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 FLYING LESSONS for  

October 20, 2022 
FLYING LESSONS uses recent mishap reports to consider what might have contributed to accidents, so you can make 
better decisions if you face similar circumstances.  In most cases design characteristics of a specific airplane have little 
direct bearing on the possible causes of aircraft accidents—but knowing how your airplane’s systems respond can make 
the difference in your success as the scenario unfolds. So apply these FLYING LESSONS to the specific airplane you fly.  
Verify all technical information before applying it to your aircraft or operation, with manufacturers’ data and 
recommendations taking precedence.  You are pilot in command, and are ultimately responsible for the decisions 
you make.      

FLYING LESSONS is an independent product of MASTERY FLIGHT TRAINING, INC. www.mastery-flight-training.com  

Pursue Mastery of Flight™ 

This week’s LESSONS: 
I was taxiing for departure when I saw a Piper Cherokee on the ramp, its engine running. The 
PA28’s cabin door popped open and its right seat occupant climbed out. She descended off the 
wing onto the boarding step and then onto the ground. I passed the Piper and saw no more, but it 
took off right after me and stayed in the pattern. This had the hallmark of a first solo flight and, if 
that’s so, my congratulations to the student pilot. 

An instructor getting out after directing the student to “make three touch and goes” is a 
substantial milestone in a learner’s aerial journey and a tradition that likely goes back to the very 
beginning of aerial instruction. The spontaneity of the event is curtailed by the requirement to 
endorse the pilot’s logbook for solo and (since the late 1980s) for the student to pass a presolo 
written exam. But by presenting the student the presolo written a few LESSONS before soloing, 
and quickly making the required endorsements before exiting the airplane, an instructor can still 
“surprise” the learner with his or her first solo as soon as he/she is ready. 

And then there’s this, from this week’s FAA preliminary reports: 

The pilot and copilot [of a Cessna 172] let two passengers exit the aircraft after an 
uneventful landing/taxi. [A witness reports] “the passengers flew to Savannah to go on a 
date, flew back, landed at the Statesboro airport, and the young lady got off the airplane 
and walked toward the back of the plane, and he (the male passenger) got off the 
airplane and walked toward the front of the plane, and when he did, the propeller hit him.” 

This tragedy didn’t involve the traditional sending aloft of a student pilot on his or her first solo 
flight. But it and others like it remind us of the danger of persons on the ground near your aircraft 
while the engine(s) is/are running. People are people, and they’ll do things you’ll never expect 
even if you’ve told them otherwise. Even pilots and mechanics stumble into spinning propellers. 
It’s very rare, but it happens.  

Can we commit to shutting the engine(s) down before boarding or disembarking anyone from 
a propeller aircraft? Can we further vow, when our engine is running on the ramp, to keep our 
primary focus outside the aircraft watching for anyone coming close, with our hand on the mixture 
control ready to shut the engine down if anyone starts to approach the propeller?  

I was thinking about the instructor climbing off the Piper Cherokee’s wing as I read the 
Statesboro report. I wondered: was the instructor setting the example and modeling the 
behavior this student pilot should demonstrate on this, his first exercise of command, and for his 
entire flying career?   
Comments? Suggestions? Insights? Let us know at mastery.flight.training@cox.net.  
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My friends and sponsors at Pilot Workshops extend this offer to all FLYING LESSONS readers in all aircraft types: 

 
 
See https://pilotworkshop.com/products/ifr-mastery-abs/?disc=20&campaign=abs&typeclub=abs  

 

Debrief: Readers write about recent FLYING LESSONS: 

Readers write more about our discussion of LESSONS from the apparent thunderstorm 
penetration inflight breakup of a PA46 with a number of unusual circumstances. The NTSB 
preliminary report on this event was posted this past week, providing few details we did not 
already know and making little mention about the pilot’s lack of flying credentials. 
See:  
https://mastery-flight-training.com/wp-content/uploads/2022/10/2022.1013-FLYING-LESSONS.pdf 
https://mastery-flight-training.com/wp-content/uploads/2022/10/2022.0913-PA46-AZ.pdf  

A reader whom I’ll keep anonymous comments: 
[I’m] asking if I had in fact flown with this guy and signed him off for rental. Sweating. 

