-328}

102



FAQs Part 61 With Chg #11, 04/27/2000
All Q& A’ sfrom #1 through #374
QUESTION: | have a Situaion where aforeign pilot who holds the following U.S. restricted
Commercia Pilot Certificate and ratings has completed a Part 142 training center’ s HS-125 type rating
course.

Commercid Pilot
Airplane Single Engine Land
Airplane Multiengine Land
Issued on the basis of and vaid only when accompanied by, Canadian pilot license number
1234567. All limitations and restriction on the Canadian pilot license apply. Not valid for the
carriage of persons or property for compensation or hire or for agricultura arcraft operations.

Additiond information isthisforeign pilot holds a Canadian ATP certificate with an airplane single
engine and multiengine land rating and insrument airplane privileges.

Thistraining center’ sHS-125 type rating course has the required instrument training in it, and the
gpplicant did complete the instrument portion of this HS-125 type rating course and did complete the
typerating practical test and al the instrument tasks were administered and passed by the applicant.
However, the gpplicant did not have an instrument rating on his U.S. restricted Commercia Pilot
Certificate nor had he taken the Instrument-Airplane knowledge test or the Instrument Foreign Rilot
knowledge test.

The certificate that was re-issued dong with HS-125 type rating to read as follows:

Commercid Pilot
Airplane Single Engine Land
Airplane Multiengine Land (VFR Only and U.S. Test Passed)
HS-125 (VFR Only and U.S. Test Passed)
Issued on the basis of and valid only when accompanied by, Canadian pilot license number
1234567. All limitations and restriction on the Canadian pilot license apply. Not valid for the
carriage of persons or property for compensation or hire or for agricultura arcraft operations.

Isit permissible to have issued the pilot certificate that way (i.e., VFR only) since doesn't §61.63(d)(1)
require that the applicant to “. . . . hold or concurrently obtain an instrument rating that is appropriate to
the aircraft category, class, or type rating sought . . . 7’

ANSWER: Ref. 861.63(d)(1); No, it was not permissible to have issued the pilot
certificate that way. The gpplicant would have had to hold or concurrently obtain an ingrument rating
that is appropriate to the aircraft category, class, or type rating sought, as per 861.63(d)(1). And
secondly, since the gpplicant eected to have the rating placed on his US restricted Commercid Pilot
Certificate, the HS-125 type rating should have only been issued for PRIVATE PILOT PRIVILEGES
[i.e., 861.75(3)].

Since the gpplicant elected to have the rating placed on his US restricted Commercia Pilot Certificate,

then as per §61.63(d)(1) the applicant should have been required to “. . . . hold or concurrently obtain

an insrument rating that is appropriate to the aircraft category, class, or typerating sought . . ..” The
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gpplicant should have been required to take the Instrument-Airplane knowledge test and completed all
requirements of the Instrument Rating PTS or take the Instrument Foreign Filot knowledge test and
have the Regtricted Certificate reissued with the instrument rating (based on his foreign instrument rating)
prior to making gpplication for the HS-125 type rating.

However, because this gpplicant held a Canadian ATP certificate and instrument privileges he was
eligible to take the ATP-Airplane knowledge test and then to have made application for an unrestricted
US ATP certificate per 861.153(d)(3) and take the practical test for the ATP-Airplane-Multiengine
Land and HS-125 type rating.

| believe this mistake was more the respongbility of the training center and the FAA than it was the
goplicant’sfault. In order to fix the Stuation now, | recommend that you or the training center contact
the applicant, have him take the ATP-Airplane knowledge test and, sSince the HS-125 type rating
practical test isthe same asthe ATP practical test, don't make him retake the practica test. | will talk
to AFS-760 to insure the gpplicant’ s file gets handled properly.

{q&a312}

QUESTION 1. | have reviewed 861.39(c)(2), and | do not see where there is prerequisite
requirement that an applicant for atype rating must FIRST hold an Airplane Multiengine Land class
rating before he/she is digible to take the type rating practica test in a CESQ0 (i.e., airplane that requires
atyperating)? There gppears to be some disagreement on this requirement with our folks here. Isthis
new PTS change now correct?

Here is the Stuation and question from an examiner who conducts type reting practicd tests.

"An gpplicant who holds a Commercia Rilot Certificate, Airplane-Single-Engine Land Rating,
Instrument-Airplane Rating. The gpplicant wants to make application for an add-on Cessna Citation
type rating a the Commercid Pilot Level. Must the gpplicant FIRST hold an Airplane Multiengine
Land classrating before heis digible to take the type rating practica test in a Cessna Citation?"

The examiner said, he was told by the FSDO that the applicant must FIRST hold an Airplane
Multiengine Land class rating before he can be digible for the type rating practica test. Thiswas
because the reference in the ATP/Type Rating PTS, dated August 1998, page 7, item #3 (before the
change), indicates so. The examiner now has a copy of the change #1 to the PTS.

ANSWER: 861.63(d) and §61.39(a); The answer is no, the applicant does not need to
hold an Airplane Multiengine Land class rating to be digible for the CES00 type rating practicd test.
The reference made in the ATP/Type Rating PTS, dated August 1998 on page 7, item No. 3 iswrong.
Item No. 3 should be deleted entirely. The way we revised 861.129(b), it is permissible for an
goplicant to receive their initid Commercid Filot Certificate for an Airplane category rating and
Multiengine Land classrating in a CE-500.

{q&a-263}
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QUESTION: Thereis a dtuation where an gpplicant is applying for SK61 (Skorsky S-61
helicopter) type rating for VFR privileges only? This particular SK-61 helicopter is not capable of
performing instrument maneuvers and procedures. The gpplicant only holds a Commercid Filot
Certificate with Rotorcraft-Helicopter rating. The gpplicant does not hold an insrument rating. In
reading 861.63(d)(1), it states “Must hold or concurrently obtain an instrument rating that is appropriate
to the aircraft category, class, or type rating sought.” Does this mean the gpplicant must obtain a
Instrument-Helicopter rating prior to making application for the SK-61 type rating?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.63(h); No, the gpplicant need not comply with 861.63(d)(1) because
asit satesin 861.63(h)(1) an gpplicant may obtain atype rating limited to "VFR only" provided the
arcraft is not cagpable of instrument maneuvers and procedures. And as per 861.63(h), it states:

(h) Aircraft not cgpable of instrument maneuvers and procedures. An gpplicant for atype rating who
provides an aircraft not capable of the instrument maneuvers and procedures required by the
appropriate requirements contained in 861.157 of this part for the practica test may--

(1) Obtain atype rating limited to "VFR only"; and

The rationae in the change in policy on this matter isthat this kind of question has been asked on severd
occasions where it was argued that the FAA'’ s policy on this matter did not make sense because it was
not reasonable to require the applicant to obtain an Instrument-Helicopter rating in a R-22, then make
the applicant go obtain atyperating in a VFR only SK-61 when the gpplicant is only seeking a SK-61
(VFR Only) typerating in thefirst place. The FAA’s Certification Branch, AFS-840, that establishes
the policy on such matters of Part 61 has determined that achange in policy isjudtified. AFS-840
further judtifiesits change in policy on this matter in that the way paragraph (h) of 861.63 is structured in
the overd| structure of 861.63. It'saseparate paragraph dl initsdf. The FAA is currently drafting
some additiond revisonsto Part 61 to further refine the rules that were revised on August 4, 1997.
Section 61.63(d)(2) is being revised to clarify that 861.63(h) permits the issuance of aVFR only type
rating in an arcraft that is not cgpable of performing insrument flight and the applicant would not need
to hold or concurrently obtain an instrument rating thet is appropriate to the aircraft category, class, or
type rating sought first before seeking a VR only type rating.

However, this samerationde is not being consdered for the initid application for the ATP certificate
where an gpplicant is concurrently applying for atyperating. The current requirement, as required by
861.157(b)(3) only permits theissuance of aVFR only typerating at the ATP levd if “. .. THE
AIRCRAFT'S TYPE CERTIFICATE makes the aircraft incapable of operating under instrument flight
rules...” Thisisdifferent than how 861.63(h) isworded [i.e,, “. . . who provides an aircraft not
capable of the instrument maneuvers and procedures]. Per 861.153(d), the prerequisite digibility
requirements for gpplying for an ATP certificate requires:

(d) Met at least one of the following requirements:.
(1) Hold at leest acommercid pilot certificate and an instrument rating;
(2) Meet the military experience requirements under 861.73 of this part to quaify for a
commercid pilot certificate, and an instrument rating if the person is arated military pilot or former
rated military pilot of an Armed Force of the United States; or
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(3) Hold ether aforeign arline transport pilot or foreign commercid pilot license and an
indrument rating, without limitations issued by a contracting State to the Convention on
Internationd Civil Avidtion.

So 861.153(d) requires that the person who appliesfor the ATP certificate initialy would be required to
hold

‘. .aningrumentrating . .. or “. . . anindrument rating if the person isarated military pilot or former
rated military pilot . . .” or “. . . foreign arline trangport pilot or foreign commercid pilot license and an
ingrument

rating . ..” Otherwise, the provision of 861.157(b)(3) [i.e, “. . . Must perform the practical test in
actud or smulated instrument conditions, unless the aircraft's type certificate makes the aircraft
incapable of operating under ingtrument flight rules. If the practica test cannot be accomplished for this
reason, the person may obtain atype rating limited to "VFR only."] only provides for an additiona type
rating a the ATP certificate levd.

{g&a152} [Replacement of origina & a152]

| would gppreciate your thoughts on the following conclusonsthat | have drawn regarding the conduct
of training and checking in FTD/Simulators.

ASSUMPTION: The FTD/Smulator in question is approved by the FAA for al maneuvers.
861.63(e)(3) stipulatesthat in order to use asmulator or FTD it must be in accordance with an
approved course a atraining center under Part 142, 861.63(€)(4) goes on to say that if you want to
complete"ALL" training and testing in asmulator/FTD the smulator must belevel C or D. Bascdly, as
| read 861.63 (additiond rating other than ATP), asmulator/FTD cannot be used &t dl (for any part) of
training or testing unlessitisin aPart 142 program. (I know that Parts 121 and 141 stand dlone and are
not discussed here). Conversdly, 861.157(g) stipulates that in order to use asmulator/FTD to
accomplish "ALL" training and tests it must be used under, and be a part of, a Part 142 training center.

QUESTION: An gpplicant wantsto get a B737 type rating added to his ATP certificate. He wantsto
use aB737 smulator fully approved by the Nationa Sm Team (FAA) and only use this Smulator for
the maneuvers dlowed by the ATP practical test standards (FAA-S-8081-5C). According to the
practical test sandards this person would only have to use an actual B737 airplane for the maneuversin
section VI A,B,C,D,F of the gppendix.

So, how come if apilot is adding atype rating (B737) to hiscommercid certificate and wantsto use a
smulator, the smulator must be part of, and used under, a Part 142 course? | ask this question
because the language of 861.157 only requires that the smulator be part of a Part 142 courseif the
gpplicant wants to use the smulator for "ALL" training and testing. It seemsasif the
sandards/requirements for adding atype rating to an ATP are less than those of adding atyperating to
acommercid certificate.

One last comment. If the applicant has to go to the airplane for part of the training and testing because
he does not meet certain requirements specified in 861.157, he must complete those maneuvers
identified in 861.157 (g)(7)(i). Thiscourse of action resultsin alimitation on his certificate. However, if
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this same gpplicant just uses the practica test sandards he can complete al but those few maneuvers,
liged in VI of the PTS, inaLevel B amulator (gpproved by the FAA). {Interestingly, the maneuvers he
must do in the airplane (listed in section VI of the PTS) are different than those specified in
861.157(g)(7)(i)} . But, more importantly, since this applicant did not participate in a Part 142 course
he would not have any limitation on his certificate. Again, dl this slems from the language condtruction
differences between 8§61.63 and §61.157 with respect to theword "ALL" and whether or not using a
amulator/FTD requires that its use be part of a Part 142 program.

What | have just said above, is somewhat complex. | don't blameyou if it is hard to follow. Perhapsit
was intended that for the purposes of smulator/FTD use, 861.63 and 861.157 are the same. However,
aclose reading of the language points out the issues | have described above. Also, the PTS seemingly
dlows an individud to rent asmulator (eg. level B) from an airline or training center, have an
"authorized ingtructor” provide some training, comply with the endorsement requirements of 861.157
(b), and then accomplish al of the type rating check (except those maneuvers listed in section V1 of the
PTS gppendix) in the smulator. When thisis done, the same gpplicant would take this same ingructor
and rent a B737 arplane to finish the training and checking on those few items identified in Section V1 of
the PTS appendix. | know its hard to rent a B737, but the same principles would apply with a citation,
for example.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.63(e)(4) or 861.157(g)(3)(i), as appropriate; First of al in regardsto
your assumptions, 861.63(e)(4), states, in pertinent part, “. . . To complete dl training and testing . . .”
Otherwise, this meansif you' re intending to use aflight smulator to conduct “. . . ALL training and
tesing . . .” thenit must beinalLevel C or D flight amulator. If the gpplicant is not intending to conduct
“...ALL traning and testing . . .” in aflight amulator, then the applicant may perform some of the
traning and testing in other than aLevd C or D flight smulator and some in the arcraft. However, in
this Stuation, the tasks required to be performed in the aircraft are at least preflight ingpection, norma
takeoff, normal 1L S approach, missed gpproach, and norma landing [i.e., in accordance with
861.63(e)(9)(i) or 861.157(g)(7)(i), as appropriate]. Additionally, what training tasks and testing tasks
can be parformed in aflight smulator or flight training device will be so Sated in aletter of qudification
from the Nationd Simulator Team, AFS-205. And then the Training Center Program Manager, in
accordance with the Nationa Smulator Team' s letter of qualification, gpproves the individud
maneuvers that can be performed in the Part 142-approved training program.

Second assumption, in accordance with §142.1(c), the answer is no, your statement “. . . an individua
rentsasmulator (e.g. level B) from an arline or training center . . .” isnot permissble. If an individud
wantsto utilize aflight smulator or flight training device for training and testing, it must be accordance
with a Part 142-gpproved training program. Or in the case of a Part 121 or Part 135 air carrier training
program, that person must be pilot employee of thet air carrier.

Third assumption, “The FTD/Simulator in question is gpproved by the FAA for dl maneuvers’ isnot
correct. In accordance with 861.63(e)(4)(i) [or 861.157(g)(3)(i), as appropriate], “. . . The flight
smulator must be qualified and approved asLevel Cor Level D . ..” and the applicant would have to
meet the aeronautica experience requirements 861.63(€)(4)(ii) [or 861.157(g)(3)(ii), as appropriate].
An FTD cannot be approved for dl maneuvers.
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Fourth assumption, your statement “He wants to use aB737 smulator fully gpproved by the Nationd
Sim Team (FAA) and only use this smulator for the maneuvers dlowed by the ATP practica test
standards (FAA-S-8081-5C)” is not entirely correct. The way itsworksis the Nationa Simulator
Team, AFS-205 qudifies what training tasks and testing tasks can be performed in aflight smulator or
flight training device. And then the Training Center Program Manager, in accordance with the Nationa
Simulator Team’s letter of qualification, gpproves the individua maneuvers that can be performed in the
Part 142-gpproved training program.

Fifth assumption, your statement “| ask this question because the language of 861.157 only requires that
the smulator be part of a Part 142 course if the gpplicant wants to use the smulator for "ALL" training
andtedting” iscorrect if “. .. Theflight smulator must be qudified and gpproved asLeve C or Leve
D..." [i.e, 861.63(e)(4)(i) or 861.157(0)(3)(i), as appropriate].

Asfor your statement, “ Interestingly, the maneuvers he must do in the airplane (listed in section VI of
the PTS) are different than those specified in 861.157(g)(7)(i)”, the rule 861.157(g)(7)(i) ALWAYS
prevals. Whenever there is a difference between the verbiage in the PTS and the Federd Regulations,
the Federd Regulation will ways prevail. AFS-840 isworking with AFS-630 to change the PTS.
{q&a233}

QUESTION 2: Ref. 861.63(c)(4); Situationis| have an gpplication that has been returned
from Airmen Records on an gpplicant who is seeking an additiond class rating (airplane multiengine
land) onto the applicant’ s exigting Private Pilot certificate. The examiner stated the person’s application
failed to show the required solo cross country time. | thought 861.63(c)(4) only required that the
amount of training and kind of training was determined by the ingtructor and the aeronautica
experienceltraining was whatever was needed to prepare the applicant for the practica test. The
Airmen Records examiner indicated that the gpplicant had to meet the training requirements of
861.109(b)(3) and (4). Isthistrue?

ANSWER 2 No, the applicant does not need to meet the aeronautical experience
requirements of 861.109(b)(3) and (4). The person dready holds a Private Pilot Certificate with an
arplanesngleland rating. Section 61.63(c)(4) states:

“(4) Need not meet the specified training time requirements prescribed by this part that apply to the
pilot certificate for the aircraft class rating sought unless the person holds a lighter-than-air category
rating with aballoon classrating and is seeking an airship dassrating and

The key phrase here is*Need not meet the specified training time requirements . . . Otherwise, the
only aeronautica experienceltraining required is determined by the ingtructor. And, the aeronautical
experienceftraining required is that what the ingtructor has determined is needed to prepare the gpplicant
for the practica test. The rationae behind this, besides 861.63(c)(4) providesfor it, isthis person
dready holds a Private Filot Certificate with an arplane single engine land rating and is only seeking an
arplane multiengine land classrating which isin the same aircraft category as the single engine land
arplane.

{q&a218}
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QUESTIONS: ADDING CLASSRATING - WHEN IS A 861.31(d)(2)
ENDORSEMENT ISREQUIRED? Thedtudionis, | have an agpplicant who is gpplying for an
add-on airplane multiengine land rating (add-on aircraft classrating) a the commercid pilot level. The
gpplicant holds a commercid pilot certificate with an arplane sngle engine land rating and an instrument-
arplanerating. The applicant is going to have to fly solo from the airport where the airplane is located
to another airport to meet the examiner who will conduct the practicd test.

REFERENCE FOR ANSWERS: 8§61.31(d)(3) States:

(d) Aircraft category, class, and type ratings: Limitations on operating an aircraft asthe pilot in
command. To serve asthe pilot in command of an aircraft, a person must--

(3) Have received training required by this part thet is appropriate to the aircraft category, class, and
typerating (if aclassor typerating is required) for the aircraft to be flown, and have received the
required endorsements from an instructor who is authorized to provide the required endorsements for
solo flight in thet aircraft.

QUESTION 1. As per 861.31(d)(3), does the applicant haveto “. . . have received the
required endorsements from an instructor who is authorized to provide the required endorsements for
soloflight in that aircraft. . . . ” even if during the training the applicant dways had the ingtructor on
board?

ANSWER 1: Y es; and the endorsement required would cite 861.31(d)(3). The instructor
must make an endorsement in the applicant’ s logbook smilar to the following:

| certify that | have given Mr./Ms. (Firg name, M, last name) flight training in the area of
operations required to serve as pilot in command in a (category and class of aircraft) and find
him/her proficient to act as pilot-in-command in solo flight per 861.31(d)(3) in that
category/class of arcraft.

SIS [date] JJ. Jones 987654321CFl  Exp. 12-31-99
NOTE: The endorsement does not have to read exactly like this. Thisis merely an example.

QUESTION 2: Does the gpplicant need to have received the required solo training and
endorsements, as per 861.87, even if during the training the applicant dways had the instructor on
board?

ANSWER 2: No to citing 861.87 (it does not apply) but yes an endorsement is required. The
endorsement required would cite 861.31(d)(3) asin Answer 1 above. Section 61.87 isthe solo
endorsement for student pilot operationsonly.  Section 61.87 has nothing to do with applicants seeking
additiond aircraft category and classratings. This gpplicant holds a Commercid Pilot Certificate.
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QUESTION 3: If the flight to where the examiner is located is more than 25nm, does the
gpplicant have to have received the required solo cross country training and endorsements, as per
861.93, even if during the training the gpplicant dways had the ingtructor on board?

ANSWER 3: No to citing 861.93 (it does not apply) but yes an endorsement is required.
The endorsement required would cite §61.31(d)(3) asin Answer 1 above. Section 61.93 isthe solo
cross country endorsement for student pilot operations only. Section 61.93 has nothing to do with
gpplicants seeking additiona arcraft category and classratings. This gpplicant holds a Commercia
Rlot Certificate.

QUESTION 4: Per 861.47(b), it says the examiner is not the PIC. Does the gpplicant have to
have received the required solo training and endorsements, as per 861.87, even if during the training the
gpplicant dways had the ingtructor on board?

ANSWER 4: Again, 861.87 doesnot gpply. For your scenario requiring asolo flight from
one to another airport the endorsement cited in my Answer 1 above would be required. If no solo
flight were involved to get to the examiner, the endorsement would not redlly be required since
861.31(k)(2)(i) exempts applicants from the requirements of section 861.31 when taking a practical
test given by an examiner. This dlows the applicant to act as pilot-in-command during the practica test.

QUESTION 5: Now | know you dl are going to ask me one more WHAT IF question.
WHAT IF, an ingtructor wants to authorize his applicant for an arplane multiengine land additiona
rating to fly solo during the person’straining. InthisWHAT IF scenario, what kind of an endorsement
and training is needed to permit a certificated pilot who does not hold a classrating in a specific aircraft
to perform asolo flight? As an example, an gpplicant is seeking an add-on arplane multiengine land
rating (add-on aircraft classrating) at the commercid pilot level. The applicant holds a Commercid
Rilot certificate with an airplane sngle engine land rating and an indrument-airplane rating. In this
WHAT IF scenario, the ingtructor wants to authorize his gpplicant to fly solo during the training.

ANSWER 5: Reference 861.63(c), in pertinent part, it states:
(c) Additiona classrating. Any person who gpplies for an additiond classrating to be added on a pilot
certificate:

(2) Mugt have an endorsement in his or her logbook or training record from an authorized ingtructor,
and that endorsement must attest that the gpplicant has been found proficient in the areas of operation
gopropriate to the pilot certificate for the aircraft class rating sought;

* % * % %

Plus, of course, our reference to 861.31(d)(3) as shown above.

Therefore, the training needed would be training on whatever area(s) of operation and task(s) the
indructor intends to permit the goplicant to perform during the solo flight. As an example, the instructor
wants to authorize his applicant to perform a solo cross country flight in a Cessna 310 from the
Nashville Internationa Airport (BNA) in Nashville, TN to the Genera Dewitt Spain (M01) Airport in
Memphis, TN and return. The training needed is the training on the Areas of Operation (eg., I11.
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Airport Operations; 1V. Takeoffs, Landings, and Go Arounds; and VI. Navigation, etc.). Asa
minimum per 861.31(d)(3), the only endorsement required is the solo endorsement for answer 1:

| certify that | have given Mr./Ms. (Fird name, Ml, last name) flight training in the area of
operations required to serve as pilot in command in a (category and class of arcraft) and find
him/her proficient to act as pilot-in-command in solo flight per 861.31(d)(3) in that
category/class of arcraft.

SIS [date] JJ Jones 987654321CFlI  Exp. 12-31-99

However, a prudent flight instructor MAY WANT to place operating limitations on their applicant to
read asfollows:

| certify that | have given Mr./Ms. (Fird name, Ml, last name) flight training in the area of
operations required to serve as pilot in command in a (category and class of arcraft) and find
hinvher proficient to act as pilot in command in that category/class of arcraft on a solo cross
country flight from BNA to MO1 on June 30, 1998 provided the weather conditions are not
lessthan a3000 celling and 5 miles visihility for daytime operating conditions only.

SIS [date] JJ. Jones 987654321CFl  Exp. 12-31-99
NOTE: The endorsement does not have to read exactly like this. Thisis merely an example.

The reason the ingructor MAY WANT to place such operating limitations on their applicant in this
WHAT IF scenario is because once that person has received a PIC endorsement, that personislegd to
fly anywhere on that PIC endorsement.

Does the FARSs require the gpplicant to receive training to and from the airports before permitting the
goplicant to fly solo from the Nashwille Internationa Airport (BNA) in Nashville, TN to the Generd
Dewitt Spain (M01) Airport in Memphis, TN? The answer is no, the FARs do not. However, amore
appropriate answer would beto say if | were that gpplicant’s instructor | would requireit. But there are
no regulatory requirements that requireit. And asan FAA Aviaion Safety Inspector, | certainly would
advise an ingructor on my views on the question of permitting a non-rated gpplicant to fly solo without
firgt being given specific training to and from the airports. But | redize my answer is only one opinion
and each Studion is different and unique!

{q&a-188}

QUESTION 1. Given an gpplicant for Lighter-Than-Air, Balloon (LTA-B) who israted, asa
Commercid Filot, in Airplanes, Helicopters, or Gliders.  861.129(h)(4) requires -

"10 hours of flight training that includes &t least 10 training flights in balloons on the areas of
operation listed in §61.127(b)(8) of this part,...."
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Does an gpplicant for a Commercid LTA-B have to be tested on the gpplicable portions of the Private
LTA-B during the Practicd Test?

ANSWER 1: No; Per 861.123(h), the person only needsto hold a private pilot certificate.
The rule doesn't require the gpplicant to have it in aballoon rating. 1t just hasto hold a private pilot
certificate. But in your example, you indicate your gpplicant is dready a commercid pilot. So al the
goplicant isdoing is adding an additiona arcraft category rating to his commercid pilot certificate. In
that case, 861.63(b) applies. Additiondly, per §61.127(b)(8), the training given will be a the
commercid pilot leve only. Therefore, the gpplicant will be tested a the commercid pilot leve only.
{q&a179}

QUESTION: We were asked the following questions by a person who has a commercia
pilot certificate with ASEL, AMEL, and Insrument Rating. Reference 861.31(e)(2)(iii).

(1) I ambuilding agyrocopter. What kind of authorization do | need to fly it?
(2) How can | get a gyrocopter rating added to my pilot certificate?

| talked to a Ben Owens at EAA Headquarters. Heindicated that the above referenced regulation
would dlow the person building the gyrocopter (I believe they are cdled gyroplanes) to fly it with only
an authorization from this office. However, he pointed out AC 20-27D, Append 9, Para 9, Sample List
of Operating Limitations which require a Category/Class Reting OR aletter of authorization from this
office. He fet that most FSDOs were requiring the individua to havethe  category/classrating
before flying it. How do you folks fed ?7?7?

Asregards question (2), | discovered an organization called the "Popular Rotorcraft Association” which
gpparently has severd gyroplaneingdructorsand pilot examiners around the statesthat could give
training and a checkride in agyroplane. Isthisthe best way to go for this person building this
"gyrocopter??*

ANSWER: Ref. 861.31(k)(2)(iii) and 861.63(b); In accordance with 861.31(k)(2)(iii), |
assume this gyrocopter is” . . . operaing an aircraft under the authority of an experimenta or provisond
arcraft type certificate. . "

If S0, this person dready has the authority to operate the aircraft asfar as having the required pilot
certificate, because you said the person holds a commercid pilot certificate. But additionaly, the person
must comply with the conditions and limitations that are contained on his aircraft's experimental or
provisond arcraft type certificate.

Now, if the person seeks to add a rotorcraft-gyroplane rating onto his pilot certificate, the rule that
applies here is 861.63(b).
{q&a-159}
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QUESTION 1. Ref. 861.63(b)(1) and 861.129(c)(2)(i); Situation isan gpplicant holdsa
commercid pilot certificate with an airplane sngle land rating. The applicant is now seeking to add a
helicopter rating onto his commercid pilot certificate. Does the applicant have to show 35 hours of PIC
time in helicopters as per §61.129(c)(2)(i)?

ANSWER 1: Ref. 861.129(c)(2)(i); Yes, the applicant must show 35 hours of PIC timein
helicoptersto be digible for a helicopter rating a the commercid pilot levd.

861.129(c)(2)(i) states:

(c) For ahdlicopter rating. Except as provided in paragraph (i) of this section, a person who applies

for acommercid pilot certificate with arotorcraft category and hdlicopter class rating must log at

least 150 hours of flight time as a pilot that conssts of et least:

(2) 200 hours of pilot-in-command flight time, which includes at |east--

(1) 35 hoursin helicopters, and

861.63(b)(1) states:

(b) Additiond category rating. An applicant who holds a pilot certificate and appliesto add a

category rating to that pilot certificate:

(1) Must have received the required training and possess the aer onautical experience
prescribed by thispart that appliesto the pilot certificate for the air craft category and,
if applicable, classrating sought;

{g& a-146}

QUESTION 1. The Stuation is our organization has a DC-3 that is instrument flight capable.
However, we have customers who want to use our airplane to get a DC-3 typerating, but they only
want aVFR limited typerating. Isthis possible?

ANSWER 1: Reference §861.63(h). No, if theaircraft is*. . . cgpable of the instrument
maneuvers and procedures required by the appropriate requirements contained in § 61.157 of this part .

Now, if the aircraft isNOT cgpable of performing the instrument maneuvers and procedures
required by the appropriate requirements contained in 8 61.157 of this part then the gpplicant may
obtain atype rating limited to VFR.

Per 861.63(h) it states, in pertinent part,

“(h) Aircraft not capable of instrument maneuvers and procedures. An gpplicant for atype
rating who provides an aircraft not capable of the instrument maneuvers and procedures required by the
appropriate requirements contained in 8§ 61.157 of this part for the practical test may--

(1) Obtain atype raing limited to "VFR only"; and”

QUESTION 2: Smilar stuaion but dightly different. The Stuation is our organization hasa DC-
3that isNOT instrument capable because the airplane' s dip-skid indicator and gyroscopic pitch and
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bank indicator (artificid horizon) isinoperdtive. But the aircraft’ s type certificate does permit instrument
flight. May the airplane be used to get a DC-3 type rating limited to VFR?

ANSWER 2: Reference §861.63(h). Yes, In thisSituation, the gpplicant could take the
practica test and receive a DC-3 type rating with aVFR limitation.

{q&a105}

QUESTION: The stuation is an applicant holds a Commercid Pilot Certificate with an

arplane sngle enginerating. The gpplicant is now applying for arotorcraft-helicopter rating, but only &
the private pilot certificate level. Does the gpplicant have to take the Private Pilot-Rotorcraft Helicopter
knowledge test snce heis only going for a helicopter rating at the private pilot certificate level?

ANSWER: No; But we agree we should have worded 861.63(b)(5) better. We should
have put the words“. . .or lower” at the end of 861.63(b)(5).

Per 861.63(b)(5), it sates: “Need not take an additional knowledge test, provided the gpplicant holds
an arplane, rotorcraft, powered-lift, or airship rating at that pilot certificate level.”
{q&a99}

QUESTION 10: 861.63 does not require an gpplicant for an additiona rating to be able to "read,
speak, write, and understand the English language.” Which means a person who cannot read, speek,
write, and understand the English language could obtain additiond ratings on their existing certificate.

ANSWER 10: We agree that we should have put that requirement in the 861.63. However,
common sense would say that a person who cannot continue to read, speak, write, and understand the
English language does not meet the origind certification requirements for ther certificate and thus would
no longer qudify for the pilot certificate.

{g& a-30}

QUESTION: Does an gpplicant for an added class rating have to meet the cross-country
requirements
efc., in 61.129(b)?

ANSWER: Review 861.63(c)(4) which Sates:

(4) Need not meet the specified training time requirements prescribed by this part that apply to
the pilot certificate for the aircraft class rating sought unless the person holds a lighter-than-air category
rating with abaloon cdlassrating and is seeking an arship classrating; and

For example, let’ s take aholder of acommercid pilot certificate with an airplane single engine class
rating and that applicant seeks to add an airplane multiengine class rating. Therefore, “smply put” the
student is given training on the areas of operation of 861.127(b)(2) and given an endorsement and then
goes before an examiner. So, “smply put” and as the rule states, the gpplicant “Need not meet the
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specified training time requirements prescribed by this part that gpply to the pilot certificate for the
arcraft classrating sought . . ”
So, for example the applicant does not even have to look at 861.129 nor does the examiner haveto
look at 861.129 nor does the FSDO even haveto look at 861.129 nor does AFS-700 have to ook at

{q&a-49}

QUESTION 2: RE: 61.63(c)(4) -- Does "need not meet the specified training time
requirements’ mean the only that portion of the experience requirements involving dud ingtruction?

Must an gpplicant for an  additiona class rating aso meet the provisions of 61.109(a)(5) or (b)(5), or
61.129(a)(4) or (b)(4), regardless? For instance, if | hold a COM'L AMEL only (many military pilots
do) and apply foraCOM'L ~ ASEL, must | comply with the single engine solo provisons of
61.129(a)(4)? Must | take asolo 300 NM X/Cinasingle?

ANSWER 2: [861.63(c)(4) says "Need not meet the specified training time requirements
prescribed by this part that apply to the pilot certificate for the aircraft class rating sought; and”
Otherwise, the  ingructor trains the gpplicant to pass the practica test. So no the applicant does not
have meet the provisions of §861.109(a)(5), or (b)(5), or 61.129(a)(4) or (b)(4), etc., tc., etc
{0&a-8}

QUESTION: They operate BV-107s and BV-234sin externd load operationsonly. Jm s
adso apilot examiner.

He was questioning 61.63(d)(1) that requires an applicant hold or concurrently obtain an instrument
rating thet is gppropriate to the aircraft category, class or type rating sought; and (5) that a'VFR only'
restriction be gpplied only to those aircraft incgpable of IFR flight, due to their type certificate
redtrictions.

Their gpplicants dready hold commercid-rotorcraft and instrument-rotorcraft ratings.

He told me that his company could not afford to equip these helicopters for IFR flight @ $200K each,
nor to train their pilotsfor IFR flight @ $100K each. | told him that it looked like that the type rating
gpplied to the arcraft itsdlf, not to the specific operation it was being used in.

He asked why 61.64 was deleted, which gave them more leeway. Looked in the preamble, but
couldnt find anything on this.

He sad they had pilots currently in training, and needed to know answers. | told him that aquick
answer was probably not going to be forthcoming and gave him some options, namely; to contact HAI
to seeif this subject has surfaced there; applying for an exemption to the reg. on their own or through
HAI; petitioning for areg. change. | promised him | would send you a note with his questions and
concerns. He may contact you, and | wouldn't be surprised if he went higher.
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| don't know if there are other BV-1075/BV-234s in the country that are equipped for IFR flight, and if
90, if the owners/'operators would dlow training in them for Columbia. I'm sure that Columbiawould not
accept the idea of outside training, due to the cost involved and the way they operate their helicopters,
grictly for externa-load operations. Therefore, Columbialis very task-specific oriented and doesn't
seem to understand the larger scope of regulatory language.

I'd gppreciate any help you can give me on this. Of course, they're looking for relief, and, at first glance,
it looks like to me that the only way they'll be able to do this would be by the exemption process.

One morething, | persondly have a question regarding the language in 61.63(d)(1). What was meant
by "an instrument rating that is appropriate to the aircraft category, class, or type rating sought? Because
type rating checks are now given to ATP practica test standards? | guess what's confusing meis tht,
according to 61.65, there is no breakdown in instrument ratings beyond categories.

ANSWER: In answer to your question, Columbia Helicopter's BV-107 and BV-234 are
VFR only arcraft. They only need to accomplish aVFR only typerating practica test. The new
§861.63(d)(5) would apply in this Stuation. And if the gpplicant is seeking aBV-107 or BV-234 type
rating a the ATP level then 861.157(b)(3) would gpply. They only need to accomplish aVFR only
typerating practical test in either case.

A review of the old 861.64 [specificaly old 861.64(d)(2)], we don't see any difference on what it
provided vs. what the new 861.63(d) provides. Do you?

Mary, in answer to your questioning the wording of the new 861.63(d)(1), whenever you see the word
"appropriate’ it isthere for apurpose. And in your own statement you stated "thereis no breakdown in
instrument ratings beyond categories.” We agree and the rule agrees, that is why we inserted the word
"gppropriate’ in 861.63(d)(1). So, sometimes an instrument rating that is "appropriate’ to the aircraft
category is appropriate and sometimesit is not. An sometimes an insrument rating that is " gppropriate”
to the arcraft classis NOT agppropriate and sometimesit is (i.e., an insrument-helicopter rating is an
instrument rating associated to the aircraft class).

{g&a-20}

QUESTION 3 Given an gpplicant that holds a Commercid - rotorcraft, helicopter with Private
- Airplane, SEL. The gpplicant wishesto obtain Commercid inthe ASEL.

Dose 61.63(b) apply? Then for 61.63(b)(1) we go to 61.129(a) for such thingsas. 50 hours
inarplanes, 10 hours x/c in airplanes, 5 hours ingdrument training in airplanes, etc?

ANSWER 3: YES, 61.63(b) does apply, and YES the category requirements of 61.129

apply.
{q& a-60}

QUESTION 11:  Conceding the lack of any statement of requirements in 61.63 regarding
RSR& U English requirements, suppose aforeign airman who has acquired a standard US certificate
(per part 61) with no English restriction comes back severd years later from his home country to get an
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additiona class added to his standard certificate, but has obvioudy lost his English capability. Should
the examiner conduct the practical test an issue the additional class as though there was no problem, or
what??

ANSWER 11: NO. Thepilot isnot eligiblefor issuance of a certificateif the English
requirements can not be met.
{g& a-60}

61.65

QUESTION 1. Situation is, | have an gpplicant who holds a Private Pilot Certificate with an
Airplane Single Engine Land and Airplane Multiengine Land ratings. The gpplicant is seeking an
Instrument Airplane rating and the airplane being utilized for the practicd test isa Cessna 310
multiengine airplane. If the gpplicant passes the Instrument Airplane practica test in amultiengine
arplane, does the Ingrument privileges convey over to the Airplane - Single Engine Land rating?

ANSWER 1: Ref. FAA Order 8710.3C, page 11-2, paragraph 13 and 8§ 61.65(a)(8)(i);
Y es, the instrument privileges convey over to the Airplane - Single Engine Land réting.

QUESTION 2: Stuation is, | have an gpplicant who holds a Private Pilot Certificate with an
Airplane Single Engine Land and Airplane Multiengine Land ratings. The applicant is seeking an
Instrument Airplane rating and the airplane being utilized for the practica test isaCessna 172 single
engine arplane. If the gpplicant passes the Instrument Airplane practica test in a single engine airplane,
does the Insrument privileges convey over to the Airplane - Multiengine Land rating?

ANSWER 2: Ref. Instrument Rating PTS, page 6; FAA Order 8710.3C, page 11-2,
paragraph 13; and 8§ 61.65(a)(8)(i) - No, the instrument privileges do not convey over to the Airplane -
Multiengine Land rating. The Airplane - Multiengine Land rating will have the“VFR Only” limitation
atached to it.

QUESTION 3 Situation is | have an applicant who holds a Commercia Pilot Certificate with an
Airplane Sngle Engine Land rating and Private Rilot Privileges Airplane Multiengine Land rating with the
limitation “ The carriage of passengers for hirein airplanes on cross-country flights in excess of 50
nautical miles or a night is prohibited.” The applicant is seeking an Insrument Airplane rating and the
arplane being utilized for the practica test isa Cessna 172 single engine airplane. I the applicant

passes the Instrument Airplane practical test in asingle engine airplane, does the Instrument privileges
convey over to the Airplane - Multiengine Land rating?

ANSWER 3: Ref. Instrument Rating PTS, page 6; FAA Order 8710.3C, page 11-2,
paragraph 13; and 8§ 61.65(a)(8)(i) - No, the instrument privileges do not convey over to the Airplane -
Multiengine Land rating. The Private Rilot Privileges Airplane - Multiengine Land rating will have the
“VFR Only” limitation attached to it.

{q&a373}
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QUESTION 6: An agpplicant holds a Commercid certificate (ASEL) and is now working
towards an Instrument-Airplane rating which requires at least 40 hours of actud or smulated instrument
time as required by 61.65(d)(2).

QUESTION 6a: If the gpplicant has dready obtained some actud or Smulated instrument time
on the areas of operation of covered in 861.65 but did so in the course of obtaining his
Private/Commercid certificate, do those hours count in meeting the requirements of 861.65(d)(2)?

ANSWER 6a: Ref. 861.65(d)(2); | can't give you ayes or no straight answer to your question. It
depends. The flight ingtructor is going to have to review the gpplicant’ s training records and see whether
the training received is equivaent and creditable to the training required by §61.65(c). But again, it has
to have been accomplished after the applicant received his or her Private Pilot Certificate. Because the
training required for the Private Filot applicant by 861.109(a)(3) is not “instrument training.”

QUESTION 6b: Can some of those 40 hours be in smulated or actud ingrument conditions with
anon-CFl safety pilot quaified under 891.109?

ANSWER 6b: Ref. §61.65(d)(2); Yes, some of the 40 hours of aeronautical experience required by
861.65(d)(2) can be performed with safety pilot on board. Per 861.65(d)(2)(i), only 15 hours of the
40 hours of 861.65(d)(2) hasto be given by a CFIl. However, if any of thetraining is performed in a
flight smulator or flight training device, that training must be given by aCFlI [i.e,, 861.65(€)] or given by
an |Gl or AGI [i.e., 861.215(b) or (c)].

{q&a-249}

QUESTION: 861.65(a)(7); | have asituation where an gpplicant who holds a Commercid
Filot Certificate with an Airplane Single Engine Land rating, a Rotorcraft-Helicopter rating, and an
Instrument-Airplane rating. The gpplicant is seeking an Instrument-Helicopter rating. Doesthis
applicant have to take the Instrument-Helicopter knowledge tet?

ANSWER: No, this applicant is not required to take the Instrument-Helicopter knowledge
test. Asper 861.65(3)(7), it states in pertinent part, “. . . however, an gpplicant is not required to take
another knowledge test when that person aready holds an instrument rating;”

Now | know FAA Orders 8700.1 and 8710.3C have not been updated with the new Part 61. But
these revisons are in progress. So as dways, if there isa conflict between a Federd Regulation and a
procedure in an FAA Order, the Federal Regulation ALWAY S wins out.

{q&a227}

QUESTION 1. Ref. 861.65(8)(8)(i)); The Stuation iswe have an gpplicant for an Instrument
Rating-Airplane in a Cessna 337 who holds a Commercid PFilot Certificate with an airplane single engine
and amultiengine land ratings. The person’s pilot certificate reads as follows:

COMMERCIAL PILOT

118



FAQs Part 61 With Chg #11, 04/27/2000
All Q& A’ sfrom #1 through #374
AIRPLANE SINGLE & MULTIENGINE LAND
The carriage of passengersfor hirein airplanes on cross country flights in excess of 50 nautical
miles or a night is prohibited.

The applicant previoudy qudified for an Airplane-Multiengine Rating in a Cessna 310. The gpplicant is
now gpplying for an Instrument Rating-Airplane and intends to use a Cessna 337. Isthis permissible
without having the “Limited to Center Thrugt” statement on the gpplicant’ s pilot certificate?

ANSWER 1: It is permissible for the Cessna 337 to be utilized for the Instrument Rating-
Airplane practica test and no “Limited to Center Thrust” statement will need to be placed on the

The rationae for not requiring the “Limited to Center Thrust” statement is because the gpplicant has
dready demondtrated the Area of Operation VIII Emergency Operations [Commercia Pilot Practica
Test Standards - FAA-S-8081-12A] during the practica for the Airplane Multiengine Rating. And this
practica test isfor an Insrument-Airplane Rating and no place in the Instrument Rating Practical Test
Standards does it require the person to demonstrate loss of directiond control (Vmc) asisthe casein
the Commercia Pilot Practical Test Standards - FAA-S-8081-12A. Therefore, since the applicant
aready demonstrated the capability to pilot a conventional multiengine airplane (Cessna 310)
performing the tasks in the Area of Operation V111 Emergency Operations [Commercid Pilot Practica
Test Standards - FAA-S-8081-12A], further testing of these tasks are not necessary.

Additiona rationdization: Prior to the gpplicant accomplishing the Instrument-Airplane practicd test in
the Cessna 337, that gpplicant satisfactorily completed the Commercia Pilot-AMEL practical testin a
Cessna 310. | REPEAT, THAT APPLICANT COMPLETED THE COMMERCIAL PILOT-
AMEL PRACTICAL TEST IN A CESSNA 310. During that practica test, the applicant
demondtrated satisfactory skillsin Areaof Operation VIII, Emergency Operations.

Task B - Maneuvering with one engine inoperative

Task C - Loss of Directiona Control Demonstration

Task D - Engine Failure During Takeoff before Vmc (Smulated)

Task E - Engine Failure After Lift-Off (Simulated)

Task F - Approach and Landing with an Inoperative Engine (Smulated)

Now during the Instrument-Airplane rating practical test IN THE CESSNA 337, the gpplicant will be
required to perform Area of Operation VII Emergency Operations.

Task B - Engine Falure During Straight-and-Level Fight and Turns (Multiengine)
Can thistask be performed in a Cessna 337 and meet dl the objectives of Task B. The answer is
YESIT CAN. And no place doesit require the applicant to demonstrate Vmc on this task.

Task C - Instrument Approach-One Engine Inoperative (Multiengine)
Can thistask be performed in a Cessna 337 and meet all the objectives of Task C. The answer is
YESIT CAN. And no place doesit require the applicant to demonstrate Vmc on this task.

119



FAQs Part 61 With Chg #11, 04/27/2000
All Q& A’ sfrom #1 through #374

Now for an explanation to the statement in the Instrument Airplane PTS on page viii (i.e, “To obtain an
ingrument rating with multiengine privileges, an applicant must demongirate competency in a multiengine
arplane not limited to center thrust . . . The multiengine airplane that is used to obtain multiengine
privileges must have aVmc speed established by the manufacturer and produce an asymmetrica thrust
configuration with the loss of one or more engines’). This gpplicant has demonstrated competency in a
multiengine airplane that hasa*. . . Vmc speed established by the manufacturer and produce an
asymmetricd thrust configuration with the loss of one or more engines” This gpplicant has previoudy
demongtrated competency in a CESSNA 310 that hasa*. . . Vmc speed established by the
manufacturer . . .” during the Commercia Pilot-AMEL practicd test.

Furthermore, this statement in the Instrument Airplane PTS on page viii isfor an gpplicant who only
holds an Airplane Multiengine Land rating thet is limited to center thrust. Thisisnot the case here. This
goplicant holds the Airplane Multiengine Land without that limited to center thrugt limitation.

Therefore, upon completion of the practicd test for the Instrument-Airplane Rating in the Cessna 337,
the gpplicant’ s pilot certificate would read as follows:

COMMERCIAL PILOT
AIRPLANE SINGLE & MULTIENGINE LAND
INSTRUMENT - AIRPLANE

QUESTION 2: Ref. 861.65(a)(8)(i); The Situation iswe have an gpplicant for an Instrument
Rating-Airplanein a Cessna 337 who holds a Private Pilot Certificate with an Airplane Single Engine
and aMultiengine Land ratings. The person’s pilot certificate reads as follows:

PRIVATE PILOT
AIRPLANE SINGLE & MULTIENGINE LAND

The applicant previoudy qudified for an Airplane-Multiengine Rating in a Cessna 310. The gpplicant is
now gpplying for an Instrument Rating-Airplane and intends to use a Cessna 337. Isthis permissible
without having the “Limited to Center Thrugt” statement on the gpplicant’ s pilot certificate?

ANSWER 2: Yes itis permissble for the Cessna 337 to be utilized for the Instrument Rating-
Airplane practica test and no “Limited to Center Thrust” statement will need to be placed on the

The rationale for not requiring the “Limited to Center Thrust” statement is because the gpplicant has
dready demondtrated the Area of Operation VIII Emergency Operations [Commercid Pilot Practica
Test Standards - FAA-S-8081-12A] during the practica for the Airplane Multiengine Rating. And this
practica test isfor an Insrument-Airplane Rating and no place in the Instrument Rating Practical Test
Standards (FAA-S-8081-4B) does it require the person to demonstrate loss of directiona control
(Vmc) asisthe casein the Commercia Pilot Practical Test Standards - FAA-S-8081-12A. Therefore,
snce the applicant aready demongrated the cgpability to pilot a conventiond multiengine airplane
(Cessna 310) performing the tasks in the Area of Operation V111 Emergency Operations [Commercia
Pilot Practica Test Standards - FAA-S-8081-12A], further testing of these tasks are not necessary.
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During the Instrument-Airplane rating practica test IN THE CESSNA 337, the gpplicant will be
required to perform Area of Operation VII Emergency Operations:

Task B - Engine Falure During Straight-and-Level Fight and Turns (Multiengine)
This task can be performed in a Cessna 337, and since this task does not require the gpplicant to
demongtrate Vmc, al the objectives of Task B can be met.

Task C - Instrument Approach-One Engine Inoperative (Multiengine)
Again, thistask can be performed in a Cessna 337 and meet al the objectives of Task C since this
task does not require the gpplicant to demonstrate Vmc.

Upon completion of the practicd test for the Instrument-Airplane Rating, the applicant’ s pilot certificate
would read as follows.

COMMERCIAL PILOT
AIRPLANE SINGLE & MULTIENGINE LAND
INSTRUMENT - AIRPLANE

There isthe satement in the Instrument Airplane PTS on page viii that “To obtain an insrument reting
with multiengine privileges, an goplicant must demondrate competency in amultiengine airplane not
limited to center thrugt . . . The multiengine arplane that is used to obtain multiengine privileges must
have aVmc speed established by the manufacturer and produce an asymmetrical thrust configuration
with the loss of one or more engines.” This Statement is for an applicant who only holds an airplane
multiengine land rating thet is limited to center thrust. Thisisnot the case here. This applicant holds the
Airplane Multiengine Land rating without thet limited to center thrugt limitation.

{q&a215}

QUESTION: Under ided minima time conditions, is it true that of the 40 hours required in
preparation for an insrument rating, only 15 hours must be with the CFIl and the remaining 25 hours
could be with a buddy non ingtructor acting as safety pilot. One pilot examiner believesthat al 40 hours
must be with a CFII.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.65(d)(2); Per 861.65(d)(2) which states, in pertinent part, An
goplicant “. . . must havelogged . . . A tota of 40 hours of actud or Smulated instrument time on the
areas of operation of this section, toinclude. . . At least 15 hours of instrument flight training from an
authorized ingtructor in the aircraft category for which the insrument reting issought . . . .”

Therefore, you are correct in your understanding that only the “. . . 15 hours of ingrument flight training
...." of 861.65(d)(2)(i) must be with an authorized instructor. The other 25 hours can be with a safety
pilot.
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However, if any of the*. . . 40 hours of actud or smulated instrument time on the areas of operation of
thissection .. .” of §861.65(d)(2) are performed in aflight smulator or flight training device then that
time must aso be received from authorized ingructor (i.e., CFll or an 1GlI).

{0&a197}

QUESTION: Ref. the English language digibility requirementsfor pilot certificates and rating
[i.e., 8861.65(a)(2), 61.83(c), 61.96(b)(2), 61.103(c), 61.123(b), 61.153(b), 61.183(b), and
61.213(a)(2)] requires an gpplicant to “. . . Be able to read, speak, write, and understand the English
language. . . .” Towhat standards must applicants“. . . Be able to read, speak, write, and understand
the English language. . .7" To college levd standards? Must the applicant be able to fully understand
the English language even to the leve of conversation English? As an example, does the applicant need
to be able to understand conversation English to include even “dang terms’ or must the applicant only
berequiredto“. . . Be able to read, speak, write, and understand the English language. . .” asthe kind
of English language phraseology that relate to ATC ingructions or an ATC clearance?

ANSWER: Theintent of the English language digibility rules that require an gpplicant to “. .
. Be able to read, speak, write, and understand the English language. . . .” was only intended to be the
kind of English language that relate to ATC ingtructions, or an ATC clearance, etc. The soon to be
published revison to FAA Order No. 8700.1 where thisissue is discussed, we stated the following:

“D. English Language Requiremertt.

(1) Severd questions have been raised concerning the standards and the testing to
determine whether an gpplicant can read, pesk, write, and understand the English language.
While there are no practica test stlandards established to ascertain the gpplicant’ s English
language ability, the following examples may be used as guiddines in this eva uation:

(& Anexaminer or ingpector may ask the applicant to listen to atape recording of an ATC
clearance or ingructions, then ask the applicant to speak and explain the clearance or ingructions
back to the examiner in the English language.

(b) An gpplicant may be asked to write down in English the meaning of an ATC clearance,
ingtructions, or awesather report, then asked to speak and explain the clearance, ingtructions, or
wesether report back to the examiner in the English language.

(c) Theintent is not to require the applicant to read, speak, write, and understand the English
language at college level sandards. A common sense gpproach should be used in evauating an
gpplicant for this requirement.”

{q&a198}

THISISA REPLACEMENT OF THE PREVIOUS Q& A #118
QUESTION: Reference 861.65(d)(2)(i); Does dl 15 hours have to be performed in the
actud aircraft category or can some of that 15 hours be performed in aflight smulator or flight training
device?

861.65(d)(2)(i) States
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(d) Aeronautica experience. A person who gpplies for an instrument rating must have logged the
fallowing:
(2) A totd of 40 hours of actud or smulated instrument time on the areas of operation of this
section, to include--
(i) At least 15 hours of ingrument flight training from an authorized indructor in the aircraft
category for which the insrument rating is sought;

ANSWER: Ref. §61.65(6), it States:

Use of flight smulators or flight training devices. If the instrument training was provided by an
authorized ingructor in aflight smulator or flight training device--

(1) A maximum of 30 hours may be performed in thet flight Smulator or flight training device if
the training was accomplished in accordance with part 142 of this chapter; or

(2) A maximum of 20 hours may be performed in thet flight Smulator or flight training device if
the training was not accomplished in accordance with part 142 of this chapter.

Therefore, any or dl of the 15 hours of the instrument training may be performed in aflight smulator or
flight training device asis addressed in 861.65(€) and provided the flight smulator/flight training device
has been approved for that task.

However, reference 861.65 (a)(8)(ii), even if the flight smulator or flight training device is approved for
the practical test, the instrument approach procedures are limited to one precision and one nonprecison
gpproach. At least one nonprecision gpproach must be made in the actud aircraft category for which
the instrument rating is sought.

S0, isit possble to expect an gpplicant to be able to pass certain tasks in the actua aircraft after having
never been given 1 minute of training in the actud arcraft? Possible, but NOT PROBABLE! But | do
admit 861.65(e)(1) and (2) provides for 30 hours of instrument training and 20 hours of instrument
training, repectively, to be performed in aflight smulator or flight training device. In further answer to
this quedtion, the amount of instrument training that can be performed in aflight smulator or flight training
deviceis predicated FIRST on the tasks the flight smulator/flight training device have been approved for
and then SECOND the ingtructor’ s determination, or if an gpproved course of training isinvolved then
the amount and kinds of instrument training that has been approved in that flight smulaor/flight training
device.

{g&a118}

QUESTION: Reference: FAR 61.65 (d), the Practical Test Standards (FAA-S-8081-4B)
and the October AFS-600 DESIGNEE UPDATE considered.

Can an gpplicant going for aninitia instrument rating use a VOR as one of the non-precison

approaches and then use aVOR/DME or TACAN WITH AN ARC as the second non-precision
approach.
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It seems that one could do that based on the following reasoning: Werequirean ILS. "That isa given.”
However, we then say that an applicant can use alocaizer as one of the non-precision approaches.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.65(8)(8); An applicant for an instrument rating (i.e., Instrument-
Airplane rating for example), the Instrument Rating PTS, FAA-S-8081-4B, Area of Operation VI
"Instrument Approach Procedures’ requires an gpplicant to be tested on 3 different kinds of approaches
congsting of one precision gpproach and two non-precision gpproaches. Therefore, the precision
gpproach hasto be an ILS navigation system. We don't want an examiner to use a Radar PAR
approach at an Air Force base.

The two non-precision gpproaches you pick from the following kinds of instrument gpproaches using
DIFFERENT KINDS of navigation systems.

1. NDB
2. LDA
3. VOR
4. GPS
5. SDF
6. LOC

As an example, it means the examiner picks an NBB approach and LDA approach. Or, the examiner
can pick a GPS approach and a V OR approach. Or, the examiner can pick a SDF approach and a
LOC approach. Or, the examiner can pick a VOR approach and aLOC

approach. ETC.

{g& a-160}

QUESTION 1. Re: 61.65(d)(2)(i) can a CFl-Hédlicopter (not instrument rated) give any of the
fifteen hours required by this section?

ANSWER 1: Ref. 861.195(c); NO. It hasto be given by aflight instructor who holds flight
indructor hdlicopter and instrument-helicopter on their flight instructor certificate.

QUESTION 2: Re: 61.65(d)(2)(iv) if | read this section correctly, the flight must be conducted
under IFR conditions etc. filed IFR flight plan, not necessary in IFR conditions.

ANSWER 2: Ref. 861.65(d)(2)(iv); RIGHT. Itsays"...that ispeformedunder IFR..." IFR
means ingrument flight rules. IFR does not mean instrument meteorologica conditions (IMC).

QUESTION 3: Re: 61.65(d)(2)(iv)(A) Regarding the 100 nautical mile requirement, can that be
aflight out on the airway 50 mile then back?

ANSWER 3: Ref. 861.65(d)(2)(iv)(A) and 861.1(b)(3)(iii); Yes, provided, asin
accordance with 861.1(b)(3)(iii), the flight.
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"That includes a point of landing that was a least a raight line distance of more than 25 nautica
miles from the origind point of departure.”
{g& a-164}

QUESTION 1. A person is undergoing training for an insrument-helicopter rating. The
helicopter the student will be recaiving training in isa VR certificated Robinson R-22 (e.g., non-IFR
certificated).

1-a. Doesthe helicopter have to be IFR certified in accordance with Appendix B of Part 27?

ANSWER 1-a: No; Section 61.65 does not require the helicopter to be IFR certificated.
However, a VFR certificated helicopter shall not operate under IFR in flight conditions that
arelessthan VM C without the helicopter meeting the certification requirements of Appendix
B of Part 27 and §91.205(d). Y ou can not operate aVFR certificated Robinson R-22 (e.g., non-1IFR
certificated) in flight conditions that are less than VMC nor may you accept an IFR clearance into flight
conditions that are lessthan VMC. Otherwise, the aircraft dways hasto bein apostionto bein VMC
conditions and remain in VMC conditions.

Additionally, FAA Order 8700.1 (page 8-2, para 17) states:

“17. USE OF AIRCRAFT NOT APPROVED FOR IFR OPERATIONSUNDER ITSTYPE
CERTIFICATE FOR INSTRUMENT TRAINING AND/OR AIRMAN CERTIFICATION
TESTING. Thefollowing paragraphs are intended to clarify the use of an aircraft not approved for
IFR operations under its type certificate for instrument flight training and/or airman certification
teging.

A.IFR Training in Visud Meteorologica Conditions (VMC). Instrument flight training may be
conducted during VMC in any aircraft that meets the equipment requirements of 8891.109,
91.205, and, for an airplane operated in controlled airspace under the IFR system, 8891.411 and
91.413. An aircraft may be operated on an IFR flight plan under IFR in VMC, provided the pilot
in command (PIC) is properly certificated to operate the aircraft under IFR. However, if the
arcraft is not approved for IFR operations under its type certificate, or if the appropriate
ingruments and equipment are not installed or are not operative, operations in instrument
meteorologica conditions (IMC) are prohibited. The PIC of such an aircraft must cancd the IFR
flight plan in use and avoid flight into IMC.

B. Type Certificate Data. Appropriate type certificate data will indicate whether the aircraft meets
the requirements for IFR operations.

(1) Section 91.9(a) prohibits aircraft operations without compliance with the operating limitations
for that aircraft prescribed by the certificating authority.

(2) Section 91.9(b) prohibits operation of a U.S. registered aircraft requiring an airplane an
arplane or rotorcraft flight manual unlessit has on board a current and approved airplane or
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rotorcraft flight manua or approved manua materid, markings, and placards containing each
operating limitation prescribed for that aircraft.”

QUESTION 1-b: Does this Robinson R-22 hdlicopter’ s flight and navigation instruments
have to be IFR certified in accordance with Appendix B of Part 27?

ANSWER 1-b: No; Section 61.65 does not require the helicopter’ s flight and
navigation instruments to be IFR certificated. However, VFR certificated helicopters shall not operate
under IFR in flight conditions that are less than VM C without meeting the certification requirements of
Appendix B of Part 27 and §91.205(d).

QUESTION 1-c: Can the aeronautical experience required by 861.65(d) be performed in
this VFR certificated Robinson R-22 (e.g., non-IFR certificated)?

ANSWER 1-c: Yes, Per 861.65(d).

QUESTION 1-d: Can the training required by Appendix C of Part 141be performed in a

VIR cetificated Robinson R-22 (e.g., non-1FR certificated)?

ANSWER 1-d: Yes, 8§141.39(e) and additionally §91.205(d) applies. Section
141.39(e) does not prevent the use of aVFR certificated Robinson R-22 from being used for
performing the training requirements of Appendix C of Part 141.

QUESTION 1-e Can the practica test for the Instrument-Helicopter rating be performed
inaVFR certificated Robinson R-22 (e.g., non-IFR certificated)?

ANSWER 1l-e Y es; Section 61.45(b) and (d) and additionally §91.205(d) applies.
Section 61.45(b) and (d) does not prevent the use of aVFR certificated Robinson R-22 for being used
for performing the practicad test for an Instrument-Helicopter reting.

QUESTION 1-f: Can a hand-held GPS receiver or portable VOR recelver be used
during the instrument training or for the practicd test for the Instrument-Helicopter rating? Can a
portable VOR be Vécroed to the instrument panel ?

ANSWER 1-f: Section 61.45(b) and (d) apply and additionaly 891.205(d) applies.
However, snce you have to file an IFR flight plan to meet the instrument agronautical experience
requirements [e.g., 8861.65(d)(2)(iv)] 8891.171, 91.411, and 91.413 will also apply. Otherwise, for
the aircraft to be operated under IFR the aircraft’s --

- VOR hasto have been inspected or operationally checked; [e.g. §91.171]

- Static pressure system, each dtimeter instrument, and each automatic pressure atitude
reporting system has to have been tested and inspected; [e.g. §91.411] and

- ATC transponder has to have been tested and inspected. [e.g. §91.413]
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Additiondly, FAA Order 8700.1 [page 222-7, paragraph 13.D. states, in pertinent part:

“. .. Portable GPS units which are attached by Vel cro tape or hard yoke mount that require an
antenna (internally or externally mounted) are considered to be portable eectronic devices and
are subject to the provisons of §91.21. All portable GPS equipment attached to the aircraft by a
mounting device must be ingaled in an gpproved manner and in accordance with 14 CFR Part
43..

Section 61.45(b) and (d) does not prevent the use of a hand-held GPS receiver for being used during
the practicd test for an Instrument-Helicopter rating. But you cannot operate the aircraft in flight
conditions that are less than VMC nor may you accept an IFR clearance into flight conditions that are
lessthan VMC. Otherwise, the aircraft dways hasto bein apostion to bein VMC conditions and
remain in VMC conditions.

Now from a practica use of these hand-held GPS receivers, it is not possible to use them for executing
GPS approaches. Because the hand-held GPS receivers on the market today, none are pre-
programmed with GPS approaches. So a hand-held GPS receiver cannot be used for executing a GPS
gpproach [891.175(a)]. Now | redize the GPS radio manufacturing industry are constantly making
improvements to these hand-held GPS receivers, and maybe someday hand-held GPS receivers will
contain GPS approaches. But to date, there are no hand-held GPS receivers that are pre-programmed
with GPS approaches that meet TSO C-129 (or its equivaent ingtallation requirements) equipment
approvd for IFR use.

So the answer is no, you cannot use a hand-held GPS receiver to execute a GPS approach under IFR
in flight conditions that are lessthan VMC.

And the answer is no, you cannot use a portable VOR receiver to execute a non-precision gpproach
under IFR in flight conditions that are lessthan VMC.

But the answer is yes, ahand-held GPS receiver can be used for navigation under IFR in VMC flight
conditions if the equipment is capable of dlowing the pilot to comply with the ATC clearance.

And the answer is yes, aportable VOR receiver can be used for executing a non-precision approach
under IFR in VMC flight conditions.

And the answer is dso yes, a portable VOR can be Ve croed to the instrument pand.

QUESTION 1-g: What are the minimum flight insruments required to be operationd and
onboard the helicopter to receive instrument training in this non-1FR certificated Robinson R-227?

ANSWER 1-g: Per 891.205(d); In addition, to the instruments and equipment of
§91.205(b), the instruments and equipment listed in §91.205(d)(2) through (9), as appropriate.
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QUESTION 2: Ref. 861.129(c)(3)(i); A person is undergoing training for a helicopter
additiond rating at the Commercid Filot Certificate level. The helicopter the person will be receiving
traning inisanon-1IFR certificated Robinson R-22.

a. Wha are the minimum flight instruments and equipment requirements for this Robinson R-22 that
are used for the instrument training for the add on helicopter rating at the commercid pilot certificate that
is addressed in 861.129(c)(3)(i)?

ANSWER 2-a Ref. §91.205(b); For daytime instrument training, the aircraft’s minimum
flight instruments and equipment requirements may be as a Smple as the insruments requirements of
§91.205(b) with a portable communication receiver, and a portable VOR navigation receiver or some
other kind of navigation receiver in the arcraft. Asan example, if the training was given in a hdicopter,
the instrument equipment requirements may be asaminimum: an airgpeed indicator, atimeter, magnetic
compass, a portable communication receiver, and a portable navigation receiver.

QUESTION 2-b: If the training is being given in a helicopter, does the training have to be
given by aflight ingtructor who holds ainstrument helicopter rating on their flight ingtructor certificate?

ANSWER 2-b: Ref. 861.195(c); Yes, it hasto be given by aflight instructor who holds
ainstrument helicopter rating on their flight ingtructor certificate.

QUESTION 2-c: If the instrument training required by 861.129(c)(3)(i) is given by aflight
indructor who holds ainstrument helicopter rating on their flight instructor certificate, can that time dso
be used to count toward the aeronautical experience of 861.65(d)?

ANSWER 2-c: Ref. §861.129(c)(3)(i) and 61.65(d); Yes, the time aso be used to
count toward the aeronautical experience of §61.65(d).

And in condusion if you remember nothing from what you have just reed in this Q& A answer,
ALWAYS REMEMBER THISEARLIER STATEMENT: “However, a VFR certificated
helicopter shall not operate under IFR in flight conditionsthat are lessthan VM C without the
helicopter meeting the certification requirements of Appendix B of Part 27 and §91.205(d).”

These answers have been reviewed and gpproved by William H. Wallace, AFS-804, National
Resource Specidist, Rotorcraft Operations); Robert M. Barton, Manager-AFS-820, Operation
Branch; and James Riddle, Manager-AFS-840, Certification Branch from the Generd Aviation and
Commercid Divison, Washington, DC; Bob Kopecky, AFS-600; and Jm Carlson, Ddlas FSDO No.
5.

