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TH: 262-7 
 
MEMORANDUM FOR: Recipients of Aviation Safety Reporting System Data 
 
SUBJECT: Data Derived from ASRS Reports 
 
The attached material is furnished pursuant to a request for data from the NASA Aviation 
Safety Reporting System (ASRS). Recipients of this material are reminded of the 
following points, which must be considered when evaluating these data. 
 
ASRS reports are submitted voluntarily. The existence in the ASRS database of reports 
concerning a specific topic cannot, therefore, be used to infer the prevalence of that 
problem within the National Airspace System. 
 
Reports submitted to ASRS may be amplified by further contact with the individual who 
submitted them, but the information provided by the reporter is not investigated further. 
Such information represents the reporting of a specific individual who is describing their 
experience and perception of a safety related event. 
 
After preliminary processing, all ASRS reports are de-identified. Following de- 
identification, there is no way to identify the individual who submitted a report. All 
ASRS report processing systems are designed to protect identifying information 
submitted by reports, such as, names, company affiliations, and specific times of incident 
occurrence. There is, therefore, no way to verify information submitted in an ASRS 
report after it has been de- identified. 
 
The National Aeronautics and Space Administration and its ASRS contractor, Booz Allen 
Hamilton, specifically disclaim any responsibility for any interpretation which 
may be made by others of any material or data furnished by NASA in response to queries 
of the ASRS database and related materials. 
 
 

 
 
Linda J. Connell, Director 
Aviation Safety Reporting System 



CAVEAT REGARDING STATISTICAL USE OF ASRS INFORMATION 
 
Certain caveats apply to the use of ASRS statistical data. All ASRS reports are 
voluntarily submitted, and thus cannot be considered a measured random sample of the 
full population of like events. For example, we receive several thousand altitude 
deviation reports each year. This number may comprise over half of all the altitude 
deviations that occur, or it may be just a small fraction of total occurrences. 
 
Moreover, not all pilots, controllers, air carriers, or other participants in the aviation 
system, are equally aware of the ASRS or equally willing to report to us. Thus, the data 
reflect reporting biases. These biases, which are not fully known or measurable, may 
influence ASRS statistics. A safety problem such as near midair collisions (NMACs) may 
appear to be more highly concentrated in area “A” than area “B” simply because the 
airmen who operate in area “A” are more supportive of the ASRS program and more 
inclined to report to us should an NMAC occur. 
 
One thing that can be known from ASRS statistics is that they represent the lower 
measure of the true number of such events that are occurring. For example, if ASRS 
receives 881 reports of track deviations in 1999 (this number is purely hypothetical), then 
it can be known with some certainty that at least 881 such events have occurred in 1999. 
Because of these statistical limitations, we believe that the real power of ASRS lies in 
the report narratives. Here pilots, controllers, and others, tell us about aviation safety 
incidents and situations in detail. They explain what happened, and more importantly, 
why it happened. The values of these narrative reports lie in their qualitative nature. 
Using report narratives effectively requires an extra measure of study, but the knowledge 
derived is well worth the added effort. 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Report Synopses 
 



ACN: 827308 (1 of 50)  

Synopsis 
Flight instructor asks student to check NOTAMS and discovers after the fact that 
landings were practiced at a closed airport. 

ACN: 823909 (2 of 50)  

Synopsis 
An instructor pilot and his student landed on a closed runway at UUU when his 
preflight NOTAM check showed no runway closures. 

ACN: 820900 (3 of 50)  

Synopsis 
C182 instructor reports that G1000 MFD/PFD brightness control knob functions 
opposite to that indicated by graphic printed around the knob. 

ACN: 819602 (4 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A light plane instructor pilot reported hitting a bird that damaged his leading edge. 
He returned to base safely. 

ACN: 818789 (5 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A PA28 instructor pilot and his student experienced engine failure due to a 
defective fuel selector valve that failed to stop movement beyond the detent, 
shutting off the fuel supply. 

ACN: 818656 (6 of 50)  

Synopsis 
PRC Local Controller described conflict event when a helicopter allegedly cut off 
C172 traffic he/she was following, controller claiming developing problem was not 
identifiable because of nighttime conditions and visibility angle. 

ACN: 817901 (7 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A BE76 instructor reports the aircraft's right flap outer track partially detached and 
in an upward bent position caused flight control problems. An emergency was 
declared followed by a safe landing. 

ACN: 817007 (8 of 50)  



Synopsis 
Approach Controller advises Beechcraft 35 pilots they began descent for an 
approach fix without clearance. Pilots believe the clearance was given and forgotten 
by the Controller. Cite language barrier. 

ACN: 816486 (9 of 50)  

Synopsis 
C172 pilot departing CDW experiences an NMAC with a helicopter on the MMU LOC. 

ACN: 815446 (10 of 50)  

Synopsis 
VFR general aviation aircraft departing SNS Runway 26 described NMAC when 
conflict occurred with departing southbound helicopter. Reporter claims both ATC 
and helicopter pilot erred causing event. 

ACN: 814608 (11 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A PIPER ARCHER ON A TRAINING FLIGHT EXPERIENCED AN NMAC WITH ANOTHER 
AIRCRAFT. 

ACN: 814014 (12 of 50)  

Synopsis 
FLT INSTRUCTOR LNDG AT RFD RPTS A NEAR RWY INCURSION BY HIS STUDENT 
WHEN THE INTENDED EXIT TXWY WAS MISSED. THE RPTR CITES LACK OF TXWY F 
SIGNAGE AS CONTRIBUTORY. 

ACN: 813211 (13 of 50)  

Synopsis 
BE55 INSTRUCTOR REPORTS TOTAL ELECTRICAL FAILURE WHILE PRACTICING 
NIGHT LANDINGS WITH STUDENT. STUDENT LANDS UNEVENTFULLY WITH NO 
LIGHTS. 

ACN: 813063 (14 of 50)  

Synopsis 
C172 INSTRUCTOR AND STUDENT REPORT GENERATOR FAILURE THAT GOES 
UNDIAGNOSED UNTIL THE BATTERY IS NEARLY DEPLETED. PILOTS RETURN FOR 
SUCCESSFUL NO LIGHT NO RADIO NIGHT LANDING. TRIPPED CIRCUIT BREAKER 
CAUSED THE PROBLEM. 

ACN: 813042 (15 of 50)  



Synopsis 
INSTRUCTOR AND INSTRUCTOR UNDER TRAINING IN THE FRONT SEAT REPORT 
ALTITUDE DEVIATION ON GO-AROUND WHILE WAITING FOR WING MAN TO 
REJOIN. INSTRUCTOR UNDER TRAINING CITED LACK OF RECENT FLIGHT 
EXPERIENCE AS PRIMARY CAUSE OF DEVIATION. 

ACN: 813017 (16 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A C172RG INSTRUCTOR PILOT REPORTED HIS STUDENT RETRACTED THE GEAR ON 
THE RUNWAY WHILE EXECUTING A TOUCH AND GO. 

ACN: 812877 (17 of 50)  

Synopsis 
HUSKY PILOT WITH INSTRUCTOR ON BOARD REPORTS NOSING OVER AT VERY 
LOW SPEED CAUSING PROP DAMAGE. 

ACN: 810488 (18 of 50)  

Synopsis 
PLT IS CLRED TO LAND RWY 24 AT ROA AND ACFT Y IS CLRED TO TAKE OFF PRIOR 
TO THE ARR OF ACFT X. ACFT X GOES AROUND AND HAS NMAC WITH ACFT Y. 

ACN: 809801 (19 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A CESSNA STUDENT PILOT LOST CONTROL AFTER A BOUNCED LANDING AND THE 
HURRIED INSTRUCTOR RECOVERED. THE HURRIED INSTRUCTOR PILOT THEN 
MISTOOK A RUNWAY FOR A TAXIWAY AND INCURRED IT. 

ACN: 809800 (20 of 50)  

Synopsis 
AN AA5 INSTRUCTOR AND STUDENT PILOT WERE UNABLE TO MAINTAIN THEIR 
ASSIGNED ALT BECAUSE OF LACK OF POWER AND DOWNDRAFTS. 

ACN: 809777 (21 of 50)  

Synopsis 
DA40 INSTRUCTOR AND STUDENT REPORT RWY INCURSION AT ZZZ. RPTR CLAIMS 
THAT INTRUSIVE TRAFFIC ALERTS BY G1000 ARE AN ISSUE IN THE INCIDENT. 

ACN: 809656 (22 of 50)  

Synopsis 



A BE23 INSTRUCTOR INITIATED A GAR AFTER HIS STUDENT BOUNCED THE LNDG. 
THE STUDENT RAISED THE FLAPS CAUSING A LOSS OF LIFT AND THE NOSE GEAR 
COLLAPSED AS THE ACFT HIT AGAIN. 

ACN: 809214 (23 of 50)  

Synopsis 
SMA AIRCRAFT WAS ISSUED GO AROUND BECAUSE OF NO GEAR, INSTRUCTOR 
REPORTER DESCRIBED EVENTS THAT LED TO THE EVENT, LISTING A NUMBER OF 
DISTRACTIONS. 

ACN: 809188 (24 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A C172 EXPERIENCED A NMAC WITH A C182 AT HEG. 

ACN: 809006 (25 of 50)  

Synopsis 
SMALL SINGLE ENG ACFT ON PRACTICE GPS APPROACH TO RUNWAY 13 AT BAZ 
EXPERIENCED A NMAC WITH OVERFLYING VFR SMALL SINGLE ENG ACFT THAT 
WAS INSTRUCTED TO FOLLOW, ATC ISSUING CORRECTIVE ACTION. 

ACN: 808898 (26 of 50)  

Synopsis 
PA28 AND SW4 HAVE NMAC ON APCH TO DIVERGING RWYS AT SLC. 