Retired Air Force pilot John Scherer writes: 
At this point I only have questions. How was the pilot able to buy a PA-46? How could he have it insured? 
Who checked him out in the aircraft? Was he drunk when he undertook the flight? How would his wife get 
aboard an airplane with him? How do you run into thunderstorms in Arizona since they’re almost always 
widely scattered with good VFR weather around them? What did the other pilots/operators at his home 
airport know about him?   

I suspect that FARs and FAA licenses and a medical certificate were not high on his priority list. I’m 
reminded of the Lt Col Bud Holland B-52 crash at Fairchild AFB in 1992. Everyone knew he was an 
accident waiting to happen and no one stopped him. I taught about that incident to USAF Auditors with the 
thought that every profession likely has a Bud Holland. I’m just curious what other people knew and what 
chances they had to put a stop to his blatant disregard for the rules. And now there are four children who are 
left without parents.  This is something that shouldn’t happen and reflects badly on the general aviation 
community. 

See https://theaviationgeekclub.com/former-usaf-pilot-tells-the-story-of-bud-holland-the-rogue-pilot-that-crashed-his-b-52-
during-an-airshow-practice-after-having-maneuvered-it-beyond-its-operational-limits-at-low-altitude/  

Reader David Horvath adds: 
I realize that I’m a little late in replying to the fatal Piper Malibu crash. But from the summary I see 
the following: 

1. A lot of airplane for an experienced pilot: high performance and complex. Would a CFI sign off 
on those? 

2. An inexperienced student pilot 
3. With a passenger 
4. Without an instructor 
5. Without a medical 
6. 5 DWI arrests (but how many convictions?) 
7. 2 parole/probation violations (related to DWI?) 
8. VFR into IMC? 
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There is no way we’re going to prevent people from making decisions like this. It isn’t like he 
clipped the edge of a Presidential TFR or Bravo or even flew in visibility 0.1 nm under the minimum 
allowed by the CFI. It appears this person has a history of making bad decisions over time: no 
training materials, no CFI statement, no criminal/civil penalty, nothing is going to change that. 

[Reader] William Audenaert wrote: “Surely, since this pilot had owned two aircraft, someone knew 
he was not a certificated pilot.” I have to disagree. The only one who knew this was not a 
certificated pilot was the individual themselves. Does a seller ask for ID (especially if a ferry pilot 
was used?)? Do CFIs even look at certificates for Flight Review/add-on training? It would not 
surprise me if they lied to their spouse about [pilot]status. I can imagine them hangaring at an 
airport other than the one they took their initial lessons. The CFI they started with knows their 
student stopped taking lessons, but so many others stop too. I fly out of the same airport I 
completed my Private at; two FBO/flight schools have come and gone. I see one of the CFIs with 
their club plane on occasion. If I hadn’t flown with him and interact on a regular basis, would he 
remember me? I seriously doubt he would remember someone who didn’t even solo. 

Frequent Debriefer and aircraft sales broker/transition training manager Dave Dewhirst continues: 
This is in response to the fellow who crashed the Malibu. All of the conversation about how we as an 
industry need to do a better job of training is irrelevant. The real issue we need to address is how was this 
pilot able to get his hands on an airplane to begin with? 

That starts with the aircraft broker. I believe a broker has a responsibility to keep dangerous pilots out of the 
air. I am suggesting that a broker walk away from a sale if there is any doubt about the buyer’s skill or 
level of personal responsibility. I understand that is a big ask.  Some of the sales may run seven figures. 

Here is an example of the skill issue. This involved a Piper Archer. When we demonstrate an airplane to a 
prospective buyer, we always put him in the pilot’s seat. That also includes Cessna 421s. All of our people 
are qualified instructors and we are comfortable doing that. I was shocked to see that in this simple airplane 
this pilot could not hold altitude +/- 200 feet, heading +/- 20 degrees, or airspeed +/- 20 Kts. The final issue 
was landing. He was not able to get this airplane back on a 6,000 foot runway after six attempts. We handled 
this by refusing to negotiate on the asking price and the pilot went on his way. 