{g&a170}

QUESTION 1. Does the long instrument cross country still require the three required
approaches to be conducted at three different airports? Or, can they dl be done at one airport aslong
as the specified distance is covered and three different kinds of approaches are made with the use of
navigation sysems?
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ANSWER 1: Reference §61.65(d)(2)(iii)(B) and (C), it states

(iit) For an ingrument--airplane rating, instrument training on crass-country flight procedures specific to
arplanesthat includes a least one cross-country flight in an arplane that is performed under IFR, and
consists of --

(A) A distance of at least 250 nautical miles dong airways or ATC-directed routing;

(B) Aningrument approach at each airport; and

(C) Three different kinds of gpproaches with the use of navigation systems,

NO, the gpproaches do not have to be done at THREE different airports. “However, AT LEAST
TWO arports must beinvolved, one of which isapoint of landing more than 50 NM from the origind
point of departure (see g& a47 under answersfor 61.65).” ) Judt likeit says*. . . A distance of at
least 250 nautica miles dong airways or ATC-directed routing. . .” 'Y ou could do one approach and a
landing at an airport 125 NM away from the origind point of departure and on the return do 2
approaches at the departure airport. Just make sureyou do “. . . Three different kinds of
approaches with the use of navigation systems. . .” and an instrument approach at EACH airport.
{g&a112}

QUESTION: Reference 861.65(d)(2)(i): Doesdl 15 hours have to be performed in the
actud aircraft category or can some of that 15 hours be performed in aflight smulator or flight training
device?

ANSWER: All of the 15 hours must be accomplished in the actua arcraft category. The
portion that may be performed in aflight smulator or flight training device is addressed in 861.65(€).
But 861.65(¢) only permits use of aflight smulator or flight training devicefor the®. .. 40 hours. . .”

{q&a118}

QUESTION 2: Second question is: can you provide the definitive ruling on how many and
which type of approaches can be used during an Instrument Rating Practica Test. What is the source?

ANSWER 2: Reference 861.65(a)(8). 861.65(a)(8) refers to the practical test and then you
go to the Instrument Rating PTS and it requires two non-precision gpproaches and one precison
approach.

It is my understanding thet the Indrument Rating PTS is undergoing revison to darify thisissue.

(NOTE: An expanded discussion of what will appear in the PTS may be found on the first page of the
DESIGNEE UPDATE, Vol. 9, No.4, dated October 1997.)

{q&a97}

QUESTION 1. Do landings have to be made a each airport on the cross country flight
required by 861.65(d)(2)(iii) for the instrument rating-airplane aeronautical experience?
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ANSWER 1: Not at dl of the airports, but at least one landing must be made at one of the
arports, as required by 861.1(b)(3)(ii) [and specificaly subparagraph (B)] which states

(if) For the purpose of meeting the aeronautica experience requirements (except with arotorcraft
rating) for a private pilot certificate, commercia pilot certificate, or an instrument rating, or for the
purpose of exercising recreationa pilot privileges (except in arotorcraft) under 861.101(c), time
acquired during aflight-

(A) Conducted in an gppropriate aircraft;

(B) That indludes a point of landing that was at least a straight-line distance of morethan
50 nautical milesfrom the original point of departure;

(©) That involves the use of dead reckoning, pilotage, €ectronic navigation aids, radio aids, or
other navigation systems to navigate to the landing point.

861.65(d)(2)(iii) states:

(i) For aningrument — arplane raing, instrument training on cross-country flight procedures
specific to arplanes that includes at least one cross-country flight in an airplane that is performed under
IFR, and consists of —

(A) A distanceof at least 250 nautical miles along airwaysor ATC-directed routing;

(B) Aninstrument approach at each airport; and

(C) Three different kinds of approaches with the use of navigation systems,

So in answer to your specific question, aslong asthe tota distance of your suggested cross country was
“A distance of at least 250 nautica miles dong airways or ATC-directed routing;” as provided for in
861.65(d)(2)(iii)(A), then yes your scenario is correct and it would meet the requirements of the rule.

{q&a47}

QUESTION 6: In the existing 861.71(3), it Sates. “. . . However, if he gpplies for aflight test
for an indrument rating he must hold acommercid pilot certificate, or hold a private pilot certificate and
meet the requirements of 8861.65(€)(1) and 61.123 (except paragraphs (d) and (€) thereof).” And
861.65(e)(1) states. “A totd of 125 hours of pilot flight time, of which 50 hours are as pilot in
command in cross country flight in a powered aircraft with other than a student pilot certificate. Each
cross country flight must have alanding at a point more than 50 nautica miles from the origind departure
point.” Inthe new 861.71, the language referring to §8861.65(e)(1) and 61.123 has been dropped.
Does that mean if | have a student that graduates from my Part 141 instrument rating course, he no
longer (after August 4, 1997) has to meet the “50 hours are as pilot in command in cross country flight
in apowered aircraft” of 861.65(e)(1) and paragraphs (a), (b), (c), and (f) of 861.123?

ANSWER 6: A Part 141 graduate will no longer be required to meet the “50 hours are as
pilot in command in cross country flight in a powered aircraft” of §61.65(€)(1) and paragraphs (a), (b),
(c), and () of 861.123. The deleting of that provison was intentiona, because we who drafted the rule
believe our Part 141 school give such quality of training that a person who graduates from a Part 141
school provides an equivdent leve of safety. And we don't have to file a difference with ICAO
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because our country is the only country that has Part 141 gpproved schools and we have never filed
differences when it relates to Part 141.
{g&a31}

QUESTION 7: FAR 61.65 (8)(8)(ii) states"_If an gpproved flight training deviceis used for the
practica test, the ingrument gpproach procedures conducted in that flight training device are limited to
one precison and one non precision gpproach, provided the flight training device is approved for the
procedure performed.” The preamble satesinpat " Thefind rule dso limits the procedures which
may be performed in an gpproved flight training device to one precison and one nonprecision approach
provided the flight training device is gpproved " | understand thisto say thet at least one gpproach must
be flown in the airplane. Isthis correct?

ANSWER 7: You're correct. At least one gpproach must be flown in the aircraft.
{q&a74}

QUESTION 6: Definition of “origind point of departure’.

A. How should the “origind point of departure’ be managed to meet 61.65(d)(iii)(B) “an
instrument approach at each airport” if the home base is an airport that does not have an instrument
approach?

B. Isthe“origind point of departure’ subject to change if there is an overnight, extended stay, or
the aircraft is | eft for repair and the pilot returns later to continue the cross-country or bring it home?
Does*origind point of departure’ change with anew day?

ANSWER  6A: Thedigance of thereturn leg to the origind point of departure (“home base")
from the last airport where an approach was made shall not be used to meet the 250 NM requirement
since an gpproach cannot be made at the original point of departure arport.

ANSWER  6B: The“origind point of departure’ does not change with anew day or dlay.
{q& a-60}

QUESTION 17: A person comesinwith aknowledge test report for instrument-airplane. This
dud rated person origindly intended to take the instrument practica in an airplane, but later decided to
take it in helicopter ingtead. Can the IRA test be used in place of the IRH test?

ANSWER 17: NO. Thesetests are not interchangeable.

{q& a-60}

61.69

QUESTION 1. Who would qudify as the "authorized ingtructor” in 861.69(a)(3)?
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ANSWER 1 Per 861.69(a)(3) which states, "Has a logbook endorsement from an authorized
indructor who certifies that the person has received ground and flight training in gliders and is proficient
in”. The pertinent definition of an "authorized ingtructor” as per 61.1(b)(2)(ii), which states" A person
who holds a current flight ingtructor certificate issued under part 61 of this chapter when conducting
ground training or flight training in accordance with the privileges and limitations of his or her flight
indructor certificate; or"

Therefore, the "authorized ingtructor” in this case would be required to hold avaid and current flight
indructor certificate with aglider rating on that flight indructor certificate. And thisflight instructor
would aso have to be appropriatdly qudified in accordance with 861.69(a). Otherwise, this flight
ingtructor would aso have to be qudified to tow gliders|i.e., as required by §61.69(c)].

QUESTION 2: Does the towplane pilot have to be rated/proficient in gliders?

ANSWER 2: Reference 861.69(8)(1) and (2); The towplane pilot doesn't even need to be
rated in gliders. As per §61.69(a)(1) and (2), it merely States that:
(&) No person may act as pilot in command for towing a glider unless that person:
(1) Holds at least a private pilot certificate with a category rating for powered aircraft;
(2) Haslogged at least 100 hours of pilot-in-command time in the aircraft category, class, and type,
if required, that the pilot isusing to tow a glider;

Therefore, if the tow plane pilot is using a Cessna 305 to tow aglider, that pilot only needsto hold a
Private Pilot Certificate with an Airplane Single Engine Land rating [i.e., 861.69(a)(1)] and have logged
at least 100 hours of PIC timein asingle engine land airplane [i.e., 861.69(3)(2)].

{g&a253}

QUESTION: Does the endorsement requirement in paragraph 61.69(a)(3) apply to a private
pilot with arplane-single engine land and glider who isgoing to act as "tow-pilot"? It ssemsthis
requirement would be met by virtue of having &t least aprivate glider rating.  Thisis evidence of having
complied with 61.31 (j)(1)(ii) which appears to cover the endorsement required by 61.69(a)(3).

ANSWER: YES. The person must have the endorsement. Ref. section 61.69(a)(3) states.

(&) No person may act as pilot in command for towing a glider unless that person:
(3) Has a logbook endor sement from an authorized instructor who certifies that the person has
received ground and flight training in gliders and is proficient in--
(i) The techniques and procedures essentid to the safe towing of gliders, including airspeed
limitations;
(ii) Emergency procedures,
(iii) Sgnds used; and
(iv) Maximum angles of bank.
{q&a138}
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61.71

QUESTION 1: Ref. 861.71(a); When an applicant completes an approved Part 141 course of
training, does an examiner need to review the times on the “ Airman Certification and/or Rating
Application” (FAA Form 8710-1) to insure the gpplicant’ s aeronautica experience meet Part 141
aeronautica experience requirements, as appropriate?

ANSWER 1. Ref. 861.71(a); Yes, the FAA expects an examiner to review the times on the
“Airman Certification and/or Rating Application” (FAA Form 8710

aeronautica experience meet the appropriate aeronautica experience requirements of Part 141.
However, the aeronautica experience times may not meet the gppropriate minimum aeronautica
experience requirements of Part 141, because the school’ s approved course of training is one that has
been approved in accordance with §141.55(d) or (€).

The rule that most closdly applies to your question is addressed in 861.71(a), which states.

(& A person who graduates from an gpproved training program under part 141 of this chapter is
congdered to have met the applicable aeronautical experience, aeronautical knowledge, and areas of
operation requirements of this part if that person presents the graduation certificate and passes the
required practica test within the 60-day period after the date of graduation.

But as per 861.71(q), if an applicant is a graduate of Part 141 gpproved course of training, that
aoplicant
“...Isconddered to have met the gpplicable aeronautica experience, aeronautical knowledge, and
areas of operation requirements of this part” (e.g., Part 61).

However, during the examiner’ s review of the gpplicant’ s “ Airman Certification and/or Rating

-1), if the examiner found that the times to be less than the required
Part 141 aeronautica experience requirements, then the FAA expects that examiner to at least question
the locd FAA FSDO or the Chief Ingtructor about it. Knowing the way most Part 141 schools
operate, an examiner could question the school’s Chief Instructor and the matter would probably get
resolved right then.

QUESTION 2: Ref. §61.13(a); When an gpplicant has completed a Part 141 training course,
does the time need to be shown in the record of time on the “Airman Certification and/or Rating

-1) and does the examiner need to verify thistime or make sure some
minimum requirements have been met?

ANSWER 2: Yes, pilot time must be shown in the gppropriate blocks on the “ Airman
Certification and/or Rating Application” (FAA Form 8710-1).

Yes, the FAA expects the examiner to review the applicant’ s “ Airman Certification and/or Rating
-1) to determine that the time shown on the application accurately
reflects the experience logged in training records or logbook.
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The FAA expects an examiner to review each gpplicant’s “Airman Certification and/or Rating

-1) to determine that the times shown on the gpplication meet the
minimum requirements of Part 141. However, if the times do not meet the minimum aeronautica
experience requirements, then the examiner should at least inquire why the applicant’ s times do not meet
the requirements. It may be the school’ s approved course of training is one that has been gpproved in
accordance with 8141.55(d) or (¢). But asmple conversation with the Chief Flight Ingtructor or with
the loca FSDO should answer that question.
{g&a231}

QUESTION 2: | test gpplicants who have graduated from part 141 schools. §61.71 states that
if an applicant presents a graduation certificate the applicant is considered to have met the applicable
aeronautical experience, aeronautical knowledge and area of operation requirements of Part 61.

Does this mean that the applicant does not have to show me logged ground and flight training required
under part 61 and that the graduation certificate will stand by itsedf. Am | required to examine the
141syllabus to insure that the minimum logged training under part 61 was accomplished.

ANSWER 2: Ref. 861.71(a) and 8141.95; No, you do not have to examine the school’s
gyllabus.

If aperson holds a graduation certificate from an approved training program under part 141 of this
chapter then that person is considered to have met the gpplicable aeronautica experience, aeronautical
knowledge, and areas of operation requirements of this part if that person presents the graduation
certificate and passes the required practica test within the 60-day period after the date of graduation.

S0 as an examiner, you do not have to examine the school’ s syllabus. That isthe FAA’s respongbility
when we review the TCO during the approva process. Additiondly, the FAA reviewsthe school’s
records and students' records throughout the year at periodic times to ensure compliance with the
appropriate rules of Part 141 [i.e., FAA Order 8700.1, Chapter 141 and §141.101, 8141.77(a)(1),
§141.95, etc.]. Inaddition, the school’s Chief Ingtructor or Assistant Chief Instructor will have also
reviewed the student’ s gpplication, training records, and graduation certificates before that applicant
appears for the practical test.

But the examiner certainly hasthe right and SHOUL D review the gpplicant’ s training records and
logbook to ensure the gpplicant completed the course requirements and that the school has completed
the necessary paperwork and endorsements on the applicant [i.e., 8141.95]. But you the examiner,
your main emphasis should be on reviewing the student’ s gpplication, logbook, and conducting the
practical test. Leave the detail review of the school records and student training records to the FAA
and to the school’s Chief Ingtructor.

{q& a-206}

134



FAQs Part 61 With Chg #11, 04/27/2000
All Q& A’ sfrom #1 through #374
QUESTION 1: FAR 61.65 (d)(1) requires a person who gpplies for an instrument rating to
have logged at least 50 hour of PIC cross country. FAR 141, Appendix C does not have this
requirement. Isthis correct?

ANSWER 1: Reference 861.71(a): 861.71(a) wasrevised in the new Part 61 to delete that
requirement. Yes, it wasintentiond.

{0&a117}

QUESTION 5: Reference 861.71(b)(1); Doesthis Part 121 proficiency check haveto be a

PIC proficiency check? Does the check have to be given by an FAA Inspector or an FAA DPE?

ANSWER 5: As per 861.71(b)(1), “ Satisfactorily accomplished an approved training
program and the pilot-in-command proficiency check for that airplane type, in accordance with the
pilot-in-command requirements under subparts N and O of part 121 of this chapter; and”

and

As per 861.157(f), in pertinent part, “. . . Any check must be evaluated by a designated examiner or
FAA Inspector.”
{q& a-89}

61.73

QUESTION: Please advise how we may standardize the issuance of a pilot certificate based
upon military competency in accordance with 14 CFR 861.73 and FAA Order 8700.1. Some FSDO's
within the region are issuing FAA pilot certificates to new graduates of the U.S. Army hdlicopter flight
training program. However, we believe this to be contrary to both part 61 and 8700.1 requirements.

These aviators cannot show that they possess the requirements of FAR 61.73 or FAA Order 8700.1
with their military documentation. They are being told by persons conducting written test preparation
courses that they may present their written test results at any FSDO for immediate issue of a FAA pilot
certificate. These aviators are not being told that they are required to possess the following pilot
experience per FAA Order 8700.1, Chapter 28, Paragraph 5C:

Many years ago, the U.S. Army ceased providing solo flight time within their curriculum. Present day
graduates have never been required to demongtrate single pilot proficiency . They have not been
required to perform single pilot cockpit resource management, which would include those criticd skills
necessary to perform navigation and communications during cross country flights.

In the padt, the student pilot flight time accrued during flight training was converted to PIC upon
graduation. Thisisno longer the case. The present U.S. Army duty station designators are now "PC"
for pilot-in-command or "PI" for co-pilot or other pilot duties. The student pilot flight time accrued
during flight training is now being converted to "P1". All present day Army helicopters are misson
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equipped with two pilot crews. Aviators who are not on written orders assgning them as a pilot-in-
command continueto log "PI" and MAY NOT log "PC". Evenif we recognize the"Pl" appointment as
equivaent to a PIC designation, the applicant still DOES NOT POSSESS any experience that can be
considered PIC.

Since these aviators do not possess any flight time as the sole occupant of an aircraft within their course
of training, or have any documented military flight time as"PC", it is our opinion that they are not
qualified to seek an FAA pilot certificate based upon the requirements outlined for military competence.
These aviators should be required to wait until they have taken and passed a military evauation leading
to theissuance of PIC designation. We have not been issuing pilot certificates unless military pilot-in-
command flight time is properly documented.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.73(d)(1); These U.S. Army aviators should be issued their
Commercid Pilot Certificate with a Rotorcraft-Helicopter and Instrument-Helicopter ratings, provided
they present a completed DA Form 4507 (or whatever the current checkride recording form may be)
and acopy of aprintout of their Crewmember Training Record, DA Form 7122R or DA Form 759 (or
whatever the current flight time recording form may be). The record must show that the aviator
completed “. . . An officid U.S. military pilot check and instrument proficiency check . . . during the

12 cdendar months before the month of gpplication.”

The policy that was given on asmilar question in answering Q& A 351. In essence, that military
aviaors(i.e, U.S. Army aviators) must have their military 1Ps complete the current or gppropriate
checkride form for recording completion of the checkride and make sure the box “PC” and
“Instrument” is checked and the aircraft make and mode isidentified. Then provide thisform dong
with a copy of a printout of their crewmember training record to the FAA that shows the pilot has
completed “. . . An officid U.S. military pilot check and instrument proficiency check . . . during the
12 cdendar months before the month of application . . . ."

None of the military units had a problem with this practice. It isjust the military’s policy not to issue
PIC ordersto recently checked out aviators, but the checkrides are the same. The military has
acknowledged that the PI and instrument checkride is the same for the PI pilots asit isfor the PC pilots.
This problem of military aviators graduating from flight school without having any solo PIC timeisa
result of the changing the kinds of arcraft flown by our military services. A mgority of the military
sarvices arcraft and missons today require multiple pilot crews. Another contributing factor isthe
military services changing their paperwork procedures by going to the computer-generated formats.
My experience with the military, the U.S. Army paperwork gurus (and that aso includes the other
military services paperwork gurus) continue to experiment with computer generated forms without
regard to how it relates to our FAA requirements. However, the military services constant
experimentation with their computer generated forms shouldn't effect the privileges that we have
higtoricaly granted to our military aviators.

When Part 61 was revised, effective August 4, 1997, there was no intent to revise the issuance
requirements of our pilot certificatesto U.S. military aviators. In fact, the old 861.73(d)(1) essentialy
sadthesamething (i.e, “. . . passed an officid United States military checkout as pilot in command . .
). When an U.S. Army aviator receives a Pl and instrument check, that U.S. Army aviator isin fact
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computing single enginerate of climb, but no place doesit show amanufacturer’s published Vmc
airspeed.

Therefore, the ligting of the F-18 as being one of the airplanes limited to center thrust in paragraph
19.E.(2)(h) of FAA Order 8700.1 remains correct. For the record, the F-18 issue has been raised
before and the military kegps making claims about “single engine minimum control airspeed.” But they
have yet to come up with a manufacturer’ s published Vmc speed.

{q&a-361}

QUESTION: An Army Aviator is an active and current member of the Guard. While ill on
active duty, he received acommercid hdicopter and instrument certificate based on military comp.
After joining the Guard, he was sent to fixed wing trangtion in the King Air (U-21). He flew severd
years asacopilot. The Connecticut Army Guard has a standing policy that no part timer will be a Filot-
inrCommand. He has since transferred to the AVCARD and receives atrangtion into the C-23. Still
no PIC check because of the no PIC policy for part timers. Now he wishesto add airplane multiengine
and arplane insrument to his pilot certificate based on military comp. How can we issue the military
comp ratings to military pilots when they don't receive PIC status?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.73(d)(1); When Part 61 was revised, effective August 4, 1997, there
was never any intent to revise the issuance requirements of our pilot certificatesto U.S. military pilots.
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The rulemaking team only made clarifying kinds of changesto 861.73. In fact, the old 861.73(d)(2)
essentialy said the samething (i.e, “. . . passed an officid United States military checkout as pilot in

Because of my past Army background, | know when amilitary pilot receives a Pl and Instrument Rating
check, heisinfact receiving “. . . An officid U.S. military pilot check and instrument proficiency check .
..aspilotincommand. . .” [as per 861.73(d)(1)]. The military has acknowledged that the Pl and
ingrument checkride is the same for the PI pilots asit is for the PC pilots. It isjust the military’s policy
not to issue PIC ordersto recently checked out pilots, but the checkrides are the same.

So the advice that | have given to U.S. Army pilots are to have their P complete a DA Form 4507 (|
know that form is the old checkride form) and make sure the box PC and Instrument is checked to
show the pilot has completed “. . . An officid U.S. military pilot check and instrument proficiency check
... during the 12 caendar months before the month of application.” Make sure the aircraft make and
mode isidentified. Then obtain a printout of their Crewmember Training Record, DA Form 7122R or
DA Form 759 that shows the pilot has completed “. . . An officid U.S. military pilot check and
ingrument proficiency check . . . during the 12 calendar months before the month of application.” None
of the military units have had a problem with this practice, because they till don’t issue the pilot PC
orders.

For the U.S. Air Force military pilot, | assume the AF Form 8 is il the U.S. Air Force' s form for
recording their officia U.S. military pilot check and instrument proficiency check. And | don’'t know
what the checkride forms are for recording U.S. Navy, U.S. Marine Corp, and U.S. Coast Guard pilot
standardization and instrument proficiency checkrides. But whatever the form isfor recording those
checkrides will suffice, provided the contents shows the pilot satisfactorily accomplished “. . . An officid
U.S. military pilot check and instrument proficiency check . . . during the 12 calendar months before the
month of gpplication” and the aircraft make and modd isidentified

{q&a351}

QUESTION: When we receive an FAA Form 8710-1 gpplication using 861.73(d)(1) asa
basisto qualify we need to know what aircraft was used to obtain theratings. Section 61.73(d)(1)
dates asfollows:

(1) Anofficid U.S. military pilot check and instrument proficiency check in that aircraft category,
class, or type, if gpplicable, as pilot in command during the 12 caendar months before the month of
goplication;

The FAA Form 8710-1 application block B(4) states that the applicant has flown at least 10 hours as
PIC in the past 12 months, in some cases this statement may not be true. Until we can modify the FAA
Form 8710-1 application, would it be possible for the Inspector/Examiner to provide the aircraft
information on a separate sheet of paper (identifying the airman and signed by the Inspector/Examiner)
and send it to AFS-760 with the application and temporary certificate. Our office must know what
arcraft was used to obtain the rating(s), to insure the correct ratings are given.
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ANSWER: Ref. 861.73(d)(1); Although FAA Order 8700.1, chapter 28, Figure 28-2
only ligts one example where the aircraft (i.e,, “ C-130") islisted and the statement relatesto “. . . 10
hours as pilot in command during the past 12 months. ..” But | agree per AFS-700’ s needs that block
B 4 of Section Il of the front of the FAA Form 8710-1 application can be easily “pen and ink” changed
to apply to 861.73(d)(1). If anybody ishung up on the words, then just “pen and ink” the statement
and change it to read “ Per 861.73(d)(1) - C130.” Thisway, if and when the FAA isever called upon
to verify the person’s pilot certificate, it will have the information and will be able to answer any future
inquires on whet arcraft the military pilot received an officid U.S. military PIC and instrument
proficiency check in.

For the record, AFS-760 is developing arevised FAA Form 8710-1 application and this box (i.e.,
B 4) on the gpplication is being changed to include a statement for the provisions of §61.73(d)(2).
{g&a310}

CORRECTION: Q& A-133 edited for clarity.

QUESTION: A former military pilot who never got around to taking the military competency
test to recaive his commercid pilot certificate and instrument rating is no longer in the military and has
been out of the military for over two years. But he has been flying public use arcraft for severd years
with NASA. He now wants to apply for acommerciad with an instrument reting or ATP certificate. He
has the aeronautical experience to qudify for an ATP certificate. What are the requirements to make
goplication for the ATP in this Stuation?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.73(c)(1) and (2); This pilot passed up the opportunity to apply
directly for acommercid pilot certificate with an insrument rating or an ATP while meeting the
requirements of 861.73(b)(2) as an active or former military pilot. Now this pilot must comply with
861.73(c)(1) and (2) to obtain a pilot certificate and ratings, which means he must do as any other
gpplicant and apply for the private pilot certificate first in accordance with 861.103. Thenin
accordance with the eigibility requirements of 861.123, the gpplicant must obtain a commercid pilot
certificate. And in accordance with the eigibility requirements of 861.65, the gpplicant must obtain an
ingrument rating. And then findly, in accordance with 861.153(d)(2) [i.e., after obtaining a commercia
pilot certificate and insrument rating] comply with the digibility requirements of 861.153. That iswhat
the word “appropriate’ meansin 861.73(c)(1) [i.e., “ Pass the appropriate knowledge and practical
tests prescribed in this part for the certificate or rating sought”].

{q&a133}

QUESTION: After reading several FAQs pertaining to 61.73(c) | am left confused over who
paragraph (C) pertainsto. Could you please give an example of an gpplicant that COULD use
61.73(c)? Furthermore what isthe definition of a"former rated military pilot"?

Based on the answers pogted to the FAQ it seems that only aformer military pilot that is il in the

military, regardless of how long it has been since they flew, can use 61.73(c) to obtain a certificate. So
a
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former military pilot that has not flown in two years but is il in the military can get their certificate but a
military pilot who retired or got out two years ago cannot? What is the difference between these two
pilots
qudifications? | do not read anywhere in 61.73 that ill being in the military makes a difference. If you
are aformer rated military pilot, you are aformer rated military pilot regardless of whether you are till
in the military or nat.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.73(b) and (c); Y our statement “ So aformer military pilot that has not
flown in two years but is il in the military can get their certificate but amilitary pilot who retired or got
out two years ago cannot . . . .” is not correct.

“A rated military pilot or former rated military pilot who has been on active flying status within the 12
months before gpplying . . .” means, in effect, a person who has been on active military flying satusin
the preceding 12 calendar months and holds a current military aeronautica status.  That person must
only comply with 861.73(b)(1), (2), and (3) to obtain a pilot certificate and ratings.

Anexampleof a“. . . rated military pilot . . . who has been on active flying status within the 12
months before

applying . . .” isaperson who holds an active flying dot in an F16 squadron on September 1, 1997.
It isnow September 16, 1998 and his military aeronautical statusis current. His aeronautical status
iscurrent “. . . within the 12 caendar months before the month of gpplication . . .” that person“. ..
has been on active flying satus. . . This pilot meetsthe definition of “. . . rated military pilot . . .
who has been on active flying status within the 12 months before gpplying . . .” Inthisexample, that
pilot need only comply with 861.73(b)(1), (2), and (3).

Anexampleof a“. . . former rated military pilot who has been on active flying status within the 12
months before gpplying . . .” isa person who resigned from the military on September 1, 1997. Itis
now September 16, 1998. That “former rated military pilot” has been on active flying status within
the 12 months before applying for his pilot certificate and ratings and thus only needs to comply with
§61.73(b)(2), (2), and (3). Now if it had been October 1, 1998, that pilot becomesa®“. . . former
rated military pilot who has not been on active flying status within the 12 calendar months before the
month of application . . .” And thus, that pilot must comply with 861.73(c)(1) and (2).

“A rated military pilot or former rated military pilot who has not been on active flying status within the
12 calendar months before the month of application . . .” means, in effect, a person who hasn't been on
active military flying status in the preceding 12 caendar months and no longer holds a current military
aeronautical status. That person must comply with 861.73(c)(1) and (2) to obtain a pilot certificate and
ratings.

An example of a*“former rated military pilot who has not been on active flying satus within the 12
caendar months before the month of gpplication . . .” iswhere amilitary pilot re-sgned from the
military on August 1, 1997 after completing his’her assgnment. It is now September 16, 1998 and
my military aeronautica datus lgpsed on August 31, 1998 a 12 midnight. This pilot meets the
definition of a“. . . rated military pilot who has not been on active flying status within the 12 calendar
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months before the month of application . ...” And thus, this pilot must comply with 861.73(c)(1)
and (2).

Or another example, at the completion of World War 11, a“former rated military pilot” resigned
from the U.S. Army-Air Corp on in September 30, 1945. It is now September 16, 1998. Thisisan
exampleof a“. . . former rated military pilot who has not been on active flying status within the

12 cdendar months before the month of gpplication . . .” And thus, this pilot must comply with

Ancther an example, | am amilitary pilot who has been re-assgned from an active piloting dot into a
gaff pogition at the Pentagon on August 1, 1997. It is now September 16, 1998 and my military
aeronautical status lgpsed on August 31, 1998 at 12 midnight. | have alowed my aeronautical status
to lapse during my assgnment as a staff officer and at no time“. . . within the 12 calendar months
before the month of application . ..” can | show that | have been on active flying status. This pilot
mests the definition of “. . . not on active flying status during the 12 calendar months before the
month of application...” Inthisexample, that pilot must comply with 861.73(c)(1) and (2).

Asfor your question “What is the difference between these two pilots quaifications. . .” 861.73(b)
gopliesto “A rated military pilot or former rated military pilot who has been on active flying status within
the 12 months before applying . . .” and 861.73(c) appliesto “A rated military pilot or former rated
military pilot who has not been on active flying status within the 12 calendar months before the month of
gpplication . . .”

{g&a223}

QUESTION 1. Situation is, asfor example, we have amilitary pilot who wants to apply for a
Commercid Pilot Certificate, with an Airplane Multiengine Land rating, Insrument Airplane rating, and
aB707/B720 type rating. However, that military pilot has never had an officid U.S. military pilot check
and ingtrument proficiency check in the C-135 (military version of the B707/B720) asapilot in
command during the 12 calendar months before the month of application [i.e,, 861.73(d)(1)]. That
military pilot has only had an SIC and instrument proficiency checkout in a C-135 during the

12 cdendar months before the month of application. The military pilot is only qudified to serve asan
SIC in the C-135. However, that military pilot has had “ hands-on the controlstime” in a C-135, but is
only serving asthe SIC.

Isit permissible for that military pilot to log thet “hands-on the controls time” in a C-135 as PIC time,
0 he/she can qudify for aCommercid Pilot Certificate, with an Airplane Multiengine Land rating,
Instrument Airplane rating, and a B707/B720 type rating under the provisions of 861.73(d)(2)?

ANSWER 1: Ref. 861.73(d)(1): Theansweris NO, itisnot permissble for that military
pilot to log that “ hands-on the controlstime” in aC-135 as PIC time. That military pilot has never had
anoffidd U.S. military pilot check and instrument proficiency check inthe C-135 asa pilot in
command during the 12 calendar months before the month of application [i.e., 861.73(d)(1)]. Nor can
that military pilot show us as having at least 10 hours of pilot-in-command time in that C-135 during the
12 cadendar months before the month of application [i.e., 861.73(d)(2)]. Do not confuse the logging of
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PIC time, in accordance with 861.51(e), with the acting as PIC in accordance with 81.1. Logging PIC
timeis provided for by 861.51(e). The LEGAL requirements of acting asthe PIC is addressed in §1.1.

QUESTION 2: If the military pilot is using subparagraph (1) or (2) of §61.73(d) to qudify, must
the PIC time be military PIC time or can it be other than military time? | believe the question is "why not
credit the military pilot PIC time based on FAR 1. The question goes on to acknowledge that athough
the military pilot may not be military PIC qudified and only copilot or firg pilot, they might till quify
under FAR Part 1.

ANSWER 2: Ref. 861.73(d)(2); Again, theanswer again isNO. Do not confuse the
logging of PIC time, in accordance with 861.51(e), with the acting as PIC in accordance with 81.1.

In your scenario, the military pilot cannot legdly log that time as PIC time. That military pilot has never
had an officid U.S. military pilot check and instrument proficiency check in the C-135 as a pilot in
command during the 12 calendar months before the month of application [i.e., 861.73(d)(1)]. Nor
does that military pilot have at least 10 hours of pilot-in-command timein that C-135 during the 12
cdendar months before the month of application [i.e., 861.73(d)(2)].

{q&a210}

QUESTION: §61.73(d); When amilitary pilot applies for a category, class, and type rating
must they show 10 hours of MILITARY PIC timein the last 12 months. It isthefeding of some ASls
in PA that it is only necessary for the military pilots show PIC time as defined in FAR Part 1 and NOT
have to be recognized as a military PIC. AFS-640 have been advising that it is necessary for military
pilots to produce evidence of having been designated as amilitary PIC and flown in that capacity in the
military for aminimum of 10 hoursin the last 12 months.

Additional background: FAA Order 8700.1, Chapter 28, Page 28-1, paragraph 5 A (6) states that
military records and PIC experience must be used as the basis of qudlification for the ratings applied.

ANSWER: No, it isnot arequirement for the military pilot applicant to show BOTH aU.S.
military PIC checkout and aso 10 hours of military PIC aeronautical experience. Asper 861.73(d), it
sates:

(d) Aircraft category, class, and type ratings. A rated military pilot or former rated military pilot
who appliesfor an aircraft category, class, or typerating, if applicable, isissued that rating at the
commercid pilot certificate leve if the pilot presents documentary evidence that shows
satisfactory accomplishment of:

(1) Anofficid U.S. military pilot check and instrument proficiency check in thet aircraft
category, class, or type, if gpplicable, as pilot in command during the 12 caendar months before
the month of gpplication;

(2) At least 10 hours of pilot-in-command timein that aircraft category, class, or type, if
gpplicable, during the 12 calendar months before the month of application; or

(3) An FAA practical test in that aircraft after--

(i) Meeting the requirements of paragraphs (b)(1) and (b)(2) of this section; and
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(i) Having received an endorsement from an authorized ingtructor who certifies that
the pilot is proficient to take the required practica test, and that endorsement is made within the
60-day period preceding the date of the practical test.

Jud likeit saysin 861.73(d), the military pilot gpplicant can show digibility by showing compliance with
subparagraph (1) OR by showing digibility by compliance with subparagraph (2) OR by showing
eigibility by compliance with subparagraph (3). But if the military pilot gpplicant ELECTS to qudify per
the provisons of subparagraph (2), then yes that applicant must show “. . . 10 hours of pilot-in-
command time IN THAT AIRCRAFT CATEGORY, CLASS, OR TYPE, IF APPLICABLE, during
the 12 caendar months before the month of gpplication . . . .”

{g& a-208}

QUESTION: 8861.153(d)(2) and 61.73(c); A former military (has been out of the U.S. Air
Force for over 2 years) and is now seeking an Airline Trangport Pilot certificate with an airplane
multiengine land rating. He did not take advantage of obtaining a pilot certificate in accordance with
861.73 while he was in the military and he has now been off active flying satusin the military for over

2 years. Can he gpply directly for an ATP certificate in accordance with §61.153(d)(2) on the basis of
being aformer military pilot?

ANSWER: 861.73(c)(2); No, he may not gpply directly for an ATP certificate. This
former military pilot cannot comply with 861.73(c)(2), asin, “. . . (2) Present documentation showing
that the gpplicant was, befor e the beginning of the 12th calendar month before the month of
application, arated military pilot as prescribed by paragraph (b)(3)(i) or paragraph (b)(3)(ii) of this
section.

The former military pilot did not apply for an FAA pilot certificate within the time period permitted [asin
861.73(c)(2) “. . . before the beginning of the 12th caendar month before the month of gpplication, a
rated military pilot . . .”] So, thisformer military pilot may only use his military flight time to meset the
aeronautical experience requirements of Part 61, but other than that he has to apply for his FAA pilot
certificates just like any other non-military pilot. So firdt, he hasto meet the required aeronautica
experience requirements for Private Pilot Certification - 8861.103, 61.105, 61.107(a)(2), 61.109(b).
Then next, he must meet the requirements for Commercid Pilot Certification - 8861.123, 61.125,
61.127(b)(2), and 61.129(b) and an Instrument Rating - 8861.65(a), (b), and (c) before he can even
aoply for an Airline Trangport Rilot certificate with an airplane multiengine land rating. Otherwise, his
aeronautica experience must show he has received the required ground and flight training for a private
pilot certificate and then take the required knowledge and practical test for a private pilot certificate.
Then his aeronautical experience must show he has received the required ground and flight training for a
commercia pilot certificate and then take the required knowledge and practicd test for a commercia
pilot certificate. And aso his aeronautical experience must show he has recelved the required ground
and flight training for an insrument rating and then take the required knowledge and practica test for an
ingrument reting.

Some of you may argue thet it is ridiculous to make aformer military pilot obtain the private pilot
certificate firdt, and then obtain the commercid pilot certificate with an ingrument rating before applying
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Therelief afforded military pilots and former military pilots by 861.73 recognizes the vaue of military
flight training and aeronautica experience. However, military pilots who have not been involved in the
military flight program, with dl of its continuing training, proficiency flying, and evauations for a period of
12 months or longer may not continue to retain aleve of knowledge or skill equivaent to that of a
private or commercid pilot. Therefore, it is necessary that former military pilots who have exceeded

12 cdendar months|i.e., 861.73(c)(2)] Snce being assgned on military flying status complete the
required training, knowledge tests, and practical tests.

{g&a153}

QUESTION: Is there possibly a contradiction in the language between FAR 61.73(d)(1) and
FAR 61.73 (e)(1); (category vs. category & classverbiage)? Could amilitary (Navy or Marine
Corps) pilot with acurrent NATOPS PIC check in the FA-18 and T-34C, but aNATOPS instrument
proficiency check only in the FA-18, receive an ASEL rating at the commercid leve?

ANSWER: Issuance of an arplane single engine land rating could only be issued if that
military applicant could show compliance with either 861.73(d)(2) or (3) or (e)(2) inthat T-43C
arplane.

Reference §61.73(d):
(d) Aircraft category, class, and type ratings. A rated military pilot or former rated military pilot who
appliesfor an arcraft category, class, or type rating, if gpplicable, isissued that rating at the commercia
pilot certificate leve if the pilot presents documentary evidence that shows satisfactory accomplishment
of:

(1) Anofficid U.S. military pilot check and instrument proficiency check in that aircraft category,
cass, or type, if applicable, as pilot in command during the 12 caendar months before the month of
aoplication;

(2) At least 10 hours of pilot-in-command timein that air craft category, class, or type, if
applicable, during the 12 calendar months befor e the month of application; or

(3) An FAA practical test in that aircraft after--

(i) Meeting the requirements of paragraphs (b)(1) and (b)(2) of this section; and
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(i) Having received an endorsement from an authorized instructor who certifies thet the pilot is
proficient to take the required practica test, and that endorsement is made within the 60-day period
preceding the date of the practical test.

Reference 861.73(€)(2):

(€ Instrument rating. A rated military pilot or former rated military pilot who gpplies for an airplane
ingrument rating, a helicopter instrument rating, or a powered-lift instrument rating to be added to his or
her commercid pilot certificate may apply for an ingrument reting if the pilot has, within the 12 calendar
months preceding the month of gpplication:

(1) Passed an instrument proficiency check by aU.S. Armed Force in the aircraft category for the
ingrument rating sought; and

(2) Received authorization from a U.S. Armed Forceto conduct | FR flightson Federal
airwaysin that aircraft category and classfor theinstrument rating sought.
{q&a113}

QUESTION 11: 861.73 does not require amilitary pilot, even one from an ICAO country [i.e,
861.73(b)(3)(ii)] to be able to "read, speak, write, and understand the English language.”

ANSWER 11 It istoo late to change the rule now. However, we don't believe thereisan
exigting problem that would require to change the rule.
{q& &30}

QUESTION 1. The stuation involves araied military pilot who has not flown in the last 12
months (has had a staff job for the last 18 months) and now is requesting to take the ATP practical test
inaCessna310. Thisrated military pilot never got around to taking the military competency test and
now wants to apply for an ATP certificate. What are the requirements?

ANSWER 1L The rulesin Part 61 that address this question are addressed in §61.153(d)(2)
and 61.73(c) and (b)(3)(i) or (ii) and they states asfollows:

§61.153(d)(2) states:

(2) Meet the military experiencerequirements under 8§ 61.73 of thispart to qualify for
acommercial pilot certificate, and an instrument rating if the person isarated military pilot or
former rated military pilot of an Armed Force of the United States; or

§61.73(c) states:

(c) Military pilots not on active flying status during the 12 caendar months before the month of
application. A rated military pilot or former rated military pilot who has not been on active flying status
within the 12 calendar months before the month of application must:

(1) Passthe appropriate knowledge and practical tests prescribed in thispart for the
certificate or rating sought; and

(2) Present documentation showing that the gpplicant was, before the beginning of the 12
caendar month before the month of gpplication, arated military pilot as prescribed by
paragraph (b)(3)(i) or (b)(3)(ii) of this section.
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861.73(b)(3)(i) and (ii) states:

(3) Present documentation showing that the applicant is or was, a any time during the
12 cdendar months before the month of gpplication—

(i) A rated military pilot on active flying status in an armed force of the United States; or

(i) A rated military pilot of an armed force of aforeign contracting State to the Convention on
Internationa Civil Aviation, assgned to pilot duties (other than flight training) with an armed force of the
United States and holds, at the time of gpplication, a current civil pilot license issued by that contracting
State authorizing at least the privileges of the pilot certificate sought.

Otherwise in answer to your specific question, if the gpplicant “Meets the military experience

61.73 of this part to qudify for acommercid pilot certificate, and an instrument
raing . ..” needsto meet the agronautica experience requirements of 861.159, passthe ATP-Airplane
knowledge test, and passthe ATP-AMEL practical tedt.
{9&a43}

QUESTION 2: Can we dill continue to issue the “Limited-to-Center Line Thrust” limitation to
military pilots who receive their pilot certificates through the provisons of 861.73 (i.e.,, military
competency test)?

ANSWER 2: Y es, we can gill continue to issue the “Limited-to-Center Line Thrust” limitation
to military pilots who receive ther pilot certificates through the provisions of §61.73.
{ & a-46}

QUESTION 1. A military pilot on active flying status within the past 12 months, holding a
Civilian PRIVATE PILOT AIRPLANE certificate, meets the digibility requirementsto take an ATP
flight test. He does not hold instrument rating.  He wants to bypass the commercia/instrument
certificate and rating and go directly to the ATP knowledge and practical test. He cites 61.153d(2)
which gtates, "Meet the military experience requirements under 61.73 of this part to "QUALIFY" for a
commercid pilot  certificate and an instrument reting ......."

ANSWER 1 Y es he can bypass the commercia and instrument and go directly to the ATP.
Read §61.153(d)(2).

QUESTION 2 Can the airman bypass commercid/instrument and take the ATP tet?
ANSWER 2: Y es he can bypass the commercid/instrument; Read 861.153(d)(2).
QUESTION 3: Does he take the military commercid/instrument knowledge test?

ANSWER 3: No he does not need to take the military comp. Read 861.153(f).
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QUESTION 4: Does61.73(c)(1), Passthe appropriate knowledge and practical tests.... apply
to this person?

ANSWER 4: No, it does not apply. Heistaking an ATP, so review 861.153 which isthe
rule that establishes the digibility requirements for the ATP

{q&a-29}

61.75

QUESTION: | have situation where aforeign pilot holds a Netherlands recreationd pilot

license that does not contain alCAO limitation. However, the person’s Netherlands recreationa pilot
license does limit the use of thelicenseto “. . . VFR flightsin the Netherlands and to some portions of
Germany and Belgium under specid arrangements.” The gpplicant is now gopplying for aU.S. pilot
certificate on the basis of 861.75 which states“... holds a current foreign pilot license issued by a
contracting State to the Convention on Internationa Civil Avidtion ...”

Do weissueaU.S. recregtiond pilot certificate or a private pilot certificate?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.75(b)(2)(ii) and (€)(3); Do NOT issue any pilot certificate to this
applicant. The gpplicant does not qudify for our U.S. private pilot certificate.

If the person only holds arecregtiond pilot license, then as per 861.75(b)(2)(ii), “. . . applicant has not
met al of the standards of ICAO for that license. . .” which means he has not met the ICAO standards
for the private pilot certificate.

Y our question highlights an unfortunate oversight when Part 61 was rewritten in 1997. The old
861.75(b) had the provisons that stated “. . . An gpplicant who holds aprivate pilot licenseisissued
aprivate pilot certificate, and an applicant who holds aforeign commercia, senior commercid, or arline
trangport pilot license isissued acommercid pilot certificate, if-. . . .” However, when 8§61.75 was
rewritten, we only permitted the issuance of the U.S. private pilot certificate regardless of higher leve
foreign pilot license held. 1t was not anticipated that any country other that the United States had or
would have apilot license leve lessthan a private pilot, eg., recreationd pilot license.

Evenif aredricted U.S. private pilot certificate were issued, the certificate would be usel ess. Section
61.75(e)(3) statesin pertinent part “. . . Is subject to the limitations and restrictions on the person's U.S.
certificate and foreign pilot license when exercising the privileges of that U.S. pilot certificate . . .
Thereisno possihility of complying to the limitations: “. . . VFR flights in the Netherlands and to some
portions of Germany and Belgium under pecid arrangements’ while operating in the United States.
{q&a352}

QUESTION: Since Tawan is not an ICAO member Sate do they have a note from home that
would dlow aholder of a Tawan ATP or commercid quaify? | know that in our bilatera agreements
with Taiwan we expect them to maintain ICAO Standards and Recommended practices.
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Tawan isnot an ICAO member country [See page 29-9 of FAA Order 8700.1]. A Taiwanese pilot
certificate cannot be used for applying for aU.S. arline transport pilot certificate under °61.153(d)(3).
At one time Taiwan was recognized by the United States as the only China, but President Carter, by
decree, changed dl that by only recognizing the Peoples Republic of Chinaasthe only China. {g& &
187}"

After reading the cited sections | have to agree with this legd interpretation of the FAR's.

On the other hand, by not accepting the credentias of Taiwanese pilots you are making it more likely
that USA pilots will not be granted reciprocd rightsin Taiwan. May | remind you that Taiwan has for
years granted USA citizens very preferentia visaentry rights to Taiwan. There is no guarantee that these
rightswill continue forever.

How can thisrule (as well asthe other FAR's such as 61.75) be changed so asto give Tawanese
license holders proper recognition? As an initid matter, | would suggest that the FAA be granted the
power to make a specia determination that a particular state should be recognized asif it were an
ICAO member. Thiswould then dlow the FAA to determine that Taiwan should be treated in the same
way as ICAO members. A NPRM would be necessary for this.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.75(a) and FAA Order 8700.1, page 29-9; Taiwan is no longer an
ICAO member country. A Taiwanese pilot certificate cannot be used for gpplying for aU.S. restricted
private pilot certificate under 861.75(a) or aU.S. ATP certificate per 61.153(d)(3).

Yes, asyou say, a one time Tawan was recognized by the United States as the only China, but
Presdent Carter by decree changed dl that by only recognizing the Peoples Republic of China asthe
only China. And the United States has not changed that decree to date nor does it appear thereis any
legidation in the works to changeit.

{g&a348}

QUESTION: A Swiss pilot makes application for a Redtricted US. Private Pilot certificate
based on his Swiss Private Rilot certificate. However, during the review of his pilot logbook, it was
noted that he did not meet the requirements of 14 CFR part 61 section 61.109(a)(3), which requires 3
hours of flight training maneuvering the airplane soldy by reference to indruments. When question by the
ingpector about hood time and instrument training the pilot said he did not receive that kind of training.

Can the FAA inspector Hill issue the US pilot certificate based on the Reciprocal Agreement or must
the applicant completed the 3 hours of flight training and presented a properly endorsed logbook before
we can issue the US Redtricted pilot certificate?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.75(b)(1); The answer isyes, the 861.75 U.S. private pilot certificate
may beissued. And the person does not heed to complete 3 hours of flight training maneuvering the
arplane solely by reference to instruments or present alogbook endorsement. The rationale isthat no
placein 861.75 does it require that these foreign pilots meet our U.S. aeronautical experience
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requirements to be issued aredtricted U.S. private pilot certificate. They only need to comply with
861.75.
{g& a-346}

QUESTION: We have a question concerning exercise of privileges of a Redtricted US Private
Pilot Certificate (issued on the basis of aforeign license) using avaid US part 67 medicd certification.
Assuming the foreign license has expired, due to algpse of the foreign medical certification on that
license, could the airman il exercise the privileges of the Restricted US certificate, if he holdsavaid
US medicd certificate?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.75(b)(4); Yes, it isacceptable for the foreign pilot, when exercisng
the U.S. pilot certificate and his foreign pilot license has not been revoked or suspended, to only hold a
current medical certificate issued under part 67 of thischapter.  Section 61.75(b)(4) permits the
issuance of the U.S. private pilot certificate by the person holding either “. . . a current medica
certificate issued under part 67 of this chapter or a current medica certificate issued by the country that
issued the person's foreign pilot license. .. Only in 861.75(e)(4) does it place redtrictions on the use
of the U.S. pilot certificate and that isonly “. . . when the person's foreign pilot license has been

{q&a331}

QUESTION: Stuation is| have aBrazilian foreign pilot who holds a Brazilian Private Filot
Certificate that is not current because he has not completed his Brazilian flight review. Heiswantsto
make gpplication for aU.S. private pilot certificate on the bads of him holding a Brazilian Private Filot
Certificate. If he completes our U.S. 861.56 flight review given by aU.S. flight instructor will theat
auffice for dlowing usto issue him aU.S. private pilot certificate?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.75(a); The answer isno, aU.S. flight instructor may not administer a

861.56 flight review to make the person’sforeign pilot license current. And the reasoning hereisthat it

would not be acceptable for aforeign flight instructor to administer a 861.56 flight review to aU.S. pilot
and make the U.S. pilot certificate current. This Brazilian pilot will need to get his Brazilian pilot license
current by taking aflight review with a Brazilian flight ingtructor holder and then make gpplication for our
U.S. private pilot certificate.

Per 861.75(a), it states, in pertinent part, “. . . person who holds a current foreign pilot license. . .
may apply for and be issued a private pilot certificate with the appropriate ratings when the application
is based on the foreign pilot license that meets the requirements of this section.” Thisforeign pilot does
not hold a current foreign pilot license,

{g&a323}

CORRECTION: Intheorigind Q&A-171 we indicated that Y ugodavian pilots were not digible for
US Redtricted certificates or Standard ATP certificates on the basis of Y ugodavian pilot licenses. This
was incorrect information.

149



FAQs Part 61 With Chg #11, 04/27/2000
All Q& A’ sfrom #1 through #374
QUESTION: We have severa foreign persons who have applied for aU.S. ATP pilot
certificate under the provisons of 861.153(d)(3). These foreign persons hold pilot certificates from the
former country of Yugodavia. The country of Yugodaviano longer exists. The former country of
Yugodaviais now broken up into: 1. Bosniaand Herzegovning; 2. Croatia; 3. Macedonia; 4. Sovenig;
5. Kosovo; 6. Montenegro; and 7. Serbia

Are these foreign persons permitted to apply for aU.S. ATP pilot certificate on the basis of holding a
Y ugodavian pilot certificate in accordance with §61.153(d)(3)?

And afollow-on question, are these foreign persons permitted to apply for aU.S. pilot certificate on the
basis of holding a'Yugodavian pilot certificate in accordance with 861.757?

ANSWER: Ref. §61.75(a) and §61.153(d)(3) and FAA Order 8700.1, Volume 1,

page 29-1, paragraph 5.A and FAA Order 8710-3C, page 5-15, paragraph 53.A. Yes, aholder of a
Y ugodavian pilot certificate may apply for aU.S. pilot certificate under 861.75(a) and §61.153(d)(3),
as appropriate.

Specificaly in FAA Order 8700.1, Volume Il, page 29-1, paragraph 5.A and FAA Order 8710-3C,
page 5-15, paragraph 53.A, it states:

“Dueto rapidly changing nationa boundaries and identities, an airman may present apilot license
issued by a country who geographica identity has changed. If the country was an ICAO member
date under a different name at the time the vadid license was issued, the ICAO gatus of the
license is acceptable regardless of the country’s change of identity and/or name.”

The country of Yugodaviawas a one time an ICAO member sate and was lised in the list of ICAO
Member Statesin FAA Order 8700.1 on page 29-8 and 29-9.
{q&a171}

QUESTION 1: Stuationis. A foreign pilot holdsa U.S. Private Rilot Certificate based on his
foreign license. He adds an Instrument Airplane rating (U.S. test passed). Heisnow training for an
unrestricted U.S. Commercid Rilot Certificate. Hisforeign license prohibits night flying. The night flying
prohibited limitation on the foreign pilot licenseis not aresult of medica reasons. With this night flying
prohibited limitation, how can this gpplicant obtain the night solo experience required by
861.129(a)(4)(ii) for the Commercid Pilot Certificate?

ANSWER 1. Ref. 861.129(a)(4)(ii), 861.87(m); and 861.75(€)(3); The applicant can do it
in one of two ways.

a Theapplicant may go back to hisforeign country and get the night retriction removed off hisforeign
pilot license.

or
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b. The applicant may merdy get with hisflight ingtructor and comply with 861.87(m) which means he
receives.

(1) Hight training at night on night flying procedures that includes takeoffs, approaches, landings, and
go-arounds a night at the airport where the solo flight will be conducted;

(2) Navigdtion training a night in the vicinity of the arport where the solo flight will be conducted;
and

(3) An endorsement in the student's logbook for the specific make and mode aircraft to be flown for
night solo flight by an authorized instructor who gave the training within the 90-day period preceding
the date of the flight.

Once the applicant receives the logbook endorsement for operating the®. . . specific make and model
arcraft tobeflown . . .” then he can begin operating the arcraft at night for logging the night solo
aeronautical experience for meeting the Commerciad Pilot Certificate requirements of 861.129(a)(4)(ii).

QUESTION 2: Does aforeign pilot who holdsa U.S. private pilot certificate that was issued on
the basis of him holding a foreign pilot license meet the requirements of 861.123(h)

ANSWER 2 Ref. §61.123(h); The answer isyesaforeign pilot who holdsa U.S. private
pilot certificate that was issued on the basis of holding aforeign pilot license meets the requirements of
§861.123(h) [i.e., "(h) Hold at least a private pilot certificate issued under thispart or meet the
requirements of 861.73;"]. And aU.S. private pilot certificate that was issued under 861.75isa
private pilot certificate issued under this part!

{g& a-294}

QUESTION: | have a person who holds aforeign pilot license who isrequesting a U.S.
private pilot certificate as permitted by 861.75. However, aquestion has come up as to the meaning of

(i) Isnot under an order of revocation or suspension by the foreign country that issued the foreign
pilot license;

Does this mean that before aU.S. private pilot certificate may be issued, in accordance with 861.75,
that the foreign pilot must show proof that his or her foreign pilot licenseis not under an order of
revocation or suspension? If so, how can aforeign pilot provide proof that his or her licenseis not
under an order of revocation or sugpension?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.75(b)(2)(i); No, the person is not required to show proof that his or
her foreign pilot license is not under an order of revocation or sugpension. In the United States, thereis
apresumption of innocence until proven guilty. And anyway, put yoursdlf in the foreign pilot’ s Stuation
how would you prove that your U.S. pilot certificate was not under an order of revocation or
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suspension by the FAA if the tableswere turned. The rule was NEVER intended to require an
gpplicant to show proof that his or her foreign pilot licenseis not under an order of revoceation or
suspension to apply for aU.S. pilot certificate under 861.75. Now if the FAA learns after aU.S. pilot
certificate was issued that the foreign pilot’ s license was under an order of revocation or suspension,
then aviolation should be filed againgt that person. However, | do believe it would be prudent for the
FAA to have their Aviation Safety Ingpectorsto at least discuss the provisions of §61.75 before issuing
aU.S. pilot certificate to aforeign pilot.

The reason the FAA created 861.75(b)(2)(i) during the rewrite of Part 61 was to respond to afinding
of acourt hearing in which the FAA filed aviolation againgt aforeign pilot on the basis of the old
861.13(f). It waslater learned that the foreign pilot license was under an order of suspensionin his
country and the FAA sought the return of that U.S. pilot certificate. 1t was reported that the legdl
arguments on the basis of the old 861.13(f) were considered weak and so the FAA created
861.75(b)(2)(i) to make it easier for ourselvesin court.

{g& a-290}

QUESTION: Per §61.75(b)(2)(i), it States:

“(i) Isnot under an order of revocation or suspension by the foreign country that issued the foreign

Does this mean that when a person requests a U.S. Private Filot Certificate on the basis of holding a
foreign pilot license that he/she must show that their foreign pilot license “Is not under an order of
revocation or sugpension by the foreign country . . .”

ANSWER: Ref. 861.75(b)(2)(i); No, aperson does not have to show that their foreign
pilot licenseis not under an order of revocation or suspension. | doubt very serioudy that a person or
his or her government could produce such a document to prove their pilot certificate is not under an
order of revocation or suspension. | know if the foreign aviation authority reciprocated on our U.S.
airmen they couldn’t produce such a document from the FAA. So the answer isno, aforeign pilot does
not need to prove to us that their pilot certificate is not under an order of revoceation or suspension.

When 861.75 was changed back in August 1997, the only reason we established 861.75(b)(2)(i) was
because the Chief Counsel’ s Office in the Eastern Regiond Office had lost a court case over the old
861.13(g)(1) [New 861.13(d)] to aforeign pilot who was wanting to be issued aU.S. pilot certificate
while hisforeign pilot certificate was under an order of revocation or suspension. Weinitialy declined
to issueiit, because the gpplicant’ s foreign pilot license was under an order of suspenson. However, the
judge in that case, in hisinfamous wisdom, ruled that the certificate could be issued because 861.75 did
not specificaly prohibit the issuance of the U.S. pilot certificate. So, we then issued 861.75(b)(2)(i) in
response to that ruling.

A similarity here, al pilots must comply with §61.13(d) [old 861.13(g)(1)] and we don't ask U.S.
airmen to prove their pilot certificates are not under an order of revocation or suspension. Do we? So,
we shouldn’t be asking foreign pilots to prove their foreign pilot certificate are not under an order of
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revocation or suspenson ether. We're taking enough flak over the English language and Private Filot
requirements, o let’s not give the international community more reason to be upset with us.
{q&a271}

SITUATION: We have aforeign pilot who holds aregtricted 861.75 US Private Pilot
Certificate-Airplane Single Engine Land rating that was issued because the pilot holds aforeign pilot
licensa. The pilot has no Instrument Reting.

QUESTION 1: In order for this foreign pilot to obtain a US Private Pilot certificate,
unrestricted, must he pass a Private Pilot-Airplane knowledge test?

QUESTION 2: In order for thisforeign pilot to obtain an Insrument Rating on that unrestricted
US Private Rilot certificate must he pass an instrument knowledge test?

ANSWER: The smple answer for both your questions are if foreign pilots want an unrestricted U.S.
pilot certificate/rating, then they must comply with our pilot certification requirements JUST LIKE OUR
U.S. CITIZENS ARE REQUIRED TO DO when they apply for aU.S. pilot certificate/rating. The
history behind why the FAA issues 861.75 Private Pilot Certificatesisto fulfill our bilaterd agreements
to ICAO where we have agreed to recognize other member states’ pilot licensesin exchange for them
recognizing our U.S. pilot certificates. Secondly, the purpose for issuing 861.75 US redtricted Private
Rilot Certificates is to permit foreign pilots to fly our U.S. registered aircraft while they’ re vigting the
United States. Again, if aforeign pilot wants an unrestricted U.S. pilot certificate, then they must
comply with our pilot certification requirements, JUST LIKE OUR U.S. CITIZENS ARE REQUIRED
TO DO when they apply for aU.S. pilot certificate. If aforeign pilot only accomplishes a practicd test
to get the statement “U.S. Test Passed” on their 861.75 Private Pilot Certificate, that pilot gets nothing
more than private pilot privileges.

So the answer isyes, aforeign pilot who makes gpplication for obtaining an UNRESTRICTED U.S.
pilot certificate must first have received the required ground training, receive an endorsement from an
authorized ingtructor to take the knowledge test, pass the knowledge test, received the required flight
training, recelve an endorsement from an authorized instructor to take the practica test, and pass the
practical test. JUST LIKE OUR U.S. CITIZENS ARE REQUIRED TO DO when they apply for a
U.S. pilot certificate.

ANSWER 1 Ref. 861.103(e); Yes, in order for aforeign pilot to obtain a US Private Pilot
certificate, unrestricted, he/she must pass a Private Pilot-Airplane knowledge test.

ANSWER 2 Ref. 861.65(8)(7); Yes, inorder for aforeign pilot to obtain an Instrument
Rating on an US Private Pilot certificate, that is unrestricted, he/she must pass the gppropriate
Instrument Rating knowledge test.

QUESTION 3: Sightly different scenario but the Stuation is the foreign pilot DOESN'T HOLD
an ingrument rating on his’her foreign pilot license. In order for thisforeign pilot to obtain an Instrument
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Rating on the restricted 861.75 US Private Rilot Certificate, isit possible for the foreign pilot to obtain
an Ingrument Rating?

ANSWER 3: Ref. 861.75(d) and 861.65(8)(1) through (8); Well on the basis of the
provisons of 861.75(d), the foreign pilot in this scenario would not be digible to make application for
an Ingrument Rating to be included on the US redtricted Private Pilot Certificate merely taking the
Instrument Foreign Pilot knowledgetest. Asthe it Statesin 861.65(d), in pertinent part, “. . . A person
who holds an instrument rating on the foreign pilot license. . .” But, you said the person “DOESN' T
HOLD an ingtrument rating on hisher foreign pilot license” However, provided aforeign pilot complies
with the gppropriate provisions of 861.65, then that foreign pilot is permitted to make application for
our Ingrument Rating. But he hasto do JUST LIKE OUR U.S. CITIZENS ARE REQUIRED TO
DO (including knowledge and practica tests) when they apply for aU.S. Instrument Rating. The
resulting RESTRICTED certificate would show INSTRUMENT AIRPLANE (US TEST PASSED).
{q&a-262}

Genera Guidance on 861.75:
1. Theorigina purpose for the establishment of 861.75 wasto:

a. Meet our ICAO commitments where the U.S. has agreed to recognize other ICAO member
countries pilot certificates and ratings, and

b. Permit foreign pilots to operate U.S. registered aircraft in the United States.

2. Asof August 4, 1997, dl ratings applied for on the basis of 861.75 will be for Private Filot
Privileges Only.

3. If aforeign pilot wants an unregtricted U.S. pilot certificate then that foreign pilot must comply
with the same Part 61 requirements asa U.S. citizen.

QUESTION 1: What are the limitations and restrictions that are required to be placed on a
U.S. redtricted pilot certificates that are issued on the basis of aforeign pilot license, per 861.75? Since
some foreign pilot licenses have various limitations such as * night limitation.” “weight limitation”, make
and model limitation, etc. do we need to place those same limitations on the U.S. restricted pilot
certificate that is being issued?

ANSWER 1. Ref. 861.75(e)(3); There are two possible answers to your question depending
on whether this studtion isfor:

19) Initia issuance of aU.S. redtricted Private Pilot Certificate.
1b) Re-issuance of aU.S. redtricted Commerciad Pilot Certificate.

ANSWER 1la: Thefirg answer is, if it' saredricted US Private Pilot Certificate that is being
issued, then the only limitations are:
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Issued on the basis of and vaid only when accompanied by (name of country) license No.
. All limitations and restrictions on the (name of country) pilot license goply.

Therefore, as an example, aforeign pilot is applying for arestricted U.S. Private Filot Certificate that is
being issued on the basis of that person holding aforeign pilot license (private or higher) with an
Airplane Single Engine Land rating. The restricted U.S Private Pilot Certificate would read as follows:

Private Rlot
Airplane Single Engine Land
Issued on the basis of and vaid only when accompanied by (name of country) license No.
. All limitations and restrictions on the (name of country) pilot license apply.

ANSWER 1b: If the question involves are-issuance of aresricted U.S. Commercid Filot
Certificate (the origind restricted U.S. Commercid Filot Certificate was issued prior to rewrite of

Part 61 on August 4, 1997), then that requires another answer. With the new 861.75, it requires any
new ratings be issued for Private Pilot Privileges regardless of the leve of foreign pilot license held.
Now we won't take away the certificate level of the restricted U.S. pilot certificate, but any new ratings
will be issued for Private Rilot privileges only. Therefore, if aperson had been previoudy issued a
restricted U.S. Commercia Pilot Certificate (and that certificate was issued prior to August 4, 1997),
then that person is allowed to continue to hold that restricted U.S. Commercia Pilot Certificate. But
any new ratings will be issued a Private Rilot privileges only.

For an example, aforeign pilot holds aredtricted U.S. Commercid Pilot Certificate (that was issued
prior to August 4, 1997) with Airplane Single & Multiengine Land Rating and Instrument Airplane (U.S.
Test Passed). The gpplicant has since obtained an Airplane Single Engine Searating in his home
country and is now returned to the United States and is applying to have that ASES rating added to his
resricted U.S. Commercid Pilot Certificate. The re-issuance of the restricted U.S. Commercid Filot
Certificate would read asfollows:

Commercid Rilot Certificate

Airplane Single & Multiengine Land

Instrument Airplane (U.S. Test Passed)

Private Pilot Privileges - Airplane Single Engine Sea
Issued on the basis of and valid only when accompanied by (name of country) pilot license No.

. All limitations and restrictions on the (name of country) pilot license apply. Not

vaid for the carriage of persons or property for compensation or hire or for agricultura arcraft
operations.

The reason we have to continue to place the above limitations on the reissued U.S. restricted
Commercid Rilot Certificatesis because it' s the only way to describe the limitations and privileges
afforded these reciprocity certificates. These redtricted U.S. Commercid Pilot Certificate holders are
not afforded the same privileges that are permitted to unrestricted U.S. Commercia Pilot Certificate
holders under §61.133.
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QUESTION 2 Situation, we have a holder of a Mexican pilot license who was issued (prior to
August 4, 1997) the following restricted U.S. Commercia Pilot Certificate and ratings with an ASEL
rating and Instrument-Airplane (U.S. Test Passed) and who holds the following the Mexican
Commercid Filot License:

U.S. Mexico
Commercid Rilot Certificate Commercid Filot License
Airplane Single Engine Land Airplane Single & Multiengine Land
Instrument-Airplane (U.S. Test Passed) Instrument-Airplane

Not valid for carriage of persons or property for compensation
or hire or for agricultura arcraft operations.
Issued on the basis of and vaid only when accompanied by
Mexican License No. 5551212
All limitations and restrictions on the Mexican Pilot License apply.