ACN: 808765 (27 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A C152 ON A CROSS COUNTRY LOST POWER AT 8500 FT AND WAS ABLE TO LAND 
AT A NEARBY ARPT. 

ACN: 808291 (28 of 50)  

Synopsis 
PA44 ENTERING PATTERN AT HIO EXPERIENCED NMAC AT 1200 WITH SAME TYPE 
ACFT TURNING DOWNWIND, BLOCKED COM AND CTLR TRAINING CITED AS 
POSSIBLE CAUSE. 

ACN: 807918 (29 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A CITABRIA 7ECA INSTRUCTOR REPORTS THAT HIS STUDENT BOUNCED A LNDG. 
AFTER THE SECOND BOUNCE A GAR WAS EXECUTED. THE PROP BLADES WERE 
BENT. 



ACN: 807644 (30 of 50)  

Synopsis 
ALERT INTERVENTION ON THE PART OF A FLT INSTRUCTOR AVERTS A COLLISION 
WITH ARPT MAINT TRUCK ENTERING THE RWY UNANNOUNCED AT A NON-TWRED 
ARPT. 

ACN: 807488 (31 of 50)  

Synopsis 
AN LNAV APCH PLATE MINIMUM ALT FORMATTING CAUSED A C172 PLT TO USE 
THE LPV DECISION ALT VERSUS THE LNAV MDA NEARLY CAUSING A CFTT EVENT. 

ACN: 807147 (32 of 50)  

Synopsis 
STUDENT AND INSTRUCTOR PLTS ABOARD GA7 SUFFER GEAR COLLAPSE UPON 
LNDG. 

ACN: 805939 (33 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A FLT INSTRUCTOR WITH A STUDENT REPORTS AN NMAC AT PYM WITH ANOTHER 
ACFT THAT APPARENTLY DID NOT USE RECOMMENDED CTAF COM PROCEDURES. 

ACN: 805842 (34 of 50)  

Synopsis 
SHORTLY AFTER LIFTOFF, A CESSNA 182 PILOT NOTED MODERATE VIBRATION 
THAT CONTINUED TO INCREASE. ALL THE INSTRUMENTS FOR THEIR 
CONTINENTAL 0-470 ENGINE APPEARED NORMAL. PILOT CALLS FOR IMMEDIATE 
RETURN TO FIELD. 

ACN: 805155 (35 of 50)  

Synopsis 
INSTRUCTOR PILOT AND STUDENT ON TOUCH AND GO FROM RWY 12L REPORT 
NMAC WITH ACFT DEPARTING RWY 12R AT CPS AT 200 FEET AGL. 

ACN: 804719 (36 of 50)  

Synopsis 
R22 IN THE PATTERN AT AN UNCONTROLLED AIRPORT HAS A NEAR MISS WITH A 
LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT HELICOPTER. 

ACN: 804539 (37 of 50)  



Synopsis 
C172 ON TRAINING FLT EXPERIENCED ENG FAILURE REQUIRING OFF FIELD LNDG, 
CAUSAL FACTORS REPORTED AS UNKNOWN. 

ACN: 804380 (38 of 50)  

Synopsis 
BE76 ON TRAINING FLT EXPERIENCED NOISE GEAR COLLAPSE DURING LNDG 
ROLL, INSTRUCTOR UNSURE IF STUDENT MANIPULATED GEAR HANDLE. 

ACN: 804133 (39 of 50)  

Synopsis 
AN INSTRUCTOR WITH A STUDENT DESCENDED ON A PRACTICE NIGHT APPROACH 
BELOW THE PROCEDURE ALT TO 400 FT AGL. THE REPORTER CITED FATIGUE AS A 
FACTOR. 

ACN: 804058 (40 of 50)  

Synopsis 
WHILE PERFORMING A SIMULATED SOFT FIELD TKOF, INSTRUCTOR PLT AND 
RECURRENT TRAINEE OF BE36 LOSE CONTROL IMMEDIATELY AFTER LIFTOFF AND 
MAKE UNCONTROLLED TOUCHDOWN AND RWY EXCURSION DURING RECOVERY 
EFFORT. 

ACN: 803845 (41 of 50)  

Synopsis 
INSTRUCTOR PLT ABOARD 7AC REPORTS NMAC WITH BE35 IN TRAFFIC PATTERN 
AT A NON-TOWERED ARPT. 

ACN: 803495 (42 of 50)  

Synopsis 
AN INSTRUCTIONAL FLT RECEIVING VFR TFC ADVISORY FROM TRACON ENTERED 
A TFR THAT WAS ACTIVATED AFTER THE PLTS CHECKED NOTAMS AND WERE 
AIRBORNE. 

ACN: 803272 (43 of 50)  

Synopsis 
BE23 ON LCL TRAINING FLT EXPERIENCED ENG FAILURE ON DOWNWIND, POST 
INSPECTION REVEALED FUEL STARVATION. 

ACN: 802076 (44 of 50)  



Synopsis 
A PA44 INSTRUCTOR PILOT REPORTED SHUTTING DOWN THE RIGHT ENGINE ON 
FINAL APPROACH BECAUSE OF LOW FUEL QUANTITY. 

ACN: 801424 (45 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A C172 TRAINING FLT RETURNED TO BASE WHEN THE ENGINE STARTED RUNNING 
ROUGH. 

ACN: 800345 (46 of 50)  

Synopsis 
INSTRUCTOR AND STUDENT PRACTICING SHORT FIELD TKOFS AND LNDGS 
ABOARD C152 EXPERIENCE NMAC WITH CESSNA SHOOTING A SIMULATED IFR 
APCH OPPOSITE DIRECTION TO THEIR TKOF RWY. 

ACN: 800341 (47 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A C172 WINGTIP STRUCK A SEVEN AND ONE HALF FOOT TALL FUEL PUMP 
ADJACENT TO A TXWY AT A SMALL AIRFIELD. 

ACN: 800076 (48 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A C172 EXPERIENCED AN NMAC WITH A CROP DUSTER AT VTI. 

ACN: 799425 (49 of 50)  

Synopsis 
AN SMA INST PLT RPTS PCT APCH CTLR COMPLAINED HIS FLT CONTACTED ATC 
TOO LATE. THE FLT FOLLOWED PROCS NORMAL UNTIL THAT TIME FOR ZZZ/ADIZ 
FLTS. 

ACN: 797681 (50 of 50)  

Synopsis 
C205 STUDENT AND INSTRUCTOR PLT ON TEB SID FROM TEB START TURN AT 500 
FT AGL VICE 1500 FT AS PUBLISHED. 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Report Narratives 
 



 

ACN: 827308 

Time / Day 

Date : 200903 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : D81.Airport 
State Reference : MN 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 0 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : PA-28 Cherokee/Archer II/Dakota/Pillan/Warrior 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Landing : Roll 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
ASRS Report : 827308 

Events 

Anomaly.Incursion : Runway 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : FAR 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.None Taken : Detected After The Fact 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

While conducting a routine training flight the student was instructed to obtain a 
weather briefing for the flight. The briefing was received through an FSS. The 
instructor was out of an earshot's distance of the student and did not verify the 
briefing as the weather was adequate to complete the flight and the student made 
no mention of any irregularities received from the briefer. During the flight several 
landings were made at Red Lake Falls airport (D81) in Red Lake Falls, MN. Upon 
return from the flight the instructor, while checking NOTAMS for a different flight, 
was made aware of a NOTAM stating that the D81 airport was closed. This NOTAM 



was in effect while the flight in question conducted the landings mentioned above. 
This NOTAM was not issued on the company's restrictions website and as a result 
the instructor did not feel it necessary to check NOTAMS for the flight. The 
instructor has altered their preflight procedures in order to ensure that all available 
information is made available to themselves directly from the FAA to ensure that 
instances like this will not occur again. 

Synopsis 

Flight instructor asks student to check NOTAMS and discovers after the fact that 
landings were practiced at a closed airport. 

  



 

ACN: 823909 

Time / Day 

Date : 200902 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : UUU.Airport 
State Reference : RI 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 0 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Make Model Name : Any Unknown or Unlisted Aircraft Manufacturer 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Landing : Roll 

Aircraft : 2 

Make Model Name : Any Unknown or Unlisted Aircraft Manufacturer 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Route In Use.Approach : Traffic Pattern 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 40 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 600 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 30 
ASRS Report : 823909 

Person : 2 

Events 

Anomaly.Incursion : Runway 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Published Procedure 
Anomaly.Other Anomaly.Other  
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 2 
Resolutory Action.None Taken : Detected After The Fact 

Assessments 



Problem Areas : FAA 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

Before departing New Bedford (EWB) for Newport State (UUU), I checked the 
NOTAM publication on the FAA website. The most recent publication was issued on 
Feb/2009. There were no published NOTAMs for Newport State(UUU). I then 
departed EWB for UUU with my student. I climbed to 2000 ft (MSL). Once outside 
of New Bedford's class delta airspace, I immediately switched over to Newport 
State ASOS (132.075). The winds were favoring Runway 34. I then switched over 
to Newport State CTAF/Unicom (122.8). There I stated my position 10 miles to the 
north and asked for airport advisories. There was no reply. At five miles out I then 
stated my intentions to land on Runway 34 and to remain in left close traffic. After, 
I made a position report for the base and final leg for Runway 34. I touched down 
on Runway 34. I then proceeded to depart on Runway 34 for left close traffic. After 
liftoff, I stated that I was on upwind leg and intended to remain in left close traffic. 
Someone then came over the radio and told me that Runway 16/34 was closed. I 
told him that I checked the NOTAMs and that there had been no report of runway 
closures at UUU. He reported that Runway 16/34 was closed one more time. I then 
stated that we would depart the pattern to the north. After landing back at EWB, I 
called Flight Service and they told me that Runway 16/34 was closed at Newport 
State. In hind sight, I should have called to get an updated brief in addition to 
checking the published NOTAMs. 