Another way we handle this is by looking for insurance and a medical. Most of the time we provide the 
transition training. That requires insurance considerations that cover us and requires the pilot to have a 
medical. In one case, the prospect for a C182 insisted he had his own insurance and did not need training. On 
a hunch I asked for the contact information for his broker because I told him we had to have proof of 
coverage for our purposes (not true). Then he said he was not going to insure the airplane because of the cost. 
Really dumb, but it is his choice. I told him I might be able to get some good deals and asked for enough 
information to at least try to make a call. It was at that point that he knew he would not be able to get 
insurance because of two DUIs, a drug conviction, and [he] had been declined a medical. We declined to 
make the sale. 

 I am interested to see how many brokers would sign onto this practice. I wonder if anyone might have an 
alternate plan to keep a pilot like the Malibu pilot out of an airplane. 

Reader Dave Murlin comments: 
[I’m] a GA pilot with a single engine land plane certificate and Complex and High Performance 
endorsements. I'm from Hemet, California, and base out of Hemet-Ryan Airport (KHMT) and I have 
over 700 hours of flight time.  

I believe that this accident is being way over thought out, so I would like to simplify it a bit. 

First, the comment was made that this pilot had a student certificate but not a medical certificate. 
That is not possible because your first medical certificate is your student pilot certificate, so not 
surprisingly, he lied on his application.  

That has indeed traditionally been true, and likely was when you learned to fly. However, with the 
advent of the new plastic FAA Student Pilot certificate several years ago this is no longer the 
case. The student pilot certificate is issued by the FAA and the medical certificate is issued 
separately. Reader Dave continues: 

And, since you don't have to be a pilot to buy an airplane, this explains how he acquired these 
two planes. Now, whoever instructed or checked him out in these two planes without, 
obviously, checking his credentials needs to held accountable.  
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Now you have an inexperienced pilot, who has a lot of money and a lot of misgiuded arrogance 
about his flying ability, showing off to his wife by flying an aircraft that he was never trained in, into 
weather that he was never trained in. I'm sorry to say that this tragic outcome was inevitable. 

Jeff Edwards, who closely studies the issue of what he calls Pilot Intentional Non-Compliance 
(PINC), adds: 

Ms. Ballou's comments [in last week’s Debrief] re: this accident are excellent. Some pilots exhibit non-
compliant behavior because that is the way they are wired. It is almost impossible to change that.  In 
other circumstances they are called "criminals." Let's identify them early and suggest a different hobby or 
career. Mr. Johnstone's comment re: CFI responsibilities to perform due diligence on their students is on 
target. I read about this every day on social media. Many CFIs do not understand the tremendous 
responsibility they accept a student. In this case, the CFIs should have put a stop to this pilot getting in a 
Malibu. Hopefully the FSDO and NTSB will drill down on that.  

Ed Wischmeyer, past military pilot and proponent of enhanced maneuvers training within the 
approved envelope of non-aerobatic aircraft, continues: 

There are several ways to look at the Malibu accident: 

1. In any population there is a small percentage who really don’t belong there — including 
doctors, lawyers, contractors, airline pilots who slipped through their probationary period, and, of 
course, GA pilots with bad attitudes and/or poor skills. I knew a psychiatrist who finally, just barely 
managed to get his private license and immediately bought a retractable... 

2. Accountability is not an American virtue, but personal freedom is. I was once at a small 
pancake breakfast at which a local pilot, a fringe member of the sponsoring organization, put on a 
completely illegal low level aerobatic display over the runway. When I asked about him, I was told, 
that’s just the way he is. Nobody was going to speak up and I, having asked the question, didn’t say 
anything, either. 