Thisforeign pilot now wants to add an AMEL rating onto his exigting restricted U.S. Commercid Rilot
Certificate by taking apracticd test (i.e., U.S. Test Passed). Isthis gpplicant required to meet the
aeronautica experience requirements of 861.129(b)? If o, is the applicant required to show the
gppropriate aeronautica experience requirements on the submitted FAA Form8710-1, Airman
Certificate and/or Rating Application?

ANSWER 2 Ref. §61.75(a) and FAA Order 8700.1, Volume 2, page 29-2, paragraph
5.H.(4) and M; The answer is the gpplicant cannot qualify for the AMEL rating a the Commercid Filot
Certificate leve by only taking the Commercid Pilot-AMEL practicd test. The gpplicant can only
quaify for the AMEL rating for Private Filot privileges. Therefore, the gpplicant is not required to meet
the aeronautical experience requirements of §61.129(b), but is required to meet the aeronautical
experience requirements of 861.109(b). And yes, the applicant is required to show the aeronautical
experience requirements of §61.109(b) on the submitted FAA Form 8710-1, Airman Certificate and/or
Rating Application.

The re-issued restricted U.S. Commercid Pilot Certificate will read as follows:
Commercid Pilot Certificate

Airplane Sngle Engine Land

Private Rilot Privileges - Airplane Multiengine Land (U.S. Test Passed)

Instrument-Airplane (U.S. Test Passed)
Not valid for carriage of persons or property for compensation or hire or for agricultural
arcraft operations.
Issued on the basis of and vaid only when accompanied by Mexican License No.
5551212. All limitations and restrictions on the Mexican Pilot License apply.

NOTE 1: Ref. 861.75(c); Inthisstuation, the foreign pilot has sought to add the AMEL rating by
taking the Private Pilot-AMEL practica test, but the pilot could have smply applied to add the AMEL
rating on the basis that he holds an AMEL rating on hisforeign pilot license and no practica test
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would' ve been involved. As per FAA Order 8700.1, Volume 2, page 29-2, paragraph 5. M which
dates, in pertinent part:

“. .. However, if the gpplicant requests that arating be added to the restricted U.S. certificate on the
bas's of that rating having been added to hisher foreign pilot license by the issuing country, no
knowledge or practical test isrequired.”

NOTE 2. Ref. 861.123; The Stuation here is the applicant is gpplying to add an AMEL rating to his
restricted U.S. Commercid Rilot Certificate by only taking apractical test. Therefore, the gpplicant will
receive the connotation “U.S. Test Passed” for Private Privileges Only. If the applicant wants an
AMEL rding a the Commercid Rilot Certificate levd, then the gpplicant must comply with the
requirements of Subpart F of Part 61 just like any U.S. citizen would be required to do. Which means,
the foreign pilot must comply with 861.123 (i.e, receive the required ground and flight training and
satisfactorily accomplish the required knowledge and practica test). And then he'll beissued a
unrestricted U.S. Commercia Rilot Certificate with an AMEL rating and Instrument-Airplane rating.

NOTE 3: In order for the applicant’ srating “ Private Pilot Privileges - Airplane Multiengine Land (U.S.
Test Passed)” listed above to not be issued with the limitation “VFR Only” the applicant must have
complied with the requirement in the Private Filot-AMEL PTS (i.e,, page 2-i) which states “If the
goplicant is instrument rated and instrument competency in amultiengine airplane has not been
previoudy demongtrated, TASKS B, C, and D may be performed at thistime, otherwise VFR ONLY
regtriction shal be specified on the issued certificate.

QUESTION 3: The stuation is a holder of aMexican pilot license who wants to gpply for an
unrestricted U.S. Commercia Rilot Certificate with an AMEL rating and Instrument-Airplane rating.
The pilot currently holds arestricted U.S. Commercia Pilot Certificate thet reads as follows.

Commercid Pilot Certificate

Airplane Sngle Engine Land

Private Rilot Privileges - Airplane Multiengine Land (U.S. Test Passed)

Instrument-Airplane (U.S. Test Passed)
Not valid for carriage of persons or property for compensation or hire or for agricultura arcraft
operations. Issued on the basis of and vaid only when accompanied by Mexican License No.
5551212, All limitations and restrictions on the Mexican Filot License apply.

What are the requirements for this pilot to recaive an unrestricted U.S. Commercid Rilot Certificate with
an AMEL rating?

ANSWER 3: Ref. 861.123; The pilot isrequired to comply with the same requirements as a
U.S. citizenisrequired to do when gpplying for aU.S. Commercid Filot Certificate. The pilot must
comply with the requirements of Subpart F of Part 61 just like any U.S. citizen isrequired to do. Which
means, the pilot must comply with §61.123 (i.e., receive the required ground and flight training, receive
the required ingtructor endorsements, and satisfactorily accomplish the required knowledge and
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practical tests).  So, once the pilot complies with the certification requirements of 861.123, he would
receive an unrestricted U.S. Commercid Pilot Certificate that would reed:

Commercid Rilot Certificate
Airplane Multiengine Land
Ingrument-Airplane

NOTE 1. Therating “Instrument-Airplane’ has been placed on the unrestricted U.S. Commercid Pilot
Certificate, because in this Stuation the gpplicant complied with the requirement of the Commercid
Flot-AMEL PTS (i.e,, page 2-v) which gates“If the gpplicant is instrument rated and instrument
competency has been previoudy demondtrated in a multiengine airplane, AREA OF OPERATION IX,
TASKSA, B, AND C need not be demonstrated.” Otherwise, the gpplicant must demonstrate
proficiency on AREA OF OPERATION IX, TASKSA, B, AND C in the multiengine land airplane to
gan ingrument privilegesin the multiengine land arplane.

NOTE 2: In this Stuation, the foreign pilot would retain their previoudy issued restricted U.S.
Commercid Pilot Certificate.

QUESTION 4: As afollow-on to Question 3, what does the foreign pilot need to do to obtain
his ASEL rating onto his unrestricted U.S. Commercid Pilot Certificate?

ANSWER 4: Ref. 861.63(c)(4); The foreign pilot would only need to comply with the
requirements of 861.63(c)(4) which pertain to gpplicantsfor an “. . . additiond classrating . . .”

QUESTION 5: Ref. 861.75; The Stuation iswe have a holder of a Canadian pilot license who
holds aredricted U.S. Commercid Filot Certificate with an ASEL rating. It isnow after August 4,
1997 (when the new Part 61 went into effect), and the applicant wants to add an ASES rating onto his
restricted U.S. Commercia Pilot Certificate on the bas's he holds the ASES rating on his Canadian
Commercid Filot License, do we issueit the commercid pilot leve or private pilot level?

ANSWER 5: Y ou would re-issue the restricted U.S. Commercid Pilot Certificate, but the
ASES rating would be issued for Private Pilot privileges only. Otherwise, the restricted U.S.
Commercia Pilot Certificate would read as follows:

Commercid Pilot

Airplane Single Engine Land

Private Filot Privileges - Airplane Single Engine Sea
Not valid for carriage of persons or property for compensation or hire or for agricultural
arcraft operations. 1ssued on the basis of and vaid only when accompanied by Canadian
License No. 5551212. All limitations and restrictions on the Canadian Filot License

aoply.

QUESTION 6: Stuaion is, we have aholder of a French pilot license who currently holds a

redtricted U.S. Commercid Pilot Certificate with an ASEL rating and Instrument-Airplanerating [i.e.,

because he satisfactorily completed the Instrument Foreign Pilot (IFP) knowledge tet]. It is now after
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August 4, 1997 (when the new Part 61 came into effect), and the gpplicant wantsto add an ASES
rating onto his restricted U.S. Commerciad Pilot Certificate by taking the practicd test. May the
applicant take the ASES precticd test at the Commercia Pilot Rilot level or must it be performed at the
Private Filot Certificate level?

This pilot currently holds the following restricted U.S. Commercia Pilot Certificate and a French
Commercia Pilot License that reads asfollows:

U.S. French
Commercid Pilot Commercid Pilot
Airplane Single Engine Land Airplane Single Engine Land
Ingrument-Airplane Ingrument-Airplane

Not valid for carriage of persons or property for

compensation or hire or for agricultura arcraft operations.

Issued on the basis of and vaid only when accompanied by French License No.
5551212, All limitations and restrictions on the French Filot License apply.

ANSWER 6: Ref. 861.75(a) and (c); Under this scenario, the gpplicant is only seeking to
add the ASES rating onto hisrestricted U.S. pilot certificate. Per 861.75(a), the applicant “. . . may
gpply for and be issued a private pilot certificate with the appropriateratings . . .” Therefore, the ASES
rating may only be added for Private Pilot privileges.

As per 861.75(c) which states:

“(c) Aircraft ratings issued. Aircraft ratings listed on a person's foreign pilot license, in addition to any
issued after testing under the provisions of this part, may be placed on that person's U.S. pilot
certificate.”

Emphasisadded “. . . in addition to any issued after testing under the provisons of thispart . . .”
As per FAA Order 8700.1, Volume 2, page 29-2, paragraph 5. M which states, in pertinent part:

“If the applicant requests that arating be added to higher certificate ON THE BASIS OF
MEETING OF THE REQUIREMENTS OF PART 61, the practical test and knowledge test, if
applicable to the rating sought, must be passed prior to issuance of therating . . .”

In this scenario, the gpplicant is only seeking to add a classrating to hisrestricted U.S. Commercid
Pilot Certificate. Therefore, no knowledge test is required.

QUESTION 7: It isnow after August 4, 1997 (when the new Part 61 cameinto effect). The
gtuation iswe have aholder of a Mexican pilot license, but in this scenario the gpplicant does not hold a
U.S. pilot certificate. But he does hold a Mexican Commercid Pilot License with a Rotorcraft-
Hédlicopter rating. The applicant is goplying for arestricted U.S pilot certificate based on his Mexican
Commercia Pilot License. Do weissue aU.S. Commercid PFilot or Private Pilot Certificate?
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ANSWER 7: Ref. 8§61.75(a); Only aredtricted U.S. Private Pilot Certificate with a
Rotorcraft-Hdlicopter rating may be issued. The restricted U.S. Private Pilot Certificate would read as
follows
Private Pilot
Rotorcraft-Helicopter
Issued on the basis of and vaid only when accompanied by Mexican License No. 551212.
All limitations and restrictions on the Mexican Pilot License apply.

QUESTION 8: Situation, we have a holder of a Mexican pilot license who holds a restricted
U.S. Commercid Pilot Certificate with an ASEL rating and Instrument-Airplane (U.S. Test Passed).
The certificate was origindly issued prior to August 4, 1997 on the basis of the foreign pilot holding a
Mexican Commercid Filot License.

NOTE: Theforeign pilot holds the rating “Instrument-Airplane (U.S. Test Passed)” on hisredtricted
U.S. Commercid Filot Certificate. The connotation “Instrument-Airplane (U.S. Test Passed)” means
the gpplicant satisfactorily accomplished the Instrument-Airplane rating requirements of 861.65 (i.e,
accomplished the required ground and flight training and passed the required knowledge and practical
test). If the rating had only showed

“Ingtrument-Airplane’ on his restricted U.S. Commercid Rilot Certificate, then that would mean he only
satisfactorily accomplished the Instrument Foreign Filot knowledge test.

The foreign pilot gpplicant currently holds:

U.S. (redtricted) Mexico
Commercid Rilot Certificate Commercid Filot License
Airplane Single Engine Land Airplane Single Engine Land
Instrument-Airplane (U.S. Test Passed) Instrument-Airplane

Not valid for carriage of persons or property for

compensation or hire or for agricultura arcraft operations.

Issued on the basis of and vaid only when accompanied by Mexican License No. 5551212,
All limitations and restrictions on the Mexican Pilot License apply.

Thisforeign pilot now wantsto add a Glider rating to his existing restricted U.S. Commercid Filot
Certificate by taking apractical test (Notice: he has not accomplished the Commercid Pilot-Glider
knowledge test). He does not hold a Glider rating on his Mexican Commercid Filot License. Isthis
applicant required to meet the agronautical experience requirements of 861.129(f)? If so, isthe
applicant required to show the gppropriate aeronautical experience requirements on the submitted FAA
Form 8710-1, Airman Certificate and/or Rating Application?

ANSWER 8: Ref. §61.75(a) and FAA Order 8700.1, Volume 2, page 29-2, paragraph
5.H.(4) and M; The gpplicant cannot qualify for the Glider rating a the Commercid Pilot Certificate
level. The applicant has requested to add the additiond glider category rating onto his existing restricted
U.S. Commercid Pilot Certificate. The gpplicant can only apply for the Glider rating for Private Pilot
privileges. Therefore, the gpplicant is not required to meet the aeronautica experience requirements of
861.129(f), but is required to meet the aeronautica experience requirements of 861.109(f). And yes,
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the applicant is required to show the aeronautica experience requirements of 861.109(f) on the
submitted FAA Form 8710-1, Airman Certificate and/or Rating Application.

If the foreign pilot wants the Glider rating at the Commercia Pilot Certificate leve, then that pilot must
comply with the same requirements that a U.S. citizen is required to do when applying for a Glider rating
a the Commercid Pilot Certificate leve. The foreign pilot must comply with the requirements of
Subpart F of Part 61 just like any U.S. citizenisrequired to do. Which means, the foreign pilot must
comply with §61.123 (i.e., receive the required ground and flight training and satisfactorily accomplish
the required knowledge and practicd tests).

Per 861.75(a), the applicant may apply for an additiona Glider rating to be added to his restricted U.S.
Commercid Filot Certificate, but the rating will only be issued for Private Filot privileges. The re-issued
restricted U.S. Commercid Rilot Certificate will read asfollows:

Commercid Pilot Certificate

Airplane Sngle Engine Land
Private Pilot Privileges - Glider (U.S. Test Passed)
Instrument-Airplane (U.S. Test Passed)
Not valid for carriage of persons or property for compensation
or hire or for agricultura arcraft operations.
Issued on the basis of and valid only when accompanied by Mexican License No. 551212,
All limitations and restrictions on the Mexican Pilot License apply.

In this scenario, the gpplicant is only seeking to add an unpowered arcraft category rating [i.e,
861.63(b)(5)] to hisredtricted U.S. Pilot Certificate. Therefore, no knowledge test is required.

QUESTION 9: Ref. §61.75(a); A Smilar Situation to Question 8 in that the Mexican applicant
holds aredtricted U.S. Commercid Pilot Certificate with an ASEL rating, but the gpplicant has passed a
U.S. Commercid Pilot practicd test in asingle engine seaairplane. It was after August 4, 1997 when
the new Part 61 came into effect and when the applicant passed the U.S. Commercid Pilot practical

test in asngle engine sea airplane. And the gpplicant wants the ASES rating added onto his restricted
U.S. Commercid Pilot Certificate. Please note, the gpplicant passed the required U.S. Commercia
Filot practicd test in a Single engine sea airplane, but the gpplicant has received the required instructor
endorsements for flight training, but the gpplicant has never passed the Commercid Pilot-Airplane
knowledgetest. Do we issue it the commercid pilot leve or private pilot level?

ANSWER 9: The gpplicant should only been dlowed to make gpplication for Private Pilot
Privileges for the ASES rating. However, it is noted the gpplicant passed the required U.S. Commercid
Filot practicd test in asingle engine sea airplane. Y es, amistake was made here and the applicant
should never have been permitted to make gpplication for Commercid Rilot Privileges for the ASES
rating. On the back of “Temporary Airman Certificate,” FAA Form 8060-4, it Sates:

“Thisisan interim certificate issued subject to the gpprova of the Federd Aviaion Adminigration
pending the issuance of a certificate of greater duration. 1t becomes void—
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QUESTION 1: Do we, the FAA, enforce ICAO standards?  This question and question #2 &
#3 relate to the following references:

ICAO Annex |, Chapter 5, Paragraph 5.1 states:
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“ Personnel licences issued by a Contracting State in accordance with relevant provisions
of this Annex shall conform to the following specifications.”

Paragraph 5.1.1 Detall states
“ The following details shall appear on the licence:”

It then enumerates and numbers items that have to be shown on alicense. Paragraph 5.1.1 Item XI|
Ratings gives examples such as category, class, type, etc.

Paragraph 5.1.4 Lanquage States

“ Licences shall be issued in the national language with a trandation of items|1), I1), VI),
[X), Xl1), and XIV) asindicated in 5.1.1 in English, French, Russian or Soanish where the
national language is other than one of these.”

Given the imperative language in Paragraphs 5.1, 5.1.1 and 5.1.4, it appears to methat ICAO has
set aminimum standard for alicense. That tandard specifies details and languages that have to
gppear on alicense. Reading these paragraphs caused me to raise the question of whether the
Brazilian or Itaian licenses met ICAO standards given that one of the four ICAO languages did not
gppear in the prerequisite items. The reason | questioned the vdidity of the Australian plagtic card
was that it did not show any ratings. Audtrdiashowsratingsin the pilot'slog book. Mr. Klang a
AGC-7 says we are obligated to enforce ICAO requirements.

ANSWER 1: No, but I condition my answer on the basisof 861.75(a), asit states:

(@) Generd. A person who holds a current foreign pilot license issued by a contracting State to
the Convention on Internationa Civil Aviation may gpply for and be issued a private pilot
certificate with the appropriate ratings when the application is based on the foreign pilot license
that meets the requirements of this section.

The key words herein 861.75(a) are”. . . holds a current foreign pilot license issued by a contracting
State to the Convention on Internationd Civil Aviation may gpply for and beissued . ..” Therule
doesn't say “. . . holds a current foreign pilot license that meetsthe provisons of ICAO Annex I,
Chapter 5, Paragraph 5.1. . .” And I’ ve read nothing in your question that says that foreign person
does't hold a current foreign pilot license. And asfar asthe provisonsin Annex 1 that establish the
ICAO standards for what a pilot license must ook like, | ask how many FAA Inspectors out there
know those ICAO standards. We certainly didn’t get qualified to know those ICAO standards by our
GA Indoctrination Course or any other training course as far asthat goes. So my answer remains, if the
person “. . . holds a current foreign pilot license issued by a contracting State to the Convention on
Internationd Civil Avidion . . .." then that person may apply for our restricted U.S. private pilot
certificate and that person may be issued our restricted U.S. private pilot certificate on the basis of that
person’s current foreign pilot license.
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But certainly if we, as FAA Inspectors, suspect aforeign pilot license is not current or is fraudulent then
by no means would we issue our restricted U.S. private pilot certificate to that foreign person. And if
the license was fraudulent then by al means we would want to notify that person’s foreign aviation
authorities. But that is as far as we would go with enforcing ICAO standards.

QUESTION 2 Doweissue areciproca U.S. pilot certificate on the basis of atemporary
foreign license? The Itdian licenses | have seen, besides being written entirely in Itdian, al have had
stamped on the front page the word “PROVVISORIO.” In September 1994 | contacted Mr. Tony
Rivoltaat the Itaian Embassy. He told me that the samp meant it was atemporary license and that
when Italy issues a permanent licensg, it has one of the required ICAO languages on it.

ANSWER 2 Yes, Agan per 861.75(a) [i.e, “. . . holds a current foreign pilot license issued
by a contracting State to the Convention on Internationd Civil Aviation. . .."]. However, as per
861.75(f), that temporary certificate must be in the English language or accompanied by an English
language transcription that has been signed by an officid or representative of the foreign aviation
authority that issued the foreign pilot license.

QUESTION 3: Is an embassy or consulate transcript Sgned by respective staff considered
acceptable for the requirement that the transcript be signed by an officia representative of the foreign
aviation authority thet issued the foreign pilot license?

ANSWER 3: Yes, Again per 861.75(f), “. . . must be in the English language or accompanied
by an English language transcription that has been sgned by an officid or representative of the foreign
aviation authority that issued the foreign pilot license” In a previous answer to the same question, we
determined that an embassy or consulate transcript sSigned by respective staff officid was consdered
acceptable.

QUESTION 4 FY1 regarding our correspondence of severa months ago on the vdidity of
foreign licenses. A Norwegian pilot camein for areciprocd certificate. His Norwegian license, in Item
IX, stated in English accompanying the Norwegian text: “ Valid only in connection with a document
containing a photo, a valid medical certificate and corresponding ratings and privileges
document no.: N-020131 40378.” The pilot had not brought along his Norwegian medica
certificate. In querying the Norwegian CAA through the Norwegian Embassy, Mr. Stae T. Risafaxed
me tha “aNorwegian PPL isvdid only if it isaccompanied by avaid Norwegian Medicd Certificate.
In other words, an FAA Medica Certificate cannot be used to vaidate a Norwegian PPL.”

ANSWER 4: Again per 861.75(3) [i.e., “. . . holdsacurrent foreign pilot licenseissued by a
contracting State to the Convention on Internationa Civil Aviation . . .."]. Therefore, aslong aswe can
ascertain the person

“. .. holdsacurrent foreign pilot license issued by a contracting State to the Convention on
Internationa Civil Aviation. . ..”
then that person may be issued our restricted U.S. private pilot certificate. Additiondly, per
861.75(b)(4) [i.e., “Holds a current medical certificate issued under part 67 of this chapter or a current
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medica certificate issued by the country that issued the person's foreign pilot license”]  if the foreign
person holds a current medical certificate issued under part 67 of this chapter then that is sufficient.
{0&a193}

These questions were precipitated by a Brazilian pilot gpplying for aU.S. certificate based on his
Brazilian license,

QUESTION 1: What are the ICAO standards for a private or commercial airplane or
helicopter license?

ANSWER 1. The ICAO gstandards for a private or commercia arplane or helicopter license
are addressed in Annex 1 “Personnd Licenang” as outlined below. But, having first hand knowledge
of the ICAO standardsis not redlly that important. The other ICAO countries have to abide by the
same ICAO gstandards that we do. So for example, if a Brazilian pilot certificate does not meet ICAO
gandards, then the Brazilian Aviation Authorities are obligated to place the ICAO limitation on that
person’ s Brazilian pilot license. Just like we are obligated to do to our U.S. pilots. So, in accordance
with 861.75(d)(2)(ii) if the person’s pilot license contains the ICAO limitation that states the person has
not met ICAO standards then we don't issue the U.S. redtricted pilot license to that foreigner.

Briefly, the ICAO experience standards (Paragraph 2.3.1.3.1 of Annex 1) for aprivate pilot license for
arplane rating are 40 hours of totd flight time and 10 hours of solo flight time under the supervision of
an authorized flight ingtructor which includes 5 hours of solo cross country flight time.

The ICAQO experience standards (Paragraph 2.4.1.3 of Annex 1) for acommercia pilot license for the
arplane rating are 200 hours of totd flight time (or 150 hours if completed in a course of gpproved
training), 100 hours of PIC flight time (or 70 hours of PIC timeif completed in a course of gpproved
training), 20 hours of PIC cross country flight time, 10 hours of insgrument ingruction time of which 5
hours may be instrument ground time, and 5 hours of night flight time that include 5 takeoffs and 5
landings asthe PIC.

QUESTION 1A: Does aforeign private pilot license with the limitation "Night flying prohibited"
meet ICAO standards for aU S regtricted private license?

ANSWER 1A: Y es, because ICAO standards do not require night flying. Paragraph 2.3.1.4.2
of Annex 1 only states “If the privileges of the license are to be exercised at night, the gpplicant shal
have recaived dud ingruction in airplanes in night flying, including take-offs, landings, and navigation.”

QUESTION 1B: Does a private pilot license with the limitation "' Passenger carrying prohibited on
flights more than 10 nautical miles from (gppropriate idand)” meet ICAO standards for aU Sredtricted
private license?

ANSWER 1B: No, because ICAO standards (paragraph 2.3.1.3 of Annex 1) require training
of at least one solo cross*. . . country flight totaling not lessthan ... (150 NM) ... .”
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QUESTION 1C: Does aforeign commercid license without an insrument rating meet ICAO
gandards for acommercid license and the issuance of aU Sredtricted private pilot certificate?

ANSWER 1C: Yes, because ICAO standards (the NOTE that follows paragraph 2.4.1.4.2
of Annex 1) only states that “the instrument experience specified in paragraph 2.4.1.3.1.1. c and
2.4.1.3.1.1. d and 2.4.1.4.2 do not entitle the holder of acommercid pilot license - airplane to pilot
arplanes under IFR.”

QUESTION 1D: Does aforeign commercid license with the limitation "The carriage of
passengers for hire in airplanes on cross-country flights in excess of 50 nautical milesor a night is
prohibited” meet ICAO standards for acommercia license?

ANSWER 1D: No, because ICAO standards (paragraph 2.4.1.3.1.1 b of Annex 1) require at
least 20 hours of cross country flight timeasaPIC including a“. . . cross country flight totaling not less

QUESTION 1E: Does acommercid license with the limitation "night flying prohibited” meet
ICAO gtandards for acommercid license and the issuance of aU Sredtricted private pilot certificate?

ANSWER 1E: Y es, because ICAO standards (paragraph 2.4.1.3.1.1 d of Annex 1) only dtate
if the privileges of the license are to be exercised at night, the person has to have logged at least 5 hours
of night flight time that include 5 takeoffs and 5 landings as the PIC.

QUESTION 2: ICAO Annex 1, Chapter 5, paragraph 5.1.4 Language states. Licenses shadl be
issued in the nationd language with atrandation of itemsl), I1), V1), IX), XII), XI11) and XIV) as
indicated in 5.1.1 in English, French, Russian, or Spanish where the nationd language is other than one
of these.

The Oakland Flight Standards Didtrict Office has had severd pilots apply for U.S. certificates to be
issued on the basis of Brazilian private or commercid licenses that were written, with the exception of
two entriesin English, entirely in Portuguese. The exceptions were:

a Item"ll - Licenca’, under "PILOTO PRIVADO - AVIO" isprinted "Private Rlot - Airplang’,

b. At the bottom marginisprinted Item | "I - FEDERATIVE REPUBLIC OF BRAZIL".

Is this an acceptable document for 861.75 reciprocity?

ANSWER 2: No; Per 861.75(f), “. . . must bein the English language or accompanied by an English
language transcription that has been signed by an officid or representative of the foreign aviation
authority that issued the foreign pilot license.”

QUESTION 3 Does the Audtrdian credit card license meet ICAO standards for a pilot
license?
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ANSWER 3: Yes, | don't see anywhere where ICAO has established any minimum
standards for content for what apilot license is supposed to look like. However, 861.75(a) applies
here, “(a) Generd. A person who holds a current foreign pilot license issued by a contracting State to
the Convention on Internationa Civil Aviation may gpply for and be issued a private pilot certificate with
the gppropriate ratings when the gpplication is based on the foreign pilot license that meets the
requirements of this section.

QUESTION 4: Out in the field, do we accept any document (paper or plastic) which does not
contain al ICAO license specifications (aslisted in ICAO Annex 1, Chapter 5, paragraph 5.1.1.)
written in any language (accompanied by atrandation from the issuing authority, embassy, or consulate)
for the issuance of a 861.75 reciproca certificate?

ANSWER 4: Yesand No;

Y es to recognizing another ICAO member country’s pilot license. Just likeit saysin 861.75(a) “(a)
Generd. A person who holds a current foreign pilot license issued by a contracting State to the
Convention on Internationa Civil Aviation may gpply for and be issued a private pilot certificate with the
appropriate ratings when the gpplication is based on the foreign pilot license that meets the requirements
of this section.

No to your statement “. . . written in any language.” Just like it says, in pertinent part, in 861.75(f) “. . .
must be in the English language or accompanied by an English language transcription that has been
sgned by an officid or representative of the foreign aviation authority that issued the foreign pilot
license”

QUESTION 5: Out in the fidd, should we concern ourselves with enforcing ICAO standards?

ANSWER 5: No; Per my earlier answer above, “The ICAO standards for a private or
commercid arplane or helicopter license are addressed in Annex 1 “Personnel Licensing.” But | don't
seethat you dl having first hand knowledge of the ICAO standards is redly that important. The other
ICAO countries have to abide by the same ICAO standards that we do. So for example, if aBrazilian
pilot certificate does not meet ICAO standards, then the Brazilian Aviation Authorities are obligated to
place the ICAO limitation on that person’s Brazilian pilot license. Just like we are obligated to do to our
U.S. pilots.

QUESTION 6: Out in the field, when we look & aforeign license, isthere aminimum FAA
standard for foreign license content that must be met for 861.75 reciprocity?

ANSWER 6: No; just likeit saysin 861.75(a) “(a) Generd. A person who holds a current
foreign pilot license issued by a contracting State to the Convention on Internationd Civil Aviation may
apply for and be issued a private pilot certificate with the appropriate ratings when the application is
based on the foreign pilot license that meets the requirements of this section.

{q&a182}
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QUESTION: We have a French gpplicant who sent his consulate copies of his documents,
and acquired atrandation by the "French American Trandation & Tourism Services'. The vice consul
samped and signed it. The trandation certification has a cavest: "complete trandation to the best of my
knowledge'.

S0, does avice consul, who has NOT listed himsdlf as an air ataché, represent the issuing authority?

ANSWER: 861.75(f); Yes, the transcription from the Vice Consul-French American
Trandation & Tourism Services will be acceptable. The purpose of 861.75 (i.e., " . . . accompanied by
an English transcription that has been signed by an officid or representative of the foreign aviation
authority that issued the foreign pilot license. . .") wasto assist our Ingpectors on figuring out wheat the
foreign pilot license authorized before issuing our US pilot certificate to them. We aretaking afairly
broad interpretation of what is acceptable as™ . . .an officid or representative of the foreign aviation
authority . . ." Let'snot make it overly difficult for the gpplicants. If you can ascertain that the
transcript is officid and an officid or representative from the foregn government sgned it, then thet is
acceptable in meeting the requirements of the rule.

{g&a151}

QUESTION: Years ago, a Canadian pilot had gotten arestricted COMMERCIAL PILOT
CERTIFICATE (based on hisforeign license). He had ratings of: Airplane Single and Multiengine land.
Within the past month, he came to our office asking to add two new type ratings (LRJET & CE-500)
and an ingrument rating. The type ratings had been added to his Canadian license since he got the
origind U.S. Redtricted. He had aso taken the IFP written.

Can the new type ratings be added to his commercid since he dready had Airplane Multiengine Land?
Or do they have to be added as Private Pilot Privileges?

ANSWER: On the premise that it is after August 4, 1997 when this person is applying for
the additiond typeratings Yes Per 61.75(a) states, in pertinent part, ". . . aprivate pilot certificate
with the appropriate ratings when the gpplication is based on the foreign pilot license. . ."

The Commercid Pilot Certificate would be reissued and would read as follows:

Commercid Pilot
Airplane Sngle & Multiengine Land
Ingtrument-Airplane
Private Rilot Privileges - LR Jet, CE-500
Issued on the basis of and valid only when accompanied by, Canadian
pilot license number 1234567. All limitations and restriction on the
Canadian pilot license apply. Not vdid for the carriage of persons
or property for compensation or hire or for agricultural aircraft
operations.
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Now for my overdl answer, we will permit a person to continue to hold the level of U.S. pilot certificate
held prior to August 4, 1997 for those pilot certificates issued on the basis of 861.75. However, NEW
ratings will aways beissued for private pilot privileges only.

NOTE: The correction to the certificate issuance is to remove the notation “(US TEST PASSED)” that
was previoudy (erroneoudy) shown following “Instrument-airplane.”  The person had only taken the
Instrument-Foreign Pilot (IFP) knowledge test to merit the instrument rating on the certificate. Had the
person taken the Instrument Rating-Airplane knowledge test and a practicd test the notation “(US

{q& a-96}

QUESTION 5: The stuation isaforeign pilot holdsaU.S. privete pilot certificate with an
arplane multiengine land rating that was issued on the basis of the person’s Canadian commercid pilot
certificate. He aso holds Insrument Airplane (U.S. Test Passed) on that U.S. private pilot certificate.
The person now comes to the FAA and applies for an un-restricted U.S. commercid pilot with an
arplane multiengine land rating. However, the person’sforeign pilot certificate is not current because
that person has alowed hisforeign medicd licenseto lapse (which is a Canadian requirement for the
person’s Canadian commercid pilot certificate to remain current). However, that person has a current
U.S. Class 111 medical certificate that was issued under Part 67. However, under 861.75(a), it states
the person must hold a current foreign pilot license. Can the person apply for an un-restricted U.S.
commercid pilot with an arplane multiengine land rating with an out-of-dete foreign medica license but
with acurrent U.S. medical certificate?

ANSWER 5: Ref. 861.123; Y es, provided the person meets the requirements of §61.123.
The person can gpply for the commercid pilot certificate. | agree the person has dlowed hisforeign
medica license to lapse which according to that specific country’ s rules makes his foreign pilot
certificate not current. However, he has a current U.S. medical certificate and that is what is required
under the digibility requirements of 861.123 to apply for commercid pilot certification.

{q& a-136}

QUESTION: Here's the scenario:

A foreign pilot holds a US restricted certificate based on his Lithuanian pilot certificate. He has taken the
foreign pilot instrument knowledge test (IFP). Now he holds a US restricted private with airplane-
insrument and SEL and MEL.

Now he wants to wants to get a B-737 type rating (US Test passed). Does he need to take the full-
blown IRA written test before he digible to take the practica test in the B737?

Weve looked a 61.63(d)(1). Were under the impression that that instrument rating must be a full-
blown Part 61 rating and not the authorization issued by taking the foreign pilot knowledge test. Y our
reading please...

ANSWER: Ref. 861.63(d)(1); The applicant does not need to take the Instrument Rating-
Airplane (IRA) knowledge test.
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1. Since the gpplicant dready holds an instrument rating, even though he holdsit because he holds it on
the bagis of holding an Ingrument-Airplane rating on his foreign pilot certificate and satisfactory
completion of the Instrument Foreign Filot (IFP) knowledgetest, IT ISSTILL AN INSTRUMENT
RATING. Yes, anindrument rating that is based on alFP knowledge test is an instrument rating.
Therefore, the gpplicant need only comply with the remainder of those paragraphs (d)(2) through (d)(7)
of 861.63 that are appropriate to his or her stuation to qualify for aB737 type rating and that type
rating shal not be limited to VFR provided the applicant accomplishes the required tasks in the
Instrument Area of Operation as set forth in the Type Rating PTS, FAA-S-8081-5B.

2. Now, if thisforeign person, a alater date, chooses to gpply for an unrestricted U.S. pilot certificate,
then that B737 type rating shall be limited to VFR unless the person accomplishes the required
aeronautica experience and training of 861.65, passes the Ingrument Rating Airplane (IRA) knowledge
test, and passes the required Instrument-Airplane practical test.

{q&a142}

QUESTION 1: The foreign pilot B737/instrument rating gpplicant took a checkride for the
B737 and hisredtricted license says (US TEST PASSED). Hetook the foreign pilot instrument written
exam and his redtricted license says 'indrument-airplane with no regtrictions.

Now, let's say he comes back five years later to apilot examiner to get an unrestricted US commercia
certificate. How is the examiner to know that the B737 type rating should be restricted to 'VFR only'
snce the certificate that was issued on the basis of the foreign certificate has an unredtricted B737 type
rating (US TEST PASSED) on it?

ANSWER 1. Ref. 8861.65(a), 61.123(f), and 61.133(b)(1); The examiner should know
because the person’ s restricted U.S. certificate clearly states "Issued on the basis of and valid only when
accompanied by [NAME OF COUNTRY] Pilot License No. [NUMBER FROM FOREIGN
LICENSE]." The'ingrument-airplane entry without the notation “ (US TEST PASSED)”
indicates the pilot had only taken the | FP knowledge test. Had a checkride been involved it
would have the notation “ (U.S. TEST PASSED)” on the certificate following the instrument-
airplane entry. Then the examiner could, of course, further review the foreign person’s pilot certificate
and qudlification history with AFS-760 (Airman Certification).

In your question, you stated "Now let's say he comes back five years later to a pilot examiner to get an
unrestricted U.S. certificate . . ." Which indicates the person does not currently hold astandard U.S.
pilot certificate. A standard U.S. commercid pilot certificate and instrument rating cannot be issued
until that foreign person does EVERY THING that our own citizens are required to do to get an
unrestricted U.S. commercid pilot certificate and indrument rating. Thisincludes all of the 861.123,
§861.125, §61.127 and 861.129 requirements. Many such applicants may haveto also acquire
some private pilot qualifications (861.109) such as night experience. So before testing and
issuing astandard U.S. commercid pilot certificate and instrument rating, the examiner should check the
person’s pilot certificate and quaification history through AFS-760.
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And as per 861.133, the foreign pilot must hold ". . . an instrument rating in the same category and class

QUESTION 2: Thereis only one provision to issue any type rating limited to VFR and that isin
61.63(d)(5) if the aircraft type certificate says that the aircraft isincgpable of operating under IFR. This
doesn't apply to aB737.

ANSWER 2 Thereisanother. Ref. 861.63(h); Yes, 861.63(h) may even apply to the B737
if theapplicant ". . . provides an aircraft not capable of the instrument procedures. . ." Now we redly
can't imagine a B737 without the required instruments and equi pment!

QUESTION 3: §861.63(d)(1) saysthat an applicant for atype rating must hold or concurrently
obtain an instrument rating gppropriate to the category, class or type rating issued. This B737 type
rating was issued on the basis of completion of aUS Test. Wefed that the appropriate instrument
rating is oneissued under Part 61.65, including taking the IRA written test.  We fed that the USIRA
test would be the only appropriate test that this foreign pilot would take when he gppliesfor aUS B737
type rating to be added to his restricted certificate.

ANSWER 3: Ref. 861.65(a); The foreign person would not qualify for an (unrestricted)
Standard U.S. ingrument rating (i.e., US TEST PASSED) until that foreign person does
EVERYTHING that our own citizens are required to do to get an unrestricted U.S. commercid pilot
certificate and instrument rating.

{0&a147}

QUESTION: Per the provisons of 861.75(Ff), can the English language transcription be sgned
by an officid or representative of the foreign government’s embassy or does it have to be signed by an
officia or representative of the foreign aviation authority thet issued the foreign pilot license?

861.75(f) Sates

(f) Limitation on licenses used asthe bassfor aU.S. certificate. Only one foreign pilot license may
be used as abasisfor issuing aU.S. private pilot certificate. The foreign pilot license and medica
certification used as abassfor issuing a U.S. private pilot certificate under this section must bein the
English language or accompanied by an English language transcription that has been signed
by an official or representative of the foreign aviation authority thet issued the foreign pilot
license,

ANSWER: Ref. 861.75(f), An English language transcription may be signed by an officid
representetive in the foreign government’s embassy. This would often be easier or fagter than requiring
such from an officid actudly in the foreign country. Theintent for adopting this new rule[i.e., 861.75(f)]
was to provide that FSDO personnel have a certified vaid transcript of what pilot license, redtrictions
and ratings are held by the foreign applicant to facilitate issuance of a Restricted U.S. pilot certificate
that conforms to those foreign person’s pilot license and ratings.

{q&a139}
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QUESTION: Reference 861.75(f):  We have a problem with the French DGAC because
gnce the regulation is recent they do not know yet what kind of "transcription” isrequired. They learned
and we learned about this regulation when French pilots started to call us about it because they could
not get US Rilot certificates any more. They have been issuing this "transcription” for afew months, but
the "transcription” required is not aways the same.

(From Tony Fazio - FAA representative in Paris) The problem is that we are getting reports that
different FSDO's are asking for different information. What we are suggesting is a generdized format
which everyone on our side agrees with, then we will send it to the authorities in question who can do a
master trandation. What we would need isamodd transcription which would be accepted by al the
FSDOs and that we could give to the DGAC for future reference.

Y ou haveto redize thisis an extra burden for many authorities who have limited resources. What could
end up happening isthat they will refuseto doit. The person who sufferswill be the pilot and perhaps
training schoolsinthe U.S.

ANSWER:  We have anew rule [861.75(f)] and the applicant has to comply with the new rule just
like our U.S. citizens have to comply with their rules.

Simon discussed the below list with me and we agree with his recommendation that the transcription
should AT LEAST contain the following:

Name of originating ICAO country

Name of issuing agency

Name of pilot

Grade of license, Private, Commercid, ATP

Grade redtrictions such as Redtricted or Unredtricted (e.g., Belgium has a restricted
private license that iIsSNOT VALID outside Belgium and Restricted US
certificates will not be issued based on them!)

License number

Category ratings

Classraings

Typeraings

Other ratings (e.g. INSTRUMENT, IMC, etc.)

Expiration date

Medica expiration date

Redtrictions of aflight or medica nature

Authorizations (i.e,, on Netherlands licenses, isthe pilot permitted PIC, or only SIC

privileges?)
{g&a129}

QUESTION 1. Ref. 61.75(c): Stuation isthat aforeign pilot holds arestricted U.S. private
pilot certificate with ASEL rating that was issued on the basis of his German pilot certificate. The
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foreign pilot now wants to add a multiengine rating onto that U.S. private pilot certificate on the basis of
accomplishing the required practical test (i.e., US TEST PASSED). Does the gpplicant have to pass
the FAA’s private pilot - airplane knowledge test?

ANSWER 1 NO; Ref. 61.75(c), but actually Order 8700.1, page 29-2, paragraph M, which
dates, in pertinent part, “. . . and the knowledge test, IF APPLICABLE TO THE RATING
SOUGHT, must be passed. . .”  Since the question concerns a person gpplying for a multiengine
arplane and that person dready holds an ASEL rating (i.e., holds powered aircraft rating and is
applying for another powered aircraft ), there is no knowledge test for just an additiona powered
arcraft rating. So, the answer is no, the foreign pilot does not need to take a knowledge test.

However, for a person to receive arating with U.S. TEST PASSED, the person must have met the
required aeronautical experience of Part 61, flight instructor endorsements of 861.63(c), and passthe
required Private Pilot-AMEL practica test.

QUESTION 2 Same dtuation in that the foreign pilot holds arestricted U.S. private pilot
certificate with ASEL rating that was issued on the basis of his German pilot certificate. The foreign
pilot now wants to add a multiengine rating onto that U.S. pilot certificate on the bas's of accomplishing
the required practicd test (i.e., US TEST PASSED). Does the person have to meet the required
aeronautical experience requirements of Subpart E of Part 61 and flight instructor endorsements of
§861.63(c)?

ANSWER 2: YES, Ref. 61.75(c), but actualy Order 8700.1, page 29-2, paragraph M,
which states, in pertinent part, “. . . added to his’er certificate on the bassof MEETING THE
REQUIREMENTS OF PART 61, the practica test and the knowledge te, if gpplicable to the
rating sought, must be passed. . .”

{q&a124}

QUESTION: A foreign pilots governmenta licensing authority requires that the pilot has a
current medica license from that country for that persons foreign pilot license to be current. Our rule
61.75(b)(4) provides that either a current medica under part 67 or a current foreign medicd is required.
Additionaly, 61.75(a) and (b) requires the person to hold a current foreign pilot license. May aUS
Redtricted pilot certificate be issued to the pilot if that pilot does not hold a current foreign medica
license, but does hold a current US medicdl certificate?

ANSWER: Judt likeit saysin 861.75(a), in pertinent part, ". . . holds a current foreign pilot
license..." Therefore, don't issue our US Redtricted certificate if the person's foreign pilot certificate is
not current.  If the person's foreign government requires him to dways hold a current medica from his
own country for his pilot license to remain current then that is between him and his country.

{q&a107}

QUESTION: Do you know if thereisaNationa guideine on whether we should request the
reexamination of any airmen who holdsaU.S. certificate based on his foreign certificate (issued before
Aug 97) and does not currently spesk English at aleve the FSDO thinks meets the new regulations.
Reference 861.75(b)(5).
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ANSWER: If you' re asking whether we're going out doing awholesde recall of these
certificates with the English language limitation merely because they can't meet the new 861.75(b)(5)
requirements, the answer isSNO. Now, if during the course of an investigation or information became
avalableto aFSDO that an individud pilot's competence and/or proficiency should be evaluated
because the individua can't meet the new 861.75(b)(5) requirements (i.e., English language) then yes
by dl means we have the authority to initiate action on that person’s pilot certificate. Furthermore, if a
person applies for an additiond rating and has the English language limitation on his existing certificate
and il cannot “. . . read, spesk, write, and understand the English language. . .” then we will NOT
reissue any certificate unlessthe person is able to comply with the new 861.75(b)(5) requirements
(i.e, English language).

{g&a115}

861.75(b) requires the gpplicant to hold a " current foreign pilot license" Some countries validate pilot
licenses on aregular bass, usudly annual. This vdidation is based sometimes on medicd examingtions,
sometimes on flight activity. I'm sure other criteriaare used aswedl. The French have an annua medica
endorsement.  South Africa, Germany, Slovenia, Norway, etc. have alocation on the license where
they specify periods of vaidity. A Swedish license has the satement "Note: The statement of vadidity
includes the vdidity of medical examinations according ti ICAO Annex 1." (Theword "ti" appearson
the licensg, it is not my typo).

QUESTIONS:

1) What is meant by the word "current?”’

2) Does it mean that the license has to be vdid for pilot operations in the country of issuance or doesiit
just mean the license is not under order of revoceation or suspension?

3) In the case of the French pilot without a medica endorsement; do we issue him a restricted certificate

if he presents a current Part 67 medica certificate?

4) In the case of the South African pilot, do we issue him aregtricted certificate because he shows us a

current Part 67 medica certificate and a license which, dthough past its period of vaidity, is not under

order of revocation or suspension?

5) In the case of the Swedish pilot (and in the case of a French pilot with a current medica endorsement
on his French license), given Part 61.75(4), does the Swedish pilot, or French pilot, need a

current Part 67 medical certificate since neither Swweden nor France issue medicdl certificates? Come

to think of it, Germany does not even have amedica endorsement on the license.

ANSWERS: We do not have any written language on current, but 1T ISA COMING. We
are now going through al of Part 61 and adding words "current”, "current and valid,” or "vaid."

1. Current means the person has met ALL of the appropriate recency of experience requirement of
Part 61 for the flight operation being conducted and the person's medica certificate has not expired.

2. Vaid means the person's pilot certificate has not been surrendered, suspended, revoked, or expired.

3. Yes, issue the certificate. Read 861.75(b)(4).
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4.1n 861.75(a), We said "current” but in that reference it should say "vdid." 1t will befixed.

5. You're making too much of the word "certificate.” If some countries place only an endorsement on a
pilot certificate ingtead of issuing an individud piece of paper for amedicd certificate, we would say if
the applicant has that endorsement then they have met our requirements of 861.75(a)(4).

{g&a78}

Additiondly, if they don't ™. . . read, spesk, write, and understand the English language . . ." [i.e,
861.75(b)(5)], they are not digible for a US private pilot certificate. So that deletes the need for the use
of the English language limitation.

{q& a-55a}

QUESTION 9: 61.11(c) says. A pilot certificate issued on the basis of aforeign pilot license
will expire on the date the foreign license expires, unless otherwise specified on the US pilot certificate.
A certificate without an expiration date isissued to the holder of the expired certificate only if thet
person meets the requirements of sec. 61.75 for the issuance of apilot license.

61.75 sayS(a) Generd. A person who holds a current foreign pilot licenseissued by a contracting State
to the Convention on Internationd Civil Aviation may gpply for and be issued a private pilot certificate
with the appropriate ratings when the application is based on the foreign pilot license that meets the
requirements of this section.

A. If an ICAOQ certificate that a US certificate is based on expires, isthe US certificate vaid or
invaid? How can it be specified otherwise?

ANSWER 9A: INVALID. In spite of what the regulaion says, no provison otherwise shdl be
made.

B. How can aredricted certificate be “issued to the holder of the expired certificate only if that
person meets the requirements of sec. 61.75 for the issuance of apilot license’” when 61.75 saysthe
person must hold a current foreign pilot license to gpply?

ANSWER 9B: IT CAN NOT BE ISSUED.

QUESTION 10: ISAFS-760 issuing ANY certificates with the English redtriction (other than
medica related) for a pilot holding a certificate previoudy issued before August 4, 1997 with an English
restriction:

A. For alogt certificate (aduplicate)?

ANSWER 10A: YES

B. For adding arating to such a certificate per 61.63 with the continuance of the retriction?
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ANSWER 10B: NO. Thepilotisnot digible for issuance of a cetificateif the English
requirements can not be met.

C. The pilot comesin to the FSDO to have the restriction removed and is till not found
competent to RWS& U English. If the English test isfaled does the pilot loose the origind certificate?

ANSWER 10C: NO. Thepilot will kegp the certificate with the restriction.

D. The pilot wantsto get a standard (per part 61) private or commercid and is gill not competent
to RWS& U English?

ANSWER 10D: NO. Thepilotisnot digible for issuance of a cetificateif the English
requirements can not be met.

E The pilot comes back after obtaining additiona class or category ratings in his home country
and wants them added to his restricted US certificate, but is still not competent to RWS& U English?

ANSWER 10E: NO. The pilat is not digible for issuance of a certificate if the English
requirements can not be met.

QUESTION 11: Conceding the lack of any statement of requirements in 61.63 regarding
RSR& U English requirements, suppose aforeign airman who has acquired a standard US certificate
(per part 61) with no English redtriction comes back severa years later from his home country to get an
additiona class added to his standard certificate, but has obvioudy lost his English capability. Should
the examiner conduct the practical test an issue the additional class as though there was no problem, or
what??

ANSWER 11: NO. Thepilot is nat digible for issuance of a certificate if the English requirements can
not be met.

QUESTION 12: Isissuance of aNotice of Disgpprova appropriate, or required, if aforeign pilot
gppears at the FSDO to obtain a US Redtricted certificate (on basis) and is unable to pass an English
test to demonstrate competence in RWS& U English?

ANSWER NO. No established “practicd test” isinvolved.

QUESTION 13 If an gpplication is presented to a pilot examiner and the person is unable to
demondtrate competence in RWS& U English (eg., resdent aien), we are ingructing the pilot examiners
to send the person to the FSDO for the English test (8710.3C chap 5 8 7. D needsrevison). The
question is, should the pilot examiner issue a Notice of Disapprova?

ANSWER 13: NO. Discontinue the test. No Notice of Disgpprova is appropriate since the pilot is
not digible for the practica test or issuance of a certificate if the English requirements can not be met.
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QUESTION 14 Does 61.75(b)(3) make aforeign pilot ineligible for a US Redtricted certificate if
for some reason the person has a US student pilot certificate? The “old” 61.75(b)(3) said “does not
hold a US pilot certificate of private pilot grade or higher.” |s there a difference intended?

ANSWER 14: NO. No there was no intent to change outcome. The student pilot certificate would
not make the foreign pilot indigible for a US Redtricted, but any other including Recreationa would.

QUESTION 15: A foreign pilot with instrument privileges took a knowledge test to have the
ingrument rating included on a US Redtricted certificate. By mistake, the computer test center gave him
the standard IRA test and he passed it. The appropriate test is the Instrument Foreign Filot (IFP). He
istold he must go back and take the Instrument Rating-Airplane (IRA) test even though the standard
test would appear to have more thoroughly tested his knowledge. s this a correct outcome?

ANSWER 15: YES. ThelFPtest isrequired. The pilot passed the appropriate test for taking an
instrument practica test and having the entry on the US Restricted say “INSTRUMENT AIRPLANE
(USTEST PASSED)”. But, if the pilot does not wish to take a practical test he must go back and take
the IFP knowledge test.

Two different questions have been posed to me regarding restricted pilot certificates. First question was
asked by aDPE. He has an gpplicant going for acommercia certificate. The gpplicant holds a
redtricted private certificate. The country that issued him his PPL did not require any night training. The
old Part 61 required a commercid applicant to hold a private or meet the experience requirements for a
private. The new 61 requires the applicant to hold a private, that's dl.

{q& a-60}

QUESTION 1. Doesthe above applicant need to meet the new 61 [61.109(a)(2), 61.109(a)(2)(i)
and 61.109(a)(2)(ii)] private requirements in addition to the new commercid 61 [61.129(a)(3)(iv)]
requirement so that at certification he would have 5 hours night dua and 5 hours night solo or would the
gpplicant be certificated with 2 hours night dua and 5 hours night solo?

ANSWER 1. No; Just like 861.123(h) states "Hold at least aprivate pilot certificate issued
under thispart .. ."  HOWEVER, to qualify for the commercid pilot certificate, the gpplicant would
have to meet ALL of the APPROPRIATE aeronautical experience requirements of 861.129. That
would mean he would have to meet those night flying aeronautica experience requirements of
861.129(a)(3)(iv) and (a)(4)(ii).

The second question was asked by a Part 141 chief flight instructor. He has a student who holds a
restricted commercid certificate issued 10 years ago. This student wants to train for aflight instructor
certificate. To qudify for a CFl the applicant must hold acommercid or ATP certificate. The
regulation does not el aborate on whether the certificate requirement excludes a restricted or specid
purpose  certificate

QUESTION 2a: Is the CFl candidate who holds a restricted commercid pilot certificate eigible
for a CFl certificate under the new Part 617?
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ANSWER 2a: NO.

Reference 861.75; The scenario isaforeign pilot that holdsa U.S. restricted Commercid Pilot
Certificate (i.e., that was issued on the basis of that person’s foreign Commercid PFilot license) and
that U.S. Commercid Pilot Certificate was issued prior to August 4, 1997 (i.e,, the date the new
Part 61 became effective).

No, that U.S. restricted Commercid Pilot Certificate can not be used to meet the digibility for a CFI
certificate under the new Part 61. When that U.S. restricted Commercia Pilot Certificate was issued,
the old 861.75(i) specificaly stated: “A pilot certificate issued under this section does not satisfy any of
the requirements of this part for the issuance of aflight ingtructor certificate.”

Discussion of this question with the FAA’s Office of Chief Counsdl, AGC-240, and our Hight
Standards  Certification Office, AFS-840, it was determined that those U.S. restricted Commercia
Pilot Certificates were issued with a specific redtriction againg dlowing them to be used for gpplying for
aU.S. flight ingtructor certificate. Therefore, an applicant who holds a U.S. restricted Commercid Filot
Certificate (i.e., that wasissued on the basis of that person’s foreign Commercid Rilot license) cannot
useit to gpply for aU.S. flight indtructor certificate.

QUESTION 2b: Is the candidate digible if he hods a specia purpose certificate? | know the
new Part 61 callsit a"Specid Purpose Pilot Authorization" whereas the old Part 61 cdled it a" Specid
Purpose Filot Certificate."

ANSWER 2b: Review 861.77(c), as apecid purpose pilot certificate issued under the old 861.77(c)
or aspecia purpose pilot authorization issued under the new 861.77(c), that rule which addresses the
privileges permitted would prevent the person from using it for meeting the digibility requirements for
gaining aflight indructor certificate.

{q&a78}

61.77

QUESTION: Apparently the Miami 1FO has had a palicy in effect snce 1992 limiting who
can be issued 61.77 authorizations. The policy, as| understand it, isthat a 861.77 specid purpose pilot
authorization cannot be issued to a person that holdsan U.S. ATP certificate. Thispolicy isnotin
writing and is not supported by the regulations.

| need to know how AFS-800 and AFS-200 fed about this policy. If you support it, we need to
change the regulations to reflect this policy. If you don't support it, AFS needs to inform the Miamo
|FO.

| need to know how AFS fedls, what AFS wants to do, because | have to respond to an attorney
representing Air Jamaica and its pilots who have previoudy been issued 861.77 specid purpose pilot
authorizations but are now being denied based on the 1992 palicy.
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Asafollow-on, here are some possible scenarios that do need to be discussed and thought out. Here
are some examples to consider:

GIVEN: (1) U.S--registered A-320 aircraft operated by foreign arline. (2) PICisaU.S. citizen (or
U.S. resdent? with green card). (3) PIC holdsaregular U.S. ATP, BUT NO A-320 TYPE RATING.
(4) PICisissued aU.S. Specid Purpose Certificate authorizing A-320 operations - that was issued
based on a Jamaican License.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.77(a) and (b); The person is entitled to be issued a Specid Purpose
Rilot Authorization with the A-320 type rating. No place in 861.77 doesit prohibit the issuance of a
Specia Purpose Filot Authorization if the person holdsaU.S. ATP cettificate. Asper 861.77(a), “The
holder of aforeign pilot license issued by a contracting State to the Convention on Internationd Civil
Aviation WHO MEETS THE REQUIREMENTS OF THIS SECTION MAY BE ISSUED A
SPECIAL PURPOSE PILOT AUTHORIZATION ....” Noplacein 861.77 or in any other FAR
doesit state a person who holds a U.S. ATP certificate may not be issued a Specia Purpose Pilot
Authorization.

Asfor the issuance of Specid Purpose Filot Authorizations, thisis not even a safety issue. Itispurdy
an economic one. It isgood business for U.S. companies and the U.S. economy as awhole to have a
market for leesing U.S. registered aircraft for the benefit of “. . . carrying persons or property for
compensation or hire on that aircraft.” Even the FAA’s cogts for adminigtering this practice of issuing
Specid Purpose Filot Authorizations or the NEED to monitor these pilots are minimal and mosily there
are no costs or RESPONSIBILITY associated with this practice. So why would anybody even care
about attempting to place any restraints on the issuance of Specid Purpose Pilot Authorizations. We
shouldn't! Leasing U.S. registered aircraft is just good business and is good for our economy.
{q&a277}

QUESTION 4: Ref. 861.77(8)(2); The Stuation isa Saudi Arabian based company
(ARAMCO) leases U.S. registered deHavilland DHC-8 airplanes to be piloted by Canadian pilots and
this company operates these DHC-8 airplanes throughout Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Isradl, Kuwait, €etc.
The operation is considered to be“. . . For the carrying persons or property for compensation or hire.”
Do these Canadian pilots need aU.S. pilot certificate or a Specia Purpose Pilot Authorization?

ANSWER 4: Ref. 861.77(a); In answer to the question as asked, the pilots shdl be issued
a Specia Purpose Pilot Authorization. This assumes, of course, thet the operation is certificated by and
holding an air operators certificate by the foreign government as an arline.

However, if Saudi ARAMCO is hot such an entity, and the passengers they are carrying are not buying
tickets, but are company employees, the pilots must have standard US (unrestricted) certificates.
{q&a-136}

61.83
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QUESTION: Ref. the English language digibility requirements for pilot certificates and rating
[i.e., 8861.65(a)(2), 61.83(c), 61.96(b)(2), 61.103(c), 61.123(b), 61.153(b), 61.183(b), and
61.213(a)(2)] requires an applicant to “. . . Be able to read, speak, write, and understand the English
language. . ..” Towhat standards must applicants“. . . Be able to read, speak, write, and understand
the English language. . .?7" To college leve sandards? Must the applicant be able to fully understand
the English language even to the level of conversation English? As an example, does the applicant need
to be able to understand conversation English to include even “dang terms’ or must the gpplicant only
berequiredto“. . . Be able to read, speak, write, and understand the English language. . .” as the kind
of English language phraseology thet relate to ATC ingtructions or an ATC clearance?

ANSWER: Theintent of the English language digibility rules that require an applicant to “. .
. Be able to read, speak, write, and understand the English language. . . .” was only intended to be the
kind of English language that relate to ATC ingtructions, or an ATC clearance, etc. The soon to be
published revison to FAA Order No. 8700.1 where thisissue is discussed, we stated the following:

“D. English Language Requiremertt.

(1) Severd questions have been raised concerning the standards and the testing to
determine whether an gpplicant can read, pesk, write, and understand the English language.
While there are no practica test standards established to ascertain the applicant’ s English
language ability, the following examples may be used as guiddines in this eva uation:

(& Anexaminer or ingpector may ask the gpplicant to listen to a tape recording of an ATC
clearance or ingructions, then ask the applicant to speak and explain the clearance or ingructions
back to the examiner in the English language.

(b) An gpplicant may be asked to write down in English the meaning of an ATC clearance,
ingtructions, or awegther report, then asked to speak and explain the clearance, ingtructions, or
wesether report back to the examiner in the English language.

(¢) Theintent is not to require the gpplicant to read, speak, write, and understand the English
language at college level standards. A common sense gpproach should be used in evauating an
goplicant for this requirement.”

{q&a198}

61.87

QUESTION: What do the new rules sate in regard to student pilots flying sngle place aircraft
in solo flight?

ANSWER: The new rules that address sudent pilots flying single place arcraft in solo flight

arein 8§ 61.87(1) and (n) which States:

(I) Limitations on student pilots operating an aircraft in solo flight. A student pilot may not
operate an aircraft in solo flight unless that student pilot has received:

(1) An endorsement from an authorized ingtructor on his or her student pilot certificate for the
gpecific make and modd arcraft to be flown; and
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(2) Anendorsement in the student’ s logbook for the specific make and mode arcraft to be
flown by an authorized indructor, who gave the training within the 90 days preceding the date of the
flight.

(n) Limitations on flight ingtructors authorizing solo flight.

() Noingtructor may authorize a sudent pilot to perform a solo flight unless that instructor
has —

(i) Given that student pilot training in the make and modd of arcraft or asmilar make and
modd of arcraft in which the solo flight is to be flown;

(i) Determined the student pilot is proficient in the maneuvers and procedures prescribed in this
section;

(iii) Determined the student pilot is proficient in the make and model of arcraft to be flown;

(iv) Ensured that the student pilot’ s certificate has been endorsed by an ingtructor authorized to
provide flight training for the specific make and modd aircraft to be flown; and

(v) Endorsed the student pilot’ s logbook for the specific make and model arcraft to be flown,
and that endorsement remains current for solo flight privileges, provided an authorized ingtructor updates
the student’ s logbook every 90 days theresfter.

(2) Theflight training required by this section must be given by an ingtructor authorized to
provide flight training who is appropriately rated and current.

The preamble in the new Part 61 final rule that was issued on April 4, 1997 dates.

“The FAA has modified § 61.87(c)(2) to permit a student pilot to demongtrate flight proficiency in a
amilar make and model of arcraft to that in which the student pilot will conduct solo flight. The FAA
notes that smilar make and mode! arcraft should be of agmilar design, with Smilar operating,
performance, flight, and handling characteristics. The revison made by the FAA to the proposa made
in Notice No. 95-11 will apply to all categories and classes of aircraft. Asexamples, the proposed
revison will permit astudent pilot to recaive flight training in a Schweizer 2-33 and solo a Schweizer
1-26, or recaive flight training in a two-place gyroplane but solo in a Sngle-place verson of that same
gyroplane, even though the single-place verson has adightly smaler powerplant. The FAA aso notes
that aflight indructor must endorse a student pilot for solo flight in the actua make and modd arcraft in
which the sudent pilot will conduct flight operations.”

{g&a5}

QUESTION 1. A question has been raised regarding FAR 61.87(M). Does this regulation
require a specific night solo endorsement be made in a student's logbook? The questions center

around the endorsement provisions of 61.87(m)(3). It states that the student must have an endorsement
for the specific make and modd arcraft to be flown at night. 1t goes on to say that the authorized
indructor must have given "..the training within the 90-day period preceding the date of the flight." It's
been suggested that as long as you can show an endorsement for a specific make/modd aircraft in the
Sudent's logbook, this would suffice. Would it? If the student aready has a current solo endorsement in
their logbook for a C152 for day time operations per 61.87(1) would that existing endorsement meet
the requirements of (m)(3) sinceit isamodd specific endorsement for the same aircraft to be flown at
night? Isthere arequirement for separate day and night time endorsements?
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ANSWER 1: For your information, the correction document (issued July 30,1997) deleted
861.87(m)(3), and subparagraph (4) became (3). It was overkill. It isnow a 90 day endorsement
requirement only and yes a student must have a separate endorsement for operating solo at night. Yesit
IS a separate endorsement requirement.

QUESTION 2: Secondly....what happens to that endorsement on the 91t day? Isit your
intention that the student must repest the training previoudy received more than 90 days ago, or can the
ingtructor smply sign off the student without additiond ingtruction? 861.87(n)(1)(v) suggeststhat the
original endorsement remains current provided the ingtructor "updates’ the student's logbook every 90
days. I’'m not quite sure what you mean by "update.” Must the CH make another endorsement, or do
they smply have to show that the ingtructor has flown with the student within the last 90 days on some
kindof  indructiond flight?

ANSWER 2: You doit just like any 90 day endorsement thet expires. The flight instructor
will need to re-sgn the endorsement to permit the student to solo. If that ingtructor eectsto give dl the
traning  required for a student to solo again then it isthe ingtructor's call. However, in the "red
world" most indructors who have been monitoring their sudent's training al aong may give the re-
endorsement if the  indructor believes his or her is dill proficient to continue to make solo flights
without any specific amount of training given. Itistheingructor'scal! We believe the ingtructor knows
his or her student's capabilities best.

QUESTION 3: The new rule says you must have an endorsement on the student pilot certificate
for the make and modd aircraft; and an endorsement in the student's logbook for the specific make and
model arcraft to be flown by an authorized ingtructor who gave the training within the 90 days
preceding theflight. What do you mean by "gave the training?' Would the ingtructor providing this
endorsement have to give the student dl of the training required under 61.87(d)? If so, how do you
handle atransfer sudent? Would you have to give that student al of the training in paragraph (d), or
amply fly with them to verify their competency, and confirm they meet dl the requirements for solo
flight?

ANSWER 3: On are-endorsement situation, read my answer on Q2 above. Inthe caseof a
transfer student between ingtructors, IF | WERE THE INSTRUCTOR taking over this student, |
certainly would want to assure mysdf this sudent is proficient to solo. And yes, | would give the
student enough training where | could say to mysdf, yesthe student is proficient. But no place in the
rule doesit require this, IT ISTHE INSTRUCTOR'S CALL TO MAKE! But ingructor's beware,
because you dl are responsible for your sudents. Mordly and legdly.

{q&a12}

QUESTION: | have a question and some confusion on the new FAR 61.87 and 61.93
regarding the endorsement and training for "smilar make and mode! of arcraft to be flown"..

Specificdly, if a CH endorses the student pilot certificate and logbook for a Cessna 150, could the
student legdly solo a Cessna 152, without a Cessna 152 endorsement in the logbook, if the CF
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judged that the sudent demonstrated satisfactory proficiency and safety in the Cessna 1527 If o,
could the student aso do solo cross-country in the Cessna 1527

Appreciae your response as | seem to be confused one exactly what the responsibilities and privileges
are.