Synopsis 

An instructor pilot and his student landed on a closed runway at UUU when his 
preflight NOTAM check showed no runway closures. 

  



 

ACN: 820900 

Time / Day 

Date : 200901 
Local Time Of Day : 0601 To 1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 0 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Make Model Name : Skylane 182/RG Turbo Skylane/RG 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Ground : Preflight 

Component : 1 

Aircraft Component : PFD 

Person : 1 

Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 92 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 4400 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 20 
ASRS Report : 820900 

Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Less Severe 
Anomaly.Other Anomaly.Other  
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Overcame Equipment Problem 
Resolutory Action.None Taken : Unable 
Consequence.Other  

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Aircraft 

Narrative 

Planned local orientation flight in a 2007 Cessna 182T Nav III. During ground OPS 
with 2 students on board, had very dark/dim PFD and MFD screens. Pilot elected to 



cancel the flight. Students were released and 2 other Pilots joined him (one a 
CFI/CFII) in checking out the system, especially to see if pilot system error had 
caused the unreadable screens. Subsequent adjustment of dimmer panel avionics 
rheostat showed normal screen operation. The 3 Pilots briefed multiple possible 
malfunction scenarios (communication/transponder, loss of PFD information, etc) 
and elected to complete a short pattern-only flight to confirm normal system 
operation. Contacted Tower for a 'maintenance test' pattern-only flight, flew 2 
normal patterns and landings. All systems on the aircraft (including transponder 
and communication/navigation radios) were fully functional before, during, and 
after start, and throughout the flight. Subsequent review of Avionics dimmer 
rheostat operation (panel markings and Section 7 of the AFM) indicates improper 
markings and confusing explanation of how PFD/MFD screen dimming actually 
functions. Rheostat marking indicates brightness increases as the rheostat is turned 
clockwise from the off (automatic photocell) position, and AFM Section 7 does not 
clarify actual operation. Our ground test indicates the screens actually go dim and 
eventually unreadable as rheostat is rotated clockwise. We are trying to confirm 
this dimmer rheostat operation/anomaly with Cessna Airplane Company. Callback 
conversation with Reporter revealed the following information: The reporter states 
that the manufacturer plans to fix this problem with software and that the knob in 
question works fine, only not according to the graphic around the knob. 

Synopsis 

C182 instructor reports that G1000 MFD/PFD brightness control knob functions 
opposite to that indicated by graphic printed around the knob. 

  



 

ACN: 819602 

Time / Day 

Date : 200901 
Local Time Of Day : 0601 To 1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1200 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, High Wing, 1 Eng, Fixed Gear 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Route In Use.Approach : Traffic Pattern 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : ATP 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 39 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 2429 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 500 
ASRS Report : 879602 

Events 

Anomaly.Inflight Encounter : Birds 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.None Taken : Detected After The Fact 
Consequence.Other : Aircraft Damaged 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Environmental Factor 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

Sixth instructional flight with this student pilot, practicing approaches to land 
without touchdown. After second approach and low pass down the runway without 
touchdown, the student applied power and climbed in the pattern. We turned 
downwind at 1,000 FT, but the student continued to climb to 1,200 FT. There were 
no other aircraft in the traffic pattern at this time. I pointed out the altitude and 



told student to descend to 1,000 FT. Another aircraft was entering the downwind on 
a 45 degree angle at 1,000 FT, and was going to be in conflict with us. I pointed 
out the other aircraft to the student pilot, and was about to instruct him to exit the 
pattern to avoid descending into the other aircraft when we struck a bird. There 
was a loud bang which caught me by surprise since I had not seen the bird. The 
impact was very pronounced, and my initial thought was that we had been hit by 
another aircraft. I said 'What was that?' and the student replied that we had hit a 
vulture. I took the controls and exited the pattern. Since we had a ballistic 
parachute recovery system on board, we climbed at low power to a parachute 
deployment height of 2,000 FT. I could see damage to the leading edge of the right 
wing, and it appeared to be minor. The plane flew normally, and did not exhibit a 
turn or control system abnormality. I made the decision to fly 12 NM back to our 
home base. We flew at 60 KTS (normal pattern and approach speed) to minimize 
wing loads. A normal landing was made by me, and we taxied to our hangar. 
Examination of the right wing showed a 14 inch long half-moon shaped crack in the 
leading edge, wrapping back on the top surface, with a couple of feathers sticking 
out of it. This was much more damage than I had been able to see from the 
cockpit. My attention had been on the possible conflict with the other aircraft, and 
the student's excessive altitude in the pattern. Both of these things prevented me 
from seeing and avoiding the bird. We fly in an area of intense vulture activity, and 
I had previously instructed the student to see and avoid birds. In the future, I will 
instruct students to be very proactive in avoiding birds, and make quick changes in 
the flight path in order to avoid a bird strike, especially if I do not appear to see the 
bird. Also, considering the amount of damage, I should have landed at the first 
airport. 

Synopsis 

A light plane instructor pilot reported hitting a bird that damaged his leading edge. 
He returned to base safely. 

  



 

ACN: 818789 

Time / Day 

Date : 200901 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 500 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : ZZZ.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : PA-28 Cherokee Arrow IV 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Climbout : Takeoff 

Aircraft : 2 

Component : 1 

Aircraft Component : Fuel Selector 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Qualification.Pilot : Private 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 138 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 806 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 111 
ASRS Report : 818789 

Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Critical 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Published Procedure 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Declared Emergency 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Landed In Emergency Condition 

Assessments 



Problem Areas : Aircraft 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

During a student pilot training flight on Jan/XA/09 at around XA40 Pilot Monitoring, 
my student and I experienced an engine failure due to fuel starvation. We were 
conducting a training flight in the ZZZ airport traffic pattern for Runway XX. After 4 
landings/takeoffs, my student switched from the right fuel tank to the left fuel tank. 
The fuel selector detent/lock did not restrict the selector from turning to the 'off' 
position as designed. Although I normally confirm the fuel selector is in the correct 
position visually during the change of tanks, I did not this time. During our 5th 
takeoff and climb, our engine suddenly failed momentarily, and ran very rough 
following. The engine failure occurred at roughly 500-600 FT AGL. This failure due 
to fuel starvation was the result of the fuel selector switch being placed about 1 
inch to the left of the left tank which is toward the 'off' position. Normally, the 
detent/lock prevents this situation, however, the lock malfunctioned and allowed 
the fuel selector switch to move toward the 'off' position unrestricted. This was 
confirmed by the ZZZ Maintenance Department and I was told to squawk the item 
for repair. I declared an emergency immediately to ZZZ Tower and landed opposite 
direction of current traffic on Runway X uneventfully. Clearance and priority were 
given by ZZZ Tower to land on any runway appropriate. Due to there being an 
uneven/mountainous terrain to the east of the airport and only partial power loss of 
the engine, I decided this was the best course of action. In the future, I will check 
and double-check the position of the fuel selector and have my students announce 
any movement of it verbally to avoid this from happening again. 

Synopsis 

A PA28 instructor pilot and his student experienced engine failure due to a 
defective fuel selector valve that failed to stop movement beyond the detent, 
shutting off the fuel supply. 

  



 

ACN: 818656 

Time / Day 

Date : 200811 
Local Time Of Day : 1801 To 2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : PRC.Airport 
State Reference : AZ 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 50 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Night 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : PRC.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 

Aircraft : 2 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : PRC.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Robinson R22 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Government : FAA 
Function.Controller : Local 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Controller : Radar 
Experience.Controller.Limited Radar : 11 
Experience.Controller.Radar : 10 
Experience.Controller.Time Certified In Position1 : 21 
ASRS Report : 818656 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : Airborne Critical 
Independent Detector.Other.ControllerA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : ATC Human Performance 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 



I was training a developmental on Local with a C172 and 2 R22 helicopters in the 
pattern. The second R22 was sequenced behind the C172 who was #1. As the C172 
was approaching the runway, it appeared that either the helicopter was following 
too close or making an approach to the parallel taxiway which is used occasionally. 
As I transmitted to the helicopter to verify he was in fact following the C172, the 
C172 told me that he was going around due to the R22 cutting him off. Since it was 
nighttime, it was impossible to ascertain there was a problem due to the angle from 
the Tower to the runway and due to the R22's different landing light. 

Synopsis 

PRC Local Controller described conflict event when a helicopter allegedly cut off 
C172 traffic he/she was following, controller claiming developing problem was not 
identifiable because of nighttime conditions and visibility angle. 