3. There is really no system in place to deal with rogue pilots. Due process of law, which we all 
cherish and should, makes it easy for them to continue to fly. Years ago, I was told that Alaska and 
North Carolina were two states in which many pilots considered Part 61 optional. I once met an 
unlicensed North Carolina pilot who had flown to the west coast and who had an RV-4 built for 
him with questionable legalities. Once, I talked to a kit manufacturer who built a plane for a 
customer. The customer made the plane’s first flight, a cross-country with his girlfriend. And one 
of my first primary students had already soloed, illegally, in Alaska. 

4. Buzz jobs down the runway are usually in violation of FAR 91.119(c), but are for many, part of the 
culture. And there are undoubtedly many other FARs that are considered unmanly in our 
aviation culture. 

Bottom line is that we all condemn the Malibu pilot’s actions, but our aeronautical culture relies on 
Darwin to purge the miscreants. 

Reader/instructor Dan Drew provides his experience: 
[Last] week's article brings up a memory from my first flight instructing job. I was a brand new (less than 50 
hours in the right seat) CFI at a small Oklahoma airport south of Tulsa. I had done an aircraft rental checkout 
in a 172 and the fellow did a good job so I signed him off and he took off on several flights over the next few 
days. I received a phone call from the FAA FSDO in Tulsa and from no other than the guy who had just 
issued my CFI certificate less than three months before asking if I had in fact flown with this guy and signed 
him off for rental. Sweating drops of water so badly that I soaked my shirt, I could see my aviation career 
gone in a flash and he assured me I wasn't in trouble but he wanted to talk with me. Long story short, the Fed 
came down and he wanted to see any paperwork I had done and he specifically asked if I had seen this 
guy’s license and medical to which I replied yes, and he asked if there was anything unusual about them....I 
replied "No but they did look really new and neat." He stated again that I was in no problem as long as in my 
opinion the fellow flew okay. Turns out that he had just been released from a state mental institution and had 
faked his old paperwork because he just wanted to fly. Talk about a hazardous attitude but it makes one 
wonder just how many are out there. 

I instructed at a flying service in the late 1980s. Our Cessna 172 was stolen by a local pilot who 
flew for a commuter carrier and was a regular around the coffee pot in our pilot lounge. He had 
lost his medical for psychiatric reasons prior to stealing the Skyhawk. We eventually recovered 
the airplane intact and the pilot was put into a mental facility. I wonder…. 
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Reader and retired Cessna factory demonstration and sales pilot and manager Charles Lloyd 
wraps it up for us this week: 

There is no question that this incident is a chain of events that started with figuring how to avoid the 
traditional method of progression: student pilot, private pilot, instrument rating, complex and high 
horsepower  [high performance] endorsements. The previous issues’ comments went from the perspective of 
learned [pilots and] CFIs. One missing ingredient is that you don’t have to possess a pilot’s license to buy 
an airplane. Anyone with the money can walk up to a dealer and exchange his money for an aircraft - big or 
small, simple or complex. However, you do need training to fly this Malibu (Complex Aircraft) safely. 

Did he receive a checkout in the Cessna 182? We don’t know, but he did transition from a fixed pitch training 
aircraft to a High [Performance] aircraft without an endorsement (Step 1 in the chain). He flies around in his 
182 and possibly thinks I can do this (Step 2 in the chain).  

Now possibly, he thinks “I want to faster and higher. What can I buy to accomplish this goal?” Aha, a Malibu 
will do just fine (Step 3 in the chain). He has no concept of the decision making and risk management 
required to safely manage this complex aircraft. He finds a dealer with a Malibu and buys it.  

Here is another assumption in the chain of events: The pilot and dealer go up for an acceptance flight and the 
pilot thinks, “what is the big deal in differences between my 182 and this Malibu? All I have to do is raise 
and lower the gear. I can easily make the transition” (Step 4 in the chain). This is his Malibu “checkout” 
(Step 5 in the chain). 

He starts taking longer and longer flight is his Malibu. One aviation absolute is, "The longer the flight the 
higher chance to encounter weather." This sets up the final chain when he takes off for the final and fatal 
flight. Here is assumption is that he tries to find a hole in the weather and loses (Step 6 in the chain). Why did 
he not turn around? Stop and have a cup of coffee. Wait for the weather to pass or pick a longer route around 
the weather (Step 6 in the chain). "No one with GPS navigation is guaranteed a great circle route to their 
destination." Weather is always a factor to give great respect. With no recorded instruction in aircraft 
checkout or ground school training in weather analysis or aeronautical decision making or risk management, 
the results can almost be predicted to end with tragic results. 