ANSWER: Read very carefully the wordsin 861.87(1)(2) and (n)(1)(v). It means the
ingtructor must endorse the student's logbook for “the specific make and model to be flown." Asan
example, the sudent may receive flight training in a Cessna 150, but flies the Cessna 152 solo. The
student will need a solo endorsement from his or her ingtructor for the Cessna 152 [specific make
(Cessnd) and modd (152)]. Read the rules [i.e., 861.87(n)(1)(i) and (iii)] which govern the ingtructor's
respongbilities to ensure their students are proficient in "the specific make and mode to be flown.”
Therefore in answer to your specific question, the student must have an endorsement in his or her
certificate and logbook for operating a Cessna 152 in solo flight. And if the sudent ever solo'sa
Cessna 150, the student's certificate and logbook must also contain a solo endorsement for the Cessna
150.

Notice the word "training” contained in 861.87(n)(1)(i), the rule does not specify whether the "training”
has to beflight, ground, or both. We ddiberately stated it that way to give the ingtructor liberty to
train the student in a Cessna 150 and then endorse that student in "similar make and modd of aircraft”
Cessna 152 for solo flight. Read the FAA's Response on pages 16258-16259, beginning on the 3rd
column, under the caption Section 61.87(C).

And even though you didn't ask the question, could aflight ingtructor provide "flight training” to a
student in a Cessna 150 and then solo that student in aCessna 172. The answer is yes, provided the
student has received the proper solo endorsement and "training” for a Cessna172. Could that same
student receive flight training in a Fiper PA 38-112 and then solo a Cessna 152. The answer is yes,
provided the student has received the proper solo endorsement and "training” for a Cessna152. But
the ingructor should be careful to ensure their student is cgpable of handling thiskind of difference
going from a Piper product to a Cessna product. The entire purpose of the rewrite of Part 61 isto
place more respons bility on the instructor who knows hisor her student best. Instructors beware,
don' let us down.

{g&a19}

61.93

QUESTION: Locd ingructors believe they can no longer sign off their fellow ingtructors
students for solo-cross-country, because of 61.93(d)(3), unless the instructor has flown with that
person. If astudent has a unforecast weather problem and hasto stay overnight how can an
ingructor at adistant airport sgn a student off to go back home even if he hastalked to the sudents
indructor?
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ANSWER: Ref. 861.93(d)(3); Therule doesn't prevent an ingtructor from signing a student
off for a cross country flight as was permitted under the old 861.93. They're reading too much into the
new 861.93. Therule merdy sates"Determines that the sudent isproficientto  conduct the flight
safely.”

And how does an ingructor determine a student is proficient? Well, it MAY be merely reviewing the
student's cross country planning. Or it MAY involve questioning the student on cross country
procedures. Or it MAY involve both reviewing and questioning. Or it MAY involve some flying with
the sudent. Or it MAY involve any of anumber of waysingructors can DETERMINE whether a
student is proficient to conduct the flight safdly!  Otherwise, the rule gives the ingtructors the benefit of
the doubt for having judgment and being able to "determing’.

No, we won't be starting up a new rulemaking action to write a definition of "DETERMINE" in 861.1.
{0& a-168}

61.96

QUESTION: Ref. the English language digibility requirements for pilot certificates and rating
[i.e., 8861.65(a)(2), 61.83(c), 61.96(b)(2), 61.103(c), 61.123(b), 61.153(b), 61.183(b), and
61.213(a)(2)] requires an gpplicant to “. . . Be able to read, speak, write, and understand the English
language. . . .” To what standards must applicants“. . . Be able to read, spesk, write, and understand
the English language. . .?7" To college leve sandards? Must the applicant be able to fully understand
the English language even to the leve of conversation English? As an example, does the applicant need
to be able to understand conversation English to include even “dang terms’ or must the gpplicant only
berequiredto“. . . Be ableto read, speak, write, and understand the English language. . .” asthe kind
of English language phraseology that relate to ATC ingtructions or an ATC clearance?

ANSWER: Theintent of the English language digibility rules that require an applicant to “. .
. Be able to read, speak, write, and understand the English language. . . .” was only intended to be the
kind of English language that rlate to ATC ingtructions, or an ATC clearance, etc. The soon to be
published revison to FAA Order No. 8700.1 where thisissue is discussed, we stated the following:

“D. English Language Requirement.

(1) Severd questions have been raised concerning the standards and the testing to
determine whether an applicant can read, speek, write, and understand the English language.
While there are no practica test standards established to ascertain the gpplicant’ s English
language ability, the following examples may be used as guiddines in this eva uation:

(@ Anexaminer or ingpector may ask the gpplicant to listen to atape recording of an ATC
clearance or ingructions, then ask the gpplicant to speak and explain the clearance or ingtructions
back to the examiner in the English language.

(b) An applicant may be asked to write down in English the meaning of an ATC clearance,
ingtructions, or aweather report, then asked to speak and explain the clearance, ingtructions, or
westher report back to the examiner in the English language.
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(¢) Theintent is not to require the gpplicant to read, speak, write, and understand the English
language at college level standards. A common sense gpproach should be used in evauating an
goplicant for this requirement.”
{q&a198}

QUESTION: Ref. 861.96(b)(4): Situation has come up where a person who is gpplying for a
recregtiond pilot certificate took the private pilot knowledge test, because at the time the applicant was
intending to apply for aprivate pilot certificate. The question is does this applicant now have to go back
and take the recrestiona pilot knowledge test Snce heis only gpplying for the recrestiona pilot
certificate or will the private pilot knowledge test report results suffice.

ANSWER: The private pilot knowledge test report results will suffice in this Stuation, (but
only for thiskind of Stuetion).

Asaresult of apolicy decison by the managers of AFS-840 and AFS-630 that was made
gpproximately 6 months ago, it has been determined that in this Stuation where the person wasinitialy
intending on gpplying for the private pilot certificate and took the private pilot knowledge test but later
on in the training that person changed their mind and decided to only gpply for arecreationa pilot
certificate, the private pilot knowledge test report results will suffice.

Thereason in thisanswer it was stated “. . . (but only for thiskind of Stuation). . .” above is because the
FAA knowledge tests and certification generally adhere to the “building block” concept. Asan
example, questions asked on the private pilot knowledge test are generdly somewhat different than
those asked on the commercid pilot knowledge test. However, in this case the questions asked on the
recregtional pilot knowledge test are somewhat smilar to those asked on the private pilot knowledge
test. Except on the private pilot knowledge test, the applicant is additionally tested on questions, as for
example, that pertain to radio communication procedures, dead reckoning, navigation systems, etc.

And the questions are generally somewhat more advanced.

This situation has only come up on 3 or 4 occasionsin the past, and each time AFS-630 and AFS-840
have approved the gpplicants to use the test report results of the private pilot knowledge test. When
this Situation has come up in the padt, the Situation was the applicants initialy intended to train for the
private pilot certificate, but due to monetary and/or time congtraints these gpplicants changed their minds
and decided to only apply for the recreationd pilot certificate.

{q&a-200}

61.97 & 61.98

QUESTION: 8861.65, 61.105, 61.107, etc. al date that aperson must receive and log
ground and flight training in the various areas of operations. If an gpplicant arrives for the practica test
and he does not have record of logged ground and flight training, | do not consider the gpplicant digible
to take the test even though he has the necessary endorsements. | am congtantly being told that the
endorsements suffice.
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The questionis. Am | correct in assuming that if there is no record or only partid records of logged
ground and flight training that the applicant is not digible to take the practica test regardiess of whether
the applicant has the endorsements stating such was done?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.97(a) or 861.98(a) or §61.105(a) or 861.107(a) or 861.125(a) or
861.127(a); No, you are not correct in your assumption; Now | may be misreading the essence of
your statement in your question above (i.e.,”. . . that if thereis no record or only partia records of
logged ground and flight training that the applicant is not digible to take the practica test regardless of
whether the gpplicant has the endorsements stating such was done.”) But it appears to me that you are
asking the FAA to sanction your opinion that the instructor must describe in detail every subject that he
or she provided training to the student. Asan example, in 861.97(a) or 861.98(a) or 861.105(a) or
861.107(a) or 861.125(a) or 861.127(a), etc., where it states, in pertinent part:

“A person who is gpplying for a. . . . pilot certificate must receive and log . . . training from an

This says exactly whet it says (i.e,, “. . . must receive and log . . . training from an authorized instructor .

And per §61.189(a), it States:

“... Aflight instructor must sgn the logbook of each person to whom theat instructor has given

No placein the regulation or in any of our FAA Orders does it require the ingtructor to describein
detail every subject that he or she provided training to the student. Therefore, asexample, if | findin
student’ s logbook, training record, training tabulation sheet, or whatever you al want to call alogbook
the following endorsement then that is sufficient. | would accept the following as meeting the
requirements of §61.189(a) and for aso meeting the student’ s training requirements for 861.105:

| certify thet | have given (Fird name, M, last name) the ground training required by
861.105(b), and that he/she is prepared for the required knowledge test.

SS [date] JJ. Jones 987654321CFl  Exp. 12-31-99
And | would accept the following as meeting the requirements of 861.189(a) and for dso meeting the
| certify that | have given (Fird name, M1, last name) the ground and flight training required by

861.107(b)(1) through (8) (as appropriate), and find hinvher proficient to perform each area of
operation safely asaprivate pilot, and that he/she is prepared for the required practical test.

SIS [date] JJ Jones 987654321CFl  Exp. 12-31-99
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Keep in mind folks, thisis alogbook we' re talking about here. We re not asking the indructor to write
a"“James Mitchner style nove” in recording the training given.
{g& a-206}

61.101

QUESTION: Having read the FAQ answer on 861.101, as well as the definitions of
aeronautica experience requirements,” 861.1(b)(3)(ii), and "flight training,” 861.1(b)(6), and "ground
training” 861.1(b)(8), | note that your answer regarding night flight concludes that the "recreationd pilot
must receive ALL of the cross-country aeronautical experience of subpart E of part 61," but the
regulation in question 61.101(c) does not say "al aeronautica experience.” It says the recreationd pilot
must have: “received ground & flight training from an authorized ingtructor on the cross-country training
requirements of subpart E." Since "flight training” is defined in 861.1 as. "thet training, other than ground
training, received from an authorized ingructor in an arcraft” my interpretation isthat the "5 hours of
solo cross-country time' from 861.109(a)(5)(i) is NOT required for the recregtiona pilot to get my
endorsement for cross-country flight. Is this interpretation correct?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.101(c)(1), it saysthe™. . . the cross-country training requirements of
subpart E of this part that apply to the aircraft rating held"

So for example, the". . . the cross-country training requirements of subpart E of this part that apply to
the . . ." for the airplane single engine rating would be:

Per §61.105(b):

(3) Use of the gpplicable portions of the "Aeronautica Information Manua" and FAA advisory
creulars,

(4) Use of aeronautica charts for VFR navigation using pilotage, dead reckoning, and navigation
systems,

(6) Recognition of critica weether Situations from the ground and in flight, windshear avoidance, and
the procurement and use of aeronautica weather reports and forecasts,

(12) Aeronautica decision making and judgment; and
(13) Preflight action that includes—-
(i) How to obtain information on runway lengths at airports of intended use, data on takeoff and
landing distances, wesather reports and forecasts, and fudl requirements; and
(if) How to plan for dternativesif the planned flight cannot be completed or ddays are
encountered.

and per §61.107(b)(1):
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(i) Preflight preparation;
(vii) Navigation;

(xi) Night operations, except as provided in 861.110 of this part;

(1) 3 hours of cross-country flight training in asingle-engine arplane;

(2) Except as provided in 861.110 of this part, 3 hours of night flight training in asingle-engine arplane
that includes-—-
(1) One cross-country flight of over 100 nautical milestota distance; and

5) *.*.*
(1) 5 hours of solo cross-country time;
(i) One solo cross-country flight of at least 150 nautica milestotal distance, with full-stop landings at
aminimum of three points, and one segment of the flight conggting of a Sraight-line distance of at
least 50 nautica miles between the takeoff and landing locations;
{g& a-286}

QUESTION 1: Reference 861.101(c). §61.101(c) states:

(c) A person who holds arecregtiona pilot certificate may act as pilot in command of an aircraft on a
flight that exceeds 50 nautical miles from the departure airport, provided that person has.

(1) Received ground and flight training from an authorized ingtructor on the cross-country training
requirements of subpart E of this part that apply to the aircraft rating held;

(2) Been found proficient in cross-country flying; and

(3) Received from an authorized ingtructor alogbook endorsement, which is carried on the person's
possession in the aircraft, that certifies the person has received and been found proficient in the cross-
country training requirements of subpart E of this part that gpply to the aircraft rating held.

Asit gatesin §61.101(c)(1), in pertinent part, “. . . cross-country training requirements of subpart E of
thispart. . .” doesthis mean arecrestiona pilot must also receive the night cross country training

[e.0., 861.109(a)(2)(i)]? Keep in mind, recreationd pilots are prohibited from night flying even if they
get thistraining.

ANSWER 1: Y es, the recrestiona pilot must receive AL L of the cross country aeronautical
experience of subpart E of Part 61 and that aso includes the night cross country training.
{q& a-106}
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QUESTION: Does arecregtiond pilot need alogbook endorsement for every 50+ mile X/C
from a CH after recelving the extraingtruction, or is the logbook endorsement for that extra X/C
indruction sufficient for the person for dl future 50+ X/C flights?

ANSWER: Review 861.101(c)(3). It says, in pertinent part, ". . . alogbook endorsement. .
! And"d" to me means one endorsement. A one time endorsement will suffice since the rule does not
say alogbook endorsement is required each time.

{q&a 17}

61.103

QUESTION: Ref. the English language digibility requirementsfor pilot certificates and rating
[i.e., 8861.65(a)(2), 61.83(c), 61.96(b)(2), 61.103(c), 61.123(b), 61.153(b), 61.183(b), and
61.213(a)(2)] requires an gpplicant to “. . . Be able to read, speak, write, and understand the English
language. . . .” Towhat standards must applicants“. . . Be able to read, speak, write, and understand
the English language. . .7" To college levd standards? Must the applicant be able to fully understand
the English language even to the leve of conversation English? As an example, does the applicant need
to be able to understand conversation English to include even “dang terms’ or must the applicant only
berequiredto“. . . Be able to read, speak, write, and understand the English language. . .” asthe kind
of English language phraseology that relate to ATC indructions or an ATC clearance?

ANSWER: Theintent of the English language digibility rules that require an gpplicant to “. .
. Be able to read, speak, write, and understand the English language. . . .” was only intended to be the
kind of English language that relate to ATC ingtructions, or an ATC clearance, etc. The soon to be
published revison to FAA Order No. 8700.1 where thisissue is discussed, we stated the following:

“D. English Language Requiremertt.

(1) Severd questions have been raised concerning the standards and the testing to
determine whether an gpplicant can read, pesk, write, and understand the English language.
While there are no practica test stlandards established to ascertain the gpplicant’ s English
language ability, the following examples may be used as guiddines in this eva uation:

(& Anexaminer or ingpector may ask the gpplicant to listen to atape recording of an ATC
clearance or ingructions, then ask the applicant to speak and explain the clearance or ingructions
back to the examiner in the English language.

(b) An gpplicant may be asked to write down in English the meaning of an ATC clearance,
ingtructions, or awesather report, then asked to speak and explain the clearance, ingtructions, or
wesether report back to the examiner in the English language.

(c) Theintent is not to require the applicant to read, speak, write, and understand the English
language at college level sandards. A common sense gpproach should be used in evauating an
gpplicant for this requirement.”

{q&a198}
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61.105 & 61.107

QUESTION: 8861.65, 61.105, 61.107, etc. al state that aperson must receive and log
ground and flight training in the various areas of operations. If an gpplicant arrives for the practica test
and he does not have record of logged ground and flight training, | do not consider the gpplicant digible
to take the test even though he has the necessary endorsements. | am constantly being told that the
endorsements suffice.

The questionis. Am | correct in assuming that if there is no record or only partid records of logged
ground and flight training that the applicant is not digible to take the practica test regardiess of whether
the applicant has the endorsements stating such was done?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.97(a) or 861.98(a) or §61.105(a) or 861.107(a) or 861.125(a) or
861.127(a); No, you are not correct in your assumption; Now | may be misreading the essence of
your statement in your question above (i.e.,”. . . that if thereis no record or only partia records of
logged ground and flight training that the applicant is not digible to take the practica test regardless of
whether the gpplicant has the endorsements stating such was done.”) But it appears to me that you are
asking the FAA to sanction your opinion that the instructor must describe in detail every subject that he
or she provided training to the student. Asan example, in 861.97(a) or 861.98(a) or 861.105(a) or
861.107(a) or 861.125(a) or 861.127(a), etc., where it states, in pertinent part:

“A person who is gpplying for a. . . . pilot certificate must receive and log . . . training from an

This says exactly what it says (i.e,, “. . . must receive and log . . . training from an authorized instructor .

And per §61.189(a), it States:

“... Aflight instructor must Sgn the logbook of each person to whom that ingtructor has given

No placein the regulation or in any of our FAA Orders does it require the ingtructor to describein
detail every subject that he or she provided training to the student. Therefore, asexample, if | findin
student’ s logbook, training record, training tabulation sheet, or whatever you al want to call alogbook
the following endorsement then that is sufficient. | would accept the following as meeting the
requirements of §61.189(a) and for aso meeting the student’ s training requirements for 861.105:

| certify thet | have given (Firg name, M, last name) the ground training required by
§861.105(b), and that he/she is prepared for the required knowledge test.

SIS [date] JJ. Jones 987654321CFl  Exp. 12-31-99
And | would accept the following as meeting the requirements of 861.189(a) and for dso meeting the
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| certify thet | have given (First name, M, last name) the ground and flight training required by
861.107(b)(1) through (8) (as appropriate), and find him/her proficient to perform each area of
operation safely asaprivate pilot, and that he/she is prepared for the required practical test.

SS [date] JJ. Jones 987654321CFI Exp. 12-31-99

Keep in mind folks, thisis alogbook we' re talking about here. We re not asking the indructor to write
a“James Mitchner style nove” in recording the training given.
{q& a-206}

QUESTION 6: Stuation is, | am aflight ingtructor and | have a sudent who is a Private Pilot
and israted in asingle engine land arplane. This pilot is not seeking any further rating, but wants me to
give him flight training on “gal awareness, spin entry, pins, and spin recovery techniques’ judt likeit
saysin 861.105. The question is under 891.307(c) are parachutes required for thiskind of training?

ANSWER 6: 861.105; No parachute isrequired. Higtorically the FAA’s position on this
issue, we have determined since this training is a private pilot requirement that is addressed in 861.105
as an aeronautical knowledge training area and the person is merely recaiving training on a piloting skill
that isapilot certification requirement for receiving, and for maintaining, thet private pilot certificate,
parachutes are NOT required. The rationale of this determination, also covers student pilots,
commercid pilots, airline trangport pilots, and flight ingtructors. But as dways, the FAA would never
discourage the use of parachutes.

{q&a-136}

61.109

QUESTION 1: In accordance with FAR 61.109(a)(5)(ii), it appears a person can meet their
cross country requirements by flying from airport A to arport B, a distance of say of more than 50 NM,
then back to airport A. Then on to airport C, adistance of say 25 NM, and then back to airport A. A
total distance of at least 150 NM, one segment of at least 50 NM between takeoff and landing
locations. The scenario is depart airport A, fly more than 50 NM to airport B. Then return and land at
arport A. Then depart to airport C, and return and land at airport A. The cross country is 3 legs, tota
distance of at least 150 NM, and dl complies with the regulations.

ANSWER 1. Ref. 8 61.1(b)(3)(ii) and § 61.109(a)(5)(ii); To st the scenario, your question

and my answer pertains to the rules that gppliesto the airplane rating a the Private Pilot Certificate

level. And I’m assuming your cross country was performed in an Sngle engine land airplane [i.e,

8 61.1(b)(3)(i1)(A)]. And aso, your cross country involves“. . . the use of dead reckoning, pilotage,

electronic navigation aids, radio ads, or other navigation systems to navigeate to the landing point . . .”
61.1(b)(3)(i1)(C)]. If dl my assumptions are correct, then yes your cross country complies with

§ 61.1(b)(3)(ii) and 8§ 61.109(a)(5)(ii).
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Per § 61.1(b)(3)(ii) and specifically subparagraph (B), it States*”. . . apoint of landing that was at least a
graight-line distance of more than 50 nautical miles from the origind point of departure. . .” Therefore,
asyou stated Airport B is“. . . morethan 50 nautical milesfrom . ..” Airport A (the origind point of
departure) and thisfills the requiremen.

And, per 8 61.109(a)(5)(ii), it states “One solo cross-country flight of at least 150 nautical miles total
distance, with full-stop landings a a minimum of three points, and one segment of the flight congsting of
adraight-line distance of at least 50 nautical miles between the takeoff and landing locations.. . .”
Therefore, as you stated, Airport A to Airport B is”. . . a least atraight-line distance of more than 50
nautica milesfrom the origind point of departure. . .” [i.e, 8§ 61.1(b)(3)(ii)(B)] and the 50 NM straight
line leg segment requirement ismet. And the total distance from Airport A to Airport B back to
Airport A and then onto Airport C and then back again to Airport A is*”. . . a least 150 nautical miles
total distance, with full-stop landings a aminimum of three points. . .” [i.e,, 8 61.109(Q)(5)(ii)]. The
landing at Airport A (origina point of departure) while enroute from Airport B to Airport C is not
prohibited by the rule.

QUESTION 2 Another quegtion: isthe 50 NM requirement from the “origind” point of
departure, or from the last airport of departure?

ANSWER 2 Ref. § 61.109(a)(5)(ii); | believe you are asking about the “...one segment of
the flight conggting of a straight-line distance of a least 50 nautica miles between the takeoff and
landing locations. ..”  Thisrequirement may be met between any pair of the three required landing
points. In your scenario the requirement was actually met twice, between Airports A and B and again
between Airport B and the return to Airport A.

{g& a-365}

QUESTION: I’m a student pilot in training seeking a Private Rlot Certificate with the Airplane
Single Engine Land rating. On my night cross country flight, | had to land 45 nautical miles from the
origina departure airport to take on fuel. Then | proceeded on to a destination that was beyond 50
nautical miles from the origina departure airport. Doesthis ill count as a cross country required by
861.109(a)(2)(i) even though | made an intermediate stop within 50 NM from the origind departure
arport?

ANSWER: Reference §61.1(b)(3)(ii)(B) and §61.109(a)(2)(i); Yes, per
861.1(b)(3)(ii)(B), this counts as a cross country flight assuming your cross country flight also complied
with the other provisions of 861.1(b)(3)(ii)(A) and (C); that the flight was performed in asingle engine
land arplane and you utilized “. . . dead reckoning, pilotage, electronic navigation aids, radio aids, or
other navigation systems to navigeate to the landing point.”

As per 861.1(b)(3)(ii)(B), your cross country flight included “. . . a point of landing that was at least a
draight-line distance of more than 50 nautical miles from the origina point of departure . . .” because
after your intermediate stop to take on fuel you continued on to adegtination that was*“. . . more than
50 nautical miles from the origina point of departure . ..” Therefore, your flight counts as a cross
country flight. The requirement was made to ensure that an applicant’ s cross country training had some
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reasonable distance between the original point of departure and the destination. But we didn’t rgject
landings made within the 50 NM radius because it is recognized there are aso beneficia training aspects
for dlowing takeoffs and landings at other airports. Additiondly, there could be stuations like yours for
fue or because of wegther or aircraft maintenance problems that required the pilot to land short of the
50 NM radius. But in such cases, if the pilot findly continues on to an arport more than 50 nautical
miles from the origina point of departure it would count as a cross country.
{g&a316}

QUESTION 1. A student based on asmall idand that is training for elther recreationa or private
certificates not required to meet the cross-country requirements of §61.99 or 861.109 if doing so would
require flying more than 10 miles from the nearest shordine, but alimitation on carrying passengersis
goplied. Thequedtion s, is such a person authorized to choose to expose himsdlf, the aircraft and a
willing ingtructor, to the added hazards of extended over-water flight (more than 25 nm for recrestiond
and more than 100 nm for private) and basically meet dl of the cross country requirements for
certification for the purpose of being issued a pilot certificate without the redtriction of carrying
passengers beyond 10 nm from the idand?

ANSWER 1. Ref. 861.111; The key phrase herein 861.111". . . need not comply . . ."
Notice, it does not say "shdl not comply” or "must not comply,” etc. So, if the student and the instructor
properly equip their aircraft for overwater operations, then it would be permissible,

QUESTION 2: Congdering the wording in section 61.111 (¢) second phrase, "and meets all
requirements for the issuance of a private pilot certificate, except the cross country training requirements
of section 61.109 of thispart” ect. The point has been raised that this provison could provide for
privete pilot certification, with the cross country limitation on the private pilot certificate, and the
gpplicant having met dl of the other requirements of 61.109 with atotal time of aslittle as 27 hours.
The 27 hours has satisfied dl training and experience required other than the 3 hours of training required
by 61.109 (a)(1) and the 10 hours solo required by 61.109(a)(5). A follow on questionis: If at least
40 hoursis required even with no cross country training or experience, what is the student expected to
accomplish during this 13 hours that is normally cross country training?

ANSWER 2: Ref. 861.109 and 861.111; Sections 61.109(a) or (b) or (c) or (d), etc., the
gpplicant is not excused from not meeting the ™. . . 40 hours of flight time . . ." Nor does 861.111

excuse the applicant from not meeting the ™. . . 40 hours of flight time . . ." The gpplicant must show ". .
.40 hours of flight time.. . ." to make gpplication for a private pilot certificate. It isup to the instructor
and student what to do with the time that is otherwise required cross country aeronautical experience, as
required by 861.109, if the training is taking place on asmdl idand. However, even though §61.111
doesn't require the distance cross country training, some navigation training on the smal amount of land
gpace available can Hill be accomplished and this “extra’ time could be gpplied.

{q&a-309}

QUESTION 1. Ref. 861.109(a)(3); Please verify that under Part 61 the CFl must have his’lher
ingrument rating (CFI1) to teach the 3 hours of instrument training required for private pilot certificate.
See below. I'm concerned that this might affect some 141 schools.
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ANSWER 1. Ref. 861.193 and 861.109(a)(3); For years, the FAA has differentiated
between the kind of training described in 861.109(8)(3) [i.e., “. . . 3 hoursof flight training in asngle-
engine airplane on the control and maneuvering of an airplane solely by reference to ingruments,
including straight and leve flight, constant airgpeed climbs and descents, turns to a heading, recovery
from unusud flight attitudes, radio communications, and the use of navigation systemsffacilities and radar
services gppropriate to insrument flight. . . .”] and REAL “instrument training.” Therefore, Snce no rule
specificaly conflicts with the FAA’ s long standing policy on thisissue, the FAA has dways said a CH -
ASE can give the 3 hours of Private Filot flight training on the control and maneuvering of an airplane
soldy by reference to insruments[i.e., 861.109(a)(3)] because the training is not REAL *“instrument

{q&a-283}

QUESTION 2: Can aHight Indructor with an Airplane Single-Engine rating (but no
Instrument-Airplane rating on his CHl) provide a Private Pilot gpplicant with the Hight Training required
by 861.107(b)(1)(ix) and §61.109(a)(3)?[i.€., the basic instrument maneuvers and the 3 hours of flight
training in aSngle-engine arplane on the control and maneuvering of an airplane solely by reference to
indruments]

ANSWER 2 Ref. 861.109(3)(3); Yes, aCFl with only an Airplane Single-Engine rating (but
no Insrument-Airplane rating on his CFl) may provide a Private Pilot-ASEL gpplicant with the flight
training required by 861.107(b)(1)(ix) and 861.109(a)(3). And the reason this answer is S0 is because
the agronautica experience of 861.109(8)(3) does not state “instrument training,” but merely says:

“3 hours of flight training in asingle-engine airplane on the control and maneuvering of an airplane solely
by reference to instruments, including straight and level flight, constant airgpeed climbs and descents,
turns to a heading, recovery from unusud flight attitudes, radio communications, and the use of
navigation sysems/facilities and radar services appropriate to instrument flight;”

However, that isfor 8§61.109(a)(3) ONLY. Becauseif it'sfor the Private Filot airplane single engine
training required by Part 141, Appendix B, paragraph 4.(b)(1)(iii), [i-e., “. . . 3 hours of instrument
traning inasingleenginearplane . . .”] So that training must be given by a CFl with a ASE rating and
an Ingrument-Airplane rating on the flight instructor certificate.

{q&a-249}

QUESTION 1: The private pilot night aeronautical experience [i.e., 861.109(8)(2)] cdlsfor “. .
. 3 hours of night flight training . . .” Does thistraining have to be performed per the Part 1 night time
definition (i.e, “. . . means the time between the end of evening civil twilight and the beginning of
morning civil twilight, as published in the American Air Almanac, converted to locd time) or per the
861.57(b) night time definition (i.e,, “. . . beginning 1 hour after sunset and ending 1 hour before sunrise

ANSWER 1. 861.57(b) and 861.109(a)(2); It requiresthis night time aeronautical
experience be performed during the nighttime conditions described in 861.57(b). Thistraining is
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required to be performed during the time period beginning 1 hour after sunset and ending 1 hour before
sunrise. We want the training to be performed in “dark” night time conditions. Asyou are avare, the
time between the end of evening civil twilight and the beginning of morning civil twilight is not even dark.
Most times you can gill see the sun on the horizon. We want the training to be performed in the dark of
night.

QUESTION 2: Under 861.109(a)(2), the private pilot aeronautical experience requirements
cdl for “. .. 3 hoursof night flight training . . .” and under 861.109(a)(3), it calsfor “. . . 3 hours of
flight training in a Sngle-engine arplane on the control and maneuvering of an airplane solely by
reference to instruments . . .” Can these aeronautical experience requirements be combined?

ANSWER 2: 861.51(b)(3); No, the times cannot be combined. In 861.109(a)(2), therule
was intended that the person perform the night training using a combination of pilotage, dead reckoning,
and radio navigation under night conditions under visud flight rules. 1t was never intended to dlow this
training to be combined with the instrument training aeronautica experience required by

paragraph (a)(3). Inlegaly reading 861.51(b)(3), notice the periods after each subparagraph [i.e, (i)
Day or night. (ii) Actud insrument. (iii) Smulated insrument conditionsin flight, aflight smuletor, or a
flight training device] Therefore, that means these are separate requirements and you cannot combine
the logging of night time and hood time.

{q&a-230}

QUESTION 1. Isit possible that a student pilot could take the practical test for a private grade
certificate in atailwhed arplane without ever having received or logged whed landings or have flown
solo in atalwhed arplane as a student pilot without having received or logged training on whedl
landings?  Part 61.31 (i) requires a pilot-in-command of atalwhed airplane to have received and
logged whed landings. However, Part 61.31(k)(2)(ii) excepts holders of student pilot certificates from
61.31(i)(2)(ii).

ANSWER 1: Reference 861.107(b)(1)(iv). Most certainly, the applicant would have to
exhibit skill and proficiency inwhed landings. A student pilot applying for a private pilot certificate usng
atallwhed arplane shdl comply with 861.107(b)(1)(iv), and one of the tasksin that area of operation
(see FAA-S-8081-15; Private Pilot PTS on pages 1-11 thru -14) would involve "Exhibits knowledge
of thedementsrelatedto a. . . and landing”, and 861.107(a) requires the training be received and
logged. 861.31(k)(2)(ii) isastand adone rule, completely independent of 861.31(i)(2)(ii).

{0&a97}

QUESTION 2 Does the 50 NM landing requirement gpply to al dua cross country training?
ANSWER 2: Reference 8861.1(b)(3)(ii): Yes, each dud cross-country training flight must
indude AT LEAST ONE landing more than 50 NM from the origina point of departure.

{g&a101}

QUESTION 1 Is there a discrepancy between 8861.1(b)(3)(ii) vs. 61.109(a)(5)(ii)?
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In 861.1(b)(3)(i) cross country is “. .. morethan 50 nautical miles. ..” andin 861.109(a)(5)(ii)
Cross country appearsto be“. . . at least 50 nautical miles. . .”

ANSWER 1: 861.1(b)(3)(ii) isthe overdl rule for defining cross country for the purpose of
meeting the aeronautica experience requirements (except for arotorcraft category rating) for a private
pilot certificate. However, 861.109(a)(5)(ii) is a stand alone rule that requires a private pilot applicant
to conduct a cross country that is“. . . . at least 150 nautical milestotal distance, with full-stop landings
a aminimum of three points, and one segment of the flight conssting of a straight-line distance of at
least 50 nautical miles between the takeoff and landing locations.”

{q&a42}

Today, | have been answering cdls on 61.109(a) which have brought up two issues. Can you help me
understand?

QUESTION: Fird, given the definition of flight training in 61.1(b)(6) and training timein
61.1(b)(15), al of which must be received from an authorized ingtructor, how can there be such athing
as"solo flight traning?'

ANSWER: In answer to your first question, yes we admit you have apoint. However, try
to write or even undergtand the rule by leaving off the word "training” in the context you have noted.
We had to differentiate between "dud" flight training vs. "solo” flight training. We could have used the
words "s0l0" and "dud" but we didnt. "Solo flight training" means the gpplicant must be solo.

It doesn't mean sole manipulators of the controls, IT MEANS SOLO! It doesn't permit a student to
have another person on board. IT MEANS SOLO! So, if the student has another person on board,
the student is not solo.

QUESTION: Second, | have assumed that the requirementsin 61.109(a)(1), (2), (3), and (4)
areincluded in the "20 hours of flight training from an authorized ingtructor” (in other words, dud),
however, the way paragraph (a) reads, they could be included in the "10 hours of solo flight training."
Should this be darified?

In consideration of the preamble discussion, | would like to suggest rewording paragraph (a) to
subdtitute "solo flight time" for "solo flight training,” and insart "flight” in the lagt line o it would reed, "and
the flight training mugt indlude...”

ANSWER: Y our second question, subparagraphs (1) through (4) of 861.109(a) is"dua"
flight training and subparagraphs (i) through (iii) of 861.109(a)(5) is solo flight time.
{q&a18}

QUESTION 7: Am | correct in interpreting that the "instrument flight training” (phrase not used
before in conjunction with PVT requirements) required by 61.109(a)(3) need not be given by a CHI
snce the language of 61.195(c) seemsto limit the requirement to instrument and type ratings only?
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ANSWER 7: [861.109(8)(3) was corrected in the Correction Document that was issued on
July 30, 1997 and now dtates "3 hours of flight training in asingle engine arplane on the control and
maneuvering of an arplane soldy by reference to instruments, including straight and  levd flight, congtant
argpeed climbs and descents, turns to heading, recovery from unusud flight attitudes, radio
communications, and the use of navigation systems/facilities, and radar service gppropriate to instrument
flight." AndyesaCFl canteachit. It doesnot haveto beaCHII.
{0g&a8}

QUESTION: My recollection is that prior to new part 61, the old rule required no instrument
time for private pilots. There was arequirement under old 61.107(3)(6) to provide flight instruction in
the control and maneuvering of an aircraft solely by reference to instruments, but since there was no
aeronautica experience requirement for smulated ingrument time, it was interpreted as not requiring
actua or smulated instrument time.

New Part 61 requires 3 hours of flight training on the control and maneuvering of an arplane solely by
reference to insruments. Thewording is very smilar to the old rule, but it is contained in 61.109,
Aeronautica experience. We have been interpreting thisasrequiring either hood or actual
ingrument time. Isthat correct, or could an applicant meet this requirement without having
an actual or smulated instrument timein their logbook?

ANSWER: The aeronautical experience required by 861.109(a)(3) would NOT haveto be
in smulated or actua instrument conditions. Otherwise, the aeronautica experience could be achieved
without the student wearing aview limiting device.

However, according to our policy on this aeronautical experience, if astudent were to perform the
training with ahood or conduct the flight in actud instrument conditions and the training was certified by
aCFll (i.e, CFII instrument-airplane) then the time would count as instrument training and could adso
be used to meet the aeronautica experience of §61.65(d).

{q& a-69}

QUESTION 2 Can the long cross-country requirement of §61.109(a)(5)(ii) be met by landing
a an arport 40 NM north of origind point of departure, then over flying the origind point of departure
to land at an airport 40 NM miles south and then return to the origind point of departure, thus acquiring
(more than) the 150 NM flight with (more than) 50 NM between two points of landing and landing at
three locations -- (without going beyond 50 NM of the origind point of departure).

ANSWER 2: On this specific rule and this rule only, yes alanding beyond 50 NM is not
required. But we' re intending to change 861.109 so it pardlds with the distance requirements of

{g& a-60}

QUESTION 18: A private pilot gpplicant has been given 2.5 hours training in control and
maneuvering an aircraft with reference to instrument in an gpproved training device by an ingtructor.  Is
the actud flight time in the aircraft reduced from 40 hours to 37.5 hours?
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ANSWER 18: YES. --61.109(a) says " Except as provided in paragraph (i) ... must log 40
hours of flight time...” However, the 3 hours required in control and maneuvering an airplane soley by
reference to ingtruments must be accomplished in an airplane of gppropriate class.

{g& a-60}

QUESTION: If a student is color blind, will he/she be redtricted from flying at night? Or will
the person never be able to get apilot certificae? If thereis smply alimitation, does the limitation go on
the person’s pilot certificate or on the person’s medica certificate?

ANSWER: Reference 861.13(b). This person must have dl the night training required per

8861.109. However, the use of the certificate will be gppropriately limited per Order 8700.1, Volume

2, Page 27-6, Paragraph 5.G or H. The*night flying prohibited” limitation goes on the person’s

medica certificate when issued because of the medicaly documented deficiency per 61.13(b).
{g&a218 question #3} ; { & a60 question #21}

QUESTION: | am having trouble deciphering the required totd time, dua time, and solo time for
goplicants of private pilot-glider ratings?

ANSWER: The answer isfor the private pilot glider applicant is covered by the corrected
861.109(f) which states:

() For aglider category rating:

(1) If the gpplicant for aprivate pilot certificate with aglider category rating has not logged a
least 40 hours of flight time as apilot in aheavier-than-air arcraft, at gpplicant must log at least 10 hours
of flight training in aglider induding 20 training flights performed on the areas of operation listed in
8 61.107(b)(6) of this part that include —

(i) 2 hoursof solo flight in glidersin the areas of operation listed in § 61.107(b)(6) of this part,
with not less than 10 launches and landings being performed; and

(i) Threetraining flightsin aglider in preparation for the practica test within the 60-day period
preceding the practical test.

(2) If the applicant has logged at least 40 hours of flight time in heavier-than-air aircraft, the
gpplicant must log a least 3 hours of flight training in aglider induding 10 training flights performed on
the areas of operation listed in § 61.107(b)(6) of this part that include —

(i) 10 soloflightsin gliders on the areas of operation listed in § 61.107(b)(6) of this part that
aoply to gliders, and

(i) Threetraning flightsin preparation for the practica test within the 60-day waiting period
preceding the te<t.

Otherwise in smple terms paragraph (f)(2) requires for private pilot gpplicants that have not logged at
least 40 hours of flight time as a pilot in aheavier-than-air aircraft, the applicant must log at least--
1. Atota of at least 10 hours of flight training in a glider
a. 20 training flights performed on the areas of operation liged in 8 61.107(b)(6) that
includes three training flights in aglider in preparation for the practica test within the
60-day period preceding the practica test; and

198



FAQs Part 61 With Chg #11, 04/27/2000
All Q& A’ sfrom #1 through #374
b. 2 hours of solo flight in glidersin the areas of operdtion listed in § 61.107(b)(6) of
this part, with not less than 10 launches and landings being performed

or

Otherwise in smple terms paragraph (f)(2) requires for private pilot gpplicants for the gpplicant that has
logged at least 40 hours of flight time in heavier-than-air aircraft, the applicant must log at least--
2. 3 hoursof flight training in aglider

a. 10 traning flights performed on the areas of operation listed in § 61.107(b)(6) that
includes three training flights in aglider in preparation for the practica test within the
60-day period preceding the practica test; and
b. 10 solo flights in gliders on the areas of operation listed in § 61.107(b)(6).

{g& a-35}

61.110

QUESTION: The question comes from Alaska.....  The new night restriction for Alaska.
Does the one year time frame for completing the required training apply to those pilots certificated prior
to August 4, 97?7

ANSWER 1. If the person's certificate was issued prior to August 4, 1997 with the "Night
Flying Prohibited” limitation then we cannot go back and force that person to get the training.

QUESTION: For those certificated after August 4, with the regtriction "night flying prohibited”
placed on their certificate, just what does happen at the end of the one year when the pilot has not
completed the

required training to remove the restriction?

ANSWER: Just liketherule (i.e., 8861.110 and 61.131) says". . . become invadid for use."
So if anybody with a certificate issued on or after August 4, 1997 (emphasis added on or after August
4, 1997) that has the "Night Hying Prohibited" limitation then just liketherule says". . . becomeinvaid
for use”

{q&a21}

QUESTION: Regarding the requirement to obtain night flight experience for certain pilots, the
FAA writes, in the preamble........By ddeting the exception for pilots who have night flying redtrictions
due to medical conditions, these pilots will now be required to have 3 hours of night flight training.
However, the certificates of such pilotswill be issued with an operating limitation prohibiting night

The number of sudents with medica conditions will certainly conditute a minority, it is my opinion,
however, the requirement for 3 hours dua places an undue economic burden on those pilots. What
purpose is served by flying a student a night who is unable to distinguish color due to color blindness?
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ANSWER: Review 861.110, the only exception isfor "A person who receives flight training
in and resides in the State of Alaska. . ." That isthe only gpplicants who are exempt but they are only
exempt for 12 calendar months. And further, review 861.109(a)(2) or any of the 861.109(*)(2), it
requires 3 hours of night flying and there are no exceptions.

So thefirg rationde for requiring the private pilot gpplicant to possess the night flying aeronautica
experience is because the final rule requiresit. The second rationae is because the FAA has
determined that even a person who has a night vison impairment needs to gain the aeronautical
experience even if higher medica condition prevents hinvher from operating a night. What would that
goplicant do if he/her were on a cross country and it ran over into darkness? Forget the violation of the
FAR's(i.e, 861.53). Wouldn't it be better to gain the night aeronautical experience for thefirst time
with an ingructor on board, as opposed to the gpplicant being solo the first time? And the third
rationae, do we also exempt the gpplicant who says | never plan to fly under IMC, so why do | need to
get 3 hours of basic ingrument flying? And the next guy says| will never operate off a soft field, so why
do | need to get aeronautica experience on soft field landings and takeoffs. See where these exceptions
go once we get started on trying to accommodate everybody's individua needs.

{q&a 16}

61.113

QUESTION: Do the FAR's address the carrying passengers while towing gliders (or
banners)? | have been told that only required crew may be aboard the tow aircraft. However | can not
findthisinthe FAR's

ANSWER: Ref. 861.113 and 861.69; Thereisno prohibition to carry passengers while
performing the duties of a glider tow pilot. Of course, the pilot must meet requirements of section
61.69. That section does not place any limitation upon caring a passenger. The privilege to perform as
aglider tow pilot under section 61.113 does not place any such limitation. In fact, it givesthis privilege
to aprivate pilot and private pilots have the privilege of caring passengers.

{q&a330}

QUESTION: | believe that questions Q& A 95 and 88 ded with asafety pilot logging PIC
time. Our Regionad Counsd saysthat if aprivate pilot logs flight time and uses it to meet the
aeronauticd certification requirements for an additiond rating, thet is compensation. As you might
guess, there are abunch of Private Pilots out here that are using that safety pilot PIC time to qudify for
additiond ratings.

If aPrivate Filot acts as a safety pilot in accordance with §91.109(b)(1), and that pilot logs thet time as

PIC in accordance with 861.51(€)(iii), are they now in violaion of §61.113(a) since they have received
compensation (free flight time) for acting as pilot in command [i.e,, 861.51(e)(iii)]?
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ANSWER: Ref. 861.113(a) and 861.51(e)(iii); Yes, the Private Filot who is serving asa
safety pilot and is acting asthe PIC may log thetime as PIC time. And yes, that Private Pilot may use
that PIC time for the furtherance of a pilot certificate and rating under Part 61. And no, that Private
Filot isNOT “. . . . carrying passengers or property for compensation or hire” nor isthat Private Filot
acting asapilot in command “. . . for compensation or hire, . . . .” when he serves as a safety pilot. In
accordance with 891.109(b)(1), it permits a person who holds a Private Pilot Certificate with a
category and class rating appropriate to the aircraft being flown to serve as a safety pilot.

And this answer has been reviewed by the FAA’s Washington HQ Chief Counsel Office (AGC-240),
and they have agreed with this answer.
{g&a273}

QUESTION: (1) Inthe context of operations conducted by the Civil Air Patrol, the revised
FAR 61.113(e) providesthat a private pilot may be reimbursed "....for aircraft operating expenses that
are DIRECTLY RELATED TO SEARCH AND LOCATION OPERATIONS, provided the
expenses involve only fud, ail, airport expenditures, or renta fees..." This has given riseto some
troubling questions. For example, if a CAP member, who isa private pilot, rents an airplane to assst
with a search operation, it seems clear under the regulation he may be reimbursed his out-of-pocket
"..fue, ail, arport expenditures, or rental fees..." So far so good, the CAP member private pilot has not
logt any money. But what if the same CAP member owns his own airplane--was it the intent of the new
regulation that such a pilot may rent it to CAP to recover his out-of pocket costs or was the intention of
the new rule to require such aprivate pilot member of CAP to ether not fly the mission or assumethe
arcraft operating expenses himsdf ?

(2) Ancther troubling quetion is, if CAP wants a member, who is a private pilot, to give orientation
flights to its cadets members, or fly himsdf or other CAP membersto a CAP meeting or participate in
training flights, was it the intent of the new rule that such flights be trested as "directly related to search
& loceation operations' ? If nat, isthere some way the private pilot can be reimbursed the same out-of -
pocket "...fud, oil, airport expenditures, or rental fees..." ? Or isthe intent and effect of the new ruleto
force aprivate pilot volunteer to CAPto assume or part of that out-of-pocket financia burden himsdlf
or forego meking the flight?

ANSWER 1 Ref. 861.113(e); The answer is no, ownership codts are not reimbursable
cods. The rulemaking team that drafted this rule specificaly intended not to include ownership cogtsin
reimbursable costs. The decison was based on the redlization that trying to establish what would be
REASONABLE reimbursement ownership costs was impossible to establish. Additionaly, the decision
was based on the conditions and limitations that were contained in past grants of exemption from the old
§61.118 which was the basis for adopting §61.113.

ANSWER 2: Ref. 861.113(a); No, thereisno way for a private pilot to recover such costs.
The rulemaking team that drafted this rule did not consider expanding those kinds of privilegesto private
pilots. With what was adopted in the new 861.113, the line between the privileges and limitations of the
private pilot vs. the commercid pilot is getting more and more narrow!  However, the Civil Air Patrol
has petitioned for a grant of exemption and | know your petition is being processed at thistime.
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{g& a162}

QUESTION: | have reviewed your question in which you asked whether a private pilot may
receive compensation while towing gliders, in accordance with the new 861.113(g).

ANSWER: The answer isno, a private pilot may not receive compensation for towing a
glider.

The intent, and the wording of the new 861.113(g), was to permit a private pilot who meetsthe
requirements of 861.69 of thispart to“. . . act as pilot in command of an aircraft towing aglider” for the
purpose of logging pilot in command (PIC) time. The new rule was never intended to conflict with the
FAA'’slong stlanding legd interpretations and policies on compensation for privete pilots. And the
wording of the new 861.113(g) only addresses the issue that permits a private pilot to “. . . act as pilot
in command of an aircraft towing aglider” for the purpose of permitting aprivate pilot to log pilot in
command time. Asyou recdl, the wording of the old 861.69 permitted a private pilot to act asaPIC
but was moot on logging thetime. The new 861.113(g) was issued to correct it.

However, we agree the wording of the new 861.113(a) may be confusing. In the next go-around on
correcting some of the wording mistakes, we have recorded it as a candidate for correction to conform
the intent and the wording of §61.113(g).

{g&a72}

61.115

QUESTION: A Private, or Commercid, Pilot with LTA-Baloon wants to remove the
"Airborne Heater" Limitation from his certificate.

We know the number and length of flights the FAR's require, but snce thereis not a"Practicd Tet"
involved, do the flights need to be done in the "60 days' prior to submitting the application to remove
the limitation?

ANSWER: Ref. §61.39(a)(6)(i) and 861.115; Thereisno recency of experience training
endorsement requirement because no practica test is required for remova of the baloon rating limitation
(i.e., per 861.115) and §61.39(a)(6)(i) does not apply. As per 861.115(a)(2) or (b)(2), as
appropriate, the pilot only needsto “. obtains the required aeronautical experience. . . and receivesa
logbook endorsement from an authorized instructor who attests to the person’s accomplishment of the
required aeronautica experience and ability to satisfactorily operatea. . .”.

{q&a327}

61.123
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Therefore, it can be aprivate pilot certificate issued under 861.103 or under 861.75. Again the key
phrase of §61.123(h) says*“. . . private pilot certificate issued under thispart . ..” And aprivate pilot
certificate issued under 861.75is". . . under this part (e.g., Part 61). . ."

And to further my rationade in this answer, look at how §61.153(d)(3) is worded:

(d) Met at least one of the following requirements.

* % % % %

(3) Hold ether aforeign airline trangport pilot or foreign commercid pilot license and an instrument
rating, without limitations issued by a contracting State to the Convention on Internationa Civil
Avidion.

So, we even permit the holder of aforeign airline transport pilot or foreign commercid pilot license and
an ingrument rating to be used as a basis for gpplying for our U.S. airline transport certificate.
{q&a219}

QUESTION: Ref. the English language digibility requirements for pilot certificates and rating
[i.e., 8861.65(a)(2), 61.83(c), 61.96(b)(2), 61.103(c), 61.123(b), 61.153(b), 61.183(b), and
61.213(a)(2)] requires an applicant to “. . . Be able to read, speak, write, and understand the English
language. . ..” Towhat standards must applicants“. . . Be able to read, speak, write, and understand
the English language. . .7" To college level sandards? Must the applicant be able to fully understand
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the English language even to the leve of conversation English? As an example, does the gpplicant need
to be able to understand conversation English to include even “dang terms’ or must the applicant only
berequiredto”. . . Be ableto read, speak, write, and understand the English language. . .” as the kind
of English language phraseology that relate to ATC ingtructions or an ATC clearance?

ANSWER: Theintent of the English language digihility rules that require an gpplicant to “. .
. Be able to read, spesk, write, and understand the English language. . . .” was only intended to be the
kind of English language that relate to ATC ingtructions, or an ATC clearance, etc. The soon to be
published revison to FAA Order No. 8700.1 where thisissue is discussed, we stated the following:

“D. English Language Requirement.

(1) Severd questions have been raised concerning the standards and the testing to
determine whether an gpplicant can read, speak, write, and understand the English language.
While there are no practica test standards established to ascertain the gpplicant’ s English
language ability, the following examples may be used as guiddines in this evduation:

(@ Anexaminer or ingpector may ask the applicant to listen to atape recording of an ATC
clearance or ingructions, then ask the gpplicant to gpesk and explain the clearance or ingtructions
back to the examiner in the English language.

(b) An applicant may be asked to write down in English the meaning of an ATC clearance,
ingtructions, or aweather report, then asked to speak and explain the clearance, ingtructions, or
weether report back to the examiner in the English language.

(c) Theintent is not to require the gpplicant to read, speak, write, and understand the English
language at college level andards. A common sense gpproach should be used in evauating an
gpplicant for this requirement.”

{g& a-198}

QUESTION &: The situation isaforeign pilot holdsa U.S. private pilot certificate with an
arplane multiengine land rating that was issued on the basis of the person’s Canadian commercid pilot
certificate. He dso holds Instrument Airplane (U.S. Test Passed) on that U.S. private pilot certificate.
The person now comes to the FAA and applies for an un-restricted U.S. commercid pilot with an
arplane multiengine land rating. However, the person’ s foreign pilot certificate is not current because
that person has dlowed his foreign medicd license to lapse (which is a Canadian requirement for the
person’s Canadian commercid pilot certificate to remain current). However, that person has a current
U.S. Class I1I medica certificate that wasissued under Part 67. However, under 861.75(a), it states
the person must hold a current foreign pilot license. Can the person apply for an un-restricted U.S.
commercid pilot with an arplane multiengine land rating with an out-of-date foreign medica license but
with acurrent U.S. medical certificate?

ANSWER 5: Ref. 861.123; Y es, provided the person meets the requirements of 861.123,
The person can gpply for the commercid pilot certificate. | agree the person has dlowed his foreign
medica license to lapse which according to that specific country’ s rules makes his foreign pilot
certificate not current. However, he has a current U.S. medical certificate and that iswhat is required
under the digibility requirements of 861.123 to apply for commercia pilot certification.

{q&a-136}
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QUESTION 10: FAR 61.123(h) requires an applicant for COM'L to hold aPVT; 61.153(d)
requires an ATP applicant to hold a COM'L/IFR. What isthe proper documentation for an gpplicant
who meets dl the experience requirements as a foreign military pilot --not digible under 61.73-- who
takesacombined PVT & COM'L test, or combined IFR and ATP test? In the past we completed
one (1) 8710-1 and the examiner issued one (1) temporary, and collected the PVT & COM'L, or
ATPand IFR test results. Must they now fill out two (2) 8710-1's and two (2) temporaries [one for
each rating], and turn in the test results, the 8710-1's and the "superseded” temporary they just filled
out?

ANSWER 10: [861.153(d)(3)] reads"Holds either aforeign airline transport pilot or foreign
commercid pilot license and an instrument rating, without limitations issued by a contracting State to the
Convention on Internationd Civil Avigtion." Like the rules states the documentation would be the
person's “foreign arline trangport pilot or foreign commercid pilot license and instrument rating.”
{0g&a8}

QUESTION 1: An examiner has an gpplicant going for acommercid certificate. The gpplicant
holds arestricted private certificate. The country that issued him his PPL did not require any night
training. The old Part 61 required a commercia gpplicant to hold a private or meet the experience
requirements for a private. The new 61 requires the applicant to hold a private, that's al.

Does the above applicant need to meet the new 61 [61.109(a)(2), 61.109(a)(2)(i) and
61.109(a)(2)(ii)] private requirements in addition to the new commercia 61 [61.129(a)(3)(iv)]
requirement so that at certification he would have 5 hours night dua and 5 hours night solo or would the
gpplicant be certificated with 2 hours night dud and 5 hours night solo?

ANSWER 1: No; Just like 861.123(h) states "Hold at least a private pilot certificate issued
under thispart..." HOWEVER, to qualify for the commercid pilot certificate, the applicant would
have to meet ALL of the APPROPRIATE aeronautical experience requirements of 861.129. That
would mean he would have to meet those night flying aeronautica experience requirements of
§861.129(a)(3)(iv) and (a)(4)(ii).

{q&a78}

61.125

QUESTION: 8861.65, 61.105, 61.107, etc. al date that aperson must receive and log
ground and flight training in the various areas of operations. If an gpplicant arrives for the practica test
and he does not have record of logged ground and flight training, | do not consider the applicant digible
to take the test even though he has the necessary endorsements. | am congtantly being told that the
endorsements suffice.

The questionis. Am | correct in assuming that if there isno record or only partia records of logged
ground and flight training that the gpplicant is not digible to take the practicd test regardiess of whether
the applicant has the endorsements stating such was done?
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ANSWER: Ref. 861.97(a) or 861.98(a) or §61.105(a) or 861.107(a) or 861.125(a) or
861.127(a); No, you are not correct in your assumption; Now | may be misreading the essence of
your statement in your question above (i.e.,”. . . that if thereis no record or only partia records of
logged ground and flight training that the applicant is not digible to take the practica test regardless of
whether the gpplicant has the endorsements stating such was done.”) But it appears to me that you are
asking the FAA to sanction your opinion that the instructor must describe in detail every subject that he
or she provided training to the student. Asan example, in 861.97(a) or 861.98(a) or 861.105(a) or
861.107(a) or 861.125(a) or 861.127(a), etc., where it states, in pertinent part:

“A person who is gpplying for a. . . . pilot certificate must receive and log . . . training from an

This says exactly whet it says (i.e,, “. . . must receive and log . . . training from an authorized instructor .

And per §61.189(a), it States:

“... Aflight instructor must sgn the logbook of each person to whom theat instructor has given

No placein the regulation or in any of our FAA Orders does it require the ingtructor to describein
detail every subject that he or she provided training to the ssudent. Therefore, asexample, if | findin
student’ s logbook, training record, training tabulation sheet, or whatever you al want to call alogbook
the following endorsement then that is sufficient. | would accept the following as meeting the
requirements of §61.189(a) and for aso meeting the student’ s training requirements for 861.105:

| certify thet | have given (Firg name, M1, last name) the ground training required by
§861.105(b), and that he/she is prepared for the required knowledge test.

SS [date] JJ. Jones 987654321CFl  Exp. 12-31-99
And | would accept the following as meeting the requirements of 861.189(a) and for dso meeting the
| certify that | have given (Fird name, M1, last name) the ground and flight training required by

861.107(b)(1) through (8) (as appropriate), and find hinvher proficient to perform each area of
operation safely asaprivate pilot, and that he/she is prepared for the required practical test.

SIS [date] JJ Jones 987654321CFl  Exp. 12-31-99

Keep in mind folks, thisis alogbook we' re talking about here. We re not asking the indructor to write
a"“James Mitchner style nove” in recording the training given.
{g& a-206}
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61.127

QUESTION: The question has to do with whether it is required that commercid pilot-AMEL
gpplicants are required to receive "ground and flight training” and specificaly FLIGHT TRAINING ina
light twin that has pressurization to meet the requirement of 861.127(b)(2)(x) for High-altitude
operations. Can this be met by ground training only? Would it be tested by knowledge only on the
practicd test if the arcraft has no pressurization system.

Some ingpectors (and possibly examiners, too) are reading the "ground and flight training” and requiring
that "FLIGHT" training has occurred and been endorsed. This could often require the use of amore
expengve and higher performance aircraft than the one otherwise being used. | doubt that thisisthe
intent.

I"’m trying to figure out what 861.127(b) (2) (x) meansto us CFl’s, and to the FAA’sAS’sand DPE's
and other representatives of the Administrator.

Per §61.127(a) and (b)(2)(x), it States, in pertinent part,

(&) Generd. A person who gppliesfor acommercid pilot certificate must recelve and log ground
and flight training from an authorized ingtructor on the areas of operation of this section that apply to
the arcraft category and class rating sought.

(b) Areas of operation.

* %k * % %

(2) For an arplane category raing with amultiengine classrating:

* %k * % %

(X) High-dtitude operations; and

* %k * % %

ANSWER: Okay folks, let’s dl take a deep breath and from this day forward we agree that
we ll dl begin usng common sense when reeding the FARS

Ref. 861.127(a) and (b)(2)(x); The answer isNO, commercid pilot gpplicants for the AMEL réting are
not required to receive flight training in a pressurized multiengine arplane to meet the digibility
requirements for the commercid pilot certificate with a AMEL rating. The gpplicant can receive only
ground training on pressurization and that will suffice. The key wordsin 861.127(a) Sate, in pertinent
part, . . . that gpply to the aircraft category and classrating sought . . . .” If the training airplaneis not
equipped with pressurization, then we cannot nor does 861.127(a) and (b)(2)(x) require the applicant
to receive flight training in a pressurized airplane. But yes | admit | should have worded 861.127(a) by
adding some phrase like:

“...Iif thetraining aircraft is so appropriately equipped with pressurization.”

And asfor that portion of the question concerning whether the task “Pressurization” in the Area of
-Altitude Operations’ hasto be tested on the practical tet, the answer is addressed in
Commercid Pilot-Airplane PTS, specificaly on pages 1-27, 2-33, 3-32, or 4-38 where it Sates:
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"... Thistask applies only, if the flight test airplane is equipped for pressurized flight operations.”
So the answer is no, the task “ Pressurization” is not required to be tested ordly or in flight on the

practica test, unlessthe flight test airplane is so equipped for pressurized flight operations.
{q&a-209}

QUESTION: 8861.65, 61.105, 61.107, etc. al state that aperson must receive and log
ground and flight training in the various areas of operations. If an gpplicant arrives for the practica test
and he does not have record of logged ground and flight training, | do not consider the gpplicant digible
to take the test even though he has the necessary endorsements. | am congtantly being told that the
endorsements suffice.

The questionis. Am | correct in assuming that if there isno record or only partia records of logged
ground and flight training that the applicant is not digible to take the practica test regardiess of whether
the applicant has the endorsements stating such was done?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.97(a) or §861.98(a) or §61.105(a) or §61.107(a) or 861.125(a) or
861.127(a); No, you are not correct in your assumption; Now | may be misreading the essence of
your statement in your question above (i.e.,”. . . that if thereis no record or only partid records of
logged ground and flight training that the applicant is not digible to take the practica test regardless of
whether the gpplicant has the endorsements stating such was done.”) Buit it appearsto methat you are
asking the FAA to sanction your opinion that the ingtructor must describe in detail every subject that he
or she provided training to the student. Asan example, in 861.97(a) or 861.98(a) or 861.105(a) or
861.107(a) or 861.125(a) or 861.127(a), etc., where it states, in pertinent part:

“A person who is gpplying for a. . . . pilot certificate must receive and log . . . training from an

This says exactly what it says (i.e, “. . . must recaiveand log . . . training from an authorized ingtructor .

And per §61.189(a), it States:

“... Aflight instructor must Sign the logbook of each person to whom theat ingtructor has given

No place in the regulation or in any of our FAA Orders doesit require the instructor to describe in
detail every subject that he or she provided training to the student. Therefore, asexample, if | findin
student’ s logbook, training record, training tabulation sheet, or whatever you al want to call alogbook
the following endorsement then that is sufficient. | would accept the following as meeting the
requirements of §61.189(a) and for aso meeting the student’ s training requirements for 861.105:

| certify thet | have given (First name, M1, last name) the ground training required by
§861.105(b), and that he/she is prepared for the required knowledge test.
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SS [date] JJ. Jones 987654321CFl  Exp. 12-31-99
And I would accept the following as meeting the requirements of 861.189(a) and for dso meeting the
| certify that | have given (Fird name, M, last name) the ground and flight training required by

861.107(b)(1) through (8) (as appropriate), and find hinvher proficient to perform each area of
operation safely asaprivate pilot, and that he/she is prepared for the required practical test.

SIS [date] JJ Jones 987654321CFl  Exp. 12-31-99

Keep in mind folks, thisis alogbook we' re talking about here. We re not asking the indructor to write
a"“James Mitchner style nove” in recording the training given.
{g& a-206}

QUESTION 2: Part 61.127(b)(1)(x) refers to high-altitude operations. 861.127 (a) saysthe
gpplicant must have received ground and flight training in those areas of operation. Doesthat mean a
commercid applicant Sngle engine land must find a pressurized single engine aircraft or an aircraft

equipped with oxygen for training?

ANSWER 2: NO. However, the gpplicant must receive training on high-atitude operations
and physiological and be prepared for knowledge testing relating to the appropriate Areas of Operation.
{q&a112}

61.129

SCENARIO: | would like to request an interpretation of the following excerpt from the
Orlando FSDO Hight Instructor Specia Emphasis Program dated October 1999. (Bolded italics
added to identify the statements relating to the questions below).

“At issueisthe performance of smulated or actua insrument flight during dud VFR cross
country training for the commercid pilot-arplane certification digibility [i.e. 861.129(b)(4)(1)],
or the performance of dua ingtruction to accomplish smulated or actud instrument training
during the long cross country flight while the commercid pilot gpplicant is " performing the duties
of pilot in command". Specifically, the dual cross country training flights for commercial
pilot certification are required to be conducted visually, and smulated or actua
ingrument time accrued during these flights prohibits them from being used to meet the digibility
requirements of the applicable regulations. Additiondly, the solo requirements for commercia
pilat certification in multiengine airplanes can dso be met while "performing the duties of pilot in
command" with an authorized ingtructor aboard the aircraft. Since insurance requirements
usudly prohibit students from soloing multiengine airplanes, the regulations provide for an
authorized indructor to be aboard the multiengine aircraft while the student is performing the
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prescribed solo requirements. However, no dual instruction isto be conducted during
these " performing the duties of pilot in command"” flights. Essentially, nothing can
occur on the flight that the student could not perform themselvesif they were actually
operating the aircraft as the sole occupant.”

QUESTION 1: Need an interpretation on whether dua instruction can be given during the
cross country training of 861.129(b)(4)(i) where there is an authorized instructor aboard the multiengine
arplane while the sudent is performing ". . . the duties of pilot in command . . . with an authorized
indructor . . ." It has been stated that essentidly nothing can occur on the flight that the student could
not perform themselves if they were actudly operating the aircraft as the sole occupant. This seemsto
contradict your answer to {g&a-127} that states "the CFl shdl act like an SIC and also observe and
train the sudent on ™. . . performing the duties of pilot in command in amultiengine arplane ™.

ANSWER 1. Ref. 861.129(b)(4); My answer to this question isaqualified yes. Firg of dl,
the answer that was provided to you by the Orlando FSDO No. 15 was appropriate with the
information that was provided to them in Q& A 189. However, after further review of my answer in
Q&A 189, it was determined that my answer wasn't legdly accurate. | have had to revise it and that
revison will show up in the next Q& A webste update.

Now for my answer to your specific question. Itisa“qualified yes’ because only a certain kind of
training can and should be given by the ingructor during thisflight [i.e, . . . performing the duties of
pilot in command . . . on the areas of operation listed in § 61.127(b)(2) . . ."]. Theintent of
861.129(b)(4), in essence, isto provide for the kind of training that is commonly referred to as crew
resource management (CRM) training. As per 861.129(b)(4), it states in pertinent part, “. . . 10 hours
of flight time performing the duties of pilot in command in amultiengine arplane with an authorized
ingructor . . . on the areas of operation listed in 861.127(b)(2) of this part that includes at least--" And
the kind of training that is permitted under 861.129(b)(4) shal ONLY be to meet the aeronautica
experience provisions of 861.129(b)(4). It isnot permitted to “double log” the aeronautica experience
required by 861.129(b)(4) and then aso log it as meeting the aeronautical experience of §61.129(b)(3).

The history behind 8§61.129(b)(4) when the rule was originaly being developed by the FAA's
rulemaking team isthat it was to read identicdl to the other solo provisonsin §61.129 for the airplane
single engine, rotorcraft helicopter, rotorcraft-gyroplane, and powered-lift ratings. However, after the
NPRM wasissued, the FAA received severd comments from FBOs dtating that their insurance policies
do not dlow rentd of their multiengine airplanes without a qudified and rated PIC on board. So the
FAA backed off this solo requirement and added the phrase . . . performing the duties of pilot in
command in a multiengine airplane with an authorized ingructor [either of which may be credited
towards the flight time requirement in paragraph (b)(2) of this section] . . .”

Theintent of this provison in 861.129(b)(4) [i.e, “. . . performing the duties of pilot in command . ..
with an authorized ingructor . . ."] isto permit an authorized instructor to be aboard the multiengine
arplane and that ingtructor should only act like an SIC. The ingtructor should observe, evauate, and
may train the sudent on performing the duties of pilot in command in amultiengine airplane (eg. CRM
traning). The ingructor should confine their activitiesto giving training on “. . . performing the duties of
pilot in command . . . on the areas of operation listed in 8 61.127(b)(2) . . .” The ingtructor should put
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more emphasis on acting like an SIC so the gpplicant gets the benefit and experience of performing the
duties of apilot in command in crew concept setting (eg. CRM training).

Let's say the applicant performs a5 hour cross country flight with an authorized instructor aboard for
the 861.129(b)(4)(i) requirement. Inrecording thistime (i.e, “. . . performing the duties of pilot in
command. ..... with an authorized ingructor . . .”) in the applicant’s logbook, it would read as
follows

Airplane multiengine land time: 5 hours

Cross country time: 5 hours

Dud Received time 5 hours

Totd Time: 5 hours

Description of training: (Thisisan example only) PIC training per 861.129(b)(4).
John Doe, CFI #5555555, Exp. 12-31-00

In the flight ingtructor’ s logbook, it should be recorded as follows;

Airplane multiengine land time: 5 hours

Cross country time: 5 hours

Filot in command: 5 hours

Traning time given: 5 hours

Totd Time: 5 hours

Description of training: (Thisisan example only) PIC training to Robert Smith, Cert.
#1111111, ref. 861.129(b)(4). John Doe, CFl #5555555, Exp. 12-31-00

QUESTION 2 The statement above with respect to 861.129(b)(iii) and 861.129(b)(iv) require
VFR conditions, however 861.129(4)(i) does not state VFR conditions. Could the long cross country
while the applicant is performing the duties of pilot in commeand in a multiengine arplane with an
authorized ingtructor aboard the aircraft be accomplished under the hood?

ANSWER 2 Ref. 861.129(b)(4)(i); Yes, the*®. .. One cross-country flight of not less than
300 nautical miles. . .” as gtated in 861.129(b)(4)(i) can be performed under visud flight rules or under
ingrument flight rules, because the rule is slent on whether the flight is conducted under VFR or IFR.
And again the answer isyes, this“. . . One cross-country flight of not less than 300 nautical miles. . .”
[eg., 861.129(b)(4)(i) can be accomplished with aview limiting device, hood, etc. However, in your
question you stated this flight's purposeis for the requirements of 861.129(b)(4)(i), so just likein
answer 1 above, the indructors should confine their activities to giving training on performing the duties
of pilot in command and putting more emphasis on acting like an SIC so the gpplicant gets the benefit
and experience of performing the duties of apilot in command in a crew concept setting. If theflight's
purposeis for meeting the requirements of 861.129(b)(4)(i), | would NOT expect to see the instructor
giving training on basic insruments, navigation, etc. etc. As| previoudy stated, the requirements of
861.129(b)(4)(i) arefor the purpose of “. . . performing the duties of pilot in command . . .”

QUESTION 3: Could accomplishment of the cross country required by §61.129(b)(4)(i) adso
meet the requirements of 861.65(d)(2)(iii) if performed under IFR with the gpplicant wearing a hood or
211



FAQs Part 61 With Chg #11, 04/27/2000
All Q& A’ sfrom #1 through #374
view limiting device? | believein the past, both the instrument and commercid pilot cross country could
be met with the same flight, rather than two different flights, providing dl the requirements that needed to
be accomplished were met.

ANSWER 3: 861.129(b)(4)(i) and 861.65(d)(2)(iii); Again, my answer isaqualified yes.
For the answer to be yes, the gpplicant must be under going training for an Instrument Rating
concurrently with a Commercid Filot-AMEL rating. And the aeronautical experience performed
during this training sesson must be the kind of aeronautical experience that is addressed in
861.129(b)(4) [i.e., “. . . performing the duties of pilot in command . . . on the areas of operation listed
in 8§61.127(b)(2) .. ."]. And theingructor shdl confine their activities to only giving training on
performing the duties of pilot in command and putting more emphagis on acting like an SIC so the
gpplicant gets the benefit and experience of performing the duties of a pilot in command in a crew
concept setting. Since the flight' s purposeis for meeting the requirements of 861.129(b)(4)(i), the
instructor shall not be giving training on basic instruments, navigation, etc. etc. The
aeronautica experience must be confined to “. . . performing the duties of pilot in command . . . onthe

However, if the ingructor is giving training on basic insruments, navigetion, etc. etc., then the answver
would be no.

As| previoudy stated, the requirements of 861.129(b)(4)(i) are for the purpose of “. . . performing the
duties of pilot incommand . ..” Keep in mind, if thistraining was for any of the other categories and
classes of arcraft ratings, the aeronautical experienceis required to be performed solo.

{q&a-364}

QUESTION 1: Can a Private Pilot working on his commercia pilot certificate gpply 50 hours of
time logged from an appropriately rated CHl in an gpproved PCATD (part 61) towards the 50 hours of
smulator or FTD time alowed by 61.129(1)(1)(i)?

ANSWER 1. Ref. 861.129(i)(1)(i) and Advisory Circular No. 61-126; No. No portion of
training time from an gppropriately rated CFl in an approved PCATD is creditable toward the
indrument training required for acommercid pilot certificate.

Advisory Circular (AC) No. 61-126, Qualification and Approva of Personad Computer-based Aviation
Training Devices, directs the gpproved in use of PCATDs. In paragraph 1 of the Advisory Circular it
datesthat PCATDs are digtinct from Fight Training Devices (FTD) qudified under AC 120-45 and
Hight Smulators qualified under AC 120-40. No portion of training with a PCATD may be credited
toward the commercid certificate provison alowing 50 hours of "smulator or FTD time" under 14 CFR
861.129 (i)(1)(i), because a PCATD is neither a"Hight Smulator” nor a"Hight Training Device."

QUESTION 2: It appears that 10 hours of PCATD time may be used for the instrument rating.
Can at least that amount of PCATD time be used to meet the commercid instrument requirement?
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ANSWER 2: Ref. Advisory Circular No. 61-126;  Again, no portion of PCATD time can
be used for the commercid certificate requirements because a PCATD is neither a"Hight Smulator”
nor a"Hight Traning Device"

Yesitistrue, 10 hours of PCATD time may be used for the instrument rating. AC 61-126, paragraph
5 specifies gpproved use and says that the PCATDs may be used in lieu of, and for not more than, 10
hours of time that otherwise would have to be accomplished an arcraft or flight training device to meet
the requirement for an instrument rating under part 61 or part 141.  The 10 hours of instrument flight
instruction permitted to be used toward an instrument rating must consist of the procedural maneuvers
listed in the referenced AC and given as part of an Integrated Ground And Hight Instrument Training
Curriculum.

{q& a-360}

QUESTION 1: An gpplicant holds a commercid-pilot certificate, with airplane single-engine-
land, ingrument-airplane ratings. He wishes to add an arplane multiengine (AMEL) rating with the
limitation to private pilot privileges. In addition he wishes to dect not to be tested on multiengine
insrument-reference tasks and accept a"VFR ONLY™" limitation on the AMEL rating that is aso limited
to private pilot privileges. He will bring a fully equipped multiengine airplane that complies with FAR
61.45(b)(i)(ii). Can thisbe done?

ANSWER 1. Ref. Private Rilot-Airplane PTS, page 2-i and 861.45(b)(1)(i); Yes, the pilot
may elect to accept both the limitationsto AMEL a privete pilot privilegesand VFR only.

Section 61.45(b)(1)(i) only requires*”. . for each area of operation required for the practical test . . .”
and the Private Rilot-Airplane PTS, page 2-i states in the note for Areaof Operation V “. . . otherwise
aVFR ONLY redtriction shall be specified on the issued certificate” Thisisthe reason a Private Pilot
Certificate with the AMEL rating can be issued with the VFR ONLY redriction and, for the pilot in this
question, if the AMEL rating is tested to private PTS standards and limited to private pilot privileges, it
may aso be issued with the VFR ONLY limitation.

QUESTION 2: If thereisaregulatory or policy bassfor dlowing the private pilot applicant to
elect to not demondrate ingrument-reference proficiency on the multiengine-land-rating practical te<t,
why isthis reason not gpplied to dlow the commercid-pilot, holding single-engine land and instrument
arplaneraingsto accept a"VFR ONLY" limitation on his commercid when acquiring a multiengine-
land rating?

ANSWER 2 Reference the Commercia Pilot-Airplane PTS, page 2-v and 861.45(b)(1)(i)
and 861.43(d); Notice that the Commercia Pilot-Airplane PTS on page 2-v inthe “RATING TASK
TABLE” of Areaof Operdtion X doesv't say what it saysin the Private Pilot PTS. The Commercia
Pilot-Airplane PTS on page 2-v in the “RATING TASK TABLE" of Areaof Operation I X, says
“ALL.” Therefore, an instrument rated gpplicant for the multiengine airplane rating a the commercia
pilot levedl MUST demondgrate instrument competency in the multiengine airplane unlessthe aircraft is
not properly instrument equipped [i.e,, 861.45(b)(2)]. But it can't be because the applicant doesn't
want to demondtrate ingrument competency. At the commercid pilot leve, if the aircraft isinstrument
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equipped, the gpplicant MUST demonstrate instrument competency if he holds an Ingrument-Airplane

rating.

QUESTION 3: Section 61.133(b)(1) implies that commercid pilot certificates will be issued to
goplicants who do not hold instrument-rating privilegesin the same category and class of aircraft. Does
this mean that an gpplicant who holds only sngle-engine airplane, insrument-airplane privileges could be
issued amultiengine-land reting, limited to "VFR only," that contains the following limitation? " The
carriage of passengers for hire in multiengine airplanes on cross-country flightsin excess of 50 nautica
miles or a night is prohibited.”

ANSWER 3: Ref. 861.133(b)(1); Instrument ratings are issued for airplanes at the category
rating level only. Section 61.133(b)(1) does not provide for a distinction between single and multi-
engine class instrument ratings, no such didtinction exists. If the gpplicant holds an “instrument arplane’
rating, the limitation "The carriage of passengersfor hire in multiengine arplanes on cross-country flights
in excess of 50 nautica miles or a night is prohibited" would not be appropriate or dlowed. The only
time the limitation is needed iswhen “. . . A person who gpplies for acommercid pilot certificate with
an arplane category or powered-lift category rating and does not hold an instrument rating in the same
category and class.. . .” [i.e. 861.133(b)(2)].

Keep in mind, the reason for not demonstrating instrument competency by an instrument rated pilot can
only be because the multiengine airplane was not instrument equipped [i.e., 861.45(b)(2)]. Inthe case
of the person in your question who does nat hold instrument privileges for the multiengine airplane, his
AMEL rating would receive the“VFR ONLY” limitation.

{g&a-343}

QUESTION: We have a question concerning exercise of privileges of a Restricted US Private
Filot Certificate (issued on the basis of aforeign license) usng avaid US part 67 medicd certification.
Assuming the foreign license has expired, due to algpse of the foreign medica certification on that
license, could the airman il exercise the privileges of the Restricted US certificate, if he holdsavdid
US medicd certificate?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.75(b)(4); Yes, it isacceptable for the foreign pilot, when exercisng
the U.S. pilot certificate and hisforeign pilot license has not been revoked or suspended, to only hold a
current medica certificate issued under part 67 of thischapter.  Section 61.75(b)(4) permits the
issuance of the U.S. private pilot certificate by the person holding ether “. . . a current medica
certificate issued under part 67 of this chapter or a current medica certificate issued by the country that
issued the person'sforeign pilot license. ..”  Only in 861.75(e)(4) doesit place redtrictions on the use
of the U.S. pilot certificate and that isonly “. . . when the person's foreign pilot license has been

{q&a331}

QUESTION: Stuaionisan individua holds arestricted US private pilot certificate ASEL
based on a French private pilot certificate. In order to fly at night in France an individud is required to
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hold an ingtrument rating. Thisindividua does not have an instrument rating and therefore does not have

any night flying experience.

Theindividud is enrolled in acommercid pilot certification ASEL course a a US 141/61 Flight School
and gpplied for astudent pilot certificate in order to complete the night solo requirements for a
commercia pilot ASEL under Part 61.

Is this the correct mechanism for completing this requirement or would the provisions of §61.31(d)(3)
apply?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.129(a)(3)(iv) and (4)(ii) and 861.89(m); Although thereisno
regulatory basis for how to handle this kind of Situation, but this person is not a student pilot. Heisa
full-fledged private pilot in spite of the fact that the certificate was issued on the basis of 861.75 asa
Redtricted Private Filot certificate. 1t isnot appropriate to issue him a student pilot certificate.
However, section 861.89(m) requirements should be used as guidance. Y ou would provide the
authorization to perform the night solo flying for the commercid pilot certificate requirements by having
the ingructor put the night flying authorization endorsements in the person’s logbook with specific
limitations to solo flight.

{g& a-324}

QUESTION: 861.129(a)(1) callsfor 100 hoursin powered arcraft for commercid pilot
goplicants. A foreign applicant taking training for aU.S. commercid certificate in Wichita, KS has
ggnificant flight time in a saf-launching motor glider.

Is a sdf-launching motor glider a powered aircraft for meeting the requirements of 861.129(a)(1) [i.e,
“. .. 250 hours of flight time as a pilot that conssts of at least:
(1) 100 hoursin powered aircraft, of which 50 hours must bein airplanes.

ANSWER: Ref. §61.129(a)(1); Theintent of the term “powered aircraft” in 861.129(a)(1)
was never intended to include the powered glider. A powered glider is not a powered aircraft, asit
relates to 861.129(a)(1). A powered aircraft is acategory of arcraft in the Airplane category,
Rotorcraft category, or Powered-lift category.

The aeronautical experience in aglider was never intended to be alowed to be credited for meeting the
requirements of 861.129(a)(1) because the aeronautical experience certification requirementsin the
glider do not dign closdly enough to the “red” intended powered aircraft requirements. In developing
the provisions of 861.129(a)(1), the FAA only considered the“. . . 100 hoursin powered aircraft . .
" to be aeronautica experience earned in the Airplane category, Rotorcraft category, or Powered-lift
categories. We never consdered the glider or the lighter-than-air categories (i.e., airships and baloons)
as powered aircraft.

{q&a-308}

CORRECTION: In the previous verson of Q& A-189 the statement was made that during the
861.129(b)(4) required 10 hours solo flight or with an authorized flight ingtructor, the ingtructor should
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perform*“... NO CREWMEMBER FUNCTIONS other than clearance and avoidance of other
arcraft.” While this concept is philosophicaly agreesble to many people it is not supported by the
regulation. The actions or functions of the ingstructor are not controlled by the regulation in this Stuation,
therefore the statement has been removed.

QUESTION 1. What is the absolute minimum of aeronautical experience required to be a
multiengine airplane by:

a) 861.129(b) for the holder of aprivate pilot certificate who is gpplying for initid issuance of a
commercid pilat certificate with an arplane multiengine land dass rating?

b) 861.63(b) and §61.129(b) for the holder of acommercid pilot certificate with rotorcraft
category and helicopter classrating who is gpplying for an addition of an airplane category with a
multiengine land dass?

ANSWER 1. The answer to both questionsis 20 hours.  The same answer applies to both
questions.  The minimum time logged in amultiengine airplane MAY BE aslow as 10 hours of dua
timein amultiengine airplane and 10 hours of a@ther solo flight in amultiengine airplane or performing the
duties of PIC in amultiengine airplane with an authorized ingtructor on board.

It appliesto both questions since 861.63(b)(1) states asfollows:

(b) Additiona category raing. An gpplicant who holds a pilot certificate and gppliesto add a
category rating to that pilot certificate:
(1) Mugt have received the required training and possess the aeronautical experience
prescribed by this part that gpplies to the pilot certificate for the aircraft category and, if applicable,
classrating sought;

Which means 861.129 gpply to both questions. And to avoid any misunderstanding, remember
861.129(b)(1) applies to both requiring that a Commercia Pilot-Airplane applicant ismust have*. . .
50 hours must bein airplanes. . .” of aeronautical experience. Additiondly, 861.129(b)(2)(i) requires
“...aleast 50 hoursin airplanes. . .” of PIC aeronautica experience. And 861.129(b)(2)(ii) requires
“...aleast 10 hoursmust beinarplanes. ..” of cross country aeronautica experienceasaPIC.

Also, lets acknowledge that where the regulation states “...hours of training in the areas of operation ...”
and does not further qualify the requirement to be in an airplane, helicopter, etc. Thistraining can
include training in flight amulator and/or flight training device that represents the gppropriate category
and class of aircraft. Even per Advisory Circular No. 61-126, a persona computer-based aviation
training device (PCATD) is permitted to be utilized. However, most likely the difference is going to be
performed in asmulator or flight training device or in the actua multiengine land airplane.

§861.129(b)(3) requires 20 hours training on the areas of operation listed in 861.127(b)(2) of this part
that includes a lees— (as noted, some of this could possibly be in aflight smulator and/or flight training
device)
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0] 10 hours ingrument training — of which 5 hours mugt be in amultiengine airplane.

Hereis 5 hours multiengine airplaneflight time.  Thisis the first place where the rule specificdly requires
training to be in amultiengine airplane.

861.129(b)(3)(ii) requires 10 hourstraining in aMULTIENGINE AIRPLANE having retractable gear
(except sea planes), flaps and controllable pitch propeler or isturbine-powered. Hereisthe second
place where the rule specificdly requires training to be in amultiengine airplane,

Y es, thistraining could include the 5 hours of instrument training required by §61.129(b)(3)(i). If such
combination is accomplished we only have to add 5 hours to our previous amount.

So now we are a 10 hours multiengine arplane flight time (that includes the 5 hours multiengine airplane
ingrument training).

861.129(b)(3)(iii) requires one crass-country flight of at least 2 hoursin amultiengine airplane in day
VFR conditions, congsting of atotd straight-line distance of more than 100 nautica miles from the
origina point of departure. Here isthe 3rd place where the rule specificaly requirestraining to bein a
multiengine arplane.

861.129(b)(3)(iv) requires one crass-country flight of at leest 2 hours in a multiengine arplane in night
VR conditions, conssting of atota straight-line distance of more than 100 nautica miles from the
origind point of departure. Here is the 4th place where the rule specificaly requirestraining to bein a
multiengine arplane.

It is conceivable that these VR requirements could be done in combination with the above paragraph
(i) requirements for training in a multiengine airplane having retractable gear (except sea planes), flaps
and controllable pitch propeller or isturbine-powered. But, only as part of these hours that are not
devoted to the 5 hour instrument training requirement. The intent of the phrases®. . . 2 hoursin a
multiengine airplane in day VFR conditions. . .” and “. . . 2 hoursin amultiengine arplanein night VFR
conditions. . .” of these subparagraphs (iv) and (v) was to require this cross country to be performed
using a combination of pilotage, dead reckoning, and radio navigation under visud flight rules and under
day and night conditions respectively. It was never intended to alow thistraining to be combined with
the instrument training aeronautica experience required by paragraph (i) above.

So the running tabulation of dua time in amultiengine airplane remains a 10 hours, but read on.

861.129(b)(3)(v) Requires 3 hoursin amultiengine airplanein preparation for the practica test within
the 60-day period preceding the date of the test. Here is the 5th place where the rule specificaly
requirestraining to be in amultiengine airplane. And, of course, this requirement could be donein
combination with the above subparagraphs (i), (ii), (iii), and (iv) if 3 hours of any of the required dua
training was within the 60-day period preceding the date of the test.

So the running tabulaion of aosolute minimum required training in amultiengine airplane with an
authorized ingructor isatota of 10 hours. This must assume control of amost every minute of training.
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No air traffic delays or avoidance maneuvers, weether delays, misunderstood ingtructions, re-teaching
or extraneous conversaions are alowed. Also notice, another 10 hours of training in operations listed
in 861.127(b)(2) is required to fulfill the requirement, though not necessarily accomplishedin a
multiengine arplane.

861.129(b)(4) requires 10 hours solo in multiengine airplane or 10 hours performing the duties of PIC
with aningtructor. Thisisclearly not apart of the requirements of 861.129(b)(2). The*. . . 10 hours of
solo .. . . paforming the duties of pilot in command in amultiengine airplane.. . .” isthe sixth place where
it specificaly requirestime in amultiengine airplane. Could this requirement be done in combination with
the above paragraph (b)(3) requirements? The answer isno. Thisisatotaly separate requirement
from the above paragraph (b)(3) requirements.

So the grand totd is 20 hours for the find tabulation of aosolute minimum flight time in a multiengine
arplane. Therulerequires 10 hours of dud training time and 10 hours of solo or performing the duties
as aPIC with an instructor on board.

NOTE: Thisdiscusson has nothing to do with the addition of an arplane multiengine class rating
to an exigting commercid pilot certificate with an airplane single engine (land) or (seg) rating.
L ook to §61.63(c)(4) for such a scenario which gtates “. . . Need not meet the specified training
time requirements prescribed by this part that apply to the pilot certificate for the aircraft class
rating sought . . .” For only an additiona classrating, per 861.63(c)(4), the ingructor isonly
required to train the applicant for the practica test and no specified amount of hours of training is
required.

{q&a189}

QUESTION 2: Ref. 861.129(c); The Badtimore County Police Department requires every
person who flies their OH-58's to hold a Commercid Pilot Certificate with a Rotorcraft-Helicopter and
Instrument-Helicopter ratings. In accordance with §61.129(c), the rule requires 150 hours of flight time
aong with 20 hours of dua and 10 hours of solo, etc. The Bdtimore PD wants to use their own
OH-58sto train their OWN pilots to obtain a Commercia Pilot Certificate with an Rotorcraft-
Helicopter and Instrument-Helicopter ratings so as to meet the aeronautical experience requirements of
§61.129(c).

ANSWER 2 Per Public Law 103-411and FAA Order 8700.1, Volume 2, Chapter 1, page
1-46 and 1-47, paragraph 9.B.; Again, the answer isno. The time cannot be logged for the purpose of
meeting the aeronautica experience requirements of Part 61. Again, thisflight time cannot be logged
nor counted for meeting the aeronautica experience requirements of Part 61 in these non certificated
arcraft/vehicles.

Per Public Law 103-411, thiswould NOT be considered a“public aircraft operation.” Therefore,
the Baltimore Police Department CANNOT use their OH-58's to train their OWN pilots for achieving
the aeronautica experience and training for a Commercid Pilot Certificate and rating under Part 61.
And furthermore, FAA Order 8700.1, Volume 2, Chapter 1, page 1-46 and 1-47, paragraph 9.B,
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dates, in pertinent part, “. . . may not be used to meet requirements of FAR Part 61 for a certificate or

{g& a-254}

QUESTION 1: A Private Rilot ASEL holds an Ingrument-Airplane rating. He is now working
on his Commercid Pilot (ASEL) certificate. In meeting the aeronautical experience requirements of
61.129 does this pilot have to have the 10 hours of Instrument Training required by 61.129(a)(3)(i)
even though he's had 18 hours of instrument training obtained under 861.65(c)(2)(i) and
861.65(e)(2)(ii) [15 hours of ingtrument flight training plus the 3 hours in preparation for the practical
test]?

According to one Forum member who stated he taked to Allan Pinkston who, in turn, said he talked to
you (Mr. Lynch), and the answer was yes, that the commercid pilot gpplicant would have to have the
10 hours Instrument Training required by 61.129(a)(3)(i) even though he dready held an Insrument-
Airplane rating. He (Fred) posted that information on CompuServe this weekend.

Thefolks would like to know if thet is a correct answer and if o why? Why would the FAA requirea
commercid pilot gpplicant to get an additiond 10 hours of Ingrument Training when he dready holds an
insrument rating? Especialy snce there is no requirement in the Commercid PTS to be tested on
ingrument procedures. Only basic maneuvers and navigation in Area VI, Tasks A-F. They have read
NPRM 95-11 and amendments 61-102, 61-103, and 61-104 and can not find any jutification in those
documents for that position.

ANSWER 1. Ref. 861.129(a)(3)(i); The answer is, the applicant must receive”. . . 10 hours
of insrument training of which at least 5 hours must bein a sngle-engine arplane.. . .” asrequired by
861.129(a)(3)(i). No place doesthe rule provide for an exception for a person who dready holds an
indrument rating. Additiondly, in merdly reading the rule [i.e,, 861.129(8)(3)], it saysthe*. . . training
on the areas of operation listed in 861.127(b)(1) of thispart . . .” It doesn't say the training on the areas
of operation listed in 861.127(b)(1) or 861.65 of thispart. It says“. .. training on the areas of
operation listed in 861.127(b)(1) of thispart . . .” which isthe Commercid Filot airplane single engine
training. But, if thisingrument training (i.e,, your Statement of “18 hours of instrument training”) was
obtained after the gpplicant received his Private Pilot Certificate, and the training received is equivaent
and creditable to the training required by §61.129(a)(3)(i), then the answer may be yes concerning
whether the time may be counted toward the requirements of §61.129(a)(3)(i). HOWEVER, it isnot
just asmple yes or no answer that | can giveto you. The flight indructor is going to have to review the
gpplicant’ s training records and see whether the training received is equivaent and creditable to the
training required by 861.129(a)(3)(i). But again, it has to have been accomplished after the gpplicant
received his or her Private Pilot Certificate.

Y ou have cited the following rules|i.e., “861.65(c)(2)(i) and 861.65(e)(2)(ii)] in your question. Section
61.65 doesn't even have paragraphs (c)(2)(i) and (e)(2)(ii)?

QUESTION 3b: When an ingructor provides the flight training required by §61.107(b)(1)(ix)
and 861.109(a)(3) for the Private Pilot Certificate and the Airplane Single Engine Land rating can that
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be logged and signed off as “instrument training” provided it met the definition of §61.1(b)(10)? Would
that training count towards the instrument training required by 861.65 and/or §61.129? Would such
training by a CFl-1A meet the intent of 861.107(b)(1)(ix) and 861.109(8)(3)?

ANSWER 3b: Ref. §61.129(a)(3); In answer to your follow-up questions, where you asked,
in effect, can the training given to satisfy the training 861.107(b)(1)(ix) and 861.109(a)(3) also be
“double logged” to dso satisfy training required by 861.65(d)(2)(i) and 861.129(a)(3)(i)? The answer
is no, the training cannot be “double logged” or “counted twice” or however you want to say it. Read
the words and the format of §61.129(a)(3) and (i) which reads as follows:

* % * % %

(3) 20 hours of training on the areas of operation listed in 861.127(b)(1) of this part that includes at
least--
(1) 10 hours of instrument training of which at least 5 hours must be in asingle-engine airplane;

* % * % %

It says“. .. training on the areas of operation listed in 861.127(b)(1) of thispart . ..” It does not say
training on the areas of operation listed in §861.127(b)(1) or the training on the areas of operation listed
in 861.107(b)(1). So, the training accomplished for meeting the training requirements of
§861.107(b)(1)(ix) and 861.109(a)(3) CANNOT be “double logged” to satisfy the training required by

{q&a-249}

QUESTION: Reference 861.45(a)(1)(i). In an previoudy answered Q& A-89, you Stated:

“Y es, acomplex multiengine airplane can be used on the practica test to meet the complex airplane
requirements of the Commercia Pilot Certificate for an airplane single engine land rating. However,
if the gpplicant does not hold an airplane multiengine land rating, somebody else hasto bethe PIC
for the practica test.” 'Y our answer wasin response to a question where it was asked whether it
was permissible under Part 61 to utilize a Piper Senacall on the practicd test for the complex
arplane requirements for the Commercid Pilot Certificate with an airplane sngle engine land reting,
even when the gpplicant is not rated in amultiengine airplane.

The rationae you stated in the answer was.

“Thisisthe rationde behind this answer. The aeronautica experience for the commercid pilot
certificate with asingle engine airplane rating [i.e,, 861.129(a)(3)(ii)] just says“. . . in an airplane
that has a retractable landing gear, flaps, and a controllable pitch propeller. . .” Now for the
commercia pilot certificate with amultiengine airplane rating [i.e,, 861.129(b)(3)(ii)] it says*“. . .ina
multiengine air plane that has aretractable landing gear, flaps, and a controllable pitch propdler. .

" We made a digtinction between the commercid pilot certificate with a single engine airplane rating
[i.e, 861.129(a)(3)(ii)] vs. the commercid pilot certificate with amultiengine airplane rating

[i.e,, 861.129(b)(3)(ii)]. Inthe aeronautica experience for the commercid pilot certificate with a
sngle engine airplanerating [i.e,, 861.129(a)(3)(ii)] the ruleis sllent on whether the airplane has to be
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asgngle engine or multiengine. But in 861.129(b)(3)(ii), for the commercid pilot certificate with a
multiengine arplane rating, the rule specificaly requires the agronautica experiencebein a
multiengine airplane.”

However, in checking the tasks required by the Commercid Rilot-Airplane Multiengine Land Practical
Test Standards, FAA-S-8081-12A, there is no requirement to demonstrate soft field takeoffs and
landings in multiengine airplanes. Furthermore, the airplane flight manuals for the Piper Senacall and
most generd aviation multiengine airplanes do not even address soft field takeoffs and landings. But the
tasks required by the Commercid Pilot-Airplane Single Engine Land Practical Test Standards, FAA-S
8081-12A, require demongtration of soft field takeoffs and landings. So for the Commercia Filot-
Airplane Single Engine Land practicd test when an gpplicant chooses to utilize a complex multiengine
arplane for aCommercid Pilot-Airplane Single Engine Land practical test, are soft field takeoffs and
landings required to be trained and/or be tested? How are we to evauate the task of the soft field
takeoff and landing in a complex multiengine airplane?

ANSWER: Reference 861.45(a)(1)(i); The answer isyes, soft field takeoffs and landings
are required to be trained and tested, even for those applicants who choose to utilize a complex
multiengine arplane for a Commercia Rilot-Airplane Single Engine Land practica test. In requiring the
traning and testing of the soft fidd takeoff and landing in a complex multiengine arplane, you are
evauating the applicant’ s ability to perform the soft field takeoff and landing task in a complex airplane,
in accordance with the “ Objective’” described on page 1-12, paragraph C of the Commercid Filot-
Airplane Single Engine Land Practical Test Standards, FAA-S-8081-12A. Just because the airplane
flight manual does't describe how to perform the soft field takeoff and landing task doesn't prohibit the
training and testing of the maneuver. The rationde here, even multiengine airplanes takeoff and land on
earth (dirt) runways and runways that are snow covered. So again, the answer is YES, soft field
takeoffs and landings are required to be trained and tested, even for those applicants who choose to
utilize a complex multiengine airplane for a Commercid Filot-Airplane Single Engine Land practicd tes.
The applicant’s ability and technique is being evauated to perform the soft field takeoff and landing task,
asit relates to a complex arplane.

However, keep in mind, as| previoudy mentioned in Q& A 89, IF THE APPLICANT DOES NOT
HOLD AN AIRPLANE MULTIENGINE LAND RATING, SOMEBODY ELSE HASTO BE THE
PIC FOR THE PRACTICAL TEST.

And furthermorein my Q& A-89, “THERE IS A DIFFERENCE FOR PART 141 SCHOOLS. THE
RULESIN APPENDIX D OF PART 141 [I.E., PARAGRAPH (B)(2)(11)] SPECIFICALLY
REQUIRE THE TRAINING TO BEIN A COMPLEX SINGLE ENGINE AIRPLANE FOR A
COURSE OF TRAINING LEADING TO A COMMERCIAL PILOT CERTIFICATEWITH AN
AIRPLANE SINGLE ENGINE RATING. YES, THE RULE WASWRITTEN THAT WAY ON
PURPOSE! WE SHOULD EXPECT BETTER STANDARDS FROM OUR PART 141
SCHOOLS WITHOUT QUESTION!”

{q&a235}
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QUESTION 1. Ref. 861.129(c)(4); Does the aeronautica experience requirement for “. . . 10
hours of solo flight in a helicopter on the areas of operation listed in 861.127(b)(3) of thispart .. .” have
to be accomplished after the gpplicant first holds a private pilot certificate? Or can the aeronautical
experience earned as a student pilot be credited for meeting this requirement?

ANSWER 1. That aeronautica experience|i.e, “. .. 10 hours of solo flight in a helicopter on
the areas of operation listed in 861.127(b)(3) of thispart . . .” ] hasto be earned while the gpplicant is
seeking commercid pilot certification and the gpplicant must firgt hold at least a Private Filot Certificate.
Astherule[i.e, 861.129(c)(4)] dates, it hasto be“. . . on the areas of operation ligted in

pat...” Otherwise, AT THE COMMERCIAL PILOT LEVEL.
The answer isNO, this aeronautical experience cannot be earned during the student pilot level.

QUESTION 2 The stuationis | have an gpplicant who is seeking a Commercid Pilot
Certificate-Helicopter rating via 861.123. The applicant accomplished his Private Pilot Certificate-
Hélicopter under a Part 141 approved training program. Therefore, what is the minimum solo time
required to be shown on the FAA Form 8710-1 for accomplishing a Commercid Pilot Certificate-
Helicopter rating when the applicant initiadly completed the Private Pilot Certificate-Helicopter rating
under a Part 141 approved training program?

ANSWER 2 Ref. 861.129(c)(4) and Part 141, Appendix B, paragraph 5.(c); The answer is
15 hours of solo time.

As per Part 141, Appendix B, paragraph 5.(c), requiresaminimum of “. .. 5 hours of solo flight
training in a helicopter on the approved areas of operation in paragraph (d)(3) of section No. 4 of this
gopendix . . .” and as per 861.129(c)(4), requiresaminimum of “. . . 10 hours of soloflight in a
helicopter on the areas of operation listed in 861.127(b)(3) of thispart . . .”

However, this minimum solo time requirement may be less because kegp in mind the provisons of
8141.55(d) and (e), which state, in pertinent part, “. . . approva for a period of not more than 24
cdendar months for any of the training courses of this part without specifying the minimum ground and
flight training time requirements of thispart . . .” Soif aPart 141 school has been approved for a
reduced course time gpprova under 8141.55(d) and (e), the total solo hours may beless. In these
cases, it would be prudent (and HIGHLY RECOMMENDED) of the examiner to attach a note on the
gpplication to highlight this difference to the Airman Certification Branch, AFS-763, in Oklahoma City
who process the gpplication and issue the pilot certificates.

QUESTION 3 The stuationis| have an gpplicant who is seeking a Commercid Pilot
Certificate-Helicopter rating via 861.123. The applicant accomplished his Private Pilot Certificate-
Hédlicopter under a non-gpproved training program. Therefore, what is the minimum solo time required
to be shown on the FAA Form 8710-1 for accomplishing a Commercia Pilot Certificate-Helicopter

rating?

ANSWER 3: Ref. §61.129(c)(4) and 861.109(c)(4); The answer is 20 hours of solo time.
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As per 861.109(c)(4) requiresaminimum of “. . . 10 hours of solo flight timein a helicopter, consisting
of aleast . ..” and as per §61.129(c)(4), requiresaminimum of “. . . 10 hours of soloflightina
helicopter on the areas of operation listed in 861.127(b)(3) of thispart . ..” So the answer isatotd of
20 hours of solo time.

{q&a234}

QUESTION: Apart from §61.129(a)(3)(V), is there anything in 861.129 which impliesthat |
cannot count any "aeronautica experience" obtained during my pre-Private training? | believe the old
regulations stated this, but it has been removed from the new regulations.

Simple quetion: If | flew a student solo XC (pre-Private) from Seettle to LAX and back ina C172,
could | count that towards my Commercial requirements?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.129(a)(2)(ii); YES. The pre-Private solo cross-country does "count”
toward the §61.129(a)(2)(ii) [i.e., the requirement for 50 hours of PIC cross country time].

HOWEVER, theansweris NO, if your questionisasking: *“Can this be used to meet the
§861.129(a)(4) "long cross-country solo flight" commercid preparation?’

Section 61.129(a)(4) specifies that the reason for such flight (commercia preparation) must
relate to 861.127(b)(1). Thiswas not the training (certificate preparation) requirement being met for the
"pre-Private solo cross-country.”

{q&a-207}

QUESTION 1: Theissued isthe required flight time for applicants adding a commercid glider
category to thar certificate.  Specificdly, how isit possible for a"trandtion” pilot, with the required
200 hour aeronautica experience in heavier-than-air aircraft, to log 20 flights as PIC when only 5 solo
flightsin aglider are required as per 861.129(f)(2)(ii)? FAR 61.51(e)(1)(i) specificaly requiresthat a
person be "The sole manipulator of the controls of an aircraft for which the pilot is rated” in order to log
PIC.

ANSWER 1 Ref. 861.129(f)(2) which states: (f) For aglider rating. A person who applies
for acommercid pilot certificate with aglider category rating must log at least--

* % * % %

(2) 200 hours of flight time as apilot in heavier-than-air aircraft and at least 20 flightsin aglider as
pilot in command, including at |east--

* %k * % %

| don’t see how the aeronautical experience of 861.129(f)(2) [eg., “. . . . 20 flightsin aglider as pilot
incommand . . .”] isany different for atranstion commercid glider pilot than the aeronautica
experience of §861.129(a)(2) [e.g., . . .100 hours of pilot-in-command flight time, which includes at
least--(i) 50 hoursin arplanes. . .” isfor the trangtion commercia arplane single engine pilot? The“. .
. 20flightsin aglider as pilot in command. . .” is aeronautica experience that must be achieved before
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QUESTION 3: Previoudy, 20 SOL O flights with a 360 degree turn were required to meet the
aeronautica experience for a"trangtion” pilot, in addition to other requirements.

ANSWER 3: The old provisonsin the old 861.133(b) stated “. . . 20 glider flights as pilot in
command during which 360 degree turns were made.” In the rewrite of Part 61, we deleted that phrase
and the agronautical experience for dl the commercid pilot certificates are now contained in the new
861.129 and the training required is contained in the new 861.127.

Now | have a question for you. | don't understand how you can question the new §861.129(f)(2) [e.g.,
“....20flightsin aglider aspilot in command . . .”] for the trangtion commercid glider pilot vs. the
aeronautical experience contained in old §61.133(b) [eg., “. . . 20 glider flights as pilot in command
during which 360 degree turns were made . . .” which were the old requirements for transition
commercid glider pilots. What is the difference between your concerns about the new §61.129(f)(2)
vs. the old 861.133(b)? | don’'t see adifference here, except that under the new 861.129(f) we' re now
requiring training under 861.127(b)(6) at the commercid pilot leve.

QUESTION 4: Wasiit intended that the rule be written to require 20 SOL O (sole occupant)
flightswhich includes a least 5 SOLO flightsin aglider on the areas of operations listed in
861.127(b)(6)? Thiswould be in addition to the flight training and preparation for the practical test as
currently required under 861.129(f)(2)(i)and(iii).

ANSWER 4: Ref. 861.129(f)(2): (f) For aglider rating. A person who gpplies for acommercid pilot
certificate with a glider category rating must log e least--

* %k * % %
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(2) 200 hours of flight time as apilot in heavier-than-air arcraft and at least 20 flightsin aglider as
pilot in command, including at |east--

(1) 3 hours of flight training in aglider or 10 training flights in a glider with an authorized indructor
on the aress of operation listed in 861.127(b)(6) of this part including a least 3 training flightsin a
glider with an authorized ingtructor in preparation for the practica test within the 60-day period
preceding the date of the
test; and

(i) 5 solo flights in aglider on the areas of operation listed in §61.127(b)(6) of this part.

No, we did not intend 861.129(f)(2) to say 20 solo flights. We wroteit just like we intended [eg.., ©. .
. 20 flightsin aglider as pilot in command. . .”]. Just like in the other paragraphs of 861.129 for the
other categories and classes of aircraft, there are paragraphs that establish certain numbers of hours of
aeronautical experience for the commercia pilot certificate and then there are other paragraphs that
establish certain numbers of hours of dua and solo training in 861.127. Yes, we did intend that the
training in 861.129(f)(2)(i) and (ii) to bein addition to the“. . . 20 flightsin a glider as pilot in command.

§61.109 iswritten dightly different, so | will withhold any questions for the Private "trangtion” since
answers on the commercid pilot aeronautical experience requirements of 861.129 may answer
guestions on both subject aress.

For your reading entertainment, please review the following preamble discussion that was contained in
the final rule correction document that was published in the Federd Register (78 FR 20282-20290;
Admt. No. 61-104) on April 23, 1998:

Section 61.109 Aeronautical experience. Section 61.109(f) has been revised to clarify when the
aeronautica experience requirements for obtaining a private pilot certificate with aglider category rating
must be accomplished with an authorized ingtructor and when those requirements must be accomplished
in solo flight. To obtain a private pilot certificate with a glider category rating, 861.109(f) requires an
goplicant to accomplish three training flights in a glider. Unlike the term “flight training,” which is defined
in 861.1(b)(6) astraining, other than ground training, received from an authorized ingtructor in flight in an
arcraft, the term “training flight" is not defined. Therefore, the FAA has added the phrase “with an
authorized indructor” to clarify when training flights are to be accomplished with an authorized

indructor.

In addition, the FAA has revised 861.109(f)(1) to clarify that the 20 flights and 2 hours of solo flight
timein aglider that are required by paragraphs (f)(1)(i) and (f)(1)(ii) may be used to meet the 10 hours
of flight time specified in the introductory language of paragraph (f)(1). In addition, the three training
flights with an authorized ingtructor required in paragraph (f)(1)(i) may be used to meet the 20 flights
aso required in that paragraph.

Theintroductory paragraph of 861.109(f)(2) also has been revised to clarify that the 10 solo flights and
3 training flights with an authorized ingtructor in a glider required by paragraphs (f)(2)(i) and (f)(2)(ii)
may be used to meet the 3 hours of flight time specified in the introductory language of paragraph (f)(2).
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Findly, for the reasons previoudy discussed in the preamble to §61.109, the FAA has added the phrase
“with an authorized ingtructor” to 861.129(f) to clarify that training flightsin aglider are to be
accomplished with an authorized ingtructor. In addition, the introductory text of 861.129(f)(1) has been
revised to clarify that the 100 flights required by paragraph (f)(1) may be used to meet 25 hours of flight
timeasapilotin aglider dso specified in that paragraph. Section 61.129(h) aso has been revised to
clarify that an gpplicant for acommercid pilot certificate with aballoon class rating must accomplish
with an authorized ingtructor (a commercid pilot with abaloon dass rating) the “training flights’ and
flight performing the duties of PIC required by that paragraph.
{g& a-184}

QUESTION: | have a question regarding type of aircraft for acommercid flight test. The
guedtioniis if apilot holds acommercid multi-engine land rating with ingtrument privilegesthenisa
complex aircraft required for the commercid single engine land flight test. | have been told thet it is not
if the tests are taken on the same day and even if they are not. However the PTS and the FAR's are not
clear from what we have read.

ANSWER: 861.129(a)(3)(ii); | must first ask you, does the applicant have a complex
arplane endorsement [e.g., 861.31(€)]? If s0, then the airplane does not have to be complex. That is
my answer if the applicant holds a commercid pilot certificate with an arplane multiengine land rating
and is only seeking an airplane single engine land rating. The reason | questioned whether the applicant
has a complex airplane endorsement is because there are some non-complex multiengine airplanes. For
example, there is the Partenavia (Italian manufactured) that is a non-complex multiengine airplane with a
fixed gear, fixed propéler, flaps, and two 180hp engines. Another example is the Aeronica Champion
Lancer which | only know to be a nortcomplex multiengine airplane with afixed gear. And another
example of a non-complex multiengine airplaneis the Brittian Norman Idander (Audraian
manufactured). It isanon complex multiengine airplane with afixed geer, fixed propdler, flaps, and two
180hp engines. Another example of a non-complex multiengine airplane is the Brittian Norman
Tri-lander (Austrdian manufactured). It is anon-complex multiengine airplane with a fixed gear, fixed
propdler, flaps, and three IO 540 engines. And none of the turbojet powered multiengine airplanes
would qudify as meeting the definition of a complex airplane. The definition of acomplex airplane, as
per 861.31(€), is“an arplane that has aretractable landing gear, flaps, and a controllable pitch
propeller; or, in the case of a seaplane, flaps and a controllable pitch propdler.” Yes, | agree that
861.129(a)(3)(it) and (b)(3)(ii) permits a turbine powered airplane to be subgtituted for a complex
arplane for the commercia pilot aeronautica experience requirement and for use on the Commercia
Rilot Certificate practical test but turbojet powered airplanes do not quaify as meeting the definition of a
complex airplane. Notice, | said turbojet powered airplanes (i.e., Cessna Citation) do not quaify as
mesting the definition of acomplex arplane. | did not say turbine powered airplanes (i.e,, Beech King
Air) do not qudify as meeting the definition of acomplex arplane.

However, if it's the other way around the applicant holds a commercid pilot certificate with an airplane
sngle engine land rating and is seeking an airplane multiengine land rating then the gopplicant must bring a
complex multiengine airplane to the practical test. Ref. 861.129(b)(3)(ii).

{Q&A-183}
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QUESTION 1: Given an gpplicant for Lighter-Than-Air, Baloon (LTA-B) who israted, asa
Commercid Rilot, in Airplanes, Helicopters, or Gliders.  861.129(h)(4) requires -

"10 hours of flight training that includes at least 10 training flightsin baloons on the aress of
operation listed in 861.127(b)(8) of this part,...."

Does an gpplicant for a Commercid LTA-B have to be tested on the gpplicable portions of the Private
LTA-B during the Practicd Test?

ANSWER 1. No; Per 861.123(h), the person only needsto hold a private pilot certificate.
The rule doesn't require the gpplicant to have it in aballoon rating. 1t just hasto hold a private pilot
certificate. But in your example, you indicate your gpplicant is dready a commercid pilot. So al the
goplicant isdoing is adding an additiona arcraft category rating to his commercid pilot certificate. In
that case, 861.63(b) applies. Additiondly, per §61.127(b)(8), the training given will be a the
commercid pilot leve only. Therefore, the gpplicant will be tested a the commercid pilot leve only.
{q&a179}

QUESTION 1: Can the multiengine time acquired with a CH and alowed as PIC under
861.129(b)(4) aso be used to meet the instructor rating requirements of 61.183(j).

ANSWER 1. No, the applicant cannot log as Pilot-In-Command (PIC) the time acquired
while performing the duties of pilot-in-command ... with an authorized ingtructor (unless the person
holds a multiengine class rating on his’her private pilot certificate); 861.51(e)(1)(i) and then, of course,
this cannot be used for 861.183(j) requirements. For further explanation here is an excerpt of the
preamble of the fina rule correction document that was issued in the Federd Register (78 FR 20284;
Amdt. No. 61-104) on April 23, 1998:

In addition, the FAA has revised 861.129(b)(4) to permit an applicant for acommercid pilot
certificate with amultiengine rating to credit the 10 hours of flight time performing the duties of
PIC in amultiengine airplane required by that paragraph toward the 100 hours of PIC flight time
required under 861.129(b)(2). Thisrevison is consstent with the provisions of 861.129(b) as
proposed in Notice No. 95-11. As previoudy noted, proposed §61.129(b)(4) would have
required an gpplicant to accomplish solo flight time in amultiengine arplane. The solo flight time
would have condtituted PIC flight time; therefore, the gpplicant would have been able to credit
that flight time toward the requirements of 861.129(b)(2). However, under 861.129(b)(4) as
adopted in the find rule, an applicant would be performing the duties of PIC rather than acting as
PIC. Consequently, that flight time does not constitute PIC flight time. Therefore, the
FAA has revised §61.129(b)(4) to permit the crediting of flight time accomplished under that
paragraph toward the requirements of 861.129(b)(2). However, this revision does not permit an
applicant to log the flight time required under §61.129(b)(4) as PIC flight time under 861.51(e)
unless the gpplicant holds a private pilot certificate with a multiengine rating and chooses to
accomplish the requirements with an authorized ingtructor.
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QUESTION 2 Isthere alimit to the number of hoursthat can be logged as PIC while
performing the duties of a PIC with an instructor under 861.129(b)(4)? One of our examiners thinks
thereisaloop hole for a Private Filot acquiring PIC cross-country time for an instrument rating, for
example.

ANSWER 2 ThereisNO loop hole. Such time cannot be logged as PIC time. Ref.
861.129(b)(4). Seeasin my answer #1 above, that portion that states, in pertinent part,

“. .. However, under §61.129(b)(4) as adopted in the final rule, an applicant would be
performing the duties of PIC rather than acting as PIC. Consequently, that flight time does not
conditute PIC flight time. . .”

{q&a180}

QUESTION: Could you please differentiate the role of the CFl in 61.129(b)(3) and (b)(4).
In the former, it is obvious that training (dud ingruction) in the areas of 127(b)(2) isthe god of this
section. Inthe latter, however, 61.129(b)(4) is repetitive in content, except the word training is
eiminated. Istherole of the CFl in (b)(4) an observer only, dmost acting as an examiner, viewing the
goplicant as he performs the 300 mile cross country and five hours of night flying?

Does the applicant log the time for (b)(4) as PIC with no ingtruction received ? Isthe CFI, by
regulation, required to log the time as dud given in accordance with 61.189(a) ?

If an gpplicant is a Private Filot AMEL with 500 hours of PIC in multiengine airplanes and has flown
cross country over 300 miles and the required night time as detailed in (b)(4) but not with a CFl, does
he gtill need to fly with an authorized CFl to meet (b)(4) when he seeks a Commercid AMEL?

ANSWER: Reference 861.129(b)(4); The expectation isthat the applicant demongtrate . .
. performing the duties of pilot in command in amultiengine airplane. . ."

Thereisacorrection to 861.129(b)(2) in amendment 61-104 effective 5/26/98 that specificaly states
that the gpplicant can usethat 10 hours of time of ". . . performing the duties of pilot in command in a
multiengine airplane . . ." toward the pilot in command to meet the pilot in command aeronautical
experience of 861.129(b)(2).

Additiondly, another correction revises 861.129(b)(4) by adding the words " 10 hours of solo flight time
in amultiengine airplane or 10 hours of flight time performing the duties of pilot in commandin a
multiengine arplane.. . ."

See the quote of the preamble of the final rule correction document the was published in the Federd
Register (78 FR 20284; April 23, 1998) concerning the revision to §61.129(b)(4) shown below and in
g&a-163.

Now for your request ". . . Could you please differentiate the role of the CFl in 861.129(b)(3) and (4).
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For 861.129(b)(3) an ingtructor would perform the normd active instruction followed by evauation of
its effect.

But for 861.129(b)(4), the CFl shdl act like an SIC and dso observe and train the student on ™. . .
performing the duties of pilot in command in amultiengine arplane.. . ."

Logging thet time as PIC timeis not authorized unless the gpplicant holds a private pilot certificate with a
multiengineraing. Reference:

FROM THE PREAMBLE OF THE FINAL RULE 61-104: “Reference 861.129(b)(4) as adopted in
the find rule 61-104, 5/26/98, an applicant would be performing the duties of PIC rather than acting as
PIC. Consequently, that flight time does not condtitute PIC flight time. Therefore, the FAA has revised
861.129(b)(4) to permit the crediting of flight time accomplished under that paragraph toward the
requirements of 861.129(b)(2). However, this revison does not permit an gpplicant to log the flight time
required under 861.129(b)(4) as PIC flight time under 861.51(€) unless the gpplicant holds a private
pilot certificate with amultiengine rating and chooses to accomplish the requirements with an authorized
ingructor.”

And for your last question about the private pilot, the amendment negates that question. Accept either
solo time or with an authorized ingtructor.
{q&a127}

QUESTION: There seems to be some questions and varying interpretations among
examiners, inspectors, and authorized ingtructors regarding aeronautical experience requirements for a
commerciad LTA-baloon certificate.

61.129(h) states an applicant must have 35 hours of flight time as a pilot which includes &t least:
1. 20 hoursin baloons,
2. 10flightsin baloons,
3. Twoflightsin baloonsas PIC,;
4. 10 hours of flight training that incdludes a least 10 flightsin
balloons on the areas of operation listed in 61.127(b)(8)...

The confusion gppears to be on item #4. Some are interpreting this to mean that if a maneuver isthe
same a both private and commercid levels (eg. Inflation) and signed off at the private leve, then it
doesn't have to be Sgned off again a the commercid leve. Others say that these 10 flights are training
flights on commercid maneuvers and that smilar training at the private level doesn't count towards these
10flights.

Exactly what isitem #4 reguiring?

ANSWER: Ref. §61.129(h)(4); The find rule correction document was published in the
Federd Register today and 861.129(h)(4) now states:
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(h) * % %
(4) 10 hours of flight training that includes at least 10 training flights with an authorized ingtructor
in balloons on the areas of operation listed in Sec. 61.127(b)(8) of this part, which condsts of at least--
(i) * Kk K
(A) 2 training flights of 2 hours each with an authorized instructor in a gas baloon on the areas
of operation gppropriate to a gas baloon within 60 days prior to application for the rating;
(B) 2 flights performing the duties of pilot in command in a gas baloon with an authorized
instructor on the appropriate areas of operation; and

(“) * % %

(A) 2 training flights of 1 hour each with an authorized ingtructor in a balloon with an airborne
heater on the areas of operation appropriate to a balloon with an airborne heater within 60 days prior
to gpplication for the rating;

* k% * % %

It means 10 hours of flight training that includes at least 10 training flights. . . on the areas of operation
listed in §61.127(b)(8) of thispart -" 1t doesn't mean they can add their time forward from the private
pilot certification level. All of it hastobe". . . on the areas of operation listed in §61.127(b)(8) of this
part -"

{q&a158}

QUESTION: There appears to be a conflict between FAR 61.129(b)(4) and guidance cited
by personnd at the Airman Certification Branch at OKC. The FAR does not require any solo time,
cross-country or otherwise, to meet the aeronautical experience requirements for Commercid Pilot with
AMEL rating. However, | had an arman file returned stating that "some cross-country solo time must
be shown'.

| cdled Airman Certification and was informed that their guidance ingtructed them to require some solo
x-c time, citing FAR 61.129(b)(4)(i) asthejustifying reference. | pointed out that the referenced
section requires flight with an authorized ingtructor, therefore such flight time cannot be logged as solo.
It was suggested thet | call you to resolve this Situation.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.129(b)(4); In accordance with 861.129(b)(4), an applicant for a
Commercid Pilot Certificate with an airplane multiengine land rating would not need to show solo cross
country time in amultiengine airplane. If he performed solo crass country time, yes he could show it,
but 861.129(b)(4) doesn’'t requireit. Section 61.129(b)(4) permits the applicant to meet the
requirements by “. . . performing the duties of pilot in command in amultiengine arplane with an

Amendment 61-104 became effective on May 26, 1998. The new version of Section 61.129(b)(4)
now states.

230



FAQs Part 61 With Chg #11, 04/27/2000
All Q& A’ sfrom #1 through #374
(b) For an airplane multiengine rating. Except as provided in paragraph (i) of this section, aperson
who appliesfor acommerciad pilot certificate with an arplane category and multiengine class rating must
log & least 250 hours of flight time as a pilot that congsts of at least:

(4) 10 hours of solo flight time in a multiengine airplane or 10 hours of flight time performing the
duties of pilot in command in a multiengine arplane with an authorized ingtructor (either of which may
be credited towards the flight time requirement in paragraph (b)(2) of this section), on the areas of
operation listed in 861.127(b)(2) of this part that includes at least--

(1) One cross-country flight of not less than 300 nautical milestotal distance with landings at a
minimum of three points, one of which is a sraight-line distance of at least 250 nautical miles from
the origind departure point. However, if this requirement is being met in Hawaii, the longest
segment need only have astraight-line distance of at least 150 nautica miles; and

(i) 5 hoursin night VFR conditions with 10 takeoffs and 10 landings (with each landing
involving aflight with atraffic pattern) at an airport with an operating control tower.

The preamble of the find rule correction document the was published in the Federd Register (78 FR
20284; April 23, 1998) concerning the revison to 861.129(b)(4) states as follows:

“Section 61.129 Aeronautical experience. In Notice No. 95-11, proposed 861.129(b)(4) would have
required an gpplicant to accomplish solo flight time in amultiengine arplane. During the rulemaking
process, the FAA determined that the accomplishment of solo flight time in amultiengine airplane may
be impracticable because of ligbility and insurance concerns. Therefore, in the find rule, the FAA
replaced the requirement that an gpplicant accomplish solo flight time in amultiengine airplane with the
requirement that the flight time required under 861.129(b)(4) be acquired while performing the duties of
PIC in amultiengine airplane with an authorized ingructor. However, in revising this requirement, the
FAA did not consder the gpplicant who holds a private pilot certificate with a multiengine rating and,
therefore, may aready have solo flight time in amultiengine aircraft or may be able to accomplish solo
flight time without the cost of acquiring the required flight time with an authorized indructor. Therefore,
the FAA has revised §61.129(b)(4) to require an applicant to accomplish 10 hours of solo flightin a
multiengine airplane or 10 hours of flight time performing the duties of PIC in amultiengine airplane with
an authorized ingtructor.

In addition, the FAA has revised §61.129(b)(4) to permit an applicant for acommercid pilot certificate
with amultiengine rating to credit the 10 hours of flight time performing the duties of PIC in amultiengine
arplane required by that paragraph toward the 100 hours of PIC flight time required under
861.129(b)(2). Thisrevison is consistent with the provisions of §61.129(b) as proposed in Notice No.
95-11. Asprevioudy noted, proposed 861.129(b)(4) would have required an applicant to accomplish
solo flight time in amultiengine airplane. The solo flight time would have condituted PIC flight time;
therefore, the applicant would have been able to credit that flight time toward the requirements of
§861.129(b)(2). However, under 861.129(b)(4) as adopted in the final rule, an applicant would be
performing the duties of PIC rather than acting as PIC. Consequently, that flight time does not congtitute
PIC flight time. Therefore, the FAA has revised 861.129(b)(4) to permit the crediting of flight time
accomplished under that paragraph toward the requirements of 861.129(b)(2). However, thisrevision
does not permit an applicant to log the flight time required under 861.129(b)(4) as PIC flight time under
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861.51(e) unless the gpplicant holds a private pilot certificate with a multiengine rating and chooses to
accomplish the requirements with an authorized ingructor.

The FAA notesthat if an gpplicant meets the requirements of 861.129(b)(4) by logging 10 hours of solo
flight ime in amultiengine airplane (as permitted in thisfind rule), that time would conditute PIC flight
time. Therefore, the gpplicant may count that flight time toward the requirements of 861.129(b)(2) and

{q&a163}

QUESTION: Y our answers to questions regarding helicopter insrument training per
61.129(c)(3)(i), on pages 48 and 51 of your "Frequently Asked Questions’ reference state the required
10 hours of "ingtrument training” can be conducted in an arcraft with minimum flight instruments and
portable navigation equipment. The instruments you list in the answer would not be adequate for
smulated or actud flight by reference to indruments. The definition of "ingtrument training” in
61.1(b)(10) requires "actua or smulated conditions’ which | have understood to mean IMC or "hood"
time. How do you reconcile your answers to the definition of "instrument time?"

It appears the intent of the regulation is that we not turn out commercia pilots without some experience

in maneuvering an arcraft by reference to insdruments, yet waive the requirement  that they be tested

in the practica test for this skill since many, maybe even most, helicopters are not equipped for flight by
reference to insruments.

| have some indructors asking meif "hood time" is required or if the regulation only requires navigetion
training. | thought you said in Anaheim a the FIRC that the intent wasto require  only navigation
training, however, | can't reconcile thiswith the definition of "instrument training” in 61.1. Would you
please daify?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.129(c)(3)(i); We can only ask them to be trained on what the
certification requirements arein the PTS. Yes, | know it saysinsrument training in therule,
861.129(c)(3)(i), but the practica test [e.g., Commercia Pilot PTS for helicopter; Area of Operation
VI1] isredly navigation with the use of navigation radios. But neither the rule nor does the PTS prevent
this training being performed with the use of aview limiting device. They should use aview limiting
device to maximize the training benefits.

{q&a-165}

QUESTION 1: A person is undergoing training for an instrument-helicopter rating. The
helicopter the student will be recaiving training in isa VFR certificated Robinson R-22 (e.g., non-IFR
certificated).

1-a. Doesthe hdicopter have to be IFR certified in accordance with Appendix B of Part 27?

ANSWER 1l-a No; Section 61.65 does not require the helicopter to be IFR
certificated. However, a VFR certificated helicopter shall not operate under IFR in flight
conditionsthat arelessthan VM C without the helicopter meeting the certification
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requirements of Appendix B of Part 27 and §91.205(d). Y ou can not operate aVFR certificated
Robinson R-22 (e.g., non-1FR certificated) in flight conditions that are less than VM C nor may you
accept an IFR clearance into flight conditions that are lessthan VMC. Otherwise, the aircraft dways
has to be in apostion to bein VMC conditions and remain in VMC conditions.

Additionaly, FAA Order 8700.1 (page 8-2, para 17) states:

“17. USE OF AIRCRAFT NOT APPROVED FOR IFR OPERATIONSUNDER ITSTYPE
CERTIFICATE FOR INSTRUMENT TRAINING AND/OR AIRMAN CERTIFICATION
TESTING. The following paragraphs are intended to clarify the use of an aircraft not approved for
IFR operations under its type certificate for instrument flight training and/or airman certification
testing.

A. IFR Training in Visud Meteorologica Conditions (VMC). Instrument flight training may be
conducted during VMC in any aircraft that meets the equipment requirements of 8891.109,
91.205, and, for an airplane operated in controlled airspace under the IFR system, §891.411 and
91.413. Anarcraft may be operated on an IFR flight plan under IFR in VMC, provided the pilot
in command (PIC) is properly certificated to operate the aircraft under IFR. However, if the
arcraft is not gpproved for IFR operations under its type certificate, or if the appropriate
ingruments and equipment are not installed or are not operative, operations in insrument
meteorologica conditions (IMC) are prohibited. The PIC of such an arcraft must cancd the IFR
flight plan in use and avoid flight into IMC.

B. Type Certificate Data. Appropriate type certificate datawill indicate whether the aircraft meets
the requirements for IFR operations.

(1) Section 91.9(a) prohibits aircraft operations without compliance with the operating limitations
for that aircraft prescribed by the certificating authority.

(2) Section 91.9(b) prohibits operation of a U.S. registered aircraft requiring an airplane an
arplane or rotorcraft flight manua unlessit has on board a current and approved airplane or
rotorcraft flight manua or approved manua materid, markings, and placards containing each
operating limitation prescribed for that arcraft.”

QUESTION 1-b: Does this Robinson R-22 helicopter’ s flight and navigation indruments
have to be IFR certified in accordance with Appendix B of Part 27?

ANSWER 1-b: No; Section 61.65 does not require the helicopter’ s flight and
navigation insruments to be IFR certificated. However, VFR certificated helicopters shdl not operate
under IFR in flight conditions that are less than VMC without meeting the certification requirements of
Appendix B of Part 27 and §91.205(d).

QUESTION 1-c Can the aeronautica experience required by 861.65(d) be performed in
this VFR certificated Robinson R-22 (e.g., non-IFR certificated)?
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ANSWER 1-c: Y es; Per §61.65(d).

QUESTION 1-d: Can the training required by Appendix C of Part 141be performed inaVFR
certificated Robinson R-22 (e.g., non-1FR certificated)?

ANSWER 1-d: Yes, §141.39(e) and additionally §91.205(d) applies. Section
141.39(e) does not prevent the use of aVFR certificated Robinson R-22 from being used for
performing the training requirements of Appendix C of Part 141.

QUESTION 1-e Can the practica test for the Instrument-Helicopter rating be performed
inaVFR certificated Robinson R-22 (e.g., non-IFR certificated)?

ANSWER 1l-e Y es; Section 61.45(b) and (d) and additionally §91.205(d) applies.
Section 61.45(b) and (d) does not prevent the use of aVFR certificated Robinson R-22 for being used
for performing the practica test for an Instrument-Helicopter reting.

QUESTION 1-f: Can a hand-held GPS receiver or portable VOR recelver be used
during the instrument training or for the practicd test for the Instrument-Helicopter rating? Can a
portable VOR be Ve croed to the instrument panel ?

ANSWER 1-f: Section 61.45(b) and (d) apply and additionaly 891.205(d) applies.
However, snce you have to file an IFR flight plan to meet the instrument agronautical experience
requirements [e.g., 8861.65(d)(2)(iv)] 8891.171, 91.411, and 91.413 will also apply. Otherwise, for
the aircraft to be operated under IFR the aircraft’s --

- VOR hasto have been inspected or operationally checked; [e.g. §91.171]

- Static pressure system, each dtimeter instrument, and each automatic pressure atitude
reporting system has to have been tested and inspected; [e.g. §91.411] and

- ATC transponder has to have been tested and inspected. [e.g. §91.413]
Additiondly, FAA Order 8700.1 [page 222-7, paragraph 13.D. states, in pertinent part:

“. .. Portable GPS units which are attached by Velcro tape or hard yoke mount that require an
antenna (internaly or externally mounted) are consdered to be portable eectronic devices and
are subject to the provisions of §91.21. All portable GPS equipment attached to the aircraft by a
mounting device must be ingtaled in an approved manner and in accordance with 14 CFR Part
43..

Section 61.45(b) and (d) does not prevent the use of a hand-held GPS receiver for being used during
the practicd test for an Insrument-Helicopter rating. But you cannot operate the aircraft in flight
conditions that are less than VMC nor may you accept an IFR clearance into flight conditions that are
lessthan VMC. Otherwise, the aircraft dways hasto bein apostion to bein VMC conditions and
remanin VMC conditions.
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Now from a practica use of these hand-held GPS receivers, it is not possible to use them for executing
GPS approaches. Because the hand-held GPS receivers on the market today, none are pre-
programmed with GPS approaches. So a hand-held GPS receiver cannot be used for executing a GPS
gpproach [891.175(a)]. Now | redize the GPS radio manufacturing industry are constantly making
improvements to these hand-held GPS receivers, and maybe someday hand-held GPS receivers will
contain GPS approaches. But to date, there are no hand-held GPS receivers that are pre-programmed
with GPS approaches that meet TSO C-129 (or its equivaent ingtallation requirements) equipment
approvd for IFR use.

So the answer is no, you cannot use a hand-held GPS receiver to execute a GPS approach under IFR
in flight conditions that are lessthan VMC.

And the answer is no, you cannot use a portable VOR receiver to execute a non-precision gpproach
under IFR in flight conditions that are lessthan VMC.

But the answer is yes, ahand-held GPS receiver can be used for navigation under IFR in VMC flight
conditions if the equipment is capable of dlowing the pilot to comply with the ATC clearance.

And the answer is yes, aportable VOR receiver can be used for executing a non-precision approach
under IFR in VMC flight conditions.

And the answer is dso yes, a portable VOR can be Ve croed to the instrument pand.

QUESTION 1-g: What are the minimum flight instruments required to be operationd and
onboard the helicopter to receive instrument training in this non-1FR certificated Robinson R-227?

ANSWER 1-g: Per 891.205(d); In addition, to the instruments and equipment of
§91.205(b), the instruments and equipment listed in §91.205(d)(2) through (9), as appropriate.

QUESTION 2: Ref. 861.129(c)(3)(i); A person is undergoing training for a helicopter
additiond rating at the Commercid Filot Certificate level. The helicopter the person will be receiving
traning inisanon-1IFR certificated Robinson R-22.

a. Wha are the minimum flight instruments and equipment requirements for this Robinson R-22 that
are used for the instrument training for the add on helicopter rating at the commercid pilot certificate that
is addressed in 861.129(c)(3)(i)?

ANSWER 2-a Ref. §91.205(b); For daytime instrument training, the aircraft’s minimum
flight instruments and equipment requirements may be as a Smple as the insruments requirements of
§91.205(b) with a portable communication receiver, and a portable VOR navigation receiver or some
other kind of navigation recaeiver in the aircraft. Asan example, if the training was given in a hdicopter,
the instrument equipment requirements may be asaminimum: an airgpeed indicator, atimeter, magnetic
compass, a portable communication receiver, and a portable navigation receiver.
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QUESTION 2-b: I the training is being given in a helicopter, does the training have to be
given by aflight ingtructor who holds ainstrument helicopter rating on their flight instructor certificate?

ANSWER 2-b: Ref. 861.195(c); Yes, it hasto be given by aflight instructor who holds
ainstrument helicopter rating on tharr flight ingtructor certificate.

QUESTION 2-c If the instrument training required by 861.129(c)(3)(i) is given by aflight
indructor who holds ainstrument helicopter rating on their flight ingtructor certificate, can that time aso
be used to count toward the aeronautical experience of §61.65(d)?

ANSWER 2-c: Ref. 8861.129(c)(3)(i) and 61.65(d); Y es, the time also be used to
count toward the aeronautical experience of §61.65(d).

And in condusion if you remember nothing from what you have just read in this Q& A answer,
ALWAY S REMEMBER THIS EARLIER STATEMENT: “However, a VFR certificated
helicopter shall not operate under 1FR in flight conditionsthat arelessthan VM C without the
helicopter meeting the certification requirements of Appendix B of Part 27 and §91.205(d).”

These answers have been reviewed and approved by William H. Wallace, AFS-804, Nationa
Resource Specidist, Rotorcraft Operations); Robert M. Barton, Manager-AFS-820, Operation
Branch; and James Riddle, Manager-AFS-840, Certification Branch from the Generd Aviation and
Commercid Divison, Washington, DC; Bob Kopecky, AFS-600; and Jm Carlson, Dalas FSDO No.
5.

{q&a170}

QUESTIONS: 861.123(h) requires a private (or military equivaent) to be digible for the
commercia. Now, 861.129(a)(3) refersto 861.127(b)(1) and for acommercid ASEL thereisalist of
items on which training must be done.  Of those, dl gpply to private except (X) which, being high
dltitude, legitimatdy isacommercid issue.

QUESTION 1: Must the training specified in 861.129(a)(3) be accomplished after a private
certificate is acquired and the decision was made to sart commercid training?

ANSWER 1. Ref. 861.123(€)(1) and (f); YES. Thetraining must be accomplished after
getting a private pilot certificate FIRST. And aso look at the words of 861.123(h). We didn’t specify
the category and class of the rating, it only requires the applicant hold a privete pilot certificate first.

861.123(e) states: Receive the required training and alogbook endorsement from an authorized
ingructor who:
(1) Conducted the training on the areas of operation listed in §61.127(b) of this part that apply to
the aircraft category and class rating sought; and
(2) Certified that the person is prepared for the required practical test.
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Properly endorsed training per 861.123 would certainly seem to indicate someone has made adecision
to Sart commercid training.

§61.123(f) states: Meet the aeronautical experience requirements of this subpart that apply to the
arcraft category and class rating sought before gpplying for the practicd test;

An gpplicant cannot use pre-private pilot training to adso be used to meet the commercid training
requirement. The gpplicant must FIRST hold a private pilot certificate. Remember the “building-block”
concept of training.

QUESTION 2 Can the solo experience as a student pilot be used to be digible for the private
pilot certificate requirements aso be used for commercid requirementsiif they meet those as required by
§861.129(a)(4)?

ANSWER 2: NO. Likethedud training, the solo (training) for the private certificate applies
to that certificate only. An applicant who FIRST holds a Private Pilot Certificate could use POST
private pilot certificate aeronautica experience that meets requirements of 861.129(a)(4) acquired
before formaly starting commercid training as long asit is documented in alogbook or training record
and the aeronautica experience was actuadly SOLO. Yes, thetime hasto be actudly SOLO and it has
to be aeronautical experience gained after first earning a private pilot certificate.  No, the gpplicant may
not have another pilot or non-pilot person on board. It hasto be SOLO. Other than this Situation, |
can't think of any other Stuation where the aeronautica experience would be creditable and could count
toward the commercid pilot aeronautica experience.

{q&a169}

QUESTION: | am seeking assurance that | understand a detail in sec.61.129 correctly.
There you refer - in 61.129(a)(3)(iii) to across-country flight without requiring alanding but consisting
of atotd draight-line distance of more than 100 nautical miles from the origina point of departure.
Does that mean that | could fly a cross-country without alanding, but &t least 100 NM away from the
departure arport at one point of the flight? Thisishow | currently understand the wording. Please let
me know if thisis correct - and maybe also, WHY theruleislikethis, the idea behind it.

ANSWER: You are NOT correct in your assumption. Y ou have to have alanding.
861.129(a)(3)(iii) Sates, in pertinent part, "One cross-country . . . of atotal straight line distance of
more than 100 nautica miles from the origind point of departure. Emphasis on the words "cross-
country.” Since you are acommercid pilot goplicant, now go to 861.1(b)(3)(ii)(B) which defines "cross
country” for acommercid pilot gpplicant as”. . . That includes apoint of landing that was at least a
graight line distance of more than 50 nautical miles from the originad point of departure”

{q&a-148}

QUESTION: If acommercid pilot with sSngle-engine land rating was to add a multiengine
classrating, he or she would do so under FAR 61.63(c). FAR 61.31(d) prohibits a person from
"sarving" asthe PIC of an arcraft unlessthat person...
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1. Holds the appropriate category, class, and type rating ...for the aircraft to be flown, or

2. [19] recaiving training for the purposes of obtaining an additiond pilot certificate and rating thet are
gppropriate to that aircraft, and be under the supervision of an authorized ingtructor, or

3. Have received training required by this part that is appropriate to the aircraft category, class, and
typerating...for the arcraft to be flown, and have received the required endorsements from an instructor
who is authorized to provide the required endorsements for solo flight in that aircraft.

Theimplication isthat acommercid pilot with a sngle-engine land rating, meeting the requirements of
FAR 61.31(d)(2) could "serve' as PIC of amulitengine airplane while under the supervison of aflight
ingructor. Could that person log thistime as PIC under FAR 61.51(€)(4) even though they are not solo
and have no current solo flight endorsement for the aircraft? Under paragraph (3) of FAR 61.31(d),
could you log PIC time in amultiengine airplane under FAR 61.51(€)(4) while flying solo?

If you can log PIC while flying under the supervision of a authorized indructor, is there anything that
would prohibit going back in your logbook and recording dua ingruction in a multiengine airplane as
PIC, smilar to what you said could be done in the case of student pilots previoudy logging solo time?

ANSWER: Reference 861.51(e): Let'snot mix "to serve as pilot in command” vs. logging
PIC time. 861.51(e) isthe rule that address LOGGING PIC time.

Solo flight time in a multiengine airplane may be logged as PIC per FAR 61.51(€)(2)(ii) as amended
5/26/98 by amendment 61/104 as long as the gppropriate training and endorsements required by FAR
61.31(d)(3) are met.

For thetime while serving as PIC of a mulitengine arplane while under the supervison of aflight
ingructor:

FROM THE PREAMBLE OF THE FINAL RULE 61-104: “Reference 861.129(b)(4) as adopted in
the find rule 61-104, 5/26/98, an applicant would be performing the duties of PIC rather than acting as
PIC. Consequently, that flight time does not condtitute PIC flight time. Therefore, the FAA has revised
861.129(b)(4) to permit the crediting of flight time accomplished under that paragraph toward the
requirements of 861.129(b)(2). However, this revison does not permit an gpplicant to log the flight time
required under 861.129(b)(4) as PIC flight time under 861.51(€) unless the gpplicant holds a private
pilot certificate with amultiengine rating and chooses to accomplish the requirements with an authorized
ingructor.”

{g&a110}

QUESTION: Could you mest the requirements of FAR 61.129(a)(3)(ii) & (iii) witha VFR
trip in which your ingtructor placed you under the hood? The regulation specificaly calsfor day VFR
conditions (let's assume for this question that the entire trip was under VFR conditions), so, does the
fact that you may be under the hood negate the intent of the regulations?
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| guess another way to put it would be to say, the FARS require you to log the conditions of flight.
Under 61.51(b)(3), if you log hood time, are you excluded from logging day or night as a condition of
the flight?

ANSWER: | assume you meant to say 861.129(a)(3)(iii) and (iv).

Reference §61.129(a)(3)(iii) and (iv), in pertinent part, it Sates:
"...VFR conditions..." And VFR sandsfor visud flight rules.

No, you cannot do this under the hood.
{9&a-93}

QUESTION: What isthe definition or an interpretation of the term “origina point of
departure’” contained in 861.129(b)(3)(iii).

ANSWER: Thereis no definition of the term “origina point of departure” in Parts 1 or 61
or any other FAA publication. Each situation is unique and a definitive definition of “origina point of
departure’ that will cover ALL circumstances and Stuationsis not practicable AND NOT POSSIBLE.

Departure for the purpose of conducting a*“round robin” cross-country flight isanorma scenario
where “origind point of departure” and destination are the same. See{g&a-60} ANSWER 6: The
“origind point of departure’ does not change with anew day or delay.

Other examplesinclude:

1 The purpose of repositioning (emphass: purpose of repogtioning) the aircraft to another airport,
to sart a cross-country flight in order to meet the 250 nautical miles cross-country requirements of
section 61.129(a)(4)(i).

2. A person departs the Los Angeles Internationa Airport on day 1 for the purpose of conducting
a cross country flight to the San Jose Airport (emphasis purpose of conducting a cross country flight to
the San Jose Airport) and remains overnight. On day 2, that person departs San Jose Airport for the
purpose of conducting a cross country flight to the Lake Tahoe Airport (emphasis purpose of
conducting a cross-country flight to the Lake Tahoe Airport) and remains overnight. On day 3, that
person departs Lake Tahoe Airport for the purpose of conducting a cross country flight to the Los
AngdesIntl. Airport (emphasis purpose of conducting a cross-country flight to the Los Angeles Intl.
Airport) for termination. Which airport isthe “origina point of departure?” All 3 airports would quaify

3. Now inasmilar stuation, but dightly different, a person departs the Los Angeles Internationa
Airport for the purpose of conducting a round-robin (without ever landing enroute) cross-country flight
from the Los Angdles Internationa Airport to the San Diego, CA 030° radia a 12 DME to the Yuma,
AZ 350° radid a 10 DME and then returns to the Los Angdles Intl. Airport (emphasis purpose of
conducting a “round-robin” cross-country flight). Which airport isthe “origina point of departure?’
The Los Angdes Internationa Airport isthe “origind point of departure’. But this cross country flight
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will not quaify for you gpplicants in pursuit of a private pilot certificate, commercid pilot certificate, or
an ingrument rating. However, if thisflight were conducted by a pilot who aready holds a commercid
pilot certificate, the flight is creditable for the ATP certificate cross-country requirement.

Adherence to these dtrict definitions of cross country and the “origina point of departure” isonly
necessary when the purpose is for crediting cross country aeronautical experience for the furtherance of
apilot certificate and rating. Cross country aeronautica experience acquired in pursuit of a private pilot
certificate, commercid pilot certificate, and an instrument rating must meet the requirements of
861.1(b)(3)(ii) or (iii) with alanding beyond 50 nauticad miles for airplanes or 25 nautical miles for
rotorcraft from the origina point of departure. Cross country aeronautica experience acquired in pursuit
of an arline trangport pilot certificate (except rotorcraft category) must meet the requirements of
861.1(b)(3)(iv) and military pilots cross country aeronautical experience is addressed in

If the cross country isNOT being utilized for the purpose of meeting the aeronautica experience for the
furtherance of a pilot certificate, then that cross country flight time may be logged in accordance with
§861.1(b)(3)(i).

Thetimelogged in aflight smulator or flight training device CANNOT be credited toward meeting the
cross country aeronautica experience. 861.1(b)(3) statesin part, “time acquired during aFLIGHT. . .”
and “. .. Conducted in an appropriate AIRCRAFT” Consequently, the time logged in aflight
smulator or flight training device cannot be credited toward meeting the cross country aeronautical
experience.

{q&a-98}

QUESTION: Concerns acommercid pilot goplicant that completed his commercid pilot
practical test, but his application and his aeronautical experience does not meet the commercid pilot
requirements of 861.129(b)(3)(iii) [i.e., night flying aeronautical experience] because of amistake in the
issuance of the rulesthat did not require night flying experience?

ANSWER: | have followed the “paper trail” of this dleged omission that the gpplicant
cdams. Therewas no omisson in the rule on this aeronautical experience. The mistake occurred with
Jepperson-Sanderson’ s issuance of the rules, not the FAA's Code of Federa Regulations. The FAA’'s
rule are correct.

In the FAA’ sissuance of Amdt. No. 61-100 (61 FR 34555; July 2, 1996), the only omission related to
hours in powered aircraft. . .” that was omitted from 861.129(b)(1).
The correction document that was issued as afind rule on March 21, 1997 (62 FR 13790; Amdt No.
61-101) reinstated the provision “. . . at least 100 hours in powered aircraft” in 861.129(b)(1). The
correction document placed five agterisk (*) after 861.129(b)(2)(ii) which means the remaining portion
of 861.129 [i.e, §61.129(b)(3) and (4) and (c)] remainsin effect. Jepperson, incorrectly omitted
§861.129(b)(3) and (4) and (c). The FAA did it correctly. Thereisno mistake here on the FAA’s part.
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Therefore, the gpplicant will be required to gain the night aeronautica experience as required by
861.129(b)(3)(iii) before the certificate can be issued. However, we think it would only be fair snce
the applicant has dready passed the practica test to only require him to fly the required aeronautica
experience that he is lacking and then have him, hisingtructor, and the examiner complete anew
gpplication and then resend it to AFS-760. That procedure would be fair to the applicant and il
maintain the lega requirements for issuance of the pilot certificate.

{q&a37}

QUESTION: 861.129(c)(3)(i) isthe rule that requiresinstrument training for acommercia
pilot certificate with a helicopter rating and the rule states “ 10 hours of ingtrument training in an aircraft”
Does thisingtrument training have to be given by aCFlI?

ANSWER: Y es and the CFII must be for the category and class of aircraft that the training
isbeing givenin. For example, if thetraining is being given in an arplane, then the CH I would have to
hold an ingrument-airplane rating on his or her flight indructor. If thetraining isbeing givenina
helicopter, then the CFll would have to hold an instrument-hdlicopter rating on his or her flight instructor
certificate.

QUESTION: What are the training tasks required for insrument training for acommercid
pilot certificate with a helicopter rating that is addressed in 861.129(c)(3)(i)?

ANSWER: Thetraining tasks are:. Knowledge of the dements rdated to navigation systems
and ATC radar sarvices, Sdlects and identifies the appropriate navigation system/facility; Locates the
arcraft’s pogdition using radid, bearings, or coordinates; Intercepts and tracks a given radid or bearing;
Recognizes and describes the indication of station passage; Recognizes sgna loss and takes
gppropriate action; Utilizes proper communication procedures when utilizing ATC radar services,
Maintains the appropriate dtitude within +100 feet and heading +10 degrees; Knowledge of the
elements related to procedures for diversion; Knowledge of the e ements related to lost procedures,
Uses available navigation aids or contacts an appropriate facility for assstance; and Plansa
precautionary landing if deteriorating vishility and/or fud exhaugtion isimminent.

QUESTION: What arethe minimum flight instruments and equipment requirements for the aircraft
that are used for the insgrument training for acommercid pilot certificate with a hdicopter rating thet is
addressed in 861.129(c)(3)(i)?

ANSWER: For daytime ingtrument training, the aircraft’'s minimum flight ingruments and
equipment requirements may be as a smple as the instruments requirements of 891.205(b) with a
portable communication radio, and a portable VOR navigation radio or some other kind of navigation
radio in the arcraft. Asan example, if the training was given in a helicopter, the instrument equipment
requirements may be asaminimum: an airgpeed indicator, dtimeter, magnetic compass, a portable
communication radio, and a portable navigation radio.

{q&a-38}

61.129, 61.57, and 61.159
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QUESTION 1. If acommercid pilot gpplicant has not completed his practica prior to August
4, 1997 can he be grandfathered. Specificaly, he completed his cross country with another person on
board the aircraft and the new Part 61 requirements require that he be performed solo.

ANSWER 1: Thereisno grace period. If the practical test is not satisfactorily completed
prior to August 4, 1997 then the applicant must meet the new requirements. The only grace period we
permitted is addressed in 8141.53(c) but that is only for gpplicants who performed their training under a
Part 141 approved school curriculum. 8141.53(c) dates:
Training courses.

(1) A training course submitted for approval prior to August 4, 1997 shdl, if approved, retain
that approva until 1 year after August 4, 1997.”
{g&a-40}

QUESTION 1. 61.129 (c)(3)(i). If the 10 hours of instrument ingtruction required for the
commercid hdicopter certificate is completed in a hdlicopter, can this training be given by a hdicopter
CH that does not possess arotorcraft helicopter instrument rating? | am aware that it does not teke a
CHlI to give thistraining, but does the CF need to have an instrument rating?

ANSWER 1. It has to be given by aholder of aFight Ingtructor Certificate with a Helicopter-
Ingtrument rating (and the instrument rating must be on the flight ingtructor certificate). See
861.1(b)(2)(ii) for the definition of an Authorized Instructor which states™ . . . in accordance with the
privileges and limitations of his or her flight instructor certificate” And look at 861.1(b)(10) for the
definition of Indrument Training which sates”. . . received from an authorized indructor . . ." Asa
result of those two definitions, AFS-840 has determined our policy requires the "ingrument training,”
required in 861.129, must be given by a helicopter CFII.

QUESTION 2: 61.129 (c)(3)(i) and (ii). Can the one cross country flight of at least 2 hours
include landings & more than one point, aslong as one of the legsis a least more than 50 nautica miles?

ANSWER 2: We assume you mean 861.129(c)(ii) and (iii) and not (i) and (ii). The answer is
yesto your question. Just liketherulesays™. .. of at least 2 hoursin. .." Therefore, the flight can be
made to the North Pole and back, just aslong astheflight condsts”. . . of atotd straight line distance
of more than 50 nautical miles from the origina point of departure.”

{q& a-66}

QUESTION: Taking into condderation the definition of "Training Time" this paragraph
DOES mean 10 hours of dud ingruction in acomplex airplane, NOT 10 hours of flight instruction and
practice as noted in the old 61. Am | correct??

ANSWER: It means dud ingtruction as Sated, "10 hours of training in amultiengine arplane
that has a retractable landing gear, flaps, and controllable pitch propeller, or is turbine powered or for
an  goplicant seeking amultiengine segplane, 10 hours of training in amultiengine segplane that has
flaps and a controllable pitch propdler.” Also read 861.1(b)(15) reference "training time."

{q&a27}
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QUESTION 6: Must the solo X/C described in 61.129(a)(4) be as " sole occupant” as defined
in 61.51(d) --i.e,, doneinthe aircraft? Suppose aperson did aX/CtripasaPVT that fulfillstherulein
every other repect, except s’he was carrying non-pilot passengers --higher children, for example.
Waan't that pilot "aone” for al practica purposes (decision-making, flight planning and execution, etc.).
Mightn' it be argued that such experience is actudly MORE vauable than being physicdly donein the
arplane, sinceit adds to the mix eements of responsibility and pressure --and the implied the ability

to manage those factors-- that wouldn't otherwise be there?

ANSWER 6: [861.129(8)(4) It says"SOLO" and weintendeditto be"SOLO." Soif a
person has his or her grandmother, brothers, aunts, or uncles on board, he was not solo. IT HASTO
BE DONE SOLO

{g& a8}

QUESTION: 61.129(a)(4) Aeronautical Experience for the Commercid Pilot Certificate
gatesthat "10 hours as solo flight in asingle-engine...” is required. In the past "solo” flight was not
required at the commercid level. The Preamble states on page 73 that "...HAI objectsto the
requirements in proposed 61.129(a)(4)...for supervised PILOT IN COMMAND on the aress of
operationligedin  61.127."  QUESTION: Does a Private Pilot need to be the "sole occupant” in
the airplane to meet the requirements of 61.129(a)(4), or can they carry passengers which the preamble
seemsto imply by the wording "pilot in command”.

ANSWER: §61.129(3)(4) says solo and weintended it to say "solo." Asit relatesto
861.129(8)(4), no the person CANNOT take a non pilot person adong on the flight.
{q&a53}

QUESTION 9: FAR 61.129(a)(2)(ii) and (b)(2)(ii) requires 50 hours X/C in arplanes. | have
snce learned that thisis an error (should read 10 hours, and that a correction will beissued. In the
interim, can we get something by officia memorandum to show examiners so that we can keep going
until the next amendment comes out? [Thisishot.]

ANSWER 9: As of the Correction Document, 861.129(a)(2)(ii) now reads "50 hoursin cross
country flight of which at least 10 hours must bein airplanes.”

and
861.129(b)(2)(ii) now reads "50 hours in cross country flight of which at least 10 hours must bein

arplanes.”
{g&a-8}

QUESTION 1. FAR 61.129(a)(3)(ii) requires "10 hours of training in an airplane that hasa
retractable landing gear, flaps, and a controllable pitch propdler..."
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Old FAR 61.129(b)(1)(ii) reads 10 hours of flight ingtruction and practice given by an authorized flight
ingructor in an airplane having a retractable landing gear, flaps and a controllable pitch propdler...”

| believe the current interpretation is that you must have 10 hours in a complex aircraft, but not dl of it
has to be ingruction. The new Part 61 requires 10 hours of training..." and thus appears to be different
from the old requirements. Could you confirm whether thisis a change from present interpretations?

ANSWER 1: The new 861.129(a)(3)(ii) requires "10 hours of training in an airplane . . ."
Yes, dl of it hasto be from an authorized ingtructor; or to say it in the old way, it must be DUAL
INSTRUCTION. Yes, the new rule changes the past palicy.

{q&a71}

QUESTION 1: For an applicant for acommercid pilot certificate with an airplane sngle engine
rating, the new 861.129(a)(3)(ii) requires “10 hours of training in an airplane that has a retractable
landing gear, flaps, and a controllable pitch propeler .. .” Doesadl 10 hours of training require that it be
dud indruction?

ANSWER 1: Yesitistraining given from an authorized ingructor; per 861.129(a)(3)(ii) and
paragraph (a8)(3) SAY S “20 hours of training . . .” and subparagraph (ii) is structured as a part of
paragraph (a)(3). Yes, it requiresthe training to be given from a holder of a CFI-ASE rating

QUESTION 5: Per 861.129(c)(3)(i), what are the minimum instrument equipment required for
the instrument training and the practicd test required for acommercid pilot certificate with a helicopter
rating? Could the navigation equipment be a hand held VOR radio? Could the navigation equipment be
ahand held GPS radio?

ANSWER 5: The “ingrument” training and “instrument” tasks to be tested on the practica
test for acommercid pilot certificate with a helicopter rating are addressed on page 1-19 of the
Commercid Filot-Helicopter PTS are the tasks to be tested are as follows: Knowledge of the elements
related to navigation systems and ATC radar services, Selects and identifies the appropriate navigation
system/facility; Locates the aircraft’ s position using radia, bearings, or coordinates; Intercepts and
tracks a given radia or bearing; Recognizes and describes the indication of station passage; Recognizes
sgnd loss and takes gppropriate action; Utilizes proper communication procedures when utilizing ATC
radar services, Maintains the appropriate atitude within +100 feet and heading +10 degrees,
Knowledge of the e ements related to procedures for diversion; Knowledge of the elements related to
lost procedures; Uses available navigation aids or contacts an appropriate facility for assistance; and
Pans aprecautionary landing if deteriorating vigbility and/or fuel exhaugtion isimminent.

Therefore the minimum indrument equipment are for daytime insgrument training, the aircraft’s minimum
flight instruments and equipment requirements may be as a Smple as the insruments requirements of
§91.205(b) with a portable communication radio, and a portable VOR navigation radio or some other
kind of navigation radio in the aircraft. If instrument training and tasks were for acommercid pilot
certificate with a hdlicopter rating then the instrument equipment requirements may be asaminimum: an
arspeed indicator, dtimeter, magnetic compass, a portable communication radio, and a portable
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navigation radio. But asfar asthe minimum instrument equipment for the instrument training for the
Commercid Rilot-ASEL, Commercid Pilot-AMEL, and Commercid Pilot-Powered Lift certificate and
ratings are the same asiit is for the Commercia Pilot-Rotorcraft Helicopter certificate and rating. There
is no rule that requires the navigation radio to be permanently ingtaled so the radios may be hand-held.
| have reviewed this matter with AIR-100 and AFS-400 and there are no rules requiring the radios to
be permanently ingdled for this kind of training and testing. Now if we' re talking about red IFR flight
operations, then the instrument equipment and instruments of 891.205(d) apply.

QUESTION 6: Per 861.129(b)(4) for aCommercid Filot Certificate with an airplane
multiengine land rating where it Sates “ 10 hours of flight time performing the duties of pilot in command
in amultiengine airplane with an authorized ingtructor on the areas of operation listed in 861.127(b)(2)

and

and per Appendix D of Part 141 [i.e., paragraph 5.(b)] for a Commercid Filot Certificate with an
arplane multiengine land rating where it gates* 10 hours of flight training in amultiengine arplane
performing the functions of pilot in command while under the supervison of a certificated flight
ingtructor. . .”

Can the gpplicant and the flight instructor both log it as PIC time?

ANSWER 6 Y es, both the gpplicant and the flight ingtructor can log it asPICtime. The
gpplicant can log it as PIC time because of the wording of 861.51(e)(1)(ii) (eg., “. . . or theregulations
under which theflight is conducted) and the flight instructor can log PIC time because of the wording of
861.51(e)(3) (eg., “. . .(3) An authorized ingtructor may log as pilot-in-command time al flight time
while acting as an authorized ingructor.”) And to further clarify this matter, we are in the process of
drafting aminor correction to 861.129(b)(2) to make in PERFECTLY CLEAR! That correction
should be out in the Federdl Register sometime in early 1998.

{q&a73}

QUESTION 5: A student who holds a Private Pilot, ASEL Certificate istraining for the
Commercid Rilat, Airplane Single Engine Land, desires to use a multi-engine airplane for the complex
portion of thetraining and testing. The preamble for 61.129 dtates that "For airplanes, the FAA
specified that the complex arplane requirements must be class-specific, . | do not find these wordsin
61.129. Could you

please claify this.

ANSWER 5: In 861.129(a)(3)(ii), it just says". . . in an arplane that has aretractable landing
gear, flaps, and a controllable pitch propeller, oris. .." The goplicant can use amultiengine airplane
that iscomplex. However, if the gpplicant had been going the other way for amultiengine airplane
rating, read 861.129(b)(3)(ii) very carefully. Then it would have to bein amultiengine airplane that was
complex.

{q&a74}
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QUESTION 1. Is 20 hours required to meet 61.129(b)(3) and an additional 10 hours to meet
61.129(b)(4) requirements? Or can the 10 hours performing duties as PIC in AMEL be acquired while
mesting the 61.129(b)(3) -- 2 hours VFR day or night x/c or getting the instrument training?

ANSWER 1: A total of 30 hoursisrequired. 61.129(b)(3) and 61.129(b)(4) are separate
requirements and cannot be combined.

QUESTION 3 Given an gpplicant that holds a Commercid - rotorcraft, helicopter with Private
- Airplane, SEL. The gpplicant wishesto obtain Commercia inthe ASEL.

Dose 61.63(b) apply? Then for 61.63(b)(1) we go to 61.129(a) for such thingsas. 50 hoursin
arplanes, 10 hours x/c in airplanes, 5 hours instrument training in airplanes, etc?

ANSWER 3: YES, 61.63(b) does apply, and Y ES the category requirements of 61.129
aoply.

QUESTION 16: For theflight(s) required by 61.129(b)(4) is both the person performing the
duties of PIC and the ingtructor logging PIC?

ANSWER  16: No. Theingructor may log PIC per 61.51(€)(3); the pilot performing the
duties of PIC musgt be rated in multiengine airplanes (private pilot, airplane multiengine land or sea) to
log PIC per 61.51(e)(1)(ii). Otherwise the time may only be logged as dud received.

QUESTION 19: Isthe 61.129 (&)(3)(i); (b)(3)(i), etc. a requirement that “instrument training”
be provided by a CFll rather than a CFI?

ANSWER 19: YES
{q& a-60}

QUESTION 1. New FAR 61.129(a)(4)(i) appears to require a solo cross-country flight of not
lessthan 300 NM. The existing requirement [ref: FAR 61.129(b)(3)(ii)] requires PIC time...not solo. |
recal you mentioning thisin one of our conversations and | believe you indicated that this would be
changed in the upcoming corrections document. Wasit your intention to require solo time instead of
PIC and will thisissue be address in the corrections document?

ANSWER 1: Itissolotime. Yes, weintended to have the pilot solo.
{q&a 10}
QUESTION: | am having trouble deciphering the required total time, dual time, and solo time

for gpplicants for commercid pilot-glider ratings?

ANSWER: The answer isfor the commercid pilot glider gpplicant is covered by the
corrected 861.129(f) which states:
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() For aglider rating. A person who gppliesfor acommercid pilot certificate with aglider
category rating must log at least:
(1) 25 hoursasapilotin gliders and 100 flightsin gliders as pilot in command which includes a
least —
(i) 3 hoursaf flight training or 10 training flightsin gliders on the areas of operation listed in
8§ 61.127(b)(6) of this part;
(i) 2 hours of solo flight that includes not less than 10 solo flights in gliders on the areas of
operation listed in 8§ 61.127(b)(6) of this part; and
(i) Threetraning flightsin preparation for the practicd test within the 60-day period preceding
the date of the test; or
(2) 200 hoursof flight time as apilot in heavier-than-air aircraft, and 20 flightsin gliders as pilot
in command, which includes & least—
(i) 3 hoursof flight training or 10 training flights on the areas of operation ligted in
8§ 61.127(b)(6) of this part;
(i) Ave soloflightsin aglider on the areas of operation listed in § 61.127(b)(6) of this part; and
(i) Threetraining flightsin preparation for the practica test within the 60-day period preceding
the date of the test.

Otherwise in smple terms paragraph (f)(1) requires for commercia pilot applicants to have logged at
least:
1. 25 hours as apilot in gliders and 100 flights in gliders as pilot in command which includes &

least 3 hours of flight training or 10 training flights in gliders on the areas of operaion ligted in
§ 61.127(b)(6) of this part that includes--

a 3traning flightsin preparation for the practica test within the 60-day period

preceding the date of the test; and

b. 2 hours of solo flight that includes not less than 10 solo flights in gliders on the areas

of operation listed in § 61.127(b)(6) of this part.

or

Otherwise in smple terms paragraph (f)(2) requires for commercia pilot applicants to have logged at
least:
2. 200 hours of flight time as apilot in heavier-thantair aircraft, and 20 flightsin gliders as
pilot-in-command, which includes at least 3 hours of flight training or 10 training flights with an ingtructor
on the areas of operation listed in 8 61.127(b)(6) of this part that includes--
a 3training flights with an ingructor in preparation for the practica test within the
60-day period preceding the date of the test; and
b. 5 soloflightsin aglider on the areas of operation listed in § 61.127(b)(6) of this
part.

{q&a35}

QUESTION: A Commercid PFilot with Helicopter/Ingrument Ratings only, wants to add
Airplane-Multiengine to his Commercid certificate.  Does the gpplicant need to meet dl the
requirements of 61.129 (b) or just the "training" areas of operation listed in 61.127 (b) (2)?
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ANSWER: Per 861.63(b)(1), "Must have received the required training and possess the
aeronautical experience prescribed by this part that applies to the pilot certificate for the aircraft
category and, if applicable class rating sought;”

To address your example, you have an gpplicant who holds a Commercid Filot Certificate with a
helicopter rating. The gpplicant now wants to add an AMEL rating a the commercid pilot levd. Soin
accordance with §61.63(b)(1) [i.e, ". . . required training and possess the aeronautical experience
prescribed . . ." you'd go to §61.129(b) and accomplish . . . the aeronautical experience and training. .
" that apply to the airplane multiengine rating.  We ve summarized the requirements and thisis how

-250 hours of flight time as apilot with 50 hoursin airplanes
-100 hours of PIC flight time that includes 50 hours in arplanes & 50 hours in cross country of
which at least 10 hours must be in airplanes
-20 hours of dud training on 861.127(b)(2) that includes. 5 hoursingtrument training in a
multiengine arrplane; 10 hoursin acomplex multiengine airplane; One 2-hour day VFR x-cina
multiengine arplane; One 2-hour night VFR x-c in amultiengine airplane; and 3 hoursin a
multiengine in prep for the practica test.
-10 hours of flight time in a multiengine airplane performing PIC duties that indludes: One (at
least)300 NM x-c flight in amultiengine airplane to a point more than 250 NM from origina
departure and three landings;, and 5 hoursin a multiengine airplane under night VFR with 10
takeoffs and landings at atowered airport.

{g& a-83}

61.131

QUESTION: How does one perform the night flying as required by 861.129(a)(4)(ii) at the
Commercid Rlot Certificate levd if his certificate has the “Night Hying Prohibited” limitation? The
Stuation is the person took his commercid pilot training in Alaska and didn’t perform the required night
flying aeronautical experience at the time he made gpplication for his certificate, so he wasissued a
Commercid Pilot Certificate with the limitation “Night FHying Prohibited.” How does he now legdly
perform this night training olo, if his certificate has the limitation “Night Hying Prohibited?’

ANSWER: Ref. 861.131(b)(2)(i); You are correct in that neither the rule nor FAA Order
8700.1 addressthisissue. Thisiswhere reasonableness and common sense have to prevail between
the FAA and the applicant. We would expect the person to be under the supervison of an instructor
who will supervise this person’s solo night training. We aso will expect the solo night training being
performed to be“. . . 5 hoursin night VFR conditions with 10 takeoffs and 10 landings (with each
landing involving aflight in the traffic pattern) a an airport with an operating control tower . . .” and just
liketherule[i.e, 861.129(a)(4)] requires, the time will be performed SOLO. But most and foremos,
reasonableness and common sense have to prevail between the FAA and the gpplicant. Rest assured, if
we begin to see atrend where we have problems, a rulemaking action will beinitiated to resolve the
problem.
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{g&a278}

QUESTION: The question comes from Alaska..... The new night restriction for Alaska.
Does the one year time frame for completing the required training apply to those pilots certificated prior
to August 4, 97?

ANSWER: If the person's certificate was issued prior to August 4, 1997 with the "Night
Flying Prohibited” limitation then we cannot go back and force that person to get the training.

QUESTION: For those certificated after August 4, with the regtriction "night flying prohibited”
placed on their certificate, just what does happen at the end of the one year when the pilot has not
completed the

required training to remove the redtriction?

ANSWER: Just liketherule (i.e., 8861.110 and 61.131) says". . . become invaid for use."
So if anybody with a certificate issued on or after August 4, 1997 (emphasis added on or after August
4, 1997) that has the "Night Flying Prohibited" limitation then just like the rule says ". . . becomeinvdid
for use"

{g&a21}

QUESTION: A fully qudified private pilot became an Alaskaresdent in early soring and
completed the requirements that summer for acommercia certificate. However, he only had 2 hours
night solo flight time and did not meet the 61.129(a)(4)(ii) requirement of 5 hours night solo. His new
commercid certificate hasaNIGHT FLYING PROHIBITED limitation. Isit true and right that he has
logt night flying privileges he has as a private pilot?

ANSWER: The answer is addressed in §61.131. The person sought acommercid pilot
certificate, but didn't accomplish the commercid pilot night flight aeronautica experience. As per
§61.131, he gets the "Night Flying Prohibited” placed on the certificate. We redlize some will argue that
the gpplicant didn't have it before when he held only a private pilot certificate. Well he didn't
accomplish the commercid pilot aeronautical experience on night flying, So he getsthe "Night Flying
Prohibited" placed on his commercid pilot certificate,

{g&a77}

61.133

QUESTION: | just had a question regarding pilots who received their commercid license
prior to the limitation/ restriction requiring them to have an ingrument rating before they could fly for
compensation (i.e., issued prior to the November 1, 1974 effective date when Part 61 was revised
requiring Ingrument-Airplane rating). Arethey grandfathered in, or to fly for hire, are they required to
go out and get the instrument reting?
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ANSWER: 861.133(b); Yes, commercid pilot certificates with the airplane rating but
without the instrument-airplane rating issued prior to November 1, 1974 are grandfathered in and may,
per 861.133(a)(1)(i) and (ii):

(&) Privileges. (1) Generd. A person who holds acommercid pilot certificate may act as pilot in
command of an aircraft--
(i) Carrying persons or property for compensation or hire, provided the person is qudified in
accordance with this part and with the applicable parts of this chapter that apply to the operation;
and
(i) For compensation or hire, provided the person is qualified in accordance with this part and
with the gpplicable parts of this chapter that apply to the operation.

However, if the question you're asking is whether a person may fly for aPart 121 or Part 135 operator
flying airplanes, the answer isno. Because notein both provisions of §61.133(a)(1)(i) and (ii), the
words*“. . . isqudified in accordance. . . and with the gpplicable parts of this chapter that apply to the
operation . ..” For example, if a person holds acommercid pilot certificate with an Airplane-Single
Engine Land rating, but does not hold an Instrument-Airplane rating. Then per 8135.243(b)(3), it
requires a person to hold an Indrument-Airplane rating. But certainly, the pilot may continue to perform
some commercia operations (that are not applicable to Parts 121 or 135 operations), such as
photography flights, pipeline patrols, etc. where there is a carriage of persons or property for
compensation or hire.

This answer is based on previous policy |etters that were issued on November 20, 1973 and
October 9, 1974.
{g&a-305}

QUESTION 1. Can an gpplicant for acommercid pilot certificate with a multiengine land rating
who does not hold an instrument rating CHOOSE not to do the instrument flight maneuvers for the
multiengine practical te? FAR 61.43 (d) States An applicant is not digible for a certificate or rating
sought until al the areas of operation are passed. FAR 61.45 (b)(2) has a provision for aircraft that
does not have capability to perform al tasks to be issued arating with alimitation. (I redize the
limitation for acommercid that does not hold an ingrument airplane rating would apply. (That isa
given.) | am asking, can an gpplicant choose to aso have aVFR limitation?

It was our understanding that in the past you had told us that dl commercid pilots have to have some
indrument training to be digible for a certificate and they can no longer choose to omit the instrument
maneuvers for the multiengine practical test because of 61.43.

ANSWER 1. Ref. 861.133(b) and FAA Order 8700.1, Volume 2, page 6-5, Section 2,
paragraph 5.k.(f);

In the scenario you have asked me, the answer isthis commercid pilot who holds ratings of a Rotorcraft
Helicopter and Instrument-Helicopter and is only seeking to add an Airplane Multiengine Land rating to
that certificate a the commercia pilot leve is not required to be tested on the commercid pilot area of
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operation IX in the Commercid Filot PTS. The applicant is not Instrument-Airplane rated like the
guestion that was posed to me in an earlier question and answer. In that question and answer, the
goplicant held an Airplane Single Engine Land rating and an Instrument-Airplane rating and was seeking
to add an Airplane Multiengine Land rating. He held an Insrument Airplane rating and as per the
Commercid Pilot PTS s Rating Task Table on page 2-v, he was required to be tested on that area of
operation IX of the Commercid Filot PTS for the Airplane Multiengine Land rating. Therefore, in the
scenario you have asked me, at the successful conclusion of the practica tet, the applicant’ s pilot
certificate would be re-issued to read asfollows:

Commercid Pilot
Rotorcraft-Helicopter
Airplane Multiengine Land
[ nstrument-Helicopter
“The carriage of passengers for hirein airplanes on cross-country flightsin excess of 50 nautica
milesor a night is prohibited.”

QUESTION 2 Thisisafollow-on to question 1 above. | understand the limitation cited in
861.133 (b), as described in answer 1 above would be required because in the scenario you' ve
presented in answering question 1 gppliesto a Commercid Pilot Certificate gpplicant for an arplane
category who does not hold an instrument rating in the same category and class of airplane. Eveniif the
gpplicant in your scenario had completed task A, B, & C of Areaof Operation IX [i.e, the multiengine
operations portion of the practical test sandards for acommercia pilot multiengine rating], the “The
carriage of passengersfor hirein airplanes on cross-country flights in excess of 50 nautica milesor at
night is prohibited” limitation would still be on the certificate because of 861.133 (b). That is because
the gpplicant does not have an Airplane-Instrument rating.

However, the question I’'m asking is “can an applicant for an Airplane-Multiengine Land & the
Commercid Filot Certificate level refuse to do tasks A, B, and C regardless of whether or he holds an
Airplane-1nstrument rating?

My argument isthat 861.43 (d) says he cantt if he wants amultiengine rating a the commercid pilot
level. Can an gpplicant get amultiengine land rating (VFR Only) a the Commercid Pilot Certificate
level? We know for sure in the scenario you used that the applicant DID NOT DO task A, B, or C. |
don't think he is qudified for the rating. Please explain to me how we can judtify negating the provisons
of 861.43 (d).

Try thisscenario. The gpplicant holds a Private Pilot Certificate with an Airplane-Multiengine Land
rating. The gpplicant applies for a Commercid Pilot Certificate - Airplane Multiengine Land rating. |
undergtand the gpplicant will get the 861.133(b) limitation [i.e., “ The carriage of passengersfor hirein
arplanes on cross-country flightsin excess of 50 nautica miles or a night is prohibited” limitation]. But
can the gpplicant refuse to do tasks A,B, and C just because he wantsto. If he can, then | ingst that the
VIR limitation aso be shown because otherwise when the gpplicant comesin and adds an instrument
rating in asngle engine airplane, we would have no way of knowing that the multiengine should have
been limited to VFR only. We would naturaly assume the gpplicant performed tasks A, B, and C of
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the Commercia Pilot Certificate - Airplane Multiengine Land practica test Sandards because 861.43
says he hasto.

ANSWER 2: Ref. 861.133(b) and §61.43(d); First of al your assumption is not correct that
“. .. wewould have no way of knowing that the multiengine airplane should have been limited to VFR
only. We would naturaly assume the applicant performed tasks A, B, and C . ..” The examiner
conducting the practical test WOULD KNOW that the applicant has not been tested on tasks A, B,
and C. The applicant in your scenario only holds a Private Pilot Certificate with an
Airplane-Multiengine Land rating. The gpplicant does not hold an Instrument-Airplane rating, so the
applicant is NOT required to be tested on area of operation I X, Tasks A, B, AND C of the
Commercid Rilot PTSfor the Airplane-Multiengine Land rating. In the Commercid Filot PTSfor the
Airplane-Multiengine Land rating on page 2-v, the “Rating Task Table” states “*If the gpplicant is
instrument rated, and instrument competency has been previoudy demondtrated in a multiengine
airplane, AREA OF OPERATION IX, TASKS A, B, AND C need not be demonstrated.” However,
in this scenario you' ve presented, the gpplicant does NOT hold an Instrument-Airplane rating so the
applicant need not be tested on area of operation 1X, Tasks A, B, AND C.

QUESTION 3: Y our answer does not answer the question that I'm trying to get answered. |
understand the 861.133(b) limitation [i.e., “ The carriage of passengersfor hire in arplanes on cross-
country flightsin excess of 50 nautica milesor at night is prohibited.”]. Let'stry thisscenario. The
goplicant holds a Commercid PRilot Certificate with an Airplane-Multiengine Land. He does not hold
any Airplane-Ingrument rating. The person’s pilot certificate reads as follows:

Commercid Pilot
Airplane Multiengine Land
“The carriage of passengersfor hirein airplanes on cross-country flightsin excess of 50 nautica
milesor a night is prohibited.”

Now the gpplicant seeks to add an Airplane Single Engine Land rating at the commercid pilot level and
an Indrument-Airplane rating. What limitation should be placed on the Airplane Multiengine Land rating
after the person’s pilot certificate gets re-issued with the Airplane Single Engine Land rating and
Airplane-Instrument reating?

If the applicant was not tested on AREA OF OPERATION 1X, TASKS A, B, AND Cinthe
Commercid Filot PTS when he earned his Airplane Multiengine Land rating, then how would the
examiner know if a“VFR Only” limitation should be placed on the Airplane Multiengine Land rating?

ANSWER 3: Ref. 861.43(d) and the Commercia Pilot PTSfor the Airplane-Multiengine
Land rating on page 2-v, the “Rating Task Table’; Specificdly, the Commercid Filot PTSfor the
Airplane-Multiengine Land rating on page 2-v isfor a person who holds an Insrument-Airplane rating.
Your gpplicant DID NOT hold an Instrument-Airplane rating. He only earned his Ingrument-Airplane
rating in asingleengine airplane. | CANNOT BELIEVE AN EXAMINER WOULD NOT
RECOGNIZE THIS! The examiner would place a“VFR Only” limitation on the Airplane-Multiengine
Land rating when he re-issues the person’s pilot certificate at the time the person earned his Airplane
Single Engine Land rating and an Indrument-Airplane rating.. When the examiner issues the applicant’s
pilot certificate, it will read asfollows
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Commercid Pilot
Airplane Sngle Engine Land
Airplane Multiengine Land (VFR Only)
Instrument-Airplane

When the applicant recaives the required training and endorsement from an ingtructor and satisfactorily
accomplishes apractical test on AREA OF OPERATION IX, TASKS A, B, AND C of the
Commercid Rlot PTS in an multiengine land arplane, the “VFR Only” limitation will be removed.
{q&a-299}

QUESTION 1. The stuation is | have an gpplicant who holds a Private Pilot Certificate that
reads asfollows:
PRIVATE PILOT
AIRPLANE SINGLE ENGINE LAND
INSTRUMENT AIRPLANE

The applicant is seeking a Commercid Pilot Certificate and an Airplane Multiengine Land reting. The
applicant has informed me the multiengine airplane (e.g., Cessna 310) isincapable of performing the
flight by reference to ingtruments (i.e., Areaof Operation IX, Tasks A, B, and C of the Commercid
Pilot Practical Test Standards, FAA-S-8081-12A). Can the applicant be alowed to take the practical
test and, if passed, receive the pilot certificate with eather a“VFR ONLY” limitation or the limitation,
“The carriage of passengersfor hirein multiengine airplanes on cross-country flightsin excess of 50
nautica miles or a night is prohibited?’

ANSWER 1. Yes, Ref. §61.45(b)(2) and 861.133(b)(1) and FAA Order 8700.1, Volume 2,
page 8-6, Section 2, paragraph 5.1.(3); an applicant can be alowed to use an aircraft that is incapable
of performing the instrument areas of operations of the practical test. Per 861.45(b)(2), it Sates:

“(2) An gpplicant for a certificate or rating may use an aircraft with operating characterigtics that
preclude the gpplicant from performing al of the tasks required for the practica test. However, the
gpplicant's certificate or rating, as appropriate, will be issued with an gppropriate limitation.”

And since the gpplicant dready holds an Insgrument-Airplane rating, there is no requirement to add the
limitation “The carriage of passengersfor hirein airplanes on cross-country flightsin excess of 50
nautical milesor at night is prohibited.” Per FAA Order 8700.1, Volume 2, page 6-5, Section 2,

paragraph 5.k.(f)

Therefore, the limitation that would be placed on the gpplicant’ s pilot certificate who did not perform the
required instrument Areaof Operation IX, Tasks A, B, and C [of the Commercid PFilot Practical Test
Standards, FAA-S-8081-12A] would be “Airplane Multiengine VFR Only." That limitation, per FAA
Order 8700.1, Volume 2, page 8-6, Section 2, paragraph 5.1.(3), would be so noted with the limitation,
“VFR Only,” on the gpplicant’ s pilot certificate in the limitation section of thet certificate.
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So after the gpplicant satisfactorily accomplishes the Commercid Pilot Practicd Test for the multiengine
arplane land rating (but remember in this scenario the gpplicant DID NOT demondtrate instrument
privileges in the multiengine airplane), so the applicant’s newly issued pilot certificate will reed as
follows

COMMERCIAL PILOT
AIRPLANE MULTIENGINE LAND
PRIVATE PILOT AIRPLANE SINGLE ENGINE LAND
INSTRUMENT - AIRPLANE
Airplane Multiengine VFR Only

QUESTION 3: The stuation is | have an applicant who holds a Private Pilot Certificate with an
Airplane Single and Multiengine Land rating and with an Instrument-Airplane rating (i.e, NOTE the
goplicant has dready previoudy demondtrated instrument proficiency in both the single and multiengine
arplanes). The gpplicant is now seeking a Commercid Rilot Certificate for an airplane multiengine land
rating. Does the applicant have to perform the instrument requirements (i.e., Areaof Operation IX,
Tasks A, B, and C of the Commercia Pilot Practicad Test Standards, FAA-S-8081-12A) on the
practica test?

ANSWER 3: Ref. 861.133(b)(1); Commercid Pilot Practical Test Standards, FAA-S-
8081-12A, page 2-v; No, the applicant does not have to perform Area of Operation I X, Tasks A, B,
and C. Per the Commercia Pilot Practical Test Standards, FAA-S-8081-12A, page 2-v, it states “* If
the applicant is instrument rated, and instrument competency has been previoudy demondrated in a
multiengine airplane, AREA OF OPERATION IX, TASKS A, B, and C need not be demonstrated.”

Question 4: Ref. 861.3(e) and §61.65(8)(8); | have a Stuation where an applicant is seeking an
additiond classrating in amultiengine land airplane at the private pilot certificate level.  The gpplicant
currently holds a Private Filot Certificate with an Airplane Single Engine Land rating and an Instrument-
Airplanerating. The gpplicant does not want insrument privileges for the multiengine land arrplane
rating and does not want to demongtrate the required instrument tasks (i.e., Instrument Rating Practica
Test Standards, FAA-S-8081-4B, page viii). Does the applicant get issued a Private Pilot Certificate
with a“VFR Only” limitation on the Airplane Multiengine Land rating?

Answer 4. Ref. FAA Order 8700.1, Volume 2, page 8-6, Section 2, paragraph 5.1.(3); Yes, the
goplicant’ s pilot certificate will be issued with the limitation “VFR Only” following the Airplane
Multiengine Land rating. Per FAA Order 8700.1, Volume 2, page 8-6, Section 2, paragraph 5.1.(3) it
dates“If an insrument rating is added to a certificate usng a single engine airplane, and the applicant
has amultiengine arplane rating (land or seq), enter a VR limitation for those multiengine privilege.”
Therefore, after the gpplicant satisfactorily accomplishes the additiond arplane multiengine land rating &
the Private Pilot Certificate leve, the person’s certificate will read asfollows.

PRIVATE PILOT
AIRPLANE SINGLE AND MULTIENGINE LAND
INSTRUMENT - AIRPLANE
Airplane Multiengine VFR Only
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{g&a-220}

61.153

QUESTION: We have received numerous calls asking whether or not an airman, gpplying for
aninitid ATP certificate, may take the practical test prior to reaching her 23d birthday. In researching
the issue we have determined the following:

a Current FAA Orders, including 8400.10, 8700.1 and 8710.3C contain both guidance and
procedures to follow for administering an initidd ATP to an individua who has not yet reached her 23d
birthday. The practice iswell known and has been done for ages.

According to Inspectors returning from Indoctrination training in OKC, this practice is now prohibited.
However, there are no FSATSs, HBATS, HBGAS, notices or Handbook revisons that reflect this
pronouncement. Understandably, thisis confusing for both Inspectors and the public.

b. Currently, 14 C.F.R. § 61.153 dtatesin pertinent part: To be digible for an airline transport pilot
certificate, a person must- (8) Beat least 23 years of age.

Thislanguage has not changed, in lieu of the fact that the regulation was renumbered. (It was formerly
§61.151).

ANSWER: Ref. §61.39(8)(5) and §61.153(a); The rule applies|i.e., 861.39(a)(5)]. An

gpplicant for an ATP certificate MUST be 23 years of age to take the practicd test. Infact, the

language HAS changed. The digibility requirements before August 4, 1997 in (OLD) 861.153

excepted the 23 year age requirement that was shown in (OLD) 861.151. Thisis no longer true and
CURRENT FARs apply, regardiess of what FAA

Order 8700.1 says. | redize FAA Order 8700.1 and some of the other pertinent FAA orders and

bulletins may not be updated at this time, but again the FAR applies whenever thereisa difference. Itis

aproblem, and it's being worked on.

{q&a301}

CORRECTION: In Q& A-171 we indicated that Y ugodavian pilots were not digible for US
Redtricted certificates or Standard ATP certificates on the basis of Y ugodavian pilot licenses.
Thiswas incorrect information.

QUESTION: We have severa foreign persons who have gpplied for aU.S. ATP pilot
certificate under the provisons of 861.153(d)(3). These foreign persons hold pilot certificates from the
former country of Yugodavia. The country of Yugodaviano longer exists. The former country of
Yugodaviais now broken up into: 1. Bosniaand Herzegovning; 2. Croatia; 3. Macedonia; 4. Sovenia;
5. Kosovo; 6. Montenegro; and 7. Serbia
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Are these foreign persons permitted to apply for aU.S. ATP pilot certificate on the basis of holding a
Y ugodavian pilot certificate in accordance with §61.153(d)(3)?

And afollow-on question, are these foreign persons permitted to apply for aU.S. pilot certificate on the
basis of holding a'Yugodavian pilot certificate in accordance with 861.757?

ANSWER: Ref. §61.75(a) and §61.153(d)(3) and FAA Order 8700.1, Volume 1,

page 29-1, paragraph 5.A and FAA Order 8710-3C, page 5-15, paragraph 53.A. Yes, aholder of a
Y ugodavian pilot certificate may apply for aU.S. pilot certificate under 861.75(a) and §61.153(d)(3),
as appropriate.

Specificaly in FAA Order 8700.1, Volume Il, page 29-1, paragraph 5.A and FAA Order 8710-3C,
page 5-15, paragraph 53.A, it states:

“Dueto rapidly changing national boundaries and identities, an airman may present apilot license
issued by a country who geographica identity has changed. If the country was an ICAO member
date under a different name at the time the vadid license was issued, the ICAO gatus of the
license is acceptable regardless of the country’s change of identity and/or name.”

The country of Yugodaviawas a one time an ICAO member date and was liged in the list of ICAO
Member Statesin FAA Order 8700.1 on page 29-8 and 29-9.
{q&a171}

CORRECTION: Q&A-133 edited for clarity.

QUESTION: A former military pilot who never got around to taking the military competency
test to receive his commercid pilot certificate and ingtrument rating is no longer in the military and has
been out of the military for over two years. But he has been flying public use arcraft for severd years
with NASA. He now wantsto apply for acommercid with an instrument rating or ATP certificate. He
has the aeronautica experience to qudify for an ATP certificate. What are the requirements to make
goplication for the ATP in this Stuation?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.73(c)(1) and (2); This pilot passed up the opportunity to apply
directly for acommercid pilot certificate with an insrument rating or an ATP while mesting the
requirements of 861.73(b)(2) as an active or former military pilot. Now this pilot must comply with
861.73(c)(1) and (2) to obtain a pilot certificate and ratings, which means he must do as any other
applicant and apply for the private pilot certificate first in accordance with 861.103. Thenin
accordance with the digibility requirements of 861.123, the applicant must obtain a commercia pilot
certificate. And in accordance with the digibility requirements of 861.65, the gpplicant must obtain an
ingrument rating. And then finaly, in accordance with 861.153(d)(1) [i.e., after obtaining acommercid
pilot certificate and instrument rating] comply with the digibility requirements of 861.153. That iswhat
the word “appropriate’ meansin 861.73(c)(1) [i.e., “ Pass the appropriate knowledge and practical
tests prescribed in this part for the certificate or rating sought”].

{q&a133}
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QUESTION: Ref. 861.153(d)(3); Thereisan applicant for an ATP certificate who holds a
British Basc Commercid Pilot Certificate with Airplane Multiengine Land rating and an Instrument
Rating for Multiengine Airplanes. The gpplicant has 3,500 hours of totd time and otherwise meets al
the aeronautical experience requirements for applying for an U.S. ATP certificate [i.e., 861.159(a)].
The reason the gpplicant holds only a“ Basic” Commercia Pilot Certificate is because of a deficiency
ingght in hisleft eye which disqudifies him from holding aClass | medicd license which is a prerequisite
for gpplying for the British Commercid Filot Certificate. | need darification on whether an applicant
who only holdsa“ Basic” Commercid Pilot Certificate meets the requirements of 861.153(d)(3),
which staesin pertinent part, “ . . . or foreign commercid pilot license and an instrument rating, without
limitations . . .” qudifies him for being able to make an application for an ATP practicd test?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.153(d)(3); The applicant is entitled to make gpplication for our U.S.
ATP practicd test. Wherein 861.153(d)(3) whereit states“. . . without limitations.. . .” pertainsto
limitations where the pilot may not meet ICAO aeronautica experience standards and has a limitation on
higher pilot certificate, asin the case of some U.S. pilots|i.e, 861.159(d) “. . . "Holder does not meset
the pilot in command aeronautica experience requirements of ICAQO," as prescribed by Article 39 of
the Convention on Internationa Civil Aviation. ..”] Asfor the gpplicant, heholdsa“. . . foreign
commercia pilot license and an instrument rating . . .” as per 861.153(d)(3).

(3) Hold ether aforeign airline trangport pilot or foreign commercia pilot license and an instrument
rating, without limitations issued by a contracting State to the Convention on Internationd Civil
Avidion.

{0& a-267}

QUESTION: Since Tawan is not an ICAO member state do they have a note from home that
would dlow aholder of aTawan ATP or commercid qudify? | know that in our bilatera agreements
with Taiwan we expect them to maintain ICAO Standards and Recommended practices.

ANSWER: Tawan isnot an ICAO member country [See page 29-9 of FAA Order
8700.1]. A Taiwanese pilot certificate cannot be used for applying for aU.S. arline transport pilot
certificateunder  861.153(d)(3).

At one time Taiwan was recognized by the United States as the only China, but President Carter, by
decree, changed dl that by only recognizing the Peoples Republic of China asthe only China
{q&a187}

QUESTION: 8861.153(d)(2) and 61.73(c); A former military (has been out of the U.S. Air
Force for over 2 years) and is now seeking an Airline Transport Filot certificate with an airplane
multiengine land rating. He did not take advantage of obtaining a pilot certificate in accordance with
861.73 while he was in the military and he has now been off active flying satusin the military for over

2 years. Can he apply directly for an ATP certificate in accordance with 861.153(d)(2) on the basis of
being aformer military pilot?
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{g&a153}

QUESTION: Our office received a cdl from one of our examinersthat basicdly asked: A
pilot has a Commercid Certificate with ASEL & Ingtrument Airplaneratings. Ishedigible to take an
ATP checkride for an AMEL class rating?

ANSWER: In answer to your question, review 861.153(d)(1). It doesn't require him to
hold a Commercia PRilot Certificate with an multienginerating. It saysa"Commercid Filot Certificate
and an indrument rating."

QUESTION: Secondarily, if digible, would this circumstance require an endorsement from a
CFl on the 8710?

ANSWER: Y our second question, no it does not require a flight ingtructor's endorsement on
FAA Form 8710-1. The only endorsement is addressed in 861.157(b)(2) and that says "logbook
endorsement.”

{q&a32}

QUESTION: Last week | recaived acdl from BHM FSDO. They have a Saudi with a
Saudi commercid hdicopter and instrument. Hewantsa US ATP hdlicopter. | told him last week that
he could take the written and practicd. (no problem). Now, he called back this morning and said that
he just discovered that the Saudi's certificates were not current!! Reading the rule red carefully, | can't
find where it says that his certificates need to be current.

ANSWER: Even though the Saudi's pilot certificate are not current, 861.153(d)(3) does
not require it to be current or valid or reasonable, etc., etc., etc. Infact | heard we lost a court casein
the Eastern Region on that very same matter. | told AGC | didn't change the wording from the way it
has been worded for 60 years because during our regulatory review it was never brought to my
attention that it was a problem.

{g&a-84}

QUESTION 12: Stuationisthat | have amilitary pilot, who is digible for applying for an ATP
certificate in accordance with 861.153(d)(2). However, the gpplicant does not hold acommercid pilot
certificate nor has the military pilot ever taken the military comp knowledge test. Does the applicant
have to take and pass the military comp knowledge test first before taking the ATP knowledge test?

ANSWER 12 No the military pilot does not need to take and pass the military comp test firgt.
Just like 861.153(d)(2) says:

“(d) Meet at least one of the following requirements:

(2) Mest the military experience requirements under § 61.73 of this part to qudify for a
commercid pilot certificate, and an instrument rating if the person is arated military pilot or former rated
military pilot of an Armed Force of the United States; or”
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Inthisstuation, the military pilot only needs to take and passes the ATP knowledge test and then pass
the ATP practica test.
{g&a73}

QUESTION &: Given: pilot holds Commercid certificate - hdlicopter and has Private pilot
privilegesin arplane SEL & ingrument airplane. The pilot wantsto gpply for an ATPin SEL. Isthe
pilot digible in spite of never having been tested in arplane commercia maneuvers -- lazy 8, etc.?

ANSWER  5: YES, per 61.153(d)(1), but the applicant must meet all the appropriate
experiencerequirementsof 61.159 for category and class.
{q& a-60}

QUESTION: An airman has asked if he can take the ATP knowledge test without a
commercid/instrument certificate. I’ ve reviewed 61.153, 61.155, 61.35, and the preambles (61-102 &
61-103) and it isnot clear to me.

ANSWER: Thereisno digibility prerequisites for the ATP knowledge test other than age,
which isaddressed in §61.35. For the ATP knowledge test, there is NO endorsement requirement.
L et the person take the knowledge test.

{g& a-58}

61.157

QUESTION: Situation, | have new PIC applicant for a Part 135 air taxi operator wanting to
take his PIC check (i.e., 8135.293 and §135.297) in a PA31 (Piper Navgjo) and he wants to have an
FAA Ingpector on board to do a combined Part 135 check and ATP practica test. However, the
company is opposed to performing Area of Operation IV, task C (i.e., Powerplant Failure-Multiengine
Airplane) which requires for ATP certification that one engineto be“. . . feathered and unfeathered
whilearborne. ..” The company clamsthat 861.157(j) permits the examiner to pick and choose what
tasks to be performed. As per 861.157(j) states, in pertinent part, “. . . the examiner who conducts the
practica test for an arline transport pilot certificate may waive any of the tasks for which the
Adminigtrator approves waiver authority.”

ANSWER: Ref. 861.43(8)(1) and 861.157(j); Theapplicant MUST “. . . Perform the
tasks specified in the areas of operation for the certificate or rating sought within the approved standards
... [asper 861.43(8)(1)]. However, if thereis some waiver authority, asis the case as specifically
provided for in Part 121, Appendix F for 8121.441 checks, then that provison would gpply. But in this
Situation, the PIC is applying for an ATP check in combination with a §135.293 and §135.297 check
and thereis no waiver authority contained in Part 135 for thistask, so 861.43(a)(1) applies and that
means the PTS applies.

This answer goes dong with asimilar asked question and answer [i.e, Q& A 79] that addressed a
gmilar Part 121 question on circling approaches. In that answer, it was stated:
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“Withstanding the loss of Appendix A, Part 61 now recognizes the §121.441 proficiency check as
being creditable for the ATP certificate and added ratings to the certificate. Therefore Part 121,
Appendix F provides the requirements for the check. Appendix F aso provides the guidance for
walver authority. For al Maneuvers/Procedures that can be waived, Appendix E nevertheless
requires training to proficiency.”

“The circling agpproach is unique because training and checking is not required if the certificate
holders manud prohibits a circling gpproach in weether conditions below 1000-3 (celling and
vighility).
If the maneuver is flown to weether minimums below 1,000" and 3 Satute miles, thetraining is
required and must be checked IAW Appendix F. For crewmembers qudified to fly the circling
maneuver below 1,000" and 3 statute miles, the maneuver can bewaived if loca conditions beyond
the control of the pilot prevent the maneuver. However the maneuver must be checked during the
next proficiency check.”

{q&a-300}

QUESTION: Which rule gpplies during the initid proficiency check (PC) check for aPIC in
Part 121, the one permitting failures and additiona training during the check? Or the one calling for no
faluresin any area of operation?

BACKGROUND: 14 CFR section 61.157(f) allows a successful PC check under Part 121 or
Part 135 to meet the requirements for atype rating, given that al required maneuvers are completed
[successfully].

8§ 61.43 dates that the gpplicant for atype rating must demonstrate mastery of the aircraft with the
successful outcome of each task performed never serioudy in doubt; and that if an gpplicant fails any
area of operation, that gpplicant fails the practical test.

§ 121.441(e), on the other hand, provides that during a PC check, if the pilot being tested fails any of
the required maneuvers, the check airman has the authority to discontinue the check, give additiona
training, and begin the check again.

DISCUSSION: The more permissive language in Part 121 usualy applies to PC checks.
However, in Part 121 the initid PC check for aPIC is unique in that two testing processes are
combined. One of those testing processesis to determine the pilot’s qudification in respect to an FAA-
approved ar carrier pilot training program. The other testing process is to determine the pilot’s
qudification in respect to the Adminigtrator’ s certification requirements. Note that the PIC applicant
undergoing an initid PC check has just completed ground and flight training; and the applicant’s
ingtructor(s) have certified thet training is complete and that the applicant is ready to take the practicd
test for the certificate.

ANSWER: It depends on whether or not certification activity is involved.
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(D). InaPart 121 initid PC check for aPIC, in which certification activity occurs, 8 61.43 gpplies,
and no training is permitted during the check. Theinitial § 135.293 check for aPIC isaso subject to §
61.43, and the PTS aswell, permitting no training during the practicd test.

(2). Inany other PC check in Part 121, § 121.441(e) applies, and training is permitted during the
check. [FAA policy isthat amaximum of two falled tasks and two interruptions for training are
permissible, provided that each interruption addresses a separate failed task.] By FAA policy, other
checks conducted under § 135.293 and § 135.297 (i.e., checks not including certification activity) may
be treated in the same manner as corresponding checks conducted under
§ 121.441(e), and limited training is permitted during the check.

REFERENCE: See HBAT 98-19, Air Carrier Pilot Certification Checks, paragraph 3.D.(3)
{g& a-252}

QUESTION 1: The Situation is an gpplicant wants a DC-3 typerating. The DC-3 airplane that
the person wants to use for the practicd test is not capable of instrument flight. Asfor example, the
arplane does not have the capability of performing a precison instrument gpproach because it lacks the
ILS equipment. Can the applicant perform the practicd test in this DC-3 airplane for seeking an ATP
certificate with an airplane multiengine land rating and a DC-3 type reting?

ANSWER 1. NO, Ref. 861.157(b)(3); you cannot perform the practical test to OBTAIN
an ATP certificate in the airplane described because the aircraft’ s type certificate must be the reason for
what “. . . makes the aircraft incgpable of operating under instrument flight rules. . .” 861.157(b)(3)
sates:

(3) Mugt perform the practicd test in actua or smulated instrument conditions, unless the practica
test cannot be accomplished under instrument flight rules because the air cr aft's type_certificate
makesthe air craft incapable of operating under instrument flight rules. If the practica test
cannot be accomplished for this reason, the person may obtain atype rating limited to "VFR only."
The"VFR only" limitation may be removed for that aircraft type when the person passes the practica
test under instrument flight rules.

However, you can take the practical test a the commercid or private pilot certificate level, because of
how 861.63(h) reads. The reason the gpplicant can perform the practical test at the private or
commercid pilot leve isbecausethe arplane®. . . is not capable of the insrument maneuvers and
procedures required by the appropriate requirements contained in 861.157 of this part.” Section
61.63(h) states:

(h) Aircraft not capable of instrument maneuvers and procedures. An applicant for a typerating
who provides an aircraft not capable of the instrument maneuvers and procedur es required
by the appropriate requirements contained in 8 61.157 of this part for the practical test may--

(2) Obtain atype rating limited to "VFR only"; and

262



FAQs Part 61 With Chg #11, 04/27/2000
All Q& A’ sfrom #1 through #374
(2) Removethe"VFR only" limitation for each aircraft type in which the applicant demonsirates
compliance with the appropriate instrument requirements contained in § 61.157 or § 61.73 of this
part.

Notice the difference in the wording of 861.63(h) vs. 861.157(b)(3):

861.63(h): “. .. applicant for atype rating who provides an aircraft not capable of the instrument

VS

861.157(b)(3): “. .. arcraft'stype certificate makes the aircraft incapable of operating under

QUESTION 2 An gpplicant is goplying for an ATP certificate with an airplane multiengine land
rating. The person currently holds the following certificate and ratings.
Commercid Pilot
Airplane Single and Multiengine Land

DC-3 (Limited to VFR)

This person satisfactorily accomplishesthe ATP practicd test in a Cessna402. What will the person’s
ATP certificate read like?

ANSWER 2: Ref. §61.157(d)); The certificate will read as follows:

Airline Trangport Rilot
Airplane Multiengine Land
DC3 (Limited to VFR)
Commercid Rilot Privileges
Airplane Single Engine Land

861.157(d) reads as follows:

(d) Upgrading type ratings. Any type rating(s) on the pilot certificate of an applicant who successfully
completes an airline trangport pilot practica test shdl be included on the airline trangport pilot
certificate with the privileges and limitations of the airline trangport pilot certificate, provided the
gpplicant passes the practica test in the same category and class of arcraft for which the gpplicant
holds the type rating(s). However, if atype rating for that category and class of arcraft on the
superseded pilot certificate is limited to VFR, that limitation shall be carried forward to the person's
arline trangport pilot certificate leve.

QUESTION 3: A person holds the following certificate and ratings:

Airline Trangport Rilot
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Airplane Multiengine Land
DC-3 (Limited to VFR)

Can the person perform a 861.58 check in a DC-3 that is not capable of the instrument maneuvers and
procedures?

ANSWER 3: Ref. §61.58(d)(1); The rule does not prevent it.

QUESTION 4: Similar question, but dightly different in that a person holds the following
certificate and ratings.

Airline Trangport Rilot
Airplane Multiengine Land
DC-3
Commercid Privileges
Airplane Single Engine Land

In this question, the person holds a DC-3 typerating at the ATP level and it was earned by
accomplishing the practica test by performing the required instrument maneuvers and procedures. The
gtuation is the person has to perform a 861.58 check in a DC-3 that is not capable of performing
instrument maneuvers and procedures. The only DC-3 arplane the person has accessto lacksthe ILS
equipment. Can the person perform a 861.58 check in a DC-3 that is not capable of the instrument
maneuvers and procedures?

ANSWER 4: Ref. §61.58(d)(1); The rule does not prevent it. However, the PPE would
need to limit the gpplicant to VFR only by making that limitation known in the person’s logbook and on
the practica test results record.

QUESTION 5: An goplicant is gpplying for aDC3 typerating inaDC3 arplanethat is“. . . not
capable of the ingrument maneuvers and procedures . .. The person currently holds the following
certificate and ratings.

Airline Trangport Rilot
Airplane Multiengine Land
B737

Can this person take the practicd test and add that rating at the ATP level? What will the person’s
ATP certificate read like?

ANSWER 5: Ref. 861.63(h); Y es, because the gpplicant is not attempting to obtain his
INITIAL ATP certificate and rating practica test in an aircraft that is not capable of instrument
maneuvers and procedures. The certificate will read asfollows:

Airline Trangport Rilot
Airplane Multiengine Land
264



FAQs Part 61 With Chg #11, 04/27/2000
All Q& A’ sfrom #1 through #374
B737, DC-3 (Limited to VFR)

Section 61.63(h) states:

(h) Aircraft not capable of instrument maneuvers and procedures. An applicant for a typerating
who provides an air craft not capable of theinstrument maneuvers and procedur es required
by the appropriate requirements contained in 8 61.157 of this part for the practica test may--
(1) Obtain atype rating limited to "VFR only"; and
(2Remove the "VFR only" limitation for each aircraft type in which the gpplicant demonstrates
compliance with the appropriate instrument requirements contained in § 61.157 or § 61.73 of this
part.

{q&a144}

QUESTION: Reference 61.157(f).  There is suddenly a huge dispute about the required
maneuvers for an ATP/Type Rating candidate employed by a121 carrier.

The former Part 61 appendix A adlowed individuas who are employed by 121 carriers to obtain type
ratings without doing circling approaches if the carrier does not do them. Additionaly, FAA Order
8400.1, Volume 5 expands these waiver provisonsto alow a number of other maneuversto be
waived if the carrier does not train/conduct them.

The smple question is, are they required now, after decades of not being required, or not?

ANSWER: Asyou know from our last meeting John, ajoint generd, commercid, and air
carrier handbook bulletin is to be issued shortly on this subject and help al who labor under the demise
of CFR 14 Part 61, Appendix A.

Withstanding the loss of Appendix A, Part 61 now recognizes the 121.441 proficiency check as being
creditable for the ATP certificate and added ratings to the certificate. Therefore Part 121, Appendix F
provides the requirements for the check. Appendix F aso provides the guidance for waiver authority.
For dl ManeuversProcedures that can be waived, Appendix E nevertheless requires training to

proficiency.

The cirdling approach is unique because training and checking is not required if the certificate holders
manua prohibits a circling approach in weather conditions below 1000-3 (celling and visbility). If the
maneuver is flown to weather minimums below 1,000 and 3 statute miles, the training is required and
must be checked IAW Appendix F. For crewmembers qudified to fly the circling maneuver below
1,000 and 3 statute miles, the maneuver can be waived if loca condition beyond the control of the pilot
prevent the maneuver. However the maneuver must be checked during the next proficiency check.
Author: Jan Demuth at AFS200

{q&a79}

QUESTION: In the old Part 61, Part 121 pilots were permitted to accomplish ATP/type
rating checksin flight smulators. The new 861.157(g)(2) seemsto prevent it? How do we ded with

265



FAQs Part 61 With Chg #11, 04/27/2000
All Q& A’ sfrom #1 through #374
the grict criteriaidentified in 861.157(g)(2) or can we get around it? Arethe use of flight Smulatorsin
the new Part 61 only permitted through the use of Part 142 training centers?
The new 861.157(g)(2) Sates.
(2) Theflight smulator and flight training device must be used in accordance with an gpproved
course & atraining center certificated under part 142 of this chapter.

ANSWER: Approva and use of flight smulators and flight training devices for part 121
pilots are gpproved under Part 121. Approva of flight training devices and flight Smulators for Part
121 air carriex pilot’ s are gpproved under 8121.407 and authority for there use is addressed in
§121.409. Inenforcing 8§61.157, only paragraph (f) really apply to part 121 and part 135 pilots. The
remainder of 861.157 only applies to those pilots not in an approved air carrier training and testing
programs. We agree we could have written it better, and in the next correction document that will be
coming out in December, we have made mysdf a note to revise §861.157(g)(2).

{q&a39}

QUESTION: Many part 121 ar carriers do not train their pilots for IMC circling approaches and
therefore the operation specifications do not alow them to accomplish them. Under the old Part 61 of
Appendix A, there were provisons to waive the circling approach. However after August 4, 1997
under the new rules Appendix A of Part 61 is diminated and the PTS doesn't make provisons for
waiving the circling approach. Will the new Part 61 in effect require circling approaches?

ANSWER: In answer to your question, air carrier pilots who do not have circling
approaches on their op spec’s are not required to be trained or tested on circling approaches.

Waiver authority. Unlessthe Adminisirator requires certain or al tasksto be
performed, the examiner who conducts the practica test for an airline trangport pilot certificate may
waive any of the tasks for which the Adminigtrator gpproves waiver authority.

Appendix E [i.e, I1I(n) after (3)] of Part 121 dates, in pertinent part, “Training in the circling approach
maneuver is not required for a pilot employed by a certificate holder subject to the operating rules of
Part 121 of this chapter if the certificate holder’ s manud prohibits.. . . .”

Appendix F [i.e,lll, (d)] of Part 121 gtates, in pertinent part, “(d) Circling approaches. If the circling
gpproach is gpproved for circling minimums. . .” And in Appendix F, circling approaches are notated

§121.441(d) dates, in pertinent part, “A person giving a proficiency check may, in his discretion, waive
any of the maneuvers or procedures for which a pecific waiver authority is set forth in appendix F to
thispartif ....”

Thisanswer comesvia Tom Toula, Manager AFS-210
{q&a39}
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QUESTION: 61.157(f) allows a successful PC check under 121 or 135 to meet the
requirements for atype rating, given that al required maneuvers are completed.

14 CFR Part 121.441(e) provides that during a PC check, if the pilot being tested fails any of the
required maneuvers, the check arman has the authority to discontinue the check, give additiona
training, and begin the check again. The result isthat even though the pilot failed a maneuver or two
during the check, he or she still passes the check.

Contrast thiswith 14 CFR Part 61.43 which states that the applicant for atype rating must
demondtrate mastery of the aircraft with the successful outcome of each task performed never serioudy
in doubt; and that if an gpplicant fails any area of operation, that gpplicant fallsthe practica test.

There appears to be a conflict between these regulations should the carrier wish to press the issue.
For example, Ingpector A observes check airman B giving pilot C a proficiency check in a 727 for the
purpose of B receiving atype rating in the 727.

C failsto perform the correct entry into a holding pattern and check airman B stops the check and
gives C additiond training on holding patterns. C then successfully demongtrates a holding pattern
entry.

Later, C descends below MDA on acircling approach. Again, B discontinues the check and gives
C additiond ingruction on maneuvering & MDA.. C then successfully executes a circling maneuver.

At the end of theride, Ingpector A refusesto issue atyperating to C based upon his unsuccessful
holding pattern entry and circling approach. Inspector A cites 14 CFR Part 61.43. BothB and C
argue that C should be issued the 727 type rating because he successfully passed the proficiency check
in accordance with 14 CFR Part 121.441(e) and 14 CFR part 61.157.

All FAA guidance issued over the years supports 61.43. Nevertheless, with the number of
revisons of late, most existing guidanceis out of date. Hasthe FAA changed its position on check rides
and type ratings or do we continue to give one chance and any unsatisfactory maneuver means that the
check isa"down."

ANSWER: Weredly don't think the difference is worth the FAA being concerned about it.
We mean the gpplicant doesn't get the rating until successfully completing ™. . .l maneuvers and
procedures required for the issuance of atyperating. .." The new 861.157(f)(1) states:

"Successful completion of apilot in command proficiency under 8121.441 of this chapter or
successful completion of both a competency check, under 8135.293 of this chapter, and apilot in
command instrument proficiency check, under 8135.297 of this chapter, satisfies the requirements of
this section for the appropriate aircraft rating."

As provided by §8121.441(e) which gates. . . . may give additiona training to the pilot during the
course of the proficiency check. . ."
Therefore, if the applicant is covered by the provisions of 861.157(e)(1) [i.e., §121.441(€)], then
yes "the person giving the proficiency check may give additiond training to the pilot during the course of
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the of the proficiency check. . ." Itisjust adifferent procedure for conducting thetest. But the bottom
line, the gpplicant must successfully complete ™. . . dl maneuvers and procedures required . . ."

COMMENT: Folks, | agreewith the John. Just wanted to be sure that everyone understands
that when aPC is usad for the purposes of airman certification that the individua conducting the PC is
ether aqudified FAA ingpector or an individua who is both a company check airmen.. the PC
requirement, and a qudified designated examiner... the certification requirement.

Author: Thomas Toula at AFS200
{g& a-85}

QUESTION: We have done no-flap landings in Lears and other T cat aircraft for yearsin
accordance with the PTS. Are we going to stop doing themin ALL T cat aircraft? What if we do the
entire test in the aircraft? Do we now have additiona waiver authority that has not been granted any
where else?

ANSWER: We keep getting asked questions on this subject or smilar matterson thisvery
same subject.

If Order 8400.10 forbids no flap landings, then in accordance with 861.157(j) which states:

"(j) Waiver authority. Unless the Adminisirator requires certain or al tasks to be performed, the
examiner who conducts the practica test for an airline trangport pilot certificate may waive any of the
tasks for which the Administrator gpproves waiver authority.”

Is there something wrong with the way this rule, 861.157(j), is being understood by you al?

If Order 8400.10 directs that no flap landings shdl not be attempted in T Category airplanes, then "the
examiner who conducts the practical test for an airline transport certificate may waive any of the tasks. .
. JUST LIKEIT SAYSIN 861.157()).

{q&a70}

61.159

QUESTION: What are the minimum aeronautical experience requirements to gpply for an
ATP cetificate in the airplane category?

ANSWER: See 14 CFR Section 8§61.159. Briefly:
Tota Time - 1,500 hours that includes--

A) 500 hours of X-C flying;

B) 100 hours of night time;

C) 75 hours of ingrument time; and
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| D) 250 hoursin an airplaneasaPIC, or as SIC performing the duties of PIC, or any combination
thereof, that includes at |east--
| 1) 100 hours of X-C flying; and
2) 25hoursof night time.
|{a& 2357}

QUESTION: | just took the ATP practica test last week with the following times: 1508 total
time as a pilot, 570 hours of PIC time, 480 hours of SIC time, 587 hours of dud received/training time,
233 hours of nighttime, 204 hours of instrument time (e.g., 91 hours actua and 113 hours of hood time),
and 1075 hours of cross country time.

The certificate | received bearsthe ICAQ redtriction. | asked the examiner about it and the explanation
he gave seemed to indicate thereismoreto it than is evident in 61.159 (Article 39). | asked an
ingpector from our local FSDO about it and she said that once | upgrade to A/C in the military (KC-
135) then they will take the redtriction away when | have the B-707/720 type put on my certificate.

Should this redtriction ever have been put there in the first place? It would seem not but | want to make
sure I'm not missing anything. Does my status as a military copilot have anything to do with it or does the
FAA only want to reissue the certificate one time? It's more of atechnicdity at thispoint sncedl it
seemsto prevent isthe issuance of aforeign ATP based on my FAA certificate, which isn't a concern of
mine right now. Any clarification you could offer would be most gppreciated.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.159(d); Asfor 861.159(d), it has some erroneous wording. An
NPRM has been drafted to correct the wording of §61.159(d).

What the intent of 861.159(d) is meant to say is an applicant may be issued an airline transport pilot
certificate with the endorsement, "Holder does not meet the pilot in command aeronautical experience
requirements of ICAQO," as prescribed by Article 39 of the Convention on Internationa Civil Aviation,
provided that the person , per 861.159(d)(1),

“. .. Credits second-in-command or flight-engineer time under paragraph (c) of this section toward
the 1,500 hours tota flight time requirement of paragraph (@) . . .”

“Does not have at least 1,200 hours of flight time as a pilot, including no more than 50 percent of his
or her second-in-command time and none of hisor her flight-engineer time.. . .

“Otherwise meets the requirements of paragraph (a) of this section . . .” which means the person’s
aeronautical experience must be at least that required by subparagraphs (1), (2), (3), (4), and (5) of
§61.159(a).
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In reviewing the gpplicant's time, the person clamsto have: 1508 totd time as a pilot, 570 hours of
PIC time, 480 hours of SIC time, 587 hours of dud received/training time, 233 hours of nighttime,
204 hours of instrument time (e.g., 91 hours actual and 113 hours of hood time), and 1075 hours of
Crass country time.

So histota time exceeds the prerequisite digibility requirement of 861.159(a) [i.e., "1500 hours of tota
timeasapilot"].

His PIC time exceeds the PIC time requirement of 861.159(a)(4) [i.e., "250 hours of flight timein an
arplane asapilot in command"].

His night time exceeds the night time prerequisite digibility requirement of 861.159(a)(2) [i.e, "100
hours of night flight time"].

His ingrument time exceeds the instrument flight time prerequisite digibility requirement of
§861.159(8)(3) [i.e., "75 hoursof ingrument flight time'].

His crass country time exceeds the cross country flight time prerequisite digibility requirement of
861.159(a)(1) [i.e., 500 hours of cross country flight time].

And histotal aeronautical experience does not indicate thet it conflicts with 861.159(a)(5) [i.e., "Not
more than 100 hours of the total aeronautical experience. . . may be obtained in aflight smulator or
flight training device"].

Therefore, the person's ATP certificate should not have been issued with the ICAO limitation. He met
al of the prerequisite digibility requirements for the ATP certificate.
{g&a342}

QUESTION 1: Isdl SIC time, regardiess of duties performed, creditable toward the 1500 total
time requirement if it meets the criteria of 861.159(c)(1)(i), (ii), & (iii)?

ANSWER 1. Ref. §61.159(c) (1)(i), (i), (iii); Not necessaxily dl SIC time and not exactly as
you state. Note the word "or" at the end of 61.159(c)(2)(ii). At least one, but only one of the
conditions 61.159 (c) (1) (i)or (ii) or (iii) must be met to be creditable. But, the pilot must be qudified
to log the SIC time per 861.51(f).

QUESTION 2: Notwithstanding the separate requirements of §61.159(a)(4), is SIC time
where theindividud is NOT performing the duties of pilot in command while under the supervision of a
pilot in command valid for meeting the requirements of 861.159(a)(1)(2)and (3) for the 500 hours cross
country, 100 hours night, and 75 hours instrument requirement?

ANSWER 2 Ref. 861.159(8)(4); No. Such SIC time may only be used for mesting the
1500 hours of total time, provided it meets the requirement of 61.159(c) as stated in answer #1. SIC
time must meet the 861.159(8)(4) requirement of “. . . performing the duties of pilot in command while
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under the supervison of apilotincommand . ..." to be used to meet the requirements of
861.159(a)(1)(2)and (3) for the 500 hours cross country, 100 hours night, and 75 hours instrument as
well asthe". .. 250 hours of flight timein an arplane asapilot in command . . ." of 861.159(a)(4).
{q&a341}

QUESTION: An airman wants to use second-in-command (SIC) timein which he was
"NOT" performing the duties and functions of a pilot in command to meet the requirements of §61.159
(a(2) 500 hours cross-country, (2) 100 hours night & (3) 75 hoursinstrument. Y ou answered NO, to
asmilar question about using flight engineer time per 861.159 (). My bdlief isthat SIC time could only
be used toward the 1,500 totd time requirement and not the cross country, instrument or night time
requirements, unless the SIC was actualy performing the duties and functions of aPIC. Isthis correct?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.159(a)(4) and (c); Your belief is correct. A person can only use that
time when he is acting as SIC performing second-in-command duties such as switching radio
frequencies, copying clearances, reading checkligts, etc., toward the 1,500 tota time requirement as
long asthe SIC time meets at least one of the requirements of 861.159(c)(1). Using such time could
result in the limitation “Holder does not meet the pilot in command aeronautica experience requirements

Second-in-command time acquired while actudly “. . . performing the duties of pilot in command while
under the supervision of apilotincommand . ...” asdated in 861.159(a)(4), could be used to meet
the requirements of §61.159 (a)(1) 500 hours cross-country, (2) 100 hours night & (3) 75 hours
instrument as gppropriate and the 250 hour requirement of 861159(a)(4). The intent and meaning of
the phrase“. . . performing the duties of pilot in command . . .” means the person must control the
arplane (e.g., hands on the controls, or controlling the autopilot system as the flying pilot for that leg of
the flight).

{q&a337}

CORRECTION: Anerorintheorigina issuance of Q& A-172 indicated that al ingrument
indruction given by an ingrument ingructor in flight smulator/training device or PCATD could be used
toward ATP requirements. Thisisnot true.

QUESTION 1: If an applicant has 1,200 hour of flight time, and meets dl the other
requirements for the ATP cettificate, (instrument time, cross-country time, night time etc.), can the
gpplicant use the time they have accrued as an "authorized ingtructor in aflight training device (as per
61.1) towards the 300 hours still needed to fulfill the 1,500 hour requirement?

ANSWER 1 Ref. 8861.1(b)(12)(iii) & 61.159(a)(5); No, the aeronautical experience
requirements listed in 861.159 require “flight time.”  The terms “pilot time” and “flight time” are not
synonymous. A flight ingtructor who is merely serving as an authorized ingtructor Stting outsde the
compartment of an flight training device or a a console of aflight smulator, or indructing using a
PCATD can NOT log thistime as pilot time for the purpose of meeting the aeronautical experience
requirements of 861.159(a) except in limited amounts as specificaly alowed.
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Now as per 861.159(a)(5), it does permit the crediting of “. . . Not more than 100 hours of the tota
aeronautica experience requirements of paragraph (a) of this section may be obtained in aflight
amulator or flight training device that represents an arplane, provided the aeronautical experience was
obtained in an approved course conducted by atraining center certificated under part 142 of this
chapter . ..” Or as per 861.159(a)(3)(i) and (ii), you can log 25 or 50 hours, as appropriate, in aflight
smulator or flight training device. But again, as per 861.159(a)(5), “. . . Not more than 100 hours of
thetotd. ..” Mogt ingructors will have acquired these credits as a part of their own training received
rather than while giving traning.

And as for the provisons contained in 861.1(b)(12)(iii):

(12) Filot time means that time in which a person--

* k% %

(iii) Givestraining as an authorized ingructor in an arcraft, flight smulator, or flight training device.

The intent here is the ingtructor would need to occupy a pilot Sation. Never wasthe rule
[i.e., 861.1(b)(12)(iii)] intended to permit the time to be logged while the ingtructor is Stting a some
console or gtting on a chair outsde the flight training device compartment.

QUESTION 2 How would this pilot time be entered on an FAA Form 8710-17?

ANSWER 2: Ref. 861.159(a)(5); And again, “. . . Not more than 100 hours of thetotdl. . .”
and it would be recorded in the boxes “ Training Device’ or “Simulator,” as agppropriate, on FAA Form
8710-1.

QUESTION 3: How much of this pilot time may be gpplied towards the ATP certificate?
ANSWER 3: Ref. 861.159(8)(5); “. . . Not more than 100 hours of thetotd. . .” Also, see
answer 1 above for further explanation to this answer.

{q&a172}

QUESTION: Am | missing something in 861.159 (8)(5) or does the 100 hour limit spoken of

there apply only to "pilot time" logged under 861.1(b)(12)(ii) and not "pilot time" logged under

| have ayoung lady working at FlightSafety Internationa (FSI) thet is pretty much in the exact Stuation
with her "pilot time" as the person in Q& A # 172. | have repeatedly told FSI during quarterly stan
meetings and in initid evaduator training to goply the 100 hour limit spoken of in 861.159(a)(5) to dl
"pilot time" logged in conjunction with FTDs or sms when quaifying an gpplicant for an ATP.

Your answer in Q&A # 172 would indicate that | am wrong. Can you help me out here and clarify this.
When does and when does not the FAR §61.159(a)(5) 100 hour limit apply?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.159(8)(5); No, your answer to FSl isnot wrong. The 100 hour limit
in 861.159(a)(5) does gpply to dl "pilot time" logged in conjunction with FTDs or smswhen qudifying
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an gpplicant for an ATP. Asper 861.159(a)(5), “. . . Not more than 100 hours of the total aeronautica
experience requirements of paragraph (a) of this section may be obtained in aflight smulator or flight
traning device...”

My mistake may have been because | only answer the question that | believe is being asked of me. If
the questionsin Q& A 108 and 172 had asked me whether more than 100 hours of time as an
authorized ingtructor in flight sSmulator or an FTD could be counted to meet the total aeronautical
experience requirements of paragraph (a) of 861.159, | would' ve said NO. But that is not what |
believed was being asked of me. Sometimes | have failed to fully understand the question being asked.
However, I'm aways grateful to the fidd ASIs who have caught my mistakes and further explained the
questionto me. Yes, | thank you al for helping me out.

Per 861.159(3)(5), it states in its entirety, asfollows:

(5) Not more than 100 hours of the total aeronautical experience requirements of paragraph (a) of
this section may be obtained in aflight amulator or flight training device that represents an
airplane, provided the aeronautica experience was obtained in an approved course conducted
by atraining center certificated under part 142 of this chapter.

{g&a275}

QUESTION: | have been asked whether a pilot may count Smulator time recelved at
Smulator Company X - (Gulfstream I1, G-1159) toward the 1500-hour total time requirement under
the provisons of FAR 61.159(a)(5). The time was obtained in March 1997, which | believeis prior to
any FAR 142 certification dates. Can thistime, which may have been obtained prior to FAR 142
certification, be considered to have been obtained under FAR 142 in order to take advantage of FAR
61.159(a)(5)?

ANSWER: No. Ref. 8861.159(a) and 61.1(b)(12)(ii); the applicant cannot be credited
with 100 hours of pilot time for smulator timein Smulator Company X's simulators because
Smulator Company X did not have an approved 142 course for the G-1159 at that time in March of
1997. Infact, Smulator Company X still does not have an approved Part 142 course for the G-
1159. However, timein aflight smulator that was received from an authorized ingtructor is creditable
as pilot time; per 861.1(b)(12)(ii) which states:

(12) Rilot time means that time in which a person--

* * x k %

(i) Recaivestraining from an authorized ingructor in an arcraft, flight smulator, or flight training

device; or

(iii) Givestraining as an authorized indructor in an arcraft, flight Smulator, or flight training device,
and

§61.159(a) states:
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() Except as provided in paragraphs (b), (¢), and (d) of this section, a person who is gpplying for an
arline trangport pilot certificate with an airplane category and classrating must have at least 1,500
hoursof total time asa pilot that includes at least:

However, 861.159(a)(3)(i) and (ii) and (8)(5) limit the amount of pilot time that is permitted in aflight
smulator or flight training device (i.e., 25 hours, 50 hours, or 100 hours, as gppropriate) toward
meeting the 1500 hours of pilot time. And, by the way, where 861.159(a)(5) applies (training center)
only 50 hours of the 100 alowed may be used to meet the §61.159(a)(3) instrument flight time as

{q& a-196}

QUESTION: Isthere adiscrepancy about endorsements regarding ICAO experience requirements
for ATP? There gppearsto be only one limitation regarding pilot-in-command time, but none regarding
totd flight experience.

The current reference to Aeronautical Experience, FAR 61.159, doesn't mention anything about PIC
time concession with an ICAO endorsement like the *old" FAR 61.155(c) Aeronautical Experience
which alowed an ATP applicant with less than 150 hours of PIC time to take the practica test but carry
an endorsement that he doesn't meet ICAO PIC experience requirement.

The"old" FAR 61.155(e) aso dlowed an applicant other concessions regarding the totd flight
experience requirement with an endorsement that he doesn't meet the pilot experience (not Filot-In-
Command) requirement of ICAO. However, current FAR 61.159(d) continues the totd pilot
experience concessions that was stated in "old" FAR 61.155(e), but referees to Pilot-In-Command
rather that just pilot time as dtated in the "old" Reg.

ANSWER: Reference §61.159(d), it States:

(d) An gpplicant may be issued an airline trangport pilot certificate with the endorsement, "Holder
does not meet the pilot in command aeronautical experience requirements of ICAO," as prescribed by
Article 39 of the Convention on Internationd Civil Aviation, if the applicant:

(1) Credits second-in-command or flight-engineer time under paragraph () of this section toward the
1,500 hours totd flight time requirement of paragraph (a) of this section;

(2) Does not have at least 1,200 hours of flight time as a pilot, including no more than 50 percent of
his or her second-in-command time and none of his or her flight-engineer time; and

(3) Otherwise meets the requirements of paragraph (a) of this section.

Therefore, the verbiage of the new 861.159(d) applies. We have new requirements as of August 4,
1997 when the new Part 61 became effective. Disregard the old 861.155(e) because it isirrelevarnt.
{q&a-109}

QUESTION 5: Given: pilot holds Commercid certificate - helicopter and has Private pilot
privilegesin arplane SEL & insrument airplane. The pilot wantsto gpply for an ATPin SEL. Isthe
pilot digible in spite of never having been tested in arplane commercia maneuvers -- lazy 8, etc.?
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ANSWER  &: YES, per 61.153(d)(1), but the applicant must meet al the appropriate
experience requirements of 61.159 for category and class.
{g& a-60}

QUESTION 1. A professiond flight engineer is seeking to qudify for an ATP certificate and
wishes to use hisflight engineer time for meeting at least 500 hours of the 1500 tota time, as per
861.159(c)(2)(iv). Hisflight records indicate that he is permitted, in accordance with
861.159(c)(2)(iv), to credit 500 hours of flight engineer time for 500 hours of pilot time for the 1500
totdl time. But in afurther review of hisflight records, he shows only 200 hours of cross country time
asapilot and 37 hours of night time asa pilot. He dso wantsto use hisflight engineer time toward
meeting the 300 hours of cross country time asapilot [i.e,, 861.159(a)(1)] that he is short on and the
63 hours of night time asapilot [i.e,, 861.159(a)(2)] heis short on. Does §61.159(c)(2)(iv) permit it.

ANSWER 1: No; The 500 hours of flight engineer time CAN ONLY BE USED for meeting
500 hours of the 1500 total time of §61.159(a), as per §61.159(c)(2)(iv).

{q&a75}

61.161

QUESTION: Can an gpplicant seeking an ATP Helicopter rating use 29 hours of ingtrument

time that was logged in aflight smulator that is gpproved and represents a helicopter for mesting the “. .
. 25 hoursin helicopters asapilot in command . . .” of 861.161(a)(4)? The applicant has no flight
hours of insrument time in a hdlicopter.

ANSWER: Yes, Thekey provisonsare shown in bold in excerpts of 861.161(b) and
(b)(2):

(b) Training in aflight smulaor or flight training device may be credited toward the instrument flight
timerequirements of paragraph (a)(4) of this section, subject to the following:

(1) Traning in aflight smulator or aflight training device must be accomplished in aflight smulator or
flight training device that represents a rotorcraft.

(2) Except as provided in paragraph (b)(3) of this section, an applicant may receive credit for not
mor e than atotal of 25 hoursof smulated instrument time in aflight smulaor and flight training
device.

Some will arguethat thisrule, in effect, permits an gpplicant to gpply for an ATP Certificate with a
helicopter rating without ever flying 1 minute of instrument flight time in ahelicopter in the clouds. Yes,
you are absolutely 100% correct in your interpretation. The FAA’s has along standing position on the
advantages and merits of flight smulation and has snce 1984 wholeheartedly supported the use of flight
gmulation.

{g& a-80}
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61.165

QUESTION: Stuation: apilot with an ATP - with sngle and multi-engine land dass ratings
wants to add a sngle-engine sea class rating to the ATP certificate.

The Commercid and Private PTSs have the matrix which will alow credit for certain maneuvers when
adding aclassrating, asin thisingance. However, looking at the new ATP - PTS (August 1998
version) there does not gppear to be any rdlief of any of the Areas of Operation or Tasksinthe PTS.
This seems to be further confirmed in the Regulation where FAR 61.165(€)(4) refersto 61.157(e)(1),
indicating thet itemsi through ix must be done completely for this additional classrating. | caled Ron
Bragg a AFS 600. He checked with both Allan Pinkston and John Brown and in a sort of conference
cdl wedl agreed that afull Fight Check including the Sea plane procedures from the Commercid PTS
(es stated on page 8 of the August 1998 ATP PTS) would be required for the additiond classrating.

Isthis the intent of the guidance in the PTS and the Regulation, or was there an oversight in the writing
and should this Stuation paralel the Commercia and Private procedures?

ANSWER: Yes, 861.165(¢e)(4) requiresthefull check to be performed on the practical
test. Thereisno credit permitted for an applicant who aready holds an Airline Transport Filot
certificate with an ASEL and AMEL rating. Thiswas not an oversight.

{q&a194}

QUESTION: An gpplicant who holds an ATP rotorcraft-helicopter and applies for an ATP-airplane
multiengine land rating. How many hours in arplanes does the person need?

ANSWER: Answer is covered by 861.165(c)(4) which states:

(c) Airplane category rating with amultiengine dassrating. A person applying for an airline
transport certificate with an airplane category and multiengine class rating who holds an airline transport
certificate with another aircraft category rating must:

(1) Meset the digibility requirements of § 61.153 of this part;

(2) Passaknowledge test on the aeronautical knowledge areas of § 61.155(c) of this part;

(3) Comply with the requirementsin 8 61.157(b) of this part, if appropriate;

(4) Meet the applicable aeronautical experience requirementsof 8 61.159 of thispart;

and
(5) Passthe practical test on the areas of operation of 8§ 61.157(€)(2) of this part.
{g&a-34}

61.167

QUESTION: FAR Part 1 doe snot define " Air Trangportation Service'. What is meant by or
what is the definition of "Air Transportation Service'? A few of the new inspectors are addressing
861.167 again regarding what this section redly means. | explain to them thet it pertainsto the "Air
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Carriers', specificaly the 121 folks. This comes from corporate memory, but, when | get two or more
inquiries, it may mean it needs clarification.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.167(b); Per §61.167(h):

(b) An airline trangport pilot may ingtruct--(1) Other pilotsin air trangportation service in aircraft
of the category, class, and type, as gpplicable, for which the airline transport pilot israted and
endorse the logbook or other training record of the person to whom training has been given;

(2) Inflight smulators, and flight training devices representing the arcraft referenced in paragraph
(b)(1) of this section, when ingtructing under the provisions of this section and endorse the
loghook or other training record of the person to whom training has been given,

(3) Only as provided in this section, unless the airline transport pilot aso holds a flight instructor
certificate, in which case the holder may exercise the ingtructor privileges of subpart H of part 61
for which he or sheisrated; and

(4) In an arcraft, only if the aircraft has functioning dua controls, when ingtructing under the
provisons of this section.

So yes, it can apply to ATP holdersin Part 135 operations. And aso, it can apply to ATP holdersin
Part 125 operations. And aso, it can apply to ATP holdersin Part 129 operations. However, what
the phrase”. . . (1) Other pilotsin air trangportation service . . .” meansin effect, that both pilots have
to be employees of the same company in air transportation service and the training program must have
been approved under Part 121 or Part 135 or 125 or 129, as appropriate.

Per the “ Air Transportation Operations Inspector’ s Handbook” FAA Order 8400.1, paragraph 15 on
page 2-25, the term “ Air Trangportation Service” is defined as interstate, overseas, or foreign air
transportation, or the transportation of mail by aircraft. And further, the terms “interstate air
trangportation, overseas ar transportation, and foreign air transportation” are defined as the carriage by
arcraft of persons or property as common carrier (common carriage) for compensation or hire or the
carriage of mall by arcraft, or the operation or navigation of arcraft in the conduct or furtherance of a
business or vocation, in commerce between, respectively—

(@ aplacein any State of the United States, or the Didtrict of Columbia, and aplace in any
other State of the United States, or the Digtrict of Columbia; or between places in the same State of the
United States through the airspace over any place outside thereof; or between placesin the same
Territory or possesson of the United States, or the Digtrict of Columbia;

(b) aplacein any State of the United States, or the Didtrict of Columbia, and any placeina
Territory or possession of the United States; or between aplace in a Territory or possession of the
United States, and a place in any other Territory or possession of the United States; and

(¢) A place in the United States and any place outside thereof; whether such commerce moves
wholly by arcraft and partly by other forms of transportation.

And the term air carrier is defined as any citizen of the United States who undertakes, whether directly
or indirectly or by alease or any other arrangement, to engage in air transportation.
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{g&a181}

61.183

QUESTION 1: Situation is, | have an applicant for an initid Fight Instructor Certificate for an
Insrument-Airplane rating. Per 861.183(i), it requires that the gpplicant for aflight instructor certificate
with an arplane or a glider rating be competent and possessesingructiona proficiency in gall
awareness, spin entry, spins, and spin recovery procedures. Does thisinitial CFl Instrument-Airplane
gpplicant have to recaive training and endorsement on being “... competent and possesses ingtructiond
proficiency in gtal awareness, spin entry, spins, and pin recovery procedures ...”?

ANSWER 1 Ref. 861.183(i) and §61.187(b)(7); No, an applicant for an initial Flight
Ingtructor Certificate for an Ingrument-Airplane rating is not required to receive the training and
endorsement on ingtructiona proficiency in stall awareness, spin entry, spins, and spin recovery
procedures.

Per 861.183(i), thisrequirement isonly “. . . for aflight ingtructor certificate with an airplane or aglider
rating . ..” (Emphasisadded “. . . with an airplane or aglider rating . . .”). And to further strengthen
my answer isreview 861.187(b)(7) and it clearly shows that there is no requirement for any training on
ingructiona proficiency in stal awareness, spin entry, spins, and spin recovery procedures for an
gpplicant for aHight Ingtructor Certificate for an Ingrument-Airplanerating .

{q&a372}

QUESTION: Does aflight instructor gpplicant have to have had received “. . . 3 hours of
flight training in preparation for the practical test . . . which must have been performed within 60 days
preceding the date of thetest . . .” likeisthe case in many of the digibility requirements for pilot
certificates? And if not 3 hours, does aflight instructor applicant need any training ... within 60 days
preceding the date of thetest ...” ?

ANSWER: Ref. §61.39(a)(6)(i) and 861.183; No, aflight instructor applicant is not
required to have flight training within 60 days preceding the date of thetest. Section 61.39(8)(6)
provides*... if required by thispart, ...” dlowing exemption from the 861.39(a)(6)(i) “...training time
within 60 days preceding thetest ...” Therule doesn't require thistraining for flight instructor
gpplicants. And the reason we, the people who made up the rulemaking team on the rewrite of Part 61,
didn’'t specify a certain amount of required training time within 60 days preceding the date of the test for
flight instructor gpplicantsin subpart H is because there is no established amount of training time for the
flight ingtructor certificate under Part 61. Under Part 141 yes, but not under Part 61. And the reason
that is S0 is because higtorically and per the rules (e.g. 861.183 and §861.187), the digibility
requirements for the flight ingtructor certificate when it comes to training adopts the practice of “training
to agtandard.” Thereis no established amount of training time under Part 61 for the flight instructor
certificate. Note: thisdiscussion doesNOT apply to part 141.
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However, from a practicd sense, it gppears unlikdy many flight instructor gpplicants would be able to
pass atest nor the applicant’ s flight ingtructor ever dlowing an gpplicant to go for apractica test after
not having any training within the 60 days preceding the date of the practical test. Such an attempt
would appear to demonstrates poor or irresponsible judgment.
{g&a371}

QUESTION: This question gppliesto the use of acomplex arrplane during aflight instructor
additiona rating practica test:

Is an gpplicant who dready holds aflight ingtructor certificate with an airplane multiengine rating
required to furnish a complex airplane to perform takeoffs, landings, and emergency procedures during
aflight ingructor arplane sngle engine additiond reting practicd test?

14 CFR 61.183(h)(1) appears to be class specific, and as noted in a previous question answered in the
Part 61 & 141 FAQs, aflight instructor applicant may not provide amultiengine airplane to demondrate
complex airplane competency during aflight ingtructor airplane single engine practica test.

Based upon the same criteria, it would appear that an applicant who is seeking to add an airplane single
engine rating to an existing airplane multiengine flight instructor certificate must furnish acomplex arrplane
for the takeoffs, landings, and emergency procedures. Although they have aready demonstrated
complex airplane competency, it was not in the class of arplane for which the additiond rating is sought.
61.191(a) states that an gpplicant seeking an additiond flight ingtructor rating must meet the digibility
requirements of 8861.183, and 61.183(h)(1) is class specific.

The regulations gppear to be clear on thisissue, and the current Hight Instructor PTS does not provide
any information to indicate that a complex airplane would not have to be furnished for aflight instructor
ASE rating to be added to aflight instructor AME certificate.

Accordingly, our current position on thisissue is asfollows:

A multiengine airplane may not be provided as a second airplane to demonstrate complex competency
during aflight ingtructor arplane single engine practica test. Additionaly, acomplex sngle engine
arplane must be used during aflight ingructor airplane sngle engine additiond rating practica test to
demondtrate takeoffs, landings, and emergency procedures, even though the applicant aready holds a
flight ingtructor certificate with an airplane multiengine reting. The entire basis of this interpretetion is that
14 CFR 61.183(h)(1) is specific.

Airline Trangport Professiondlss, Inc., apart 61 flight school located within our digtrict, has chalenged
our position on the issue requiring a complex single engine arplane to demondtrate takeoffs, landings,
and emergency procedures for aflight indructor ASE additiond rating to an exigting flight instructor
AME cettificate. They claim that they have talked with Allan Pinkston, and that Allan has talked to you,
and the determination is that a complex airplane is not required during the flight instructor ASE
additiond rating practica te, if the gpplicant dready holds aflight insructor AME rating. They dso
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indicate that they were informed that a change is forthcoming in the Hight Ingtructor Airplane PTS to
addressthis
issue.

ANSWER: 861.45(a)(1)(i) and 861.183(h)(1) and the Flight Instructor PTS, pageix; The
answer is no, a CFI-ASE additiond rating applicant is not required to furnish a complex sngle engine
arplanefor the practicad test. The gpplicant has dready demongtrated his ability to flight ingtruct in a
complex multiengine airplane. Asyou indicated in your question, the gpplicant holds a CF-AME rating
and has dready been tested on flight ingtructing in a complex multiengine arplane during the previous
practical test for the CFI-AME rating.

The rationde behind this answer isthat the applicant has aready been tested on flight ingtructing in a
complex multiengine airplane during the previous practicd test for the CHI-AME rating. So how could
we judtify requiring the applicant to be retested on flight ingtructing in a complex sngle engine airplane
for the CFI-ASEL additiond rating. The FAA’slong standing policy on this matter has been that if an
gpplicant has dready demondrated satisfactory indructing skillsin a complex multiengine airplane that
it's unnecessary to require the gpplicant to again demondrate ingructing skillsin acomplex single engine
arplane. Asper your question, this applicant for a CFl-ASE rating has dready demondtrated his ability
to flight ingtruct in a complex airplane because as you have indicated in your question the gpplicant holds
a CFI-AME rating and has aready been tested on flight ingtructing in a complex multiengine airplane
during the previous practical test when he obtained his CFI-AME rating.

As per 861.45(8)(1)(1) it Sates, in pertinent part, “. . . (i) Is of the category, class. . . for which the
goplicant is applying for a certificate or rating . . .” No doubt, the applicant must furnish an aircraft that
“...Isof thecategory, class. . .” and he will be required to furnish such asingle engine land airplane
for the CFI-ASEL additiond rating practical test. But he just doesn't necessarily need to bring a
complex sngle engine airplane because he was dready tested on ingtructing in a complex multiengine
arplane when he earned the CFI-AME rating.

And as per 861.183(h)(1) it States, in pertinent part, “. . . (1) Aircraft that is representative of the
category and class of aircraft for the aircraft rating sought . . . Again, the gpplicant must furnish an
arcraft that is”. . . representative of the category and class of aircraft for the aircraft rating sought . . .~
and the gpplicant will be required to furnish such asingle engine land airplane for a CFI-ASEL
additiond rating practicd test. But he just doesn't necessarily need to bring a complex single engine
arplane because he was dready tested on ingtructing in a complex multiengine airplane when he earned
the CFI-AME rating.

In the Flight Ingtructor PTS on page i, it merely dates, “. . . A complex arplane must befurnished . . .”
It doesn't Sate acomplex single engine airplane must be furnished or a complex multiengine airplane
must be furnished, it only states“. . . A complex airplane must befurnished . . .” But here again, the
applicant doesn't necessarily need to bring a complex single engine airplane because he was dready
tested on indructing in a complex multiengine airplane when he earned the CH-AME rating.

However, DO NOT READ INTO THIS ANSWER that a CFI-AME additiona flight instructor rating
gpplicant who holds a CFI-ASE rating can use his previous demondration in a complex sngle engine
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arplane during the CFI-ASE practicd test to satisfy the complex airplane requirements for the
CFI-AME additiond flight ingtructor rating practica test. For the required takeoff and landing
maneuvers, and gppropriate emergency procedures, there are unique differences in performing those
maneuvers and procedures in a complex multiengine airplane vs. acomplex single engine arplane that
require the demondration be in a complex multiengine airplane for the CFI-AME rating.
{q& a-296}

QUESTION: Clarification on §61.183(i)(1); The gpplicant istraining for aninitid CHl in the
multiengine airplane. 861.183 (i)(1) states "Receive alogbook endorsement from an authorized
ingructor indicating that the gpplicant is competent and possesses ingructiond proficiency in sall
awareness, pin entry, spins, and spin recovery procedures...”.

§61.187 (b)(2) does not require spin training. The CFl multiengine PTS does not require testing on
spins. It gppears that we may be saying two different things. Would the applicant be required to have
spin training? If so, it appearsthat it could bein asingle engine airplane. Isthis correct?

ANSWER: Ref. §61.183(i); Yes, aperson who does not hold a Flight Instructor-Airplane
Single Engine or Glider and makes gpplication for a Hight Ingtructor-Airplane Multienginerating is
required to “. . . Recalve alogbook endorsement from an authorized ingtructor indicating that the
gpplicant is competent and possessesingructiond proficiency in stall awareness, spin entry, spins, and
Spin recovery procedures. ..” And since | don't know of any multiengine airplanes that are authorized
for spins, the person who qudifies for her/hisfirg airplane flight ingtructor reting in amultiengine airplane
would be required to receive the endorsement and training in a Sngle engine airplane that is gin
authorized.

In the Parts 61 and 141 find rule document that was published in the Federal Register on April 4, 1997
(62 FR 16220-16367), the FAA stated the following in response to NBAA on this question:

“Regarding NBAA’s comment concerning pin training in multiengine airplanes, the FAA agreesthat
few multiengine airplanes are certificated for spins. It was never required or proposed for this
training to be conducted in amultiengine airplane. This requirement can be accomplished in a
sngle-engine airplane that is certificated for oins.”

{q&a-276}

QUESTION: Ref. the English language digibility requirements for pilot certificates and rating
[i.e., 8861.65(a)(2), 61.83(c), 61.96(b)(2), 61.103(c), 61.123(b), 61.153(b), 61.183(b), and
61.213(a)(2)] requires an gpplicant to “. . . Be able to read, speak, write, and understand the English
language. . . .” Towhat standards must applicants“. . . Be able to read, speak, write, and understand
the English language. . .?7" To college leve sandards? Must the applicant be able to fully understand
the English language even to the leve of conversation English? As an example, does the gpplicant need
to be able to understand conversation English to include even “dang terms’ or must the applicant only
berequiredto“. . . Be ableto read, speak, write, and understand the English language. . .” as the kind
of English language phraseology that relate to ATC ingtructions or an ATC clearance?
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ANSWER: Theintent of the English language digibility rules that require an applicant to “. .
. Be able to read, speak, write, and understand the English language. . . .” was only intended to be the
kind of English language that relate to ATC ingtructions, or an ATC clearance, etc. The soon to be
published revison to FAA Order No. 8700.1 where thisissue is discussed, we stated the following:

“D. English Language Requiremertt.

(1) Severd questions have been raised concerning the standards and the testing to
determine whether an gpplicant can read, pesk, write, and understand the English language.
While there are no practica test standards established to ascertain the applicant’ s English
language ability, the following examples may be used as guiddines in this eva uation:

(8 Anexaminer or ingpector may ask the gpplicant to listen to atape recording of an ATC
clearance or ingructions, then ask the applicant to speak and explain the clearance or ingtructions
back to the examiner in the English language.

(b) An gpplicant may be asked to write down in English the meaning of an ATC clearance,
ingtructions, or awegther report, then asked to speak and explain the clearance, ingtructions, or
wesether report back to the examiner in the English language.

(¢) Theintent is not to require the gpplicant to read, speak, write, and understand the English
language at college level standards. A common sense gpproach should be used in evauating an
gpplicant for this requirement.”

{q&a198}

QUESTION: The CATS computer test people tell me that no ingtructor signoff

isrequired, dueto a"new" changein palicy, to take the FOI/AGI/IGI/CFI/CFIl knowledge tests. Is
thistrue? | haven't been able to find anything in writing to support this, and don't want to show up for
tests without required papers.

ANSWER: Per 861.183(d); Applicants are not required to show such evidence of
preparation to take the ATP, flight instructor (CF1), fundamentals of ingtruction (FOI), military
competency, foreign pilot instrument (IFP) or the certificated ground ingtructor (CGI) knowledge tests
unless they are applying to retake atest after failing that test (per § 61.49). Paragraph 5. b. of the
Advisory Circular (AC) 61-65D now relaes thisinformetion.

Regarding fundamentas of ingtruction (FOI), per 861.185(a), the applicant needsto ". . . receive and
log ground training from an authorized ingtructor . . " When the applicant gpplies for the practica
tedt, the examiner shdl ensure that the gpplicant has . . . recelve and log ground training from an
authorized ingtructor . . .", but such logbook endorsement need not be presented to take the computer
knowledge test.

{q&a173}

A flight ingtructor has a student who holds a restricted commercid certificate issued 10 yearsago. This
sudent wantsto train for aflight ingructor certificate. To quaify for a CH the gpplicant must hold a
commercid or ATP certificate. The regulation does not elaborate on whether the certificate requirement
excludes aredtricted or specia purpose certificate

282



FAQs Part 61 With Chg #11, 04/27/2000
All Q& A’ sfrom #1 through #374
QUESTION 2a: Is the CFl candidate who holds a restricted commercid pilot certificate eigible
for a CFl certificate under the new Part 617?

ANSWER 2a: Yesheisdigible. Section 61.183(c) states "Hold either acommercid pilot
certificate or an arline trangport pilot certificate . . ." And according to your message, he holds a
commercid pilot certificate.

QUESTION 2b: Is the candidate digible if he hods a specia purpose certificate? | know the
new Part 61 calsit a"Specid Purpose Pilot Authorization" whereas the old Part 61 cdled it a" Specid
Purpose Filot Certificate.”

ANSWER 2b: Review 861.77(c), as apecid purpose pilot certificate issued under the old
861.77(c) or aspecia purpose pilot authorization issued under the new 861.77(c), that rule which
addresses the privileges permitted would prevent the person from using it for meeting the digibility
requirements for gaining aflight ingtructor certificate.

{q&a78}

61.187

QUESTION: Can an gpplicant for aflight ingtructor-airplane multiengine rating use a Cessna
337 (i.e. limited to center thrust) exclusively for the CFI-AME practica test?

ANSWER: Ref. 8861.45(b)(1)(ii), & 61.187(b)(xiv) and the Flight Ingtructor-Airplane
Practical Test Standards, Area of Operation V, Task C and Area of Operation X1V, Task C; A
Cessna 337 may not be used exclusively for the flight ingtructor-airplane multiengine rating practical test.
As per §861.45(b)(2)(ii), an aircraft used for a practical may have “No prescribed operating limitations
that prohibit its use in any of the areas of operation required for the practicd test.” The Cessna 337
cannot perform the “Hight Principles - Engine Inoperative’ task (i.e., Areaof Operation V, Task C).
Nor can the Cessna 337 perform the “Engine Inoperative Loss of Directiona Control Demongtration”
task (i.e.,, Areaof Operation XIV, Task C).

Now, it is permissible for an applicant to use two airplanes (i.e., Cessna 337 and Cessna 310) for the
flight ingtructor-airplane multiengine rating practica test. The conventiona multiengine airplane (i.e,
Cessna 310) would have to be used for Area of Operation V, Task C (“Hight Principles - Engine
Inoperative’ task) and Area of Operation X1V, Task C (“Engine Inoperative Loss of Directiond
Control Demondiration” task). Then for the remainder of the practical test, the gpplicant may use the
limited to center thrust multiengine arplane.

{q&a-350}

QUESTION: I'm looking at your FAQs regarding logging indruction and endorsements and
both | and a supervisor from Sat Lake City need further clarification of 861.187(a). A school operates
a CFl course under Part 61, and they don't want to keep records (logbooks, whatever) of what the
gpplicant was taught on each lesson.

283




FAQs Part 61 With Chg #11, 04/27/2000
All Q& A’ sfrom #1 through #374

§861.187(a) says that the gpplicant must receive AND LOG flight and ground training from an
authorized instructor on the AREAS OF OPERATION LISTED IN THIS SECTION that apply to the
flight ingtructor rating sought. It doesn't say that the CH can make a one-time endorsement that the
ingruction has been done in lieu of the logging of flight and ground training.

The regulation is clear that a required logbook endorsement from an authorized instructor certifying that
the person is proficient to pass a practica test on those areas of operation must be made.

If only an endorsement would suffice that the required training had been completed, why doesn't the
regulation say s0? Then only two endorsements would be required and logging of flight and ground time
would not!

ANSWER: Ref. 861.51(a), (b), and (h)(2), 861.187(a), and 861.189(a); The answer is". .
.. training time must be logged in alogbook . . ." [i.e, 861.51(h)(2)]. Section 61.51(h)(2) requires that
", .. training time must be logged in alogbook and 861.187(a) requires "The gpplicant's logbook must
contain an endorsement . . ." Making asmple endorsement in alogbook does NOT relieve the
gpplicant and the flight ingtructor from logging training time to comply 861.51(h)(2). | support this
atement that the flight instructor must log al training time by the provisions contained in 861.51(a) and
(b) and especidly paragraph (h)(2). | believe 861.51(h)(2) makesit quite clear that:

"(2) Thetraining time must be logged in alogbook and must:
(i) Beendorsed in alegible manner by the authorized instructor; and
(i) Include a description of the training given, the length of the training lesson, and the indtructor's
authorized sSgnature, certificate number, and certificate expiration date."

An equdly important rule is 861.189(a) and | believe that rule further establishes the requirement to
"must receive and log flight and ground training . . ." [i.e,, 861.187(3)].
{g& a-285}

61.191

QUESTION: An applicant desires to add a Multiengine rating to his Single Engine CH. He
wants to conduct the test in a Citation 500 while | am administering a 8135.293(b) practical. My
guegtion is:

According to the Practica test guide, the applicant must provide a complex airplane, and it defines a
complex arcraft as one which has controllable pitch propelers, and that these propellers must be able
to be safely feathered. Asamatter of fact, arequired task isademongration of feethering an engine.
It isonly logical that these test standards were written to include the demonstrated ability and
aeronautica proficiency in an arcraft that meets a certain complexity sandard. In my opinion the

284




FAQs Part 61 With Chg #11, 04/27/2000
All Q& A’ sfrom #1 through #374
demondtration of the required tasks in aturbojet except for feathering a prop would more that
demondirate an applicant's ability to ingruct in amultiengine aircraft. Would this be permissble?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.191; Yes, it ispermissbleto use aturbojet airplane (i.e., CE500) for
the add-on Hight Ingtructor-Airplane Multiengine rating. Use of an aircraft with a controllable pitch
propeller is not necessary because the applicant has aready demongtrated the complex airplane
ingructiond proficiency when he recaived hisinitid Fight Ingtructor-Airplane Single Engine reting.
However, during the training and the practica test for this Hight Instructor-Airplane Multiengine rating,
the gpplicant must receive training and perform the ingructiona proficiency task “Engine Inoperative -
Loss of Directiona Control Demonstration.” If he doesn’'t want to perform the task in the Citation 500,
then he'll have to bring another multiengine airplane to do the task.

Ref. 861.183(qg) and (h); If this scenario had been for the INITIAL Fight Ingtructor-Airplane
Multiengine rating then the applicant would have had to provide a complex arplane (with controllable
pitch propeller) and would have had to perform the complex airplane ingtructiona proficiency tasks.
That dso includes ingructiona proficiency in sal awareness, spin entry, spins, and spin recovery
procedures[i.e.,, 861.183(i)]. So, he may dect to take the mgority of the training and practical test in
the CE-500; however, he'll have to aso provide another airplane and perform those portions of the
required training and practica test in an arplane that is capable of performing those ingructiond
proficiency tasks.

{g& a-338}

61.193

QUESTION 1: Ref. 861.109(a)(3); Please verify that under Part 61 the CFl must have higher
ingrument rating (CFI1) to teach the 3 hours of instrument training required for private pilot certificate.
See below. I'm concerned that this might affect some 141 schools.

ANSWER 1: Ref. 861.193 and 861.109(a)(3); For years, the FAA has differentiated
between the kind of training described in 861.109(8)(3) [i.e., “. . . 3 hours of flight training in asngle-
engine airplane on the control and maneuvering of an airplane soldly by reference to insgruments,
including straight and leve flight, constant airspeed climbs and descents, turns to a heading, recovery
from unusud flight attitudes, radio communications, and the use of navigation sysemsffecilities and radar
services gppropriate to insrument flight. . . .”] and REAL “instrument training.” Therefore, Snce no rule
specificaly conflicts with the FAA’ s long standing policy on thisissue, the FAA has dways said a CH -
ASE can give the 3 hours of Private Rilot flight training on the control and maneuvering of an airplane
soldy by reference to insgruments[i.e., 861.109(a)(3)] because the training is not REAL “instrument

QUESTION 2: Ref. Part 141, Appendix B, paragraph 4.(b)(1)(iii); Please verify that under
Part 141 the CFl must have higher instrument rating (CH 1) to teach the 3 hours of instrument training
required for private pilot certificate.
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ANSWER 2 Ref. §61.193 and Part 141, Appendix B, paragraph 4.(b)(1)(iii); Againto stay
consigtent with my answer in Answer 1 above, even though | redlize Part 141, Appendix B, paragraph
4.(b)(2)(iii) says “ingtrument training,” the training isredly only the kind of training described in
§61.109(8)(3). So to remain consistent with my answer in Answer 1 above, a CFI-ASE can provide
the training described in Part 141, Appendix B, paragraph 4.(b)(1)(iii).
{q&a-283}

QUESTION 8: An ingtrument proficiency check required by 61.57(d) can be accomplished in a
number of different waysincluding acheck by an authorized flight instructor as permitted by
861.57(d)(2)(iv). Does that instructor have to be (in the case of an airplane) a CFI-IA?

ANSWER 8: Ref. 861.193; The ingtructor who conducts the Instrument Proficiency Check
required by 861.57(d) must hold a CFlI for the appropriate aircraft-instrument rating.

QUESTION 9: The flight review requirements of FAR 61.56(a) requires 1 hour of flight
training and 1 hour of ground training which includes areview of the current generd operating and flight
rules of part 91 and areview of those maneuvers and procedures that, at the discretion of the person
giving the review, are necessary for the pilot to demongrate the safe exercise of the privileges of the
pilot certificate. If the person getting the flight review holds an Instrument-Airplane rating on his
certificate does the review have to be given by a CFI-1A and include instrument procedures such as
radia intercepts, approaches, etc.? Can a CFl-A (but no Instrument-Airplane rating on his CFI) give
the flight review to the ingrument rated pilot and can that CFl cover any instrument maneuvers such as
those that might be given to a Private pilot under 61.107?

ANSWER 9: Ref. 861.193 and 861.195(c); Y ou're incorrectly mixing up the flight review
requirements of 861.56(c) with the Instrument Proficiency Check of 861.57(d). They are two separate
requirements. But if you' re asking whether a CH-ASE only can administer the Instrument Proficiency
Check of 861.57(d), the answer isno. Theflight instructor must hold a CFlI-Airplane rating to
adminigter the Instrument Proficiency Check of 861.57(d).

{q&a-249}

QUESTION 1. Isn't it true that if aflight ingtructor isrequired to act asPIC and is
compensated, that a2nd class medica would be required? If the argument is that the flight ingtructor is
not being compensated as a pilot, but as an ingtructor why must they act asPIC? Thereisno
alowance for apilot receiving compensation for pilot servicesto not have at least a current 2nd class
medical. The regulation does not talk about instructors receiving compensation, so the 2™ class medical
requirement must apply the them, aso.

ANSWER 1. :  Aningructor isNOT necessarily required to act as PIC to give ingruction, but is
dlowed to LOG ingruction time as PIC per 8 61.51(e)(3). The only Stuations in which an ingructor is
required to ACT as PIC are during training of astudent pilot or giving instrument instruction to a non-
ingrument rated person while operating under instrument flight rules (on an activated instrument flight
plan) regardless of whether it isinstrument meteorological or visua meteorologica conditions (IMC or
VMCQ).
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An indructor is not required to act as PIC while giving Smulated instrument ingtruction to a person usng
aview limiting device, but the ingtructor may be acting as safety pilot during thisingdruction. In
accordance with 8 61.23(3)(iv) the instructor must hold a valid third class medica to act asPIC or to
be the safety pilot. Thisis because of required crewmember status, not due to instruction duties.

Note that no medicd isrequired per 8 61.23(b)(5) when exercising the privileges of aflight ingtructor
certificate if the personis not acting as PIC or serving as arequired pilot flight crewmember.

True, the regulation is slent to the issue of compensation for ingruction. The government does not set
rates or prevent free ingtruction. But, asyou say, a pilot receiving compensation for PILOT
SERVICES (Commercid or above) does have to possess at least a current 2nd class medical. But,
note the emphasison “PILOT SERVICES.” Ingtruction isNOT apilot service

QUESTION 2 If asecond class medica is not necessary for an ingtructor to recelve
compensation, then it gppearsthat a private pilot can be aflight ingtructor, right? For Example a pilot
could surrender their commercia for a private and be a compensated flight instructor working a Part 61
or 141 school. Itispossble. ------ Do you have any guidance that | can reference that allows flight
ingructors to act without acommercid certificate?

ANSWER 2:NO. That isnot possble. To be digible for aflight instructor certificate or rating, 8
61.183(c) requires a person to hold acommercid pilot certificate or airline transport pilot certificate
with the gppropriate category and classrating. Surrender of the commercid or ATP certificate to only
hold a private certificate would effectively include the surrender of the indtructor certification. Thereis
no provison for a person to obtain or hold aflight ingtructor certificate without acommercid or ATP
certificate. But "HOLDING" acommercid or ATP certificate does not demand avaid medicd. Only
the performance of given privileges require a specific class medicd per 61.23(a) (1), (2), or (3).

QUESTION 3: Isit permissible to act as CFl with only a 3rd classMedicd if thereisno
compensation? ... Isit permissible to act as CFIl in IMC with only a 3rd class Medicd if thereisno

compensation?

ANSWER 3: Y ES to both questions, provided for the IMC flight you are current to act as
pilot-in-command as required by 14 CFR part 61 section 61.57. In fact, you CAN receive
compensation. Reference 61.193 for flight instructor privileges and 61.195 for limitations. Y our
commercid certificate and ingrument reting provide the flight privileges as a crewmember (PIC while
operating on the IFR flight plan) as well as digibility to obtain and continue to hold the instructor
certificate, but the third class medica is adequate for the flight.

{g& a-240}

QUESTION: Can aCFl holding a Commercid Filot's License ASEL with an Instrument
rating conduct an Instrument Filot Ground School or must that person be a CHI1?
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ANSWER: Reference § 61.193(f). Y ou must hold the instrument flight ingtructor rating,
CFII (or instrument ground ingtructor certificate per § 61.215(c)) to conduct an instrument ground
school. The privilege for aflight indructor to give training and endorsements must be "within the
limitations of the certificate” An instrument ingtructor rating is required to exercise the privilege as
alowed by
8§ 61.193(f).

Note dso, § 61.65(a)(3) and 8§ 61.1(b)(2)(ii). Assuming the attendees of the ground school intend to
take the instrument rating knowledge test, they will be required to present an endorsement at the test
center for digibility. In accordance with 61.65(a)(3) this endorsement must be made by an "authorized
indructor”. Such "authorized ingtructor”, in accordance with 61.1(b)(2)(ii) must hold a current flight
indructor certificate issued under part 61 when conducting ground training or flight training in
accordance with the privileges and limitations of his or her flight ingtructor certificate.

{q&a239}

QUESTION: Can a person who only hold a Flight Ingtructor Certificate with an Instrument-
Airplane rating (CFI) conduct a BFR?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.193; No, a person who only holds a Hlight Ingtructor Certificate with
an Ingtrument-Airplane rating (CFI1) may not conduct aBFR. As per 861.193,

“A person who holds aflight ingtructor certificate is authorized within the limitations of that
person'sflight instructor certificate and ratings to give training and endorsements thet are
required for, and relate to.”

“(g) A flight review, operating privilege, or recency of experience requirement of this part;”
{q&a-237}

QUESTION: Can a CH holding a Commercia Rilot's License ASEL with an Instrument
rating conduct an Instrument Filot Ground School or must that person be a CHI1?

ANSWER: Reference § 61.193(f). Y ou must hold the instrument flight ingtructor reting,

CFI1 (or instrument ground instructor certificate per § 61.215(c)) to conduct an instrument ground

school. The privilege for aflight ingtructor to give training and endorsements must be “within the

limitations of the certificate” An indrument ingtructor rating is required to exercise the privilege as
61.193(f).

Note also, 8 61.65(a)(3) and 8 61.1(b)(2)(ii). Assuming the attendees of the ground school intend to
take the instrument rating knowledge test, they will be required to present an endorsement at the test
center for digibility. In accordance with 61.65(a)(3) this endorsement must be made by an "authorized
indructor”. Such "authorized ingtructor”, in accordance with 61.1(b)(2)(ii) must hold a current flight
indructor certificate issued under part 61 when conducting ground training or flight training in
accordance with the privileges and limitations of hisor her flight ingtructor certificate.

{g& a-239}
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QUESTION: Can aCH (not holding instrument ingructor rating) teach an instrument ground
school?
ANSWER: No. Ref. 861.193; A holder of aflight ingtructor certificate that does

not have insrument privileges on his or her flight ingtructor certificate may not . . . givetraining and
endorsements that are required for, and relate to:. . [per 861.193(f)]. an instrument rating. . ."
{q&a145}

61.195

QUESTION: Wheat is meant by "appropriate rating” in 861.195(h)(1)(i) and 61.195(h)(2)(ii)?
Example | have hdd aglider ingructor for 10 years and have 2,000 hours ingruction given in glider; |
aso hold an arplane single engine ingtructor reting but only for the last 18 months and given 180 hours
of ingruction. Can | give the training in accordance with these two regulations to a new instructor
goplicant in arplanes?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.195(h)(2)(i) and (h)(2)(ii); FAA policy onthisissueis”. .. hashed
that certificate for at least 24 months . . .” [emphasisadded “. . . has held that certificate . . .”]. Notice,
it doesn't say rating. Therefore, aflight ingtructor who provides the ground training to afirg time flight
ingructor goplicant must only have held theflight instructor certificatefor at least 24 caendar months
and have given at least 40 hours of ground training [i.e., 861.195(h)(1)(i)]. And in accordance with
861.195(h)(2)(iii) and (iv) the flight ingtructor who provides the flight training to afirgt time flight
ingructor applicant must only, “. . . Have held aflight instructor certificate for at least 24 months. .
D0 havegiven a least 200 hours of flight training as aflight ingtructor . . .~

{q&a-349}

QUESTION: An older (79 years) CFl cdled and asked the following question:

Does an ingructor have to be in the airplane in order to do atallwhed sgnoff? Thisingructor hasa
friend who has built atwo place Merlin and needs atallwhed sgnoff. Theingdructor doesnt particularly
want to climb into a homebuilt airplane, but says he will fed comfortable with this pilot observing him
from the ground. According to 61.31 (i) the pilot has to do norma and crosswind takeoffs and
landings, whed landings (if gpplicable) and go-around procedures.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.195(g)(1); There are no provisons that permit an ingtructor to instruct
from the ground.

Per 861.195(g)(2), it Sates, in pertinent part, as:
(g) Postion in arcraft and required pilot stations for providing flight training.
(D) A flight ingructor must perform al training from in an air craft that complies with the
requirements of Sec. 91.109 of this chapter. Emphasis added "in an aircraft.”
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Per 861.1(b)(6), flight training is defined as:

"(6) Hight training means that training, other than ground training, received from an authorized
ingructor in flight in an aircraft.” Emphasis added "in an aircraft.”

Per 861.31(i), it states, in pertinent part:

". .. unlessthat person has received and logged flight training from an authorized ingtructor in a
tallwhed airplane and received an endorsement in the person's logbook from an authorized instructor
who found the person proficient in the operation of atalwhed arplane. The flight training must
include at least the following maneuvers and procedures.” Emphasis added 'flight training™ and “in
atailwhed airplane.”

{q&a-298}

CORRECTION: In the previous answer we missed the specification in the question: “ outside of
a Part 141 approved flight instructor course’. Section 61.195(h)(3) does not apply to part 61
ingructiond activity.

QUESTION: Ref. 861.195(h)(2) and (3)(ii); The question is, can aflight instructor who has
only held aflight instructor certificate for 14 months, but who has trained and endorsed &t least five
gpplicants for a practical test for apilot certificate or rating and at least 80 percent of his applicants
passed the practica test on their first attempt and who has given at least 400 hours of flight training asa
flight ingructor for training in an arplane qudifies that flight indructor to ingtruct “first time” flight
instructor gpplicants outside of a Part 141 gpproved flight instructor course (otherwise the CFl has not
held the CFI certificate for a least 24 months)?

ANSWER: §861.195(h)(3); NO. Thisflight instructor can not provide flight ingtruction for
aninitid (“first time”) flight ingtructor applicant outsde of a Part 141 gpproved flight instructor course.
Granted, section 61.195(h)(2), States, “Except for an ingtructor who meets the requirements of
paragraph (h)(3)(ii) of this section.” However, this exception provides that different qudifications per
861.195(h)(3)(ii) may be used for aflight ingtructor serving as aflight ingtructor in an FAA-approved
course for the preparation of a person enrolled in the FAA-approved course for aflight instructor
certificate.

What 861.195(h)(3) is actudly saying isaflight indtructor who trainsa“first time” flight instructor
gpplicant must either have the experience qudifications stated in 861.195(h)(2) or (h)(3) plus
gppropriate ratings and satisfactory recurrent and proficiency test results to be considered qudified to
trana“firs time” flight indructor gpplicant in an FAA-approved course.

The rationde when we deve oped this rule, snce we had on occasion in the past issued grants of
exemption Smilar to 861.195(h)(3) was that a flight instructor who had those recency of quaifications
and qudity of flight training [i.e., trained 5 gpplicants, 80% pass rate, and 400 hours of flight training
given] was equdly qudified in comparison to the requirements contained in 861.195(h)(2).

{q& a-268}
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QUESTION: Our FSDO has come across a Situation that seems to be a clear noncompliance
issuewith initid CFl training and we want to confirm our interpretation of the regulaions.

861.195(h) istheissue. Two locd Part 61 training schools are taking the position that required training
for theinitid CFl can be given, in substantia part, by instructors that do not meet the two year/200 hour
requirements of 61.195(h) ("senior indructors' in the loca vernacular). Aswe reed the regulation dl
ingtruction required for an initial CHl applicant has to be conducted by a CFl meeting the two year/200
hour requirement.

Can a"junior" ingructor can be used in preparing an initid CH applicant, and if so, what limitations on
their use would apply?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.195(h)(2); NO, a*“junior” instructor cannot be used.

In accordance with §61.195(h)(2), which states in pertinent part, ". . . who providestraining to an
initid gpplicant for aflight ingructor certificate must- . . . . held aflight ingtructor certificate for at least
24 months. . . have given at least 200 hours of flight training . . ."

The rule requires that the training resulting in the required endorsements for an initid flight instructor
gpplicant must be given by a CFl who meets the requirements of 861.195(h)(2). Notice that this
question does not involve the requirements for an instructor serving in an FAA-agpproved school under
§861.195(h)(3)(ii).

{q&a279}

QUESTION 1. Ref. 861.31(f) and §61.195(b); The situation isaflight ingtructor has asked the
question whether he can give flight training in a high performance airplane and he has not previoudy met
the additiond training requirements for operating high performance airplanes|i.e., 861.31(f)]. And
neither has the person who the flight instructor is giving training to? So the scenario would be neither
person is quaified to act as PIC in ahigh performance airplane.

ANSWER 1. Ref. 861.31(f); No, aflight instructor CANNOT give flight training in ahigh
performance airplane unless he has complied with 861.31(f) first. As per 861.31(f) which statesin
pertinent part, “. . . no person may act as pilot in command of a high perfformance airplane. . . unless
that person has. . .” S0, in the scenario you' ve given me, WHO ISGOING TO ACT ASTHE PIC!
| realize 861.195(b) merely States”. . . category and class. . .” but that is going to be changed in an
upcoming rulemaking action, so we can quit being asked these ridiculous questions. | can't imagine
somebody wanting to flight ingruct in an aircraft they' re not qudified in!

QUESTION 2: Ref. 861.31(f) and §61.195(b); A similar Stuation in that the flight instructor is
dill not quaified to act as PIC in ahigh performance airplane because he has not previoudy met the
additiond training requirements for operating a high performance airplane [i.e., 861.31(f)]. But the
person who the flight instructor is giving training to is qudified to pilot a high performance arplane,
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because he has previousy met the training and endorsement requirements of 861.31(f)? Now, can that
flight ingtructor give flight training to thet person in this scenario?

ANSWER 2 Ref. 861.195(b); Again, the answer isNO. Even though §61.195(b) doesn't
specificaly deny this flight instructor from doing something stupid, | believe the word “applicable’ in
861.195(b)(1) [i.e, “A pilot certificate and flight instructor certificate with the gpplicable category and
classrating’] does have some significance and purpose. And as| stated previoudy, | hope to have a
rulemaking action completed that will create a new subparagraph (3) to 861.195(b) that will establish
the provison “(3) If required, an endorsement to serve as pilot in command in that aircraft.” Then,
without question, the rule will definitey prevent thiskind of idiotic scenariol Anyway, what kind of
worthwhile training could this flight instructor think he could provide when he/she is not even qudified in
the aircraft???? Theflight indructor certainly could not provide the training and endorsement required
by 861.31(f), because the flight instructor would not be considered an “authorized ingtructor.”

{q& a-265}

QUESTION 1: Ref. 861.195(h)(1); Asan example, it requiresthat a person to hold a
Certificated Hight Ingtructor - Glider certificate to conduct flight training in aglider.

Does the CH certificate have to be current? In other words, can aholder of a Certificated Hight
Ingtructor - Glider thet is not current conduct and endorse glider flight training, assuming his pilot
cetificateis current? What if the training isfor a Commercia Filot Certificate for a Glider rating, and
includes a certificate for a Certificated FHight Ingtructor - Glider?

Can aholder of a Certificated Hight Instructor - Glider certificate that is not current endorse aflight
review (61.56)?

ANSWER 1 Ref. 861.19(a); The answer to both questions is the flight instructor certificate
cannot have expired. The flight ingtructor certificate hasto be current. Per 861.19(a), it Sates. “(a)
Generd. The holder of a certificate with an expiration date may not, after that date, exercise the
privileges of that certificate.”

QUESTION 2: Ref. 861.195(h)(1)(i); Another example, aholder of a Certificated Flight
Ingtructor - Glider certificate must be current to give ground training to initial Certificated Hight
Ingtructor - Glider candidates and have held the certificate for at least 24 months, and has given 40
hours of ground ingtruction.

Does the 24 months have to be the most recent 24 months, or can thistime limit be over along time,
say 10 years but brought to currency within the last 2 months by recertification ride?

ANSWER 2 Ref. 861.195(h)(1)(i); The answer is no, the time period does not haveto bein
the most recent 24 months. It just hasto have been held “. . . for at least 24 months. . .” Just like the
rule states, the person only hasto “. . . Have held a current ground or flight instructor certificate with the
appropriate rating, has held that certificate for at least 24 months. . .” DURING SOME TIME IN HIS
LIFETIME. It does not have to be held in the most recent past 24 months. Asfor example, | hed a
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(©) Ingrument Rating. A flight ingtructor who provides instrument flight training for the issuance of an
indrument rating or atype rating not limited to VFR must hold an insrument rating on his or her flight
ingtructor certificate and pilot certificate that is appropriate to the category and class of arcraft in which
indrument training is being provided.

Read thewords“. . . must hold an instrument rating on his or her flight instructor certificate and pilot
catificate that is appropriate to the category and dass of arcraft in which insrument training is being
provided” VERY CAREFULLY. Yes, that iswhat it means.

So in the example in your question, the flight instructor would have to hold instrument privileges for the
Airplane Single Engine Land rating on his pilot certificate AND AL SO ingtrument ingtructing privileges
for the sngle engine airplane on his Hight Ingtructor Certificate. Yes, that iswhat 861.195(c) means!

In the padt, | have heard of an unwritten rumor going around that supposedly said a flight instructor who
only held aHight Ingructor Certificate-Instrument Airplane and Commercid Filot Certificate with an
ASEL rating and Ingtrument-Airplane rating could provide instrument training to an applicant in a
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multiengine arplane. THAT PRACTICE ISNOT PERMITTED ANY LONGER, if it was ever
permitted in the firgt place!

As an example, aflight ingructor, who only holds a CHI-A rating is giving indrument training to an
Insrument-Airplane gpplicant in an sngle engine land airplane. That flight ingtructor must hold the
fallowing:

Hlight Indructor Certificate Commercid Pilot Certificate or ATP
Ingtrument-Airplane Airplane Sngle Engine Land
Ingrument-Airplane

Another example. A flight ingtructor, who only holds a CHI-A rating is giving insrument training to an
Insrument-Airplane gpplicant in an multengine land airplane. That flight ingtructor must hold the
fallowing:

Hlight Indructor Certificate Commercid Pilot Certificate or ATP
Ingtrument-Airplane Airplane Multiengine Land
Ingrument-Airplane

However thisexampleisa“NO-NO” and aviolation of 861.195(c). A flight ingtructor, who only
holds the following and wishes to give instrument training to an Instrument-Airplane gpplicant in an
multengine land arplane shdl not do so.

Hlight Indructor Certificate Commercid Pilot Certificate or ATP
Ingtrument-Airplane Airplane Sngle Engine Land
Ingrument-Airplane

As per 861.195(c), which states in pertinent part: . . . must hold an instrument rating on his or her flight
ingtructor certificate and pilot certificate that is appropriate to the category and class of aircraft in which
ingrument training is being provided.”

QUESTION 4: Does the “instrument training” required by 861.65(c)(2)(i), 861.65(e)(2)(ii)
and, 861.129(a)(3)(i) have to be given by aHight Instructor with an Instrument-Airplane rating on his
CFl certificate?

FAR 61.195(c) [i.e, flight ingtructor limitations and quaifications] requires that a flight indtructor who
provides ingrument flight training for the issuance of an insrument rating or atype rating not limited to
VFR must hold an ingrument rating on his or her flight ingtructor certificate and pilot certificate thet is
gopropriate to the category and class of arcraft in which instrument training is being provided.

Thus the training required by 861.65(c)(2)(i) and 861.65(e)(2)(ii) would appesar to require a CFl-1A.
What about the instrument training required by 861.129(a)(3)(i)? 861.195(c) does not specificaly
require that the CFl have an Instrument-Airplane rating on his CFl certificate for the 861.129(a)(3)(i)
ingrument training.
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ANSWER 4: Ref. 861.195(c); The answer is, the CH “. . . must hold an instrument rating on
his or her flight ingtructor certificate and pilot certificate that is appropriate to the category and class of
arcraft in which instrument training is being provided” to conduct the “instrument training” of
§61.129(8)(3)(1)). Read my more detailed answer in Answer 3a., shown above.

| don’'t know what regulations you are citing when you say 861.65(c)(2)(i) and 861.65(€)(2)(ii)? Those
rules never existed even in the pre- August 4, 1997 version of Part 61. | would suggest you obtain a
current version of Part 61.

QUESTION 5: Can a CFl without an Instrument-Airplane rating on his CH certificate give
flight training to a pilot working on an Insrument-Airplane rating under 861.65 provided that thetimeis
not used to meet the requirements of 861.65(c)(2)(i) and §61.65(e)(2)(ii)? Can that timed be logged as
"flight training"? For example, an Insrument-Airplane gpplicant needs additiond basic training in the
control and maneuvering of an airplane solely by reference to insruments such as that that might be
required of a private pilot applicant under §61.107(b)(1)(ix).

ANSWER 5: Ref. 861.195(c); If you're asking whether the training required by 861.65(c)(1)
through (20) can be given by aflight instructor who does not hold an Insrument-Airplane rating on his
flight instructor certificate, the answer is no. Read my more detailed answer in Answer 3a, shown
above.

{g& a-249}

QUESTION 1: Re: 61.65(d)(2)(i) can a CFl-Hédlicopter (not instrument rated) give any of the
fifteen hours required by this section?

ANSWER 1. Ref. 861.195(c); NO. It hasto be given by aflight instructor who holds flight
indructor hdlicopter and instrument-helicopter on their flight instructor certificate.
{q&a164}

QUESTION: A flight ingtructor in our digtrict wantsto know if he needs an airplane/sngle-
engine searating in order to give indrument ingruction in a Lake Buccaneer amphibian. Thereis some
debate herein our office. | cite 861.195(c) as making it arequirement for the instructor to hold an
arplane/sngle-engine sea. Can you shed some light on thisfor us?

ANSWER: Reference 861.195(c). YES; Asit atesin §61.195(c), “ . . hold an instrument
rating on hisor her flight ingtructor certificate and pilot certificate thet is appropriate to the category and
CLASS OF AIRCRAFT in which ingrument training is being provided."  YES, aflight instructor
would have to hold an arplane single engine searating on his or her pilot certificate.

Some of you may have seen some of the past policy interpretations on this kind of question, but
§61.195(c) got changed on August 4, 1997 so those policy interpretations are no longer valid. The
new 861.195(c) applies. Asper 861.195(c), a person would have to hold an airplane single engine
searating on hisor her pilot certificate.

{9&a119}
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Theintent of “. . . or in apogtion involving the regular evauation of pilots. . .” of 861.197(a)(2)(ii)
involved training in the environment of the requirements and standards of Part 61. The rule was never
intended to permit amilitary [P who flight ingtructs another military aviator on how to fire a heating
seeking missile or evduating military aviators on military misson operations to equeate to training pilots
via Part 61 standards.

However, there are Stuations where the military 1P s duties and respongbilities may equate to training in
the environment of the requirements and standards of Part 61. For example, if an FAA Avidion Safety
Ingpector has “first-hand, direct knowledge of a military IPsingructing duties and responghilities and
the military IP's duties and respongbilities involve teaching military pilots on ingrument ratings,
qudifications, and skillsin the ATC environment and further this FAA ingpector ordly tests the military
IP on Part 61 standards then there would be a case for arguing for the military 1P s position. Another
example could be when an FAA Aviation Safety Ingpector has “firg-hand, direct knowledge of a
military IPsingructing duties and respongilities and the military 1P's duties and responsibilities involve
teaching military aviators on basic piloting skills that equate to private pilot training under Part 61.
Again, if the FAA ingpector ordly tests the military |P on Part 61 standards, then there would be a
case for arguing for the military 1P s pogtion.

{q&a367}

QUESTION: Amendment 61-103, P-117, Section 61.3, second paragraph, indicates the
FAA has determined that the graduate of an FIRC can carry that graduation certificate as acceptable
documentation of igibility until they receive atemporary certificate.

We have an Inspector who is issuing temporary certificates dated 9/18/99 for a group of CFls whose
certificates would have expired August 31, 1999, had they not attended an FIRC on 8/27/99. He
thinksit is not appropriate to date the temporaries on the date they qualified, but it should be dated
when he sgns the temporary which in this case was 20 days later when he actudly typed up the
temporary flight indructor certificate. Now it is 18 days after the permanent certificates expired. This
could bejust so ampleif he would use the graduation date, as an ACR would have done if one had
been in attendance.

If thisisdlowed, it crestes the situation when there is a period of time a CFl islegaly endorsing training
using his graduation certificate, but then gets a new permanent certificate showing a date of issue 18
days after his previous certificate expired. If one of his students falls out of the sky, wewill be trying to
explain to 20/20 or some other investigative reporter, why the CHl was giving endorsements after his
certificate expired, when his current one wasn't issued until 18 days later.

We agreed to dlow AOPA to send gpplications for CFls who apply during their expiration month
directly to us without temporary certificates. We agreed to use the graduation date as the renewa date
of issue, just as AFS-800 asked us to. If we were to use the date we actualy issued the permanent
certificate, it could be 60 days after the CHl expired. We are going to use the graduation date, and
FSDO'swho issue for FIRC' s other than AOPA must do the same when a later date would show the
certificate expired. If they are going to use any other formula, we don't see how this can work.
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ANSWER: Ref. 861.197(b)(1); | redizetherule[i.e., §861.197(b)(1)] addressesthe
“expiration month” but this question of yours is more a policy/procedura metter than aruleissue. The
issuance date placed on the temporary flight ingtructor certificate should be the date the person
completed the flight ingtructor refresher clinic, and NOT the date the ingpector sgned the temporary
flight ingtructor certificate (FAA Form 8060-4).

S0 in the question you' ve asked, the person completed the flight instructor refresher clinic on August 27,
1999, and that isthe date on the person’ s flight ingtructor refresher clinic graduation certificate. So
August 27, 1999 is the issuance date that would be placed on the person’s temporary flight instructor
certificate (FAA Form 8060-4). And August 27, 1999 is d so the date the FAA would place on the
back page of the Airman Certificate and/or Rating Application (FAA Form 8710-1) in the box
identified as“ Dat€’ next to the “ Graduation Certificate No.” box of the “Training Course (FIRC)
Name.” And aso, August 27, 1999 is the date that would be placed in the box identified as “Date”’

{g& a-354}

QUESTION: In response to our discussion a the NATA Hight Training Committee meeting
on 9/29/99 regarding the new AC61-65D and the requirements for a Gold Seal Flight Instructor
Certificate. On page 9 it mentions the acceptance of graduation tests as a Chief Instructor of a 14 CFR
141 approved school as one of the acceptable requirements. | would just like to confirm thet this
specific requirement would aso be applicable to Assgtant Chief Hight Instructors.

ANSWER: Ref. 861.197(a)(2)(ii) and AC 61-65D, page 9, paragraph 18c(2); There was
no intentiona exclusion of the assgtant chief indructor from being one of the digibility requirements for
being awarded the Gold Sedl Hight Ingtructor Certificate. When the provisons of paragraph 18c(2) of
AC 61-65D were drafted, it was an unintentional oversight to not include thewords®. . . or asan
assstant chief ingructor of a 14 CFR part 141 approved pilot school course. . .." Inreview with the
management in AFS-800, Genera Aviation and Commercia Divison, we agree thet the provisonsin
paragraph 18c(2) of AC 61-65D that provides for the chief instructor also includes the assistant chief
ingructor.

{a&a-347}

QUESTION: What job tasks can an Aviation Safety Technician (AST) perform on renewing
aflight indructor certificate?

ANSWER: Ref. 861.197(a)(2); An AST is authorized and has been trained to renew a
flight ingtructor certificate, provided no practica test isinvolved in the renewd process. What | heard
was occurring out in some FSDOs was a flight instructor renewa gpplicant was taking a practical test
with an Aviation Safety Ingpector (ASl) and then the ASI was dropping off the gpplication and
temporary certificate to the AST and the AST was signing the back of the FAA Form 8710-1
gpplication and the front of FAA Form 8060-4 temporary airmen certificate. That isnot permitted. An
AST may only sign the FAA Form 8710-1 gpplication and FAA Form 8060-4 temporary airmen
certificate if no practica test wasinvolved.
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On the back of the FAA Form 8710-1 gpplication in the section noted as * Inspector’ s Report” it states
“I have persondly tested this applicant in accordance with or otherwise verified thet this applicant
complies with pertinent procedures, slandards, policies, and or necessary requirements with the result
indicated below.” An AST would not be able to Sgn that statement if a practica test wasinvolved.
Only the ASI who conducted the practica test could sign that statement.
{q&a303}

QUESTION 3: Y our flight instructor certificate expires on December 31, 1999, and you
complete the flight instructor refresher clinic (FIRC) on August 16, 1999. 'Y ou must submit the
graduation certificate to a FSDO as a basis for renewa no later than November 30, 1999 (emphasis
here is the 3 caendar months expiration of the graduation certification from the FIRC) in order to renew
your flight ingtructor certificate. The month in which you submitted the documents for renewd would be
the expiration month of your new flight indructor certificate. Isthis correct?

ANSWER 3: Ref. §61.197(b)(2)(ii); To get therelief of 861.197(b)(2)(ii), the applicant must
have completed the FIRC in the months of September, October, November, or December to get a
December expiration month. Y our example cites completion of the FIRC on August 16, 1999, so the
gpplicants gets an August 31, 2001 expiration date.

QUESTION 4. If your current flight ingtructor certificate expires on May 31, 2000, and you
want to renew through presentation of a graduation certificate from a FIRC and obtain anew expiration
date of May 31, 2002 (otherwise the same expiration month), you must complete the FIRC and present
the graduation certificate from the FIRC to the FSDO on or after February 1, 2000. The 3-caendar
month window [i.e., 861.197(b)(2)(ii)] is computed from thefirst day of the expiration month, or May
1, 2000 in thisexample. Isthis correct?

ANSWER 4: Ref. 861.197(b)(2)(ii); To get aMay expiration month, the gpplicant must have

completed the FIRC in the months of February, March, April, or May. And yes, you're correct in your
-caendar month window is computed from the first day of the flight

ingtructor certificate's expiration month, or May 1, 2000 asin your example.

{q&a-283}

QUESTION 1: For the purpose of renewing aflight ingtructor certificate, can afirgt officer
(otherwise the SIC) on a Part 121 air carrier be considered “. . . or in apogtion involving the regular
evaduation of pilot . . .” asis stated in 861.197(a)(2)(ii)?

ANSWER 1. Ref. 861.197(a)(2)(ii); It depends, just like the rule States“. . . may renew that
certificate by-- . . . (2) Presenting to an authorized FAA Hight Standards Inspector-- . . . (ii) A record
showing that, within the preceding 24 calendar months, the flight instructor has served . . . in apostion
involving the regular evduation of pilots, or”

If the First Officer hasn't served “. . . in aposition involving the regular evadluation of pilots. . .” then the
answer is quite obvious in that the Hight Ingtructor Certificate cannot be renewed on the basis of having
“...saved. .. inapogtion involving the regular evauation of pilots. . .”
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Persondly, | can't imagine an SIC being able to produce a record of having served “. . . in apostion
involving the regular evduation of pilots. ..” when the gpplicant isonly serving asan SIC. If onedid, |
certainly would question the vaidity of that record!

QUESTION 2: For the purpose of renewing aflight ingtructor certificate, can afirgt officer
(otherwise the SIC) on a Part 121 air carrier who holds a Flight Ingtructor Certificate - Airplane Single
Engine and Instrument-Airplane be given arenewa practicd test [i.e., 861.197(a)(2)(i) during an
enroute ingpection or possibly during the gpplicant’ s annud Firgt Officer re-qudification practicd test in
aBoeing 737. Natice, the applicant does not hold an Airplane Multiengine rating on his FHight
Ingtructor Certificate.

ANSWER 2 861.45(a)(2)(1) and 861.197(a)(1)(i); The answer is no on both accounts.

Definitely not during an enroute ingpection, an goplicant cannot be given a Hight Ingtructor Certificate
renewa practica test because passengers would be on board. Can you imagine the field day the news
mediawould have on the FAA Ingpector and the air carrier if that were to occur and something were to

happen!

And aso, an goplicant cannot perform a flight instructor renewa practica test in aB737 during his
annua Firg Officer re-qualification practical test, because asit Satesin 861.45(a)(2)(i), “. . . an
gpplicant for a certificate or rating issued under this part must furnish: . . . (1) An arcraft of U.S. registry
for each required test that-- . . . (i) Is of the category, CLASS, and type, if gpplicable, for which the
goplicant is gpplying for a certificate or rating;

and...” Theapplicant does't hold an Airplane Multiengine rating on his Hight Instructor Certificate.

And to add credence to this answer, per 861.195(b) it states:
“(b) Aircraft ratings. A flight instructor may not conduct flight training in any aircraft for which the
flight instructor does not hold:
(1) A pilot certificate and flight ingtructor certificate with the applicable category and class
rating; and
(2) If appropriate, atyperating.”
{g& a-280}

QUESTION: The Ddlas SWO05 Didtrict Office supports one flight instructor workshop
monthly in our digtrict. The CFl renewa based on attendance of at least eight meetings (16 hours) prior
to renewd has been received favorably. Severd Chief Hight Instructors from 141 Certificated Flight
Schools aso attend these workshops on aregular basis.

This question has been presented to me, "' Can these workshops be counted in lieu of the annual FIRC
for 141 Chief Fight Instructors?"
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Additiondly, and afollow-up question, a CFl renewd based on attendance at these SWO05 Didtrict
Office flight ingtructor workshop monthly meetings can their flight ingtructor certificates be renewed on
the bassof “acquantance?’

ANSWER: Ref. 8141.79(c) and 861.197(a)(2)(ii); The answer isyes, aFSDO may
accept a Part 141 Chief and Assistant Chief Instructor's attendance and SATISFACTORY
PERFORMANCE a SW FSDO5's workshops as meeting the requirements of 8141.79(c). Section
141.79(c) is dlent on the specifics of thisissue, and it only states "Each chief ingructor and assstant
chief ingtructor assigned to atraining course must complete, at least once every 12 caendar months, an
approved syllabus of training consisting of ground or flight training, or both, or an gpproved flight
instructor refresher course.”

However, | must tell you that | become quite senstive when | hear the often stated genera remark
about "renewing aflight ingtructor certificate on the bass of acquaintance” NOT TRUE. No placein
the rule [861.197] nor in FAA Order 8700.1 does it state that a person's flight instructor certificate may
be renewed merely on the basis of ACQUAINTANCE. Only on the back of FAA Form 8710-1 does
it erroneoudy mention the word ACQUAINTANCE. Hopefully that is going to change in the near
future when we change FAA Form 8710-1. Inreviewing 861.197(a)(2)(i), it reads "A record of
training . . ." and paragraph (ii) reads"A record showing . . ." Never does it mention the word
ACQUAINTANCE. And in 861.197(a)(2)(iii) it requires aflight ingtructor to attend a FIRC.

| want to emphasize that you should not consder SW FSDO 5's workshops as mesting the
requirements of 861.197(a)(2)(iii). Because those workshops are not an approved Hight Instructor
Refresher Clinic. | know it wasn't said, but it gppears your question may have been implying it? If a
flight ingtructor is being renewed by atending SW FSDO 5's monthly workshops then the renewd is
being accomplished in accordance with 861.197(a)(2)(ii) as the FSDO would have persona knowledge
of the flight instructor gpplicant’ s ability and SATISFACTORY PERFORMANCE & the workshop as
aflight ingructor, asin the provison of ". . . in apostion involving the regular evauation of pilots. . ."
[i.e, 861.197(a)(2)(ii)].

{q&a-264}

QUESTION: Ref. 861.197; Thequestionis, isan Aviaion Safety |nspector-Operations
(AS) required to hold aflight instructor certificate to renew aflight instructor certificate based on: 1.
Graduation certificate from aFIRC; 2. Activity; or 3. Acquaintance.

ANSWER: Provided thereis no practica test (i.e,, ord and/or flight test) involved in the
renewd of aflight instructor certificate, then yesit's permissible for ASl’s-Operations and AST’s, who
do not hold aflight instructor certificate to renew aflight ingructor certificate. However, the basis for
renewa must be and ONLY BE because the:

1. Applicant’s activity conformsto 861.197(a)(2)(i);
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861.197(8)(2)(i) states “(i) A record of training students showing that, during the preceding 24
cdendar months, the flight instructor has endorsed at least five students for a practica test for a
certificate or rating and at least 80 percent of those students passed that test on the first attempt;”

2. Applicant’ s duties and responsibilities conform to 861.197(a)(2)(ii); or

861.197(8)(2)(ii) states“(ii) A record showing that, within the preceding 24 caendar months, the
flight instructor has served as a company check pilot, chief flight instructor, company check
airman, or flight ingtructor in apart 121 or part 135 operation, or in a postion involving the
regular evaluation of pilots; or”

3. Applicant holds a current graduation certificate from a FIRC in accordance with 861.197(a)(2)(iii).

861.197(a)(2)(iii) states “ (iii) A graduation certificate showing that, within the preceding 3
caendar months, the person has successfully completed an gpproved flight instructor refresher
course conggting of ground training or flight training, or a combination of both.”

If apracticd test (i.e., oral and/or flight test) isinvolved in the renewd of the flight ingtructor certificate,
then an ASl who holds*. . . pilot and flight instructor certificates in the category and class for which
they conduct certification tests. . ." isrequired, as per:

FAA Order 8700.1, Val. 2, page 1-4, paragraph 3, which states: "Inspectors must possess the pilot
and flight instructor certificatesin the category and class for which they conduct certification tets.”

And FAA Order 8700.1, Val. 2, page 1-4, paragraph 3.C., which states: "Ingpectors hired after
January 1986 may not conduct practica tests for flight instructor gpplicants before successfully
completing the Filot Certification Testing Procedures Course (Course No. 21100)."

{q&a-238}

QUESTION 1: | just want to confirm with you the interpretation of FAR 61.197(a)(2)(iii).
Based on Thursday's conversation, it is our understanding that graduation certificates no longer have a
90 day period during which they are consgdered vdid. Instead, FIRC graduation certificates may be
used asthe basis for arenewa (assuming the certificate has not expired) aslong asit is presented within
the preceding 3 cdendar months of graduation. Y our example citesaMay 31, 1998 expiration in
which the gpplicant submits for renewa on or after February 1, 1998.

ANSWER 1 The FIRC graduation certificates are now valid for 3 caendar months. The 90
day” statement at the bottom of the FIRC graduation certificates can be ignored because the new
861.197(a)(2)(iii) now applies. Per §61.197(a)(2)(iii):

(i) A graduation certificate showing that, within the preceding 3 caendar months, the person has

successfully completed an gpproved flight instructor refresher course consgting of ground training
or flight training, or acombination of both.
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QUESTION 2 To use another example: ...a person completing one of our FIRC programs on
August 16 would have to submit their certificate for renewa prior to November 30. Or, put another
way, that person would have the remainder of Augugt, al of September, October and November to
submit an application for renewd. If that person had an expiration date of December 31, then the latest
date they could submit for renewa would be November 30, and their new certificate would carry a
November 30th expiration date.

ANSWER 2 Your exampleiscorrect. Ref. 861.197(b)(2); A person who completesa
FIRC on August 16 would have to submit their certificate for renewal prior to November 30 to retain
the November expiration month. Below iswhat was written in the preamble of thefind rule (78 FR
20285; April 23,1998):

“Paragraph (b)(2) dlows a person who accomplishes any of the renewa requirements of
paragraph (a) in the 3 cdendar months preceding the expiration month of the person's current
flight ingtructor certificate to renew their certificate for an additional 24 months from the month of
expiration of the current flight ingtructor certificate. However, as previoudy noted, if renewd is
accomplished under paragraph (b)(2) through the presentation of a graduation certificate from an
FIRC, that course must have been completed within the 3 calendar months preceding the
expiration month of the current flight ingtructor certificate. For example, if a person whaose current
flight ingtructor certificate expires on May 31, 1998, seeksto renew his or her certificate through
presentation of a graduation certificate from an FIRC and obtain a new expiration date of May
31, 2000, that person must complete the FIRC and present the graduation certificate to the Flight
Standards Inspector on or after February 1, 1998. The 3-calendar-month window is computed
from thefirg day of the expiration month rather than the last day of the expiration month of the
current flight ingtructor certificate. Therefore, if aperson's flight instructor certificate expires on
May 31, 1998, the 3-ca endar-month window is computed from May 1, 1998.”

QUESTION 3: Situation: aflight indructor renewa gpplicant completed aflight instructor
refresher clinic (FIRC) on January 4, 1998. The applicant’ s flight ingtructor certificate does not expire
until July 31, 1998. This gpplicant wantsto hold onto to his FIRC graduation certificate until April 3,
1998 (i.e., the 90th day) and then submit it to the FAA Fight Standards Digtrict Office and il be able
to retain hisorigind flight instructor certificate expiration month of July. In effect, this applicant wantsto
combine the (three month vaidity) benefits of the FIRC graduation certificate and the 3 cendar months
(window) of 861.197(b)(2). Can this be done?

ANSWER 3: ABSOLUTELY NOT. Noway doestheruledlow the applicant to
combine the FIRC graduation certificate plus 3 calendar month.  In this Stuation, the gpplicant’s new
expiration date on his flight instructor certificate would be April 30, 2000; Ref. 861.197(b), in pertinent
part, states:

(b) The expiration month of a renewed flight ingtructor certificate shdl be 24 cdendar months from--
(2) The month the renewal requirements of paragraph (a) of this section are accomplished
or
(2) The month of expiration of the current flight instructor certificate provided--
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(i) The renewd requirements of paragraph (a) of this section are accomplished within the 3 calendar
months preceding the expiration month of the current flight ingtructor certificate, and
(i1) If the renewd is accomplished under paragraph (8)(2)(iii) of this section, the approved flight
ingtructor refresher course must be completed within the 3 calendar months preceding the expiration
month of the current flight ingtructor certificate.
{q&a175}

QUESTION: We just wanted to bring to your attention that one of our pilot examiners added
arating to a CFl and renewed the gpplicant for an additiond two years beyond his Jan 2000 renewal
month which put his expiration date to Jan 2002 (he apparently just received hisinitid CHl in Jan 98).
Our POI asked him why and he said because the Pilot Examiner handout and 861.197(a) told him that
he could do that and sure enough, it literdly does say that in the handout and in 61.197 ().

Wetold him to stop interpreting it that way, but maybe there are others who are doing the same thing. If
we are wrong on thisissue, could you let us know?

ANSWER: Reference 861.197(b). Y ou are not wrong. The gpplicant’ s flight instructor
certificate cannot be renewed for 48 months. The complete regulation quote would have included
61.197(b) that specifiesthe “within the 90 days preceding the expiration month”

examiner either did not read far enough or his understanding of 861.197(b)(2) is not correct.
Additiondly, the handout that was part of the basis for this question was not intended to be the
complete regulation, but made for pointing out where changes have occurred..

In answer to this question, let me use the following example: A person’sflight ingtructor certificate
expires on May 31, 1998 but that person accomplished one of the renewal procedures of §61.197(a)
on February 24, 1998. Y ou may ask do these dates fal within the “ within the 90 days preceding the
expiration month” provison in the new 861.197?

The answer is yes the completion date fell within the “90 day window.” The new §861.197(b) States.
(b) If aperson accomplishes the renewa requirements of paragraph (a)(1) or (a)(2) of this
sectionwithin the 90 days preceding the expiration month of hisor her flight ingtructor certificate:
(1) That person is conddered to have accomplished the renewa requirement of this sectionin
the month due; and
(2) The current flight ingtructor certificate will be renewed for an additional 24 calendar
months from its expiration date.

Therefore as an example, a person successfully completes a FIRC “within the 90 days preceding the
expiration month of hisor her flight ingtructor certificate” And further, that person’s flight ingtructor
certificate was to expire on May 31, 1998. In computing the “90 day window” provisons of §61.197,
that person may complete the FIRC [and redly any of the renewa provisons of §61.197(a)] on or
after January 31, 1998 and have their certificate renewed for an additiona 24 caendar months with a
new expiration date being May 31, 2000. Otherwise, you compute the 90 days from the 1t day of the
expiration month and go backward 90 days. Therefore, a person's flight ingtructor certificate that
expires on May 31, 1998, you compute the 90 days from May 1, 1998 date which when counting
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backwards fdls on the date of January 31, 1998. January 31, 1998 is d <0 the earliest date that a
person may complete the clinic and be afforded the “90 day window” relief provided in 861.197. In
redlity when actually counting 90 days backwards, the “90 day window” provisons of 861.197 is
actualy a 120-day window. Y ou compute the “90 day window” backward from the first day of the
expiraion month of the certificate, not the last day of the expiration month.

For your information, an additiond clarification change to 861.197 is coming in an upcoming find rule
correction. In response to FAA management’s desires, | have been directed to change §861.197 back
to permitting a person to complete an gpproved flight instructor refresher clinic (FIRC) to renew their
certificate, even if it was not completed within the * 90 day window” but the new rule will till require
that the flight ingtructor certificate to not have expired. As an example, the clarification change will
permit a person who wants to attend a FIRC once a year, once a month, or once aweek will be
permitted to do so and be given anew expiration date.

{g&a121}

QUESTION 4: Theway 861.197 [i.e., 861.197(a)] is worded it does not appear that it dlows
for aflight ingructor to renew with FIRC except 90 days prior. Meaning if aflight instructor wants to
renew every year, he could not doit. | believe you need a provision added to 861.197(a)(1) asanew
(iii). You could do that under the existing 861.197, did you mean to stop that practice?

ANSWER 4: No, we did not intend to stop that practice.

We will revise 861.197 and add a new (8)(3) to read asfollows:

(@ A person who holds aflight instructor certificate that has not expired may renew that
certificate for an additiona 24 cdendar months if the holder:

(1) Passesapracticd test for renewd of the flight ingtructor certificate;

(2) Passesapractical test for an additiond flight instructor reting; or

(3) Hasagraduation certificate that proves successful completion of an approved
flight instructor refresher course; or

(b) A person who holds aflight ingtructor certificate that has not expired, may present to an
authorized FAA Hight Standards Inspector—

(1) A record of training students that shows during the preceding 24 cdendar months the flight
ingtructor has endorsed at least five students for a practica test for a certificate or rating, and at least
80 percent of those students passed that test on the first attempt;

(2) A record that shows that within the preceding 24 calendar months, the flight instructor has
served as a company check pilot, chief flight instructor, company check airman, or flight ingtructor in a
part 121 or part 135 operation, or in apogtion involving the regular evauation of pilots, in which that
authorized FAA Hight Standards Inspector is acquainted with the duties and responsibilities of the
position, and has satisfactory knowledge of its current pilot training, certification, and standards; or

(3) A graduation certificate showing the person has successfully completed an gpproved flight
indructor refresher course congsting of ground training or flight training, or both, within the 90 days
preceding the expiration month of his or her flight ingtructor certificate.

(©) If aperson accomplishes the renewa requirements of paragraph (a) or (b) of this
section within the 90 days preceding the expiration month of his or her flight ingtructor certificate:
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(1) That personis considered to have accomplished the renewd requirement of this sectionin
the month due; and

(2) The current flight ingtructor certificate will be renewed for an additiond 24 cdendar months
from its expiration date.

(d) The practical test required by paragraph (a)(1) or (2) of this section may be accomplished
in an gpproved flight smulator or approved flight training device if the test is accomplished pursuant to
an approved course conducted by atraining center certificated under part 142 of this chapter.
{q&a33}

QUESTION 1: 61.197(a) dlowsa CFl to renew based on completion of an FIRC 90

days before their expiration month. This seemsto trand ate to between 118-121 days (depending on
how many days in the expiration month). HOWEVER, our order says these certificates expire 90 days
after they areissued. Soif a CFl expires August 31, 1997; completed an FIRC on June 2nd; the CHl
could be renewed up until August 1<t but on Aug 2nd the FIRC graduation certificate will have expired
(91 daysold). Do we intend to alow these certificates to be used from 90 days before the expiration
month to the end of the expiration month?

QUESTION 2: Explain how to interpret. For example, a person’sflight ingtructor certificate
expires on May 31, 1997 but that person accomplished one of the renewal procedures of §61.197(a)
on February 24, 1997. Do these dates fal within the “ within the 90 days preceding the expiration
month” provision in the new 861.197?

ANSWER 1: YES, 2. YES
The new 8§61.197 states:
§61.197 Renewd of flight instructor certificates.

(@ A person who holds aflight ingtructor certificate that has not expired may renew that
certificate for an additiona 24 cdendar months if the holder:

(1) Passesapractica test for—

(i) Renewd of theflight indructor certificate; or

(i) Anadditiond flight ingtructor rating; or

(2) Presentsto an authorized FAA Fight Standards I nspector—

(i) A record of training students that shows during the preceding 24 cdendar months the flight
ingtructor has endorsed at least five students for a practica test for a certificate or rating, and at least
80 percent of those students passed that test on the first attempt;

(i) A record that shows that within the preceding 24 calendar months, the flight instructor has
served as a company check pilot, chief flight instructor, company check airman, or flight ingtructor in a
part 121 or part 135 operation, or in a pogtion involving the regular evauation of pilots, in which that
authorized FAA Hight Standards Inspector is acquainted with the duties and responsibilities of the
position, and has satisfactory knowledge of its current pilot training, certification, and standards; or

(iif) A graduation certificate showing the person has successfully completed an approved flight
indructor refresher course consisting of ground training or flight training, or both, within the 90 days
preceding the expiration month of hisor her flight ingructor certificate.

(b) If aperson accomplishes the renewa requirements of paragraph (a)(1) or (8)(2) of this
section within the 90 days preceding the expiration month of hisor her flight ingtructor certificate:
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(1) That personis considered to have accomplished the renewd requirement of this sectionin
the month due; and
(2) The current flight ingtructor certificate will be renewed for an additiond 24 cdendar months
from its expiration date.
(c) The practica test required by paragraph (8)(1) of this section may be accomplished in a
flight smulator or flight training device if the test is accomplished pursuant to an approved course
conducted by atraining center certificated under part 142 of this chapter.

Therefore as an example, a person successfully completes a FIRC “within the 90 days preceding the
expiraion month of hisor her flight ingtructor certificate.” And further, that person’ s flight instructor
certificate was to expire on May 31, 1997. In computing the “90 day window” provisions of 861.197,
that person may complete the FIRC [and redlly any of the renewa provisons of §61.197(a)] on or
after January 31, 1997 and have their certificate renewed for an additiona 24 cdendar months with a
new expiration date being May 31, 1999. Otherwise, you compute the 90 days from the 1t day of the
expiration month and go backward 90 days. Therefore, a person's flight instructor certificate that
expires on May 31, 1997, you compute the 90 days from May 1, 1997 date which when counting
backwards fdls on the date of January 31, 1997. January 31, 1997 isd <0 the earliest date that a
person may complete the clinic and be afforded the “90 day window” relief provided in 861.197. In
redlity when actually counting 90 days backwards, the “90 day window” provisons of 861.197 is
actualy a 120-day window. Y ou compute the “90 day window” backward from the first day of the
expiraion month of the certificate, not the last day of the expiration month.

Please review my earlier answer to this question that is attached. But in answer to your specific
question, you count backwards from the first day of the expiration month, not the last day. So count
backwards from November 1 (October 31 being day 1). So in gpplying the "90 day window"
computation, anytime on or after August 3 fdls "within the 90 days preceding the expiration month”
provisons of 861.197 for a November 30, 1997 expiration date.

{g&a-48}

QUESTION: Another question has come up--this time on the correct procedure for
determining the 90 day window for submitting an gpplication in advance of the expire month. Effective
August 4, FAR 61.197(b) was changed from expiration date to expiration month.. What isthisa
correct interpretation of the rule?

ANSWER: To use an example, let's take a certificate expiring in November.  Sincethe
language states 90 days preceding the expiration month,” you count backwards from you count
backwards from the first day of the expiration month, not the last day. So count backwards from
November 1 (October 31 being day 1) the first day of the expiration month, not the last day. Soin
applying the "90 day window" computation we would start the count on October 31 and count
backwards to August 3, whichisthe 90th day. A person graduating from a FIRC course on August 3
would be within the 90 day period preceding the month of expire and thus would quaify to retain their
origind expiration month of November. A graduation date of August 1 or 2 would not qualify sinceit
would be more than 90 days from the expiration month and not within the provisons of §861.197 for a
November 30, 1997 expiration date.
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{g&a-14}

QUESTION 4: In 861.197(a)(2)(ii), it says“. . . or in apogtion involving the regular evaluation
of pilot...” Thisisdifferent wording than the old rule, because we could renew Part 121 arline
captain just because they were Part 121 airline captains. Can we il renew airline captains?

ANSWER 4: It depends on just like the rule sates. “(2) Presents to an authorized FAA
Flight Standards Inspector--
* * * * %

(ii) A record that shows that within the preceding 24 caendar months, the flight ingtructor has served as
a

.... orinapagtion involving the regular evauation of pilots, in which that authorized FAA Hight
Standards Inspector is acquainted with the duties and responsibilities of the position, and has
satisfactory knowledge of its current pilot training, certification, and sandards.” Emphasis added “in
which that authorized FAA Hight Standards Inspector is acquainted with the duties and responsibilities
of the pogition, and has satisfactory knowledge of its current pilot training, certification, and standards.”

S0, just because the person is an airline captain doesn’'t automatically alow that applicant to be
renewed. However, if that Part 121 airline captain has* A record that shows that within the preceding
24 cdendar months. . . in apostion involving the regular evaduation of pilots. ..” and “inwhich that
authorized FAA Hight Standards Inspector is acquainted with the duties and respongbilities of the
position, and has satisfactory knowledge of its current pilot training, certification, and standards,” then
YES that Part 121 arline captain’s flight instructor certificate can be renewed.

The purpose of rewriting this rule was to require and establish quaity requaification sandards. And
additionally, it was to once and forever stop renewing applicants on acquaintance. We never could
renew on merely “acquaintance” evenintheold rule. Nor did Order 8700.1 ever permit it. There
aways had to be some duties and respongibilities to go dong with the renewa, so the applicant’ s flight
ingtructor qudities could be judged. Where that misconception came from was the back of the FAA
Form 8710-1 “ Airman Certificate and/or Rating Application where in the Ingpector’ s Report portion of

Asfollows are some examples of “. .. inapogtion involving the regular evaluetion of pilots. .

A person who regularly give aircraft checkouts at an FBO and the Inspector is aware of that gpplicant’s
duties, respongihilities, and quality of instruction could be renewed on the basis the gpplicant is“. . . ina
position involving the regular evduation of pilots. . .

Additiondly, aPart 135 airline cagptain who is“. . . in apogtion involving the regular evauation
of pilots. ..” and “in which that authorized FAA Hight Standards Inspector is acquainted with the
duties and responsbilities of the position, and has satisfactory knowledge of its current pilot training,
certification, and standards,” then YES that Part 135 airline captain’ s flight instructor certificate could be
renewed.

Additionally, aPIC on a SK-61 Sikorsky helicopter for a Part 133 operationwhois“. . .ina
position involving the regular evauation of pilots. . .” and “in which that authorized FAA Hight
Standards Ingpector is acquainted with the duties and responsibilities of the position, and has
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satisfactory knowledge of its current pilot training, certification, and standards,” then YES that Part 133
PIC sflight ingtructor certificate could be renewed.
{g&a73}

61.199

QUESTION 2: 61.199(a) dates that an expired CFl may be exchanged (reinstated) by
passing apractical test prescribed in 61.183(h). After reading 61.183(h) one could conclude it to mean
that a practica test isrequired for each rating.

ANSWER 2: Onetest renews dl. There was no change intended. However, FAA Order
8700.1, Vol 2, Chapter 11 ismy next project to rewrite to clarify this matter

{q&a13}

QUESTION 1: For example, a person holds a flight ingtructor certificate with the following

ratings. Airplane Multiengine, Airplane Single Engine, Glider, Rotorcraft-Helicopter, Instrument-
Airplane and Helicopter. The certificate expired on July 30 ,1997. And today is September 2, 1997.
Doestherule dlow for satisfactory completion of one practica test to renew for dl the ratings? For
example, doesthe rule dlow for completion of a Hight Instructor-Airplane Singe Engine practica test in
a Cessna 152 and a satisfactory completion of that practica test renew al the person’s flight ingtructor

ratings?

ANSWER 1: Y es, completion of one practicad test alows for re-instatement of dl the
person’ s flight ingtructor ratings. Review the new 861.199(a) which states:

(& Hight ingructor certificates. The holder of an expired flight instructor certificate may
exchange that certificate for anew certificate by passng a practical test prescribed in 8 61.183(h) of

this part.

Read thewords“. . . by passing a practica test . . .” 1t doesn’'t say multiple practica tests, it says”. . .
by passing a practicd test . . .” Inthiscase“a” meansone.

However, this gppliesto the Hight Instructor certificate and ratings that were issued after November 1,
1975. If aperson holds one of the old flight instructor certificates and ratings that was issued prior to
November 1, 1975, review Order 8700.1, page 11-3, paragraph 13.

{q&a50}

61.213

CORRECTION to Q& A #244. Actudly, thisis the addition of question #3 and the answver. The
additiona question from Airman Records was stimulated by the origina questions and answers.
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QUESTION 3: Scenario: An airman who adready holds basic and instrument ratings, tekes the
advanced knowledge test, should we only be showing the ADVANCED rating now?

When ground instructor was added to Part 61, there were changes such as a basic and an instrument
rating are no longer equivaent to an advanced rating as they used to be under old Part 143. In your Q
& A you state that the holder of an advanced rating is NOT required to hold an instrument rating
because they can recommend ANY certificate or knowledge test issued under Part 61, including
ingrument.

We have NEVER shown both basic and advanced ratings on a ground ingtructor certificate. If the
airman had the ADVANCED rating, certainly it dso covered the BASIC rating. If the airman aready
held the BASIC rating and passed the ADVANCED rating knowledge test, only the ADVANCED
rating was ever shown.

We have ALWAY S shown the INSTRUMENT rating even if the airman held the ADVANCED rdting.
My question is. Now that the ADVANCED rating conveys instrument privilege aswell asbasic
privileges, should we only show the ADVANCED rating on the certificate even if the arman has tested

indl ratings?

ANSWER 3: Per 861.213(a)(4)(ii), and (iii), the certificate would show "ADVANCED" and
"INSTRUMENT" retingsif the gpplicant has qudified for dl threeratings (i.e., bagc, instrument, and
advanced). Since the adoption of the new Subpart | (and specificaly §61.213) of Part 61, we no
longer automaticaly issue the ADVANCED ground ingtructor reting if the applicant passesthe BASIC
and INSTRUMENT rating knowledge tests. The applicant now must pass the ADVANCED ground
ingtructor rating knowledge test.

| redlize FAA Order 8700.1 is severdly out of date that covers this question. But | can tdll you that the
revison to FAA Order 8700.1 on this issue has been made by me, but unfortunately the officia
document is still under review by our writer/editors. Asfor when the change to FAA Order 8700.1 will
be issued, | don't know.

However, for the record | did make a mistake in the drafting of the fina rule, 861.215(b), because the
knowledge test for the ADVANCED ground instructor rating does not adequately cover the areas for
INSTRUMENT privileges. However, my mistake became afind rule and for now we haveto live with
it. But thereisadraft NPRM under review that revises back the privileges for the ADVANCED
ground ingtructor rating that will only dlow ground instructors with the ADVANCED rating to provide
ground training that exclude the training required for an instrument rating. This was a mistake | made on
the drafting of 861.215(b) when thisfind rule came out on August 4, 1997.

{g& a-244}

QUESTION 1: An AGI applicant holds satisfactory test results for the FOI, BGI, and IGI. As
per FAA Order 8710.1, Volume 2, page 158-2, paragraph 7.B.(4), does the candidate gets AGI+IGI?
| am told that AFS-763 says that now they only get BGI+IGI. In other words, an 1GI no longer
upgrades the BGI to an IGl. Isthis correct?
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ANSWER 1. Ref. §61.213(a)(4)(i) and (iii); The gpplicant would receive the following:
Ground Ingtructor Certificate
Basc
Instrument

If the gpplicant wants the Advanced rating, he must comply with §61.213(a)(4)(ii).
{q&a-244}

QUESTION: Ref. the English language digibility requirementsfor pilot certificates and rating
[i.e., 8861.65(a)(2), 61.83(c), 61.96(b)(2), 61.103(c), 61.123(b), 61.153(b), 61.183(b), and
61.213(a)(2)] requires an gpplicant to “. . . Be able to read, speak, write, and understand the English
language. . . .” Towhat standards must applicants“. . . Be able to read, speak, write, and understand
the English language. . .7" To college levd standards? Must the applicant be able to fully understand
the English language even to the leve of conversation English? As an example, does the applicant need
to be able to understand conversation English to include even “dang terms’ or must the applicant only
berequiredto“. . . Be able to read, speak, write, and understand the English language. . .” asthe kind
of English language phraseology that relate to ATC ingructions or an ATC clearance?

ANSWER: Theintent of the English language digibility rules that require an gpplicant to “. .
. Be able to read, speak, write, and understand the English language. . . .” was only intended to be the
kind of English language that relate to ATC ingtructions, or an ATC clearance, etc. The soon to be
published revison to FAA Order No. 8700.1 where thisissue is discussed, we stated the following:

“D. English Language Requiremertt.

(1) Severd questions have been raised concerning the standards and the testing to
determine whether an gpplicant can read, pesk, write, and understand the English language.
While there are no practica test stlandards established to ascertain the gpplicant’ s English
language ability, the following examples may be used as guiddines in this eva uation:

(& Anexaminer or ingpector may ask the gpplicant to listen to atape recording of an ATC
clearance or ingructions, then ask the applicant to speak and explain the clearance or ingructions
back to the examiner in the English language.

(b) An gpplicant may be asked to write down in English the meaning of an ATC clearance,
ingtructions, or aweather report, then asked to speak and explain the clearance, ingtructions, or
wesether report back to the examiner in the English language.

(c) Theintent is not to require the applicant to read, speak, write, and understand the English
language at college level sandards. A common sense gpproach should be used in evauating an
gpplicant for this requirement.”

{q&a198}

61.215
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QUESTION 2 A rumor is going around that says an AGI only can teach instrumentsin a
training device, and further this would qudify for an insgrument rating. This rumor is based on the fact
that an AGI can conduct ground training, and ground training is defined in 861.1(b)(8) as being any
training other than flight training. | said such a view would negate the fact that instructors can log pilot
time when acting as an ingructor of atraining device, and would also negate the whole point of the IGI
versusthe AGI and that the AGI had no subgtantid instrument knowledge requirement. In other words,
isit truethat an AGI only (no |Gl rating held) can teach instruments in atraining device that would
quaify the gpplicant for an insrument rating?

ANSWER 2 Ref. 861.215(b) and (c) and §142.47; Per §61.215(b), a holder of an
Advanced Ground Instructor Certificate can teach:

(1) Ground training in the aeronautical knowledge areas required for the issuance of any certificate or
rating under this part;

(2) Ground training required for any flight review; and

(3) A recommendation for a knowledge test required for the issuance of any certificate under this part.

Per 861.215(c), a holder of an Instrument Ground Instructor rating is authorized to provide:

(1) Ground training in the aeronautical knowledge areas required for the issuance of an instrument
rating under this part;

(2) Ground training required for an ingrument proficiency check; and

(3) A recommendation for a knowledge test required for the issuance of an insrument rating under this
part.

So this means, in effect, a person who holds an Advanced Ground Instructor rating canteach “. . . the
AERONAUTICAL KNOWLEDGE AREAS required for the issuance of any certificate or rating
under thispart...” So, a person who holds an Advanced Ground Instructor rating canteach “. . . the
AERONAUTICAL KNOWLEDGE AREAS. ..” of 861.65(b).

However, per 8142.47, it is permissible for a holder of an Advanced Ground Ingtructor Certificate to
teach ingrument training in aflight smulator and flight training device in an goproved course of training in
aPart 142 Training Center.

{q&a-244}

QUESTION In your cc mail message of September 24, 1997 (for which | am sorry to say by
mistake | deleted it), you asked whether an Instrument Ground Instructor may give training in an
approved flight training device or approved flight smulator for the instrument experience required by
861.57(c) and can they also conduct the instrument proficiency check required by 861.57(d) in an
approved flight smulator or gpproved flight training device.

ANSWER Aslong astheflight training devices and flight smulators are "approved” for
such training and the proficiency check, then the answer is yes on both accounts. My answer is based
on the policy interpretation of 861.57(d)(2)(iv), §61.215((c)(1) and (2), and the definition of ground
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training in 861.1(b)(8). Yes alGl may givethetraining. However, an |Gl can not conduct the
proficiency check.
{g& a-68}

QUESTION 2: A question has been raised about the privileges of a ground ingtructor. More
specificaly, can aground ingructor with an advanced rating provide a recommendation for an
insrument knowledge test? Y ou had previoudy indicated that the answer was yes and | wanted to
double check thiswith you. FAR 61.215(b)(1) clearly states that an advanced ground ingtructor is
authorized to give the ground training in the aeronautica knowledge areas for any certificate or rating.
However, paragraph (3) of that same section only uses the word "certificate” in talking about
recommendations for knowledge tests.

ANSWER 2: Y es, the new 861.215(b) permits an AGI to givethetraining and endorse an
applicant to take the instrument knowledge test. Yes, 861.215(b)(1) and (3) clearly say it. Read the
word "any."

{q&a71}

QUESTION 2: Can Advanced Ground Ingtructor (AGI) provide arecommendation for the
ingrument knowledge test?

ANSWER 2: Yes, per 861.215(b)(3) IT SAY S “arecommendation for a knowledge test
required for the issuance of ANY certificate or rating under this part.”

{q&a73}

QUESTION 7: Does 61.215 Ground Ingtructor Privileges sated as “ ground training in the

aeronautical knowledge aress required” dlow aground indtructor to give training in aflight smulator or
flight training device?

ANSWER 7: YES. Thisiswithin the definition of ground training; “training other than flight
training received from (given by) and authorized ingtructor.”

{q& a-60}

61.217

QUESTION 1 How do you count the 3 monthsin 861.217(a) which states: “ The person has

served for a least 3 months as a ground instructor; or”? Does the 3 months have to be consecutive?
ANSWER 1: No, it does't have be consecutive. Judt like the rule dtates:

". .. within the preceding 12 months: (a) The person has served for
at least 3 months as a ground ingtructor; or"
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Asan example, if a person can show some kind of documentation that he or she taught a ground school
lesson at a Hight Ingtructor Refresher Course and can show some starting and ending dates that amount
to 3 months or can show some documentation that shows employment or activity as a ground instructor
for 3 months, then that is acceptable.

So sometime during the preceding 12 months, the person must have served as a ground instructor for at
least 3 months during the preceding 12 months. No, you don't need to count the time by the minute, by
the day, or by the week to come up with 3 months. If a person can show some kind of employment or
activity asaground ingtructor that amounts to 3 months during the preceding 12 months, then accept it.
Basicdly, the purpose of thisruleisto require aholder of aground ingructor certificate to maintain
some semblance of recent experience. KEEP IT SIMPLE.

{q&a90}

QUESTION 3: A question has been raised about the currency requirements for ground
indructors under FAR 61.217. The regulation statesthat to perform the duties of a ground instructor
you mugt, within the last 12 months, have served for a least 3 months as aground ingructor. If a
person does not meet this requirement, how would they renew their currency? Isthe three month
period consecutive? What is the purpose of this regulation.

ANSWER 3: In accordance with 861.217(b), the ground instructor must have ™. . .
demondtrated satisfactory proficiency in the subject areas prescribed in 861.213(a)(3) and (8)(4), as
gpplicable." It can be either be demongrated to another ground ingtructor, a flight ingtructor, examiner;
or the person may give ground training to a class while another ground ingtructor, a flight instructor, or
examiner monitors the class.

No, it does not have be consecutive. Just like the rule states ™. . . within the preceding 12 months: (a)
The person has served for at least 3 months as a ground instructor; or"  So, sometime during the
preceding 12 months and the time must accumulate to at least atota of 3 months of time, the person
must have served as aground ingructor. The purpose of this ruleisto require a holder of aground
ingructor certificate to maintain some semblance of recent experience.

{g&a71}

QUESTION 3: If aground instructor has not met the recency experience requirements of
861.217(a), how does that ground instructor get current? |Is the 3 months of recency experience
requirements of 861.217(a) have to be concurrent? What was the purpose of requiring 3 months of

ANSWER 3: Just likeit saysto doin 861.217(b). It says. “(b) The person has received an
endorsement from an authorized ground or flight ingtructor certifying that the person has demongtrated
satisfactory proficiency in the subject areas prescribed in Sec. 61.213 (a)(3) and (8)(4), as applicable.”

S0, get hooked up with another CGI or a CFl and get the endorsement.
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No, the 3 months don’t have to be concurrent. Just show me 3 months of giving ground training within
the preceding 12 months. We don’t careif we haveto add it up aday at atime, just SO we can seea
total of 3 months.

The purpose of the rule was to require some degree of recency within our ground instructor personndl.
Personaly, we don't believe requiring 3 months of recency every 12 monthsis asking too much.
{g&a73}

SFARS

SFAR 73-1

QUESTION 2: Ref. SFAR No. 73-1, paragraph 2.(c)(3); Does apilot who meetsthe
requirements of 14 CFR 61.56(d) by taking an FAA practical test with a DPE or FAA Inspector in an
R-22 for the issuance of a certificate, or CFl initid, renewa or reinstatement till have to meet the
requirements of SFAR 73-1(c)?

ANSWER 2 Ref. SFAR No. 73-1, paragraph 2.(c)(3); The answer is an applicant must
comply with SFAR No. 73-1, paragraph 2.(c)(3). Which means, even though the applicant
accomplished a practica test in an R-22 or R-44, as gppropriate, he or she gill must accomplish aflight
review in an R-22 or R-44, as appropriate. Although a quick reading of 861.56(d) it may appear thet it
relieves a person from having to comply with the flight review requirements of SFAR No. 73-1,
paragraph 2.(c); however, SFAR No. 73-1, paragraph 1. “Applicability” statesin pertinent part, “. . .
The requirements stated in this SFAR ARE IN ADDITION to the current requirements of part 61.”

QUESTION 3: Ref. SFAR No. 73-1, paragraph 2.(c)(3); If the answer to question (2) above
isyes, then what congtitutes endorsement evidence acceptable to the Adminigtrator that the
requirements of SFAR 73-1, paragraph 2.(c)(3) have been met? For example: in addition to the usua
practica test completion endorsement, must an endorsement by a DPE or FAA Inspector dso dtate that
the flight review requirements of SFAR 73-1, paragraph 2.(c)(3) have been met?

ANSWER 3: Ref. SFAR No. 73-1, paragraph 2.(c)(3); The standard BFR endorsement is
satisfactory showing the type of aircraft used for the FHight review (i.e.; Robinson R-22 or R-44, as
appropriate). The person isrequired to comply with SFAR No. 73-1, paragraph 2.(c)(3). Which
means, even though the applicant accomplished a practicd test in an R-22 or R-44, as appropriate, he
or she dill must accomplish aflight review in an R-22 or R-44, as appropriate.

QUESTION 4: If aDPE is authorized to conduct SFAR No. 73-1 paragraph 2.(b)(5)(iv)
check-outs of CFl'swho wish to give flight ingtruction in R-22's, and if that DPE aso renews his
designation by doing at least one renewd flight check with an FAA Ingpector in an R-22 within the

315




FAQs Part 61 With Chg #11, 04/27/2000
All Q& A’ sfrom #1 through #374
previous 24 caendar months, then is that DPE required to have a separate sgn-off under SFAR No.
73-1, paragraph 2.(c)(3)?

ANSWER 4: Ref. SFAR No. 73-1 paragraph 2.(b)(5)(iv); Only one endorsement is
required to meet the requirements of SFAR No. 73-1, paragraph 2.(b)(5)(iv). If the applicant wantsto
receive credit for aBFR in the R-22 (or R-44, as appropriate) an endorsement for the flight review of
SFAR No. 73-1, paragraph 2.(c)(3) would be required.

{q& a-259}

NOTICE

THE PART 141 FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONSAND THE
“EXPERIENCE CHECKLIST” ARE NOW IN SEPARATE
DOCUMENTS.

PLEASE GO BACK TO THE AFS-600 WEB SITE FOR LINKSTO
THESE DOCUMENTS.
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