  



 

ACN: 817901 

Time / Day 

Date : 200812 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 2000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Night 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : ZZZ.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Duchess 76 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Cruise : Level 

Component : 1 

Aircraft Component : Trailing Edge Flap 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 60 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 2200 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 475 
ASRS Report : 817901 

Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Critical 
Anomaly.Other Anomaly  
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Declared Emergency 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Diverted To Alternate 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Landed As Precaution 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Landed In Emergency Condition 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Aircraft 

Narrative 



I and my student were scheduled to fly in BE76 at XA00 from ZZZ Airport in order 
to carry out a range of flight maneuver. The student carried out the initial preflight 
on the airplane which he conducted in accordance with the checklist. He established 
during the walkaround that the airplane oil level indicated 6 quarts and that the 
fuel tanks contained 50 gallons each side. He stated to me that there was no water 
in the tank and that he had checked the landing gear. Then I carried out a 
secondary walkaround following the first. Then we got in the cockpit and did our 
checklist start of the right engine, then the left engine. Departure from ZZZ was 
perfectly normal and in accordance with local procedures for a southwest VFR 
departure. After our departure to the southwest, we leveled off at 2000 FT. I told 
my student to set the airplane up for performance slow flight in the takeoff 
configuration. This he did. I then told my student to fly heading of 360 degrees and 
he carried out the turn. Then I asked for slow flight in the landing configuration. As 
he reduced the power to 12 inches manifold pressure to reduce airspeed to 100 
Knots, he put the gear down; then as airspeed reduced to 85 KTS he put flaps 
down -- at which point the outer half of the right flap detached from the airplane 
and was bent upwards. I took control of the aircraft and selected flaps back up but 
it now appeared they were stuck -- and the outer half of the right flap remained 
upward at 90 degrees to the normal position. By now the airplane was rolling and 
yawing to the right and losing altitude at about 200 Feet Per Minute at the same 
time. I had to reduce the left engine power to maintain a wings level attitude. I 
decided to recover to ZZZ Airport and contacted Tower. I informed them that my 
right flap had detached from the wing. Tower asked if I wanted to declare an 
emergency; I affirmed because I could not maintain altitude. Tower asked the 
number on board to which I replied '2' and told them that I still had around 80 
gallons of fuel in the tanks. Tower offered me the runway of my choice and I opted 
for a straight-in approach on Runway XX. I landed safely without any further 
damage to aircraft or the runway environment. 

Synopsis 

A BE76 instructor reports the aircraft's right flap outer track partially detached and 
in an upward bent position caused flight control problems. An emergency was 
declared followed by a safe landing. 

  



 

ACN: 817007 

Time / Day 

Date : 200812 
Local Time Of Day : 0601 To 1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : RMG.Airport 
State Reference : GA 
Altitude.MSL.Bound Lower : 3000 
Altitude.MSL.Bound Upper : 4000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : IMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.ARTCC : ZTL.ARTCC 
Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : Bonanza 36 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Navigation In Use.ILS.Localizer Only : 1 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : ATP 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 75 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 2300 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 30 
ASRS Report : 817007 

Person : 2 

Affiliation.Government : FAA 
Function.Controller : Radar 

Events 

Anomaly.Altitude Deviation : Excursion From Assigned Altitude 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Clearance 
Independent Detector.Other.ControllerA : 2 
Resolutory Action.Controller : Issued Advisory 
Resolutory Action.Controller : Issued New Clearance 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Returned To Assigned Altitude 

Assessments 



Problem Areas : ATC Human Performance 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

The flight, on an IFR flight plan, was a training flight with an experienced pilot in an 
airplane he was inspecting for purchase. I was serving as the CFI and pilot in 
command for the flight, though the other pilot was performing all flying and 
communication duties. I was holding the checklists, charts and continuously 
monitoring the instruments to track attitude and position to back up the pilot flying. 
We requested the ILS 1 approach with a circuit of the holding pattern. We were 
cleared direct KAREL intersection on the ILS Runway 1 approach at RMG. We were 
instructed to maintain 3000 feet until established and report crossing KAREL 
inbound. When approximately 1 mile from KAREL, we began a descent out of 4000 
feet. ATC asked us to confirm 4000 feet and we said, 'Negative, we are 3700 feet 
for 3000 feet as previously cleared.' ZTL responded, 'negative, maintain 4000 feet 
until established and report KAREL inbound.' When ATC corrected themselves, we 
immediately pitched up to return to 4000 feet. Then, shortly thereafter, were 
cleared down to 3000 feet and established in the hold and proceeded to execute a 
normal ILS approach to landing. We canceled IFR in the air once in VMC with the 
runway in sight on short final. ATC made no comment about the miscommunication 
and we do not suspect any deviation as a result of the miscommunication nor any 
traffic conflict. All communications were clearly read back by the pilot flying with 
aircraft N-Number. A contributing factor may have been the slow, southern accent 
of the ZTL Controller. 

Synopsis 

Approach Controller advises Beechcraft 35 pilots they began descent for an 
approach fix without clearance. Pilots believe the clearance was given and forgotten 
by the Controller. Cite language barrier. 

  



 

ACN: 816486 

Time / Day 

Date : 200812 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : CDW.Airport 
State Reference : NJ 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : CDW.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Climbout : Initial 

Aircraft : 2 

Make Model Name : Helicopter 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 

Person : 2 

Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 65 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 6000 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 3000 
ASRS Report : 816786 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Airport 
Problem Areas : Airspace Structure 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 



Narrative 

Tower called traffic on LOC to MMU. We took off on Runway 28 and climbing out, 
looking for traffic, spotted him on our right. Appeared he would pass behind us. 
Helicopter also reported us in sight. Problem is, when climbing out westbound you 
are climbing into the LOC course for MMU at 2000 FT. Solution: Keep westbound 
traffic from CDW at 1500 FT till west of MMU LOC course. 

Synopsis 

C172 pilot departing CDW experiences an NMAC with a helicopter on the MMU LOC. 

  



 

ACN: 815446 

Time / Day 

Date : 200812 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : SNS.Airport 
State Reference : CA 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 200 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : SNS.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : Other 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Climbout : Initial 
Flight Phase.Climbout : Takeoff 

Aircraft : 2 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : SNS.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : Helicopter 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Climbout : Takeoff 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Personal 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 96 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 2937 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 230 
ASRS Report : 815446 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Clearance 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 250 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 50 



Assessments 

Problem Areas : ATC Human Performance 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

I was giving instruction on normal takeoff and landing procedures to my student in 
an airplane in the morning. The daytime skies were mostly clear and visibility was 
mostly unrestricted. Upon being cleared for takeoff on Runway 26, we entered the 
runway and took off in a normal manner without delay, and then began a normal 
climbout at Vy airspeed. While taking the runway, I heard the Tower Controller 
clear a helicopter for takeoff from the helipad with instructions to depart to the 
south. Upon climbing out through approximately 200 FT AGL straight along the 
runway heading, we encountered the helicopter climbing toward us on a magnetic 
course of approximately 140 degrees. I was able to estimate this heading based on 
our position abeam the Control Tower at that time, and the converging flight path 
of the helicopter. I estimate the horizontal and vertical distances at the moment of 
the encounter to be 250 FT and 50 FT respectively. While instantly judging the 
speed and course of the helicopter, I determined that an inflight collision might be 
possible if the helicopter were to adhere to ordinary right-of-way rules by turning to 
the right if they did not have us in sight and since I was almost abeam the 
converging helicopter at that time, I had no choice but to execute a steep diving 
spiral to the left away from the helicopter, in the direction of, and counterclockwise 
around the Control Tower to evade any unpredictable movements of the helicopter. 
The Tower Controller had simultaneously directed us to turn to the right, 
presumably in accordance with right-of-way rules, but had we turned to the right in 
an effort to pass behind the helicopter, we most certainly would have had a 
collision with the helicopter. After circling the Tower, I rejoined the Runway 26 
departure path while verifying the helicopter was no longer a collision factor. I then 
informed the Controller that the maneuver I performed to evade the helicopter was 
the consequence of inadequate separation. I also informed the Controller that the 
helicopter appeared to us to have departed on a magnetic course of approximately 
140 degrees instead of the southbound departure they were instructed to perform, 
and which the helicopter reported they were performing. Shortly thereafter, the 
Tower Controller requested both the Pilot of the helicopter and me to call the Tower 
Supervisor for an accounting of the incident. I called the Tower within 1/2 hour 
thereafter and related the occurrence that had happened. The Tower Supervisor 
informed me that they did not see the incident as being my fault, but that they also 
were not going to file a report with the FAA, despite the apparent errors made by 
the Controller who cleared the helicopter and Aircraft X for takeoff without 
considering the departure trajectories, and the helicopter Pilot who misjudged his 
departure direction. 

Synopsis 

VFR general aviation aircraft departing SNS Runway 26 described NMAC when 
conflict occurred with departing southbound helicopter. Reporter claims both ATC 
and helicopter pilot erred causing event. 

  



 

ACN: 814608 

Time / Day 

Date : 200811 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Navaid : HYK.VORTAC 
State Reference : KY 
Altitude.MSL.Bound Lower : 2500 
Altitude.MSL.Bound Upper : 2600 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : PA-28 Cherokee/Archer II/Dakota/Pillan/Warrior 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Navigation In Use.Other.VORTAC  
Flight Phase.Cruise : Holding 

Aircraft : 2 

Make Model Name : Any Unknown or Unlisted Aircraft Manufacturer 
Flight Phase.Cruise : Level 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : ATP 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 100 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 20000 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 100 
ASRS Report : 814608 

Person : 2 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Trainee 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 2 
Resolutory Action.None Taken : Insufficient Time 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 100 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 200 



Assessments 

Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

HOLDING AT AN INTXN WITH A STUDENT INST PLT. FLYING ON INBOUND LEG IN 
PUBLISHED HOLDING PATTERN, IN VFR CONDITIONS, NOT UNDER ATC CTL. 
STUDENT WITH FOGGLES CAUGHT OTHER ACFT CLOSE IN AND LOWER PASS 
UNDER OUR ACFT. CFII DID NOT SEE THE OTHER ACFT. OTHER PLT CALLED OUT 
ON UNICOM TO OUR NUMBER, '...ZZZ,' AND IDENTED SELF AS '...YYY,' (I BELIEVE) 
AND ADVISED WE HAD COME AWFUL CLOSE OR SOMETHING SIMILAR. I 
RESPONDED, DUE TO THE INFLECTION AND CONNOTATION OF THE RADIO 
CONTACT ON 122.8 THAT, 'THESE THINGS HAPPEN FLYING ACFT OR AIRPLANES.' 
NO MORE SAID OR DONE. 

Synopsis 

A PIPER ARCHER ON A TRAINING FLIGHT EXPERIENCED AN NMAC WITH ANOTHER 
AIRCRAFT. 