The takeaway is: get an instructor to always check you out in a new and different aircraft. Stay current 
and consider instrument recurrent training at least annually in your aircraft or preferably in an 
Advance[d] Aviation Training Device or a Simulator. 

All these readers, and those from previous weeks, address three LESSONS I hoped to draw from 
the facts of this case as known to date: 

• Intentional noncompliance both as cause of and evidence of flawed decision-making 
skills. 

• The concept of flight instructors as quality control for pilots through the Flight Review, 
endorsements and transition training process. 

• Scenarios that may make it perfectly reasonable for an aircraft purchaser to be 
someone other than a licensed pilot (assuming the new owner will learn to fly it or will 
hire someone to fly it for him/her). Except in a few states there is no legal requirement to 
insure an aircraft, and someone who flies without a certificate can probably get around an 
airport’s insurance requirement for basing an aircraft as well. 

There’s a fourth, perhaps obvious LESSON that may have more relevance to readers but is lost 
in the noise of the factors involving the man at the controls’ (he was not a “pilot”): thunderstorm 
avoidance tactics. It’s a reminder to continue to observe the long-taught advisability of:  

1. remaining no less than 10 miles from thunderstorms;   
2. remaining no less than 20 miles from thunderstorms meeting the definition of “severe”; 

and 
3. avoiding underflying anvil clouds at any distance from a thunderstorm cell. 

Current technology might tempt us to nudge closer, to try to “pick our way” through and around 
storm clouds. The greater value of weather data uplinks and even airborne weather radar, 
though, is that they make it easier to measure our distance from the cells and observe the 
conservative, time-tested LESSONS of thunderstorm avoidance.  
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Thank you, everyone who has (or still may) comment on this very unusual event…and helping 
derive all the LESSONS we might learn from this. 

More to say? Let us learn from you, at mastery.flight.training@cox.net.  
 

 

 
See www.nafinet.org.  

Share safer skies. Forward FLYING LESSONS to a friend 

I’ve been invited to be a guest on this upcoming webinar with Pilotsafety.org’s Gary Reeves: 

Single-Pilot IFR PAC for Safety: Stabilized IFR flying 

Tuesday, November 1, 2022 1900 Central Daylight Time (November 2, 2022 0000 GMT) 
Select Number: SW19117204 
Description: Learn how PAC (Power + Attitude + Configuration = Performance) reduces 
workload and makes Single-Pilot IFR much safer.  A fun and interesting discussion of PAC 
with special co-host Thomas P. Turner.  Gary & Tom will talk about how accidents can be 
prevented, and how GA pilots can benefit from airline-style practices. The host is 
Gary "GPS" Guy in the Pink Shirt, Reeves is a lead rep for the FAA Safety Team, and 
the 2019 FAA National CFI of the Year. A special focus of this program is how 
instructors and pilots can benefit from using the FAA Safety WINGS program for all 
flight reviews and IPCs. 
To view further details and registration information for this webinar, click here. 
FAA WINGS/AMT credit: Basic Knowledge 1 - 1 Credit 
See: 
www.pilotsafety.org  
https://www.faasafety.gov/SPANS/event_details.aspx?eid=117204  
 

 
Please help cover the costs of providing FLYING LESSONS through the secure 

donations button at www.mastery-flight-training.com.  

Or send a check to Mastery Flight Training, Inc. to 247 Tiffany Street, Rose Hill, Kansas USA 67133. 
Thank you, generous supporters.   

 
 

Pursue Mastery of Flight. 

Thomas P. Turner, M.S. Aviation Safety  
Flight Instructor Hall of Fame Inductee 
2021 Jack Eggspuehler Service Award winner 
2010 National FAA Safety Team Representative of the Year  
2008 FAA Central Region CFI of the Year 
Three-time Master CFI 
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