


n S k iinhe etory so far...

Pr oj e cawasicBrnkaivedsshortly after th@@ TGO Challenge whdrrealisedthatl had become lazy
andcompbcentwi t h my kit sel ecti ons. inthtbgl2 monthsand endsom@t pr
areasl had taken stepbackwards, leaving me widomeitems heaviethan my target weights amverall

kit weightup on 2008. Now thereds not kvemuging Wweawenlgt if ivi t h
Increasegersonalenjoyment or safetybut looking back ith a d n 6 tlecisioln Wwas made, every piece of

kit would be scrutinised, lightened, modifieahd everreplaced if needed. If nothing on the market was
suitable then would design and builchy own. Pr oject ASkinso was born.

Whatisi Ski ns o ?

Project A Sklighm backpackswitrasomeuathérurague features. B
ultrarlight I meanweighingunder 100g for a capacity of around B3®. Most =
equivalentpacks from thespecialistcottage constructers comeanh150-200g
though Zpacks ZPacks.com Ultralight Backpacking Gear Ultralight
Backpackanake some very nice sub 10bgckpacks.Chris Townsend briefl
mentioned my A S k i paskoduring our recent Cairngorm weeke
http://www.christownsendoutdoors.com/2009/07/ultralightairngorms. htmi
andeventh&GearMast er hadndot seen anyt hi

g bef
| namedthis projectiiSkinsd because the paslkshell or skin is swappable?
depending on the trip. Going scrambling? Fifitea Dyneema skinWinter
trip? No problem fit the larger 50Ltr skin. Lightweight weekend? 20tr
Cuben fibre thenFlexibility is the key hergone paclk(harress and framegnd &=


http://www.zpacks.com/
http://www.zpacks.com/
http://www.christownsendoutdoors.com/2009/07/ultralight-in-cairngorms.html

2 or 3 skins could cover just about every conceivaltie-light trip.

Conventional ultra -light packs JERLE

The problem withall currentsub 200gultra-light packs is ¥
that as far as | 6 Wihaavwameless a
pack the straps are attached directly tloe shell which, in
turn supportsthe entire pack loadf ithe shellshould fail
then your pack is finished. Frameless packs w@seally
lighter than framed packsand rightly they are extremely.
popular.Framelesdightweightpacks ardine when thdoad
carrying shell material can be made frosomething tough
like Dyneemabut when i€ constructe@sultra-light packs
arefrom Sil-nylon, $innaker or Cuben fibrthenyoureally »
are pushing those materi@lto their limits. | 6 wsed .
frameless ultra-lightweight packs successfully for many

years and they areeasonablyreliable and comfortablén *
use but service life for the lightegtacksis short.| wanted "
my sub 100g pack toebas reliable as a heavieack sothe !
only way forward was to da&tress the shell by fitting @w ‘
frame. No load on the shell allowlghter materias to be -
used without compromisingfrength andervicelife. 3

ltos impossible to build a~ sl a0



That is true unless you couldnake use ofa piece of

equipment that you would be carrying anywawych as

your foam camping mat.

A foam mattress Il snot
carrying frame, is it?

strong enough for a

Correct! Whenl started this projedt asked myself that

same question. | camg with the idea ofuspendinghe

load from a carbon fibre rod attached to the upper straps.

The foam pad frame merely keeps the load in placd,

it actually carries very little loadwith the skin
removed you caactuallyopen up the foam frame
and your load will just hang ther&éhe strength of
camping mattresses varies wildlgut even the
lightest Multimat Adventure mats used here
which are the lightest mats know of and tear
very easily have proven up to the jolafter
modification. The Gossamer gearange of
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