  



 

ACN: 814014 

Time / Day 

Date : 200811 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : RFD.Airport 
State Reference : IL 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 0 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : RFD.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, Low Wing, 1 Eng, Fixed Gear 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Ground : Taxi 
Flight Phase.Landing : Roll 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Function.Oversight : PIC 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 70 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 8000 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 3000 
ASRS Report : 814014 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : Ground Less Severe 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Clearance 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Controller : Issued New Clearance 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Became Reoriented 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Airport 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

WE WERE CLEARED TO LAND ON RWY 19. THE WIND WAS OUT OF 190 DEGS AT 7 
OR 8 KTS. THE STUDENT WAS FLYING A LITTLE SLOWER THAN STANDARD AND 



LANDED SHORTER THAN STANDARD. I WAS ADVISING HIM BUT TOOK NO ACTION 
OTHER THAN COACHING BECAUSE EVERYTHING WAS WITHIN SAFE LIMITS. HE 
TOUCHED DOWN AND APPLIED LIGHT BRAKING AND I ADVISED HIM THAT HE 
DIDN'T NEED ANY BRAKING. THE LOCAL CTLR ASKED WHAT OUR DEST WAS ON 
THE ARPT. I RESPONDED THAT WE WANTED TO TAXI BACK AND DEPART 
EASTBOUND. THE CTLR TOLD US TO TURN L ON TXWY FOXTROT AND TAXI BACK 
TO RWY 19. TXWY FOXTROT HAS NO TXWY SIGNS VISIBLE FROM THE APCH END 
OF RWY 19. MY STUDENT TAXIED PAST FOXTROT AND WAS HEADED TO TURN L 
ON THE CROSSING RWY 25 WHICH WAS ACTIVE. I TOOK CTL AND EXECUTED A L 
APPROX 120 DEG TURN TO ENTER TXWY FOXTROT. THE CTLR, AS A PRECAUTION, 
CANCELED THE LNDG CLRNC FOR A JET ACFT LNDG ON RWY 25 AND FORCED HIM 
TO GO AROUND. IF THE STUDENT HAD BEEN FLYING SOLO, THERE COULD HAVE 
BEEN A PROBLEM. TXWY SIGNS SHOULD BE INSTALLED AT RWY 19 AND TXWY 
FOXTROT EVEN THOUGH IT IS VERY CLOSE TO THE APCH END OF RWY 19. 

Synopsis 

FLT INSTRUCTOR LNDG AT RFD RPTS A NEAR RWY INCURSION BY HIS STUDENT 
WHEN THE INTENDED EXIT TXWY WAS MISSED. THE RPTR CITES LACK OF TXWY F 
SIGNAGE AS CONTRIBUTORY. 

  



 

ACN: 813211 

Time / Day 

Date : 200811 
Local Time Of Day : 1801 To 2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 800 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Night 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : ZZZ.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Travelair 95 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 

Component : 1 

Aircraft Component : AC Generator/Alternator 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 250 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 1500 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 120 
ASRS Report : 813211 

Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Critical 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Landed In Emergency Condition 
Resolutory Action.None Taken : Unable 
Consequence.Other  

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Aircraft 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 



Narrative 

WE WERE MAKING A NIGHT XCOUNTRY. THE XCOUNTRY WAS TO INCLUDE 5 
LNDGS TO A FULL STOP AT A CTL TOWERED ARPT. THE FLT STARTED WITHOUT A 
HITCH. ALL OF THE ALTERNATORS WERE SHOWING A GOOD CHARGE DURING 
RUN-UP AND TKOF. PRIOR TO THE PRACTICE ILS APCH, WE CHKED THE INSTS 
AGAIN. ONE ALTERNATOR WAS SHOWING A REALLY LOW CHARGE, HOWEVER, 
THAT IS NORMAL FOR THE AIRPLANE. SHUTTING DOWN THE OTHER ALTERNATOR 
MAKES IT SHOW A FULL CHARGE. THE ILS AND THE LATER PATTERN WENT WELL. 
WE PRACTICED A LNDG WITHOUT THE PANEL LIGHTS ON THE THIRD APCH TO 
LNDG. WE PRACTICED A LNDG WITH JUST THE NAV AND BEACON LIGHTS ON THE 
4TH LNDG. FEELING GOOD ABOUT OURSELVES, THE 5TH AND FINAL LNDG WAS 
TO BE A NORMAL LNDG. ON DOWNWIND, WE WERE CLRED FOR THE OPTION 
EARLY. AFTER GEAR DOWN ABEAM THE TOUCHDOWN ZONE, I REQUESTED A 
VERIFICATION ON THE STOP-AND-GO CLRNC. AFTER 2 UNANSWERED CALLS, I 
REALIZED THAT THE RADIO WAS NOT DISPLAYING THE 'TX' ICON. HOPING IT WAS 
JUST MY PUSH-TO-TALK SWITCH, MY STUDENT MADE 2 UNANSWERED CALLS. WE 
QUICKLY TUNED THE STANDBY RADIO AND STILL NO RESPONSE. DURING A 
QUICK CHK OF THE SYSTEMS, WE FOUND BOTH AMMETERS AT ZERO. WE 
RECYCLED THE ALTERNATORS AND STILL NO RESPONSE. A CHK OF THE LNDG 
LIGHTS ON THE WING VERIFIED THAT WE WERE ON BATTERY PWR AND FADING 
FAST. THE LNDG GEAR HAD USED UP ALL THE AVAILABLE WATTS OF PWR. WE 
WENT DARK ON SHORT FINAL AND WE LANDED WITHOUT THE USE OF OUR 
ELECTRICALLY OPERATED FLAPS. THE STUDENT MADE AN UNBELIEVABLY SOFT 
LNDG AND WE EXITED ON THE SECOND TXWY. WE STOPPED SHORT OF THE FIRST 
INTXN AND CALLED ARPT OPS ON A CELL PHONE AND ASKED FOR ASSISTANCE. 
WE WERE MET BY THE EMER RESPONSE AND ARPT PERSONNEL FOR AN ESCORT 
TO A MAINT FACILITY. THE PROB THAT GOT US IS THAT WE DIDN'T CATCH THE 
ELECTRICAL FAILURE SOON ENOUGH. THE BARON AMMETERS USUALLY READ 
LOW. THIS IS BECAUSE ALL BUT ONE FLT ARE FLOWN DURING THE DAY AND THE 
ELECTRICAL LOAD IS VERY LOW. ALSO, ONE ALTERNATOR SEEMS TO READ ZERO 
AND THE OTHER CARRIES THE SMALL LOAD MOST OF THE TIME. THE IDLE 
ALTERNATOR SWITCHES EVERY FLT, SO EITHER THE L OR THE R WILL READ 
ALMOST ZERO IN MOST CASES. EVEN THOUGH IT WAS NIGHT, A LOW AMMETER 
READING OR ZERO READING REALLY DIDN'T DRAW MUCH ATTN TO ITSELF. I WILL 
CERTAINLY VERIFY THAT IT IS BECAUSE OF THE LOAD THAT IT READS SO LOW. IT 
WAS VERY FORTUNATE THAT WE WERE CLRED TO LAND ALREADY AND HAD THE 
GEAR DOWN. WE WOULDN'T HAVE HAD THE CHANCE FOR LIGHT SIGNALS, 
BECAUSE DURING A PHONE CALL WITH TWR AFTER THE EVENT, WE WERE TOLD 
THAT WE WERE INVISIBLE WITHOUT OUR LIGHTS. THE 2 PRACTICE APCHS WERE 
A GREAT LIFE SAVER BECAUSE THE STUDENT WAS WELL PREPARED FOR THE REAL 
THING. THE CAUSE OF THE DUAL ALTERNATOR FAILURE WAS THAT THE BELTS 
HAD COME OFF BOTH ALTERNATORS. THE MECHS ARE LOOKING TO MAKE SURE 
THAT THEY DON'T FALL OFF AGAIN. I AM NOT SURE WHAT THE CAUSE WOULD 
HAVE BEEN AND WHAT ACTIONS THEY TAKE TO PREVENT IT. ONE OTHER THING 
THAT WE SHOULD DO IS HAVE ATC'S PHONE NUMBERS IN THE ACFT WITH US. WE 
HAD A CURRENT AFD BUT THE NUMBER LISTED WAS THE ARPT OPS AND NOT THE 
CTL TWR. WITH THE MILLIONS OF CELL PHONES TODAY, THE ABILITY TO CALL 
THE TWR TO RPT AN EMER WOULD BE A BLESSING. THEN THEY WOULD BE AWARE 
OF OUR ISSUE AND BE ABLE TO ASSIST US OVER THE PHONE. 

Synopsis 



BE55 INSTRUCTOR REPORTS TOTAL ELECTRICAL FAILURE WHILE PRACTICING 
NIGHT LANDINGS WITH STUDENT. STUDENT LANDS UNEVENTFULLY WITH NO 
LIGHTS. 

  



 

ACN: 813063 

Time / Day 

Date : 200811 
Local Time Of Day : 1801 To 2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2500 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Night 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : ZZZ.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Cruise : Level 

Component : 1 

Aircraft Component : DC Generation 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : ATP 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 158 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 22235 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 1500 
ASRS Report : 813063 

Person : 2 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Trainee 
Qualification.Pilot : Private 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 12 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 180 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 15 
ASRS Report : 812542 

Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Critical 
Independent Detector.Aircraft Equipment.Other Aircraft Equipment : AMMETER 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 2 



Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Declared Emergency 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Landed In Emergency Condition 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Aircraft 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

WHAT STARTED OUT AS A TRAINING FLT TOWARDS THE INST RATING TURNED 
INTO AN UNPLANNED LEARNING EVENT ON EMER PROCS, IFR AND VFR. THE INST 
STUDENT, A CFI FRIEND OF HIS AS PAX, AND I TOOK OFF NEAR SUNSET TO 
PRACTICE BASIC ATTITUDE INST FLT PROCS AND INTRODUCTION TO INST VOR 
TRACKING. ABOUT 1/2 HR INTO THE FLT, 2 THINGS HAPPENED: THE FIRST WAS 
THAT THE STUDENT OR CFI PAX MADE A COMMENT ABOUT WHETHER THE 
INTERIOR LIGHTS WERE GETTING DIMMER. I LOOKED AT THE AMMETER (WHICH 
IS ON THE R SIDE OF THE PANEL, IN FRONT OF ME), BUT SOMEHOW IN THE 
NORMALLY RELATIVELY DIM RED PANEL FLOOD LIGHT, I MISREAD THE GAUGE. 
WHAT WAS ACTUALLY A DISCHARGE READING APPEARED TO ME TO BE A 'NO 
CHARGE/DISCHARGE' INDICATION, WHICH IS HOW MANY AMMETERS READ 
'NORMAL.' THE SECOND EVENT WAS THE STUDENT COMPLAINING ABOUT THE 
GLARE FROM AN UNLABELED AMBER LIGHT LOCATED BTWN THE ATTITUDE 
INDICATOR AND THE HDG INDICATOR. INITIALLY HE ASKED ME IF I HAD 
SOMETHING TO COVER IT, TO REDUCE THE GLARE. (I HAVE SEEN THIS LIGHT ON 
2 PREVIOUS FLTS, BUT THE STUDENT WAS UNSURE AS TO ITS PURPOSE. THE 
ACFT BELONGS TO A FLYING CLUB TO WHICH THE STUDENT BELONGS. IT IS AN 
ORIGINAL MODEL C172, AND MUCH MODIFIED FROM ITS ORIGINAL PANEL AND 
EQUIP. EVEN THOUGH I HAVE OVER 1500 HRS IN C172'S IN A VARIETY OF 
MODELS DATING FROM THE MID 1960'S TO THE MID 2000'S, THIS AIRPLANE IS 
ACTUALLY STILL AN UNFAMILIAR ACFT TO ME. ONE ANOMALY IS THE UNLABELED 
LIGHT MENTIONED ABOVE.) WHILE I WAS LOOKING FOR SOMETHING TO DEAL 
WITH THE GLARE FROM THE LIGHT, I ASKED WHETHER ANYONE KNEW WHAT THE 
LIGHT INDICATED. I HAVE ASKED ON A PREVIOUS FLT, BUT THE STUDENT WAS 
UNSURE. I BELIEVE THE CFI PAX PROFFERED THAT IT MIGHT BE A GENERATOR 
WARNING LIGHT. I CONTINUED TO LOOK AT THE VISIBLE EXTERIOR AND 
INTERIOR LIGHT FOR ANY SIGN OF DIMMING, AS WELL AS THE AMMETER, WHICH 
I WAS STILL MISINTERPING. (IN HINDSIGHT, IT WAS INCREASINGLY MORE 
DIFFICULT TO READ/INTERP DUE TO THE DIMMING LIGHT.) AFTER A FEW MINS, I 
WAS GROWING MORE UNCOMFORTABLE WITH THE POSSIBILITY OF AN 
ELECTRICAL FAILURE AT NIGHT, AND SUGGESTED WE START BACK TOWARDS THE 
ARPT. I HAD THE STUDENT BEGIN TO SHED UNNECESSARY ELECTRICAL EQUIP 
(LNDG LIGHT) AND TESTED THE COMRDOS TO SEE IF WE COULD STILL XMIT. 
ABOUT THIS TIME, THE #1 COM BEGAN TO FADE 'OFF' AND 'ON.' I ALSO SHINED 
MY FLASHLIGHT ON THE AMMETER, WHICH I COULD NOW SEE WAS INDICATING A 
DISCHARGE OF ABOUT 20 AMPS. I THEN HAD THE STUDENT TURN OFF THE 
XPONDER AND STROBE TO SAVE WHAT REMAINING BATTER PWR WE COULD. 
WHILE WE RETURNED TO ENTER THE TFC PATTERN AT ZZZ, I MADE A 'BLIND' 
XMISSION ON ZZZ TWR FREQ DECLARING AN EMER, BUT RECEIVED NO 
RESPONSE. I THEN TRIED TO CONTACT THEM VIA MY CELL PHONE, BUT WAS 
UNABLE TO ESTABLISH CELL SVC. I INSTRUCTED BOTH THE STUDENT AND CFI 
PAX TO BE EXTREMELY VIGILANT OUTSIDE, BECAUSE WE WERE NOW 
ESSENTIALLY INVISIBLE TO BOTH RADAR AND VISUAL CONTACT. AS WE ENTERED 
THE CLASS D AIRSPACE FROM THE W, ANOTHER ACFT IN CLOSED L TFC TO RWY 1 



AT ZZZ WAS EVIDENT. WE FELL IN BEHIND THAT ACFT, MADE ANOTHER ATTEMPT 
AT A 'BLIND' XMISSION TO THE LOCAL CTLR, AND CONTINUED TO WATCH THE 
TWR CAB FOR ANY SIGN OF A LIGHT SIGNAL. ADDITIONALLY, I HAD THE 
STUDENT CYCLE THE LNDG LIGHT SWITCH SEVERAL TIMES WHILE HEADED 
TOWARD THE TWR, IN THE OFF CHANCE THEY MIGHT SEE THE LIGHT. (THE LIGHT 
APPEARED TO ILLUMINATE, BUT WAS APPARENTLY NOT SEEN BY THE TWR). AFTER 
THE PRECEDING ACFT MADE A TOUCH-AND-GO, WE LANDED ON RWY 1, ROLLED 
DOWN TO EXIT AT TXWY K, SQUEEZED PAST A PIPER WAITING TO DEPART AT 
TXWY K, AND STOPPED CLEAR OF THAT ACFT AND THE RWY. I THEN TRIED, 
AGAIN (SUCCESSFULLY, THIS TIME) TO CONTACT ZZZ TWR ON MY CELL PHONE. 
WHEN THEY ANSWERED, I DECLARED OUR EMER STATUS, AND GAVE A SHORT 
ACCOUNT OF OUR SITUATION. THEY HAD NOT RECEIVED EITHER OF OUR 
XMISSIONS, AND DID NOT MENTION IF THEY HAD SEEN OUR LNDG LIGHT 
SIGNAL. THE CTLR DID SAY THEY 'THOUGHT THEY HAD SEEN A GHOST,' AND 
THEN CLRED US TO OUR RAMP AREA, WHICH WE WERE ABLE TO TAXI TO WITH A 
COMBINATION OF LOCAL KNOWLEDGE AND EXTERNALLY HELD FLASHLIGHT. (A 
RELATIVELY MOONLIT SKY HELPED CONSIDERABLY!). AFTER WE WERE PARKED, I 
CALLED TWR AGAIN VIA CELL PHONE TO LET THEM KNOW WE WERE COMPLETELY 
CLEAR. WHAT I LEARNED MOST FROM THIS EVENT IS THAT AN ACFT CAN BE 
'UNFAMILIAR' EVEN WITH LOTS OF EXPERIENCE IN THE SAME TYPE. IN 
RETROSPECT, I SHOULD HAVE RELIED LESS ON THE STUDENT'S FAMILIARITY 
WITH 'HIS' ACFT, AND REVIEWED THE PLANE MORE BEFORE ACTING AS PIC. THE 
BASIC PROB TURNED OUT TO BE A POPPED GENERATOR CIRCUIT BREAKER, 
MOUNTED IN A DIFFICULT-TO-VIEW LOCATION. ACFT OF THIS VINTAGE HAVE 
VIRTUALLY NOTHING IN THE WAY OF ABNORMAL CHKLISTS/QRH'S, AND I'M 
GUILTY OF 'ASSUMING' THE GENERATOR HAD SIMPLY DIED AND COULDN'T BE 
REACTIVATED. A PARTICULAR IRONY ON THIS FLT WAS THE EMPHASIS I PLACED 
DURING THE PREFLT BRIEFING ON THE NEED TO MONITOR SYSTEM (AMMETER, 
OIL, VACUUM) INSTS EVEN MORE DILIGENTLY THAN DURING VFR OPS, IN ORDER 
TO FORESEE AN APCHING PROB BEFORE IT REACHES A CRITICAL LEVEL. 

Synopsis 

C172 INSTRUCTOR AND STUDENT REPORT GENERATOR FAILURE THAT GOES 
UNDIAGNOSED UNTIL THE BATTERY IS NEARLY DEPLETED. PILOTS RETURN FOR 
SUCCESSFUL NO LIGHT NO RADIO NIGHT LANDING. TRIPPED CIRCUIT BREAKER 
CAUSED THE PROBLEM. 

  



 

ACN: 813042 

Time / Day 

Date : 200811 
Local Time Of Day : 1801 To 2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 4000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Night 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.TRACON : ZZZ.TRACON 
Operator.Other : Military 
Make Model Name : Military Trainer 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Landing : Go Around 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Government : Military 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : Military 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 45 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 3200 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 400 
ASRS Report : 813042 

Person : 2 

Affiliation.Government : Military 
Function.Instruction : Trainee 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Military 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 50 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 1100 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 200 
ASRS Report : 813043 

Events 

Anomaly.Altitude Deviation : Overshoot 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Clearance 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 2 
Resolutory Action.Controller : Issued New Clearance 



Resolutory Action.None Taken : Unable 
Consequence.FAA : Reviewed Incident With Flight Crew 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

INSTRUCTOR UNDER TRAINING FORMATION FLT. FIRST NIGHT LEAD FOR 
INSTRUCTOR AT CTLS. FLT FLEW A SECTION ILS APCH. CLBOUT INSTRUCTIONS 
WERE TO CLB TO 3000 FT RWY HDG. FLT SEPARATED ON SHORT CLB TO 3000 FT. 
INSTRUCTOR UNDER TRAINING AT THE CTLS HAD DIFFICULTY MAINTAINING THE 
LEAD ACFT IN A PREDICTABLE FLT REGIME TO EXPEDITE THE RENDEZVOUS AND 
THEN EXECUTED A NONSTANDARD RE-CONFIGN OF THE FLT, FURTHER 
COMPOUNDING THE CONFUSION. AS THE REAR SEAT OCCUPANT, I SAID ALT 
APCHING 3000 FT, REPEATED IT TO HIM, HE WAS DISTR BY THE COMS WITH HIS 
WINGMAN REGARDING THE CONFIGN AND LIGHT INTENSITY. AT THIS POINT I 
DEEMED IT UNSAFE TO TAKE THE CTLS AND ABRUPTLY LEVEL OFF, AT NIGHT 
WITH THE WINGMAN IN CLOSE PROX. I DID INFORM APCH WE NEEDED 4000 FT 
AS WE WERE LEAVING 3400 FT. FLT WAS DEBRIEFED AND TRAINING WILL BE 
CONDUCTED FOR ALL INSTRUCTORS UNDER TRAINING. SUPPLEMENTAL INFO 
FROM ACN 813043: MIL NIGHT FORMATION TRAINING FLT (2 ACFT) FOR LEAD 
INSTRUCTOR PLT UNDER TRAINING AND WINGMAN INSTRUCTOR UNDER 
TRAINING. SECTION LEAD EXECUTED AN ILS TO FINAL AND DETACHED THE 
WINGMAN FOR A TOUCH-AND-GO REJOIN. LEAD PLT STARTED A SLOW CLBOUT 
WHILE THE WINGMAN JOINED. WHILE FIXATING ON AIRSPD AND A JOINING 
WINGMAN, LEAD PLT EXECUTED AN INADVERTENT SLOW CLB THROUGH 
ASSIGNED ALT OF 3000 FT. LEAD ACFT PLT LEVELED AT 4000 FT. LEAD PLT 
EXPERIENCED MILD DISORIENTATION/VERTIGO FROM CULTURAL LIGHTING AND 
HAZY CONDITIONS DURING CLBOUT DUE TO FOCUSING ON WINGMAN JOINING 
(LOOKING BACK AND DOWN WHILE CLBING). LEAD PLT HAD 3 NIGHT FLTS IN 
LAST 4 YRS DUE TO AN EXTENDED GND TOUR (OUT OF COCKPIT ASSIGNMENT). 
LEAD PLT COMPLIED WITH ALL OTHER ATC QUESTIONS/INSTRUCTIONS DURING 
THE FLT AND CONTACTED ATC AS INSTRUCTED AFTER LNDG. 

Synopsis 

INSTRUCTOR AND INSTRUCTOR UNDER TRAINING IN THE FRONT SEAT REPORT 
ALTITUDE DEVIATION ON GO-AROUND WHILE WAITING FOR WING MAN TO 
REJOIN. INSTRUCTOR UNDER TRAINING CITED LACK OF RECENT FLIGHT 
EXPERIENCE AS PRIMARY CAUSE OF DEVIATION. 

  



 

ACN: 813017 

Time / Day 

Date : 200811 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 0 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : ZZZ.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Landing : Roll 
Flight Phase.Landing : Touch And Go 

Component : 1 

Aircraft Component : Landing Gear 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 119 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 542 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 3 
ASRS Report : 813017 

Events 

Anomaly.Non Adherence : Published Procedure 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.None Taken : Detected After The Fact 
Consequence.Other : Aircraft Damaged 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 



I AM AN INSTRUCTOR AND I WAS ON A PROFICIENCY FLT WITH AN INDIVIDUAL 
PRACTICING FOR A CFI CHK RIDE. I WAS SITTING IN THE L SEAT AND THE 
STUDENT WAS SITTING IN THE R SEAT. THE STUDENT WAS ACTING AS PIC FOR 
THE ENTIRE FLT. I OBSERVED THE STUDENT PRACTICE SOME MANEUVERS IN THE 
PRACTICE AREA, AND AFTER ABOUT 5 MINS HE WAS READY TO RETURN FOR 
PRACTICE IN THE TFC PATTERN. THE STUDENT RECEIVED THE ATIS AND 
CONTACTED THE TWR REQUESTING 'THE OPTION.' HE PERFORMED 3 TOUCH-AND-
GOES AND, WHILE ROLLING AFTER THE THIRD LNDG, THE STUDENT RETRACTED 
THE FLAPS, TURNED OFF THE CARB HEAT AND PUT THE GEAR SELECTOR TO THE 
'UP' POSITION. I TRIED TO MOVE THE SELECTOR TO THE 'DOWN' POSITION, BUT 
THE NOSE GEAR HAD ALREADY COLLAPSED. THE PROP STRUCK THE RWY AND THE 
AIRPLANE SKIDDED TO A STOP ON THE RWY CTRLINE. THE STUDENT APPROVED 
ASSISTANCE FROM THE TWR, PERFORMED THE EMER SECURING CHKLIST, AND 
WE BOTH EXITED THE ACFT UNINJURED. 

Synopsis 

A C172RG INSTRUCTOR PILOT REPORTED HIS STUDENT RETRACTED THE GEAR ON 
THE RUNWAY WHILE EXECUTING A TOUCH AND GO. 

  



 

ACN: 812877 

Time / Day 

Date : 200811 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 0 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : Christen A-1 Huskey 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Landing : Roll 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Personal 
Function.Instruction : Trainee 
ASRS Report : 812877 

Events 

Anomaly.Other Anomaly  
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.None Taken : Unable 
Consequence.Other : Aircraft Damaged 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Aircraft 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

WHILE RECEIVING TRAINING ON A NEW AVIAT HUSKY, THE INSTRUCTOR AND I 
WERE PERFORMING TOUCH-AND-GOES. AFTER AN UNEVENTFUL, SMOOTH LNDG, 
THE NOSE OF THE ACFT STARTED TO DRIFT R. I PUT A L RUDDER CORRECTION TO 
STRAIGHTEN THE ACFT NOSE. THE ACFT CONTINUED TO SLOW AND THEN THE 
TAIL SEEMED TO RAISE AND THEN CONTINUED UNTIL THE PROP AND SPINNER 
TIPPED FORWARD AND CAME INTO CONTACT WITH THE RWY. THERE WAS APPROX 
A 10 DEG XWIND FROM THE L AT 5 MPH. CONTRIBUTING FACTORS COULD HAVE 
BEEN THE RELEASE OF BACK PRESSURE ON THE STICK (TAILDRAGGER) OR A 
SLIGHT APPLICATION OF THE BRAKES OR BOTH. THE INSTRUCTOR CAME ON THE 
CTLS ONCE THE TAIL STARTED TO RAISE BUT WAS UNABLE TO PREVENT THE 
PROP STRIKING THE RWY. EXTRA PRECAUTIONS, OR CERTAINLY THAT THE STICK 



BE IN THE FULL AFT POSITION WHEN LNDG AND AWARENESS OF BRAKE 
APPLICATION SHOULD BE FOLLOWED ON EVERY LNDG. AT THE TIME OF THE 
INCIDENT THE ACFT WAS MOVING AT 5-10 MPH. 

Synopsis 

HUSKY PILOT WITH INSTRUCTOR ON BOARD REPORTS NOSING OVER AT VERY 
LOW SPEED CAUSING PROP DAMAGE. 

  



 

ACN: 810488 

Time / Day 

Date : 200810 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ROA.Airport 
State Reference : VA 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 200 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : ROA.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 
Flight Phase.Landing : Go Around 
Route In Use.Approach : Visual 

Aircraft : 2 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : ROA.Tower 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft 
Flight Phase.Climbout : Takeoff 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 30 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 1245 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 55 
ASRS Report : 810488 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Anomaly.Incursion : Runway 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Required Legal Separation 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Controller : Issued New Clearance 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Executed Go Around 



Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 200 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 100 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : ATC Human Performance 

Narrative 

RETURNING TO ROA ARPT FROM THE NE, WE WERE CLRED TO LAND ON RWY 24 
APPROX 8 MI NE OF THE FIELD. WHILE SETTING UP FOR THE LNDG, ANOTHER 
ACFT ON THE GND CALLED FOR TKOF CLRNC FROM THE INTXN OF RWY 24 AND 
TXWY N. THE CTLR GAVE THE OTHER PLANE DISTANCE REMAINING FROM THE 
TXWY AND ADVISED HIM THAT FULL LENGTH WAS AVAILABLE. THE CTLR THEN 
CLRED THE ACFT FOR TKOF FROM TXWY N. I HEARD SOMEONE IN THE BACKGND 
OF THE TWR YELL 'NO' WHEN THE CTLR GAVE THE CLRNC. I IMMEDIATELY TOOK 
THE PLANE FROM MY STUDENT AND CALLED THAT WE WERE ON A 1/4 MI FINAL 
AND THAT WE WERE EXECUTING A GAR. THE CTLR BECAME FLUSTERED AND 
INSTRUCTED US TO BREAK OUR GAR TO THE L OF THE RWY AND TRIED TO 
CANCEL THE TKOF CLRNC FOR THE OTHER ACFT. THE OTHER ACFT HAD ALREADY 
BECAME AIRBORNE, WAS IN A CLB AND DRIFTING TOWARDS US. THIS WAS 
PINCHING US BTWN THE OTHER PLANE AND THE CTL TWR. I MADE A BANKED 
TURN AROUND THE CTL TWR AND ANNOUNCED THAT I WAS ENTERING THE L 
DOWNWIND TO RWY 24. AT THIS POINT THE CTLR FINALLY RECEIVED A 
RESPONSE FROM THE OTHER PLANE WHO STATED THAT HE HAD EXPERIENCED 
INTERFERENCE ON HIS RADIO AND HAD MISSED THE PREVIOUS CALLS. I FLEW 
THE PATTERN BACK TO THE RWY AND MADE A LNDG WITHOUT FURTHER 
INCIDENT. 

Synopsis 

PLT IS CLRED TO LAND RWY 24 AT ROA AND ACFT Y IS CLRED TO TAKE OFF PRIOR 
TO THE ARR OF ACFT X. ACFT X GOES AROUND AND HAS NMAC WITH ACFT Y. 

  



 

ACN: 809801 

Time / Day 

Date : 200810 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : MYF.Airport 
State Reference : CA 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 0 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : MYF.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : Cessna Aircraft Undifferentiated or Other Model 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Ground : Taxi 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Function.Oversight : PIC 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 72 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 2160 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 312 
ASRS Report : 809801 

Person : 2 

Affiliation.Government : FAA 
Affiliation.Other : Personal 
Function.Controller : Ground 

Events 

Anomaly.Incursion : Runway 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Clearance 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : FAR 
Anomaly.Other Anomaly  
Independent Detector.Other.ControllerA : 2 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.None Taken : Detected After The Fact 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 



Narrative 

AFTER A LESSON OF SIMULATED EMERS AND LEARNING TO LAND AT A NEARBY 
ARPT, MY PRE-SOLO STUDENT AND I RETURNED TO OUR HOME-BASE OF MYF. WE 
DECIDED TO DO A FEW TOUCH AND GOES BEFORE OUR FINAL LNDG. UPON THE 
THIRD ATTEMPT, THE STUDENT DIDN'T USE ENOUGH BACK PRESSURE FOR THE 
FLARE AND WE BOUNCED UP SLIGHTLY, WHEN WE CONTACTED THE RWY AGAIN 
WE CAME DOWN WITH A SIGNIFICANT SIDE LOAD AND THE AIRPLANE STARTING 
SWERVING (THE NOSE SWERVED TO THE L AT A 30 DEG ANGLE FROM THE RWY 
HDG). I TOOK CTL OF THE AIRPLANE AND WAS ABLE TO USE CORRECTIONS TO 
GET THE AIRPLANE BACK UNDER CTL SAFELY. I IMMEDIATELY CALLED THE TWR 
AND SAID THAT WE WERE 'MAKING THIS A FULL-STOP.' WE WERE BOTH VERY 
SHAKEN UP AND EXITED THE FIRST L WE COULD (WE HAD LANDED ON RWY 28R 
AND EXITED ON TXWY G). UPON EXITING, THE CTLR SAID TO 'GO AHEAD AND 
MAKE A L TURN THERE ON 23 AND CONTACT GND.' IN THE EXCITEMENT WITH 
RAPID HEART BEATS AND ADRENALINE, WE STARTED MAKING A L TOWARDS THE 
NEAREST RWY (ASSUMING IT WAS 23 BECAUSE WE WERE STILL SHAKEN AND 
BECAUSE IT WAS MENTIONED). WE WANTED TO FOLLOW TWR DIRECTIONS 
IMMEDIATELY AND 'TURNED L TOWARDS THE RWY.' ONCE THE EXCITEMENT 
STARTED TO CALM DOWN (AFTER THE IMMEDIATE 20 SECONDS FOLLOWING THE 
HAZARDOUS SIDE LOAD LNDG) I SAW THAT RWY 23 WASN'T EVEN AN OPTION 
FOR USE FROM OUR PRESENT POS. AT THE SAME TIME TWR ASKED 'CESSNA 
WHERE ARE YOU GOING?' WE IMMEDIATELY STOPPED BUT THE FIRST HALF OF 
OUR AIRPLANE WAS OVER THE HOLD SHORT LINE FOR RWY 28L (WE WERE A 
GOOD 20 FT STILL FROM THE RWY). THE TWR SAFELY AND WISELY CALLED FOR 
THE TFC ON FINAL FOR RWY 28L TO GO AROUND. THE TWR THEN CLRED US 
ACROSS RWY 28L AND REQUESTED WE SWITCH TO GND. WE REQUESTED A TAXI 
CLRNC FROM GND AND TAXIED BACK TO OUR TIE-DOWN UNEVENTFULLY AND 
WITHOUT A REQUEST TO CONTACT THE TWR. IN HINDSIGHT, WE BLINDLY 
FOLLOWED 'TURN ONTO 23' EVEN THOUGH THOSE INSTRUCTIONS COULD NOT 
HAVE APPLIED FOR US. TO PREVENT THIS FROM HAPPENING IN THE FUTURE, I 
WILL TAKE 10 SECONDS FOR US TO CALM DOWN, RECOVER AND 'GET OUR 
BEARINGS' IN THE UNFORTUNATE EVENT OF ENCOUNTERING A HAZARDOUS OR 
STRESSFUL SITUATION. 

Synopsis 

A CESSNA STUDENT PILOT LOST CONTROL AFTER A BOUNCED LANDING AND THE 
HURRIED INSTRUCTOR RECOVERED. THE HURRIED INSTRUCTOR PILOT THEN 
MISTOOK A RUNWAY FOR A TAXIWAY AND INCURRED IT. 

  



 

ACN: 809800 

Time / Day 

Date : 200810 
Local Time Of Day : 0601 To 1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 6000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : IMC 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.ARTCC : ZZZ.ARTCC 
Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : Cheetah, Tiger, Traveler 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Cruise : Level 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 240 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 2970 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 25 
ASRS Report : 809800 

Events 

Anomaly.Altitude Deviation : Excursion From Assigned Altitude 
Anomaly.Inflight Encounter : Weather 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.None Taken : Unable 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Aircraft 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 
Problem Areas : Weather 

Narrative 

I WAS ON AN IFR TRAINING FLT WITH ONE OF MY STUDENTS. WE WERE UNABLE 
TO MAINTAIN THE ASSIGNED ALT ONLY BECAUSE THE SMALL AA5 WAS 
UNDERPWRED FOR THAT PARTICULAR DAY AND ALT BECAUSE OF DOWNDRAFTS. 
THERE WAS MOUNTAIN WAVE SOMETIMES PUSHING US DOWN AND SOMETIMES 



GIVING A LOT OF LIFT. WE KNEW THE CEILINGS WERE PLENTY HIGH SO AS NOT 
TO BE A DANGER OF HITTING MOUNTAIN TOPS -- ACTUALLY SEEING DOWN TO 
THE GND THROUGH SMALL BREAKS IN THE CLOUD. WHEN WE TOLD ATC ABOUT 
IT, THEY HAD US SQUAWK 7700. I NEVER FELT THERE WAS A REAL EMER, 
KNOWING IT WAS TEMPORARY AND KNOWING WE HAD PLENTY OF ROOM BELOW 
US. I USED THE EXPERIENCE TO POINT OUT TO THE STUDENT THAT YOU CAN 
NEVER UNDERESTIMATE THE PWR OF MOTHER NATURE, EVEN IN THE BENIGN WX 
WE WERE FLYING IN. THE PLANE (BELONGING TO THE STUDENT) NEEDS TO BE 
CONSIDERED IF EVER FLOWN IN MORE SERIOUS WX CONDITIONS. 

Synopsis 

AN AA5 INSTRUCTOR AND STUDENT PILOT WERE UNABLE TO MAINTAIN THEIR 
ASSIGNED ALT BECAUSE OF LACK OF POWER AND DOWNDRAFTS. 

  



 

ACN: 809777 

Time / Day 

Date : 200810 
Local Time Of Day : 0601 To 1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 0 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : ZZZ.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : DA40 Diamond Star 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Ground : Taxi 

Component : 1 

Aircraft Component : TCAS Equipment 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 180 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 1700 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 1523 
ASRS Report : 809777 

Person : 2 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Trainee 
Qualification.Pilot : Private 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 168 
ASRS Report : 809779 

Person : 3 

Affiliation.Government : FAA 
Function.Controller : Ground 



Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Less Severe 
Anomaly.Incursion : Runway 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Clearance 
Independent Detector.Other.ControllerA : 3 
Resolutory Action.Controller : Issued Alert 
Resolutory Action.Controller : Separated Traffic 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Aircraft 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

IN A G1000 EQUIPPED DA-40 ON THE WEST RAMP. MY STUDENT LISTENED TO 
TAXI INSTRUCTIONS AND READ THEM BACK. I THOUGHT I HEARD THE 
INSTRUCTIONS AS TAXI TO RWY XX VIA TXWYS E6 AND E, HOLD SHORT OF RWY 
Y. MY STUDENT TALKED ON THE RADIO. APPARENTLY THE INSTRUCTION WAS TO 
HOLD SHORT OF RUNWAY XX AT TXWY E6. THE CONVERSATION WAS 
INTERRUPTED SEVERAL TIMES BY THE ONBOARD TRAFFIC ALERTING SYSTEM, 
GIVING US TRAFFIC ADVISORIES EVEN THOUGH WE WERE MOTIONLESS ON THE 
GROUND. DUE TO THE INTERRUPTIONS I ATTEMPTED TO SILENCE THE WARNINGS 
THROUGH THE G1000 SYSTEM AND CONTINUED TO DO SO WHILE MY STUDENT 
TAXIED. THESE WERE NOT THE USUAL TAXI INSTRUCTIONS. USUALLY FROM THE 
WEST RAMP A TAXI VIA TXWY F IS ISSUED. THIS DAY THE INSTRUCTIONS WERE 
TO TAKE US ACROSS THE DEPARTURE END OF RWY XX. BOTH RUNWAYS WERE 
BEING USED THIS DAY. THERE ARE TWO EXITS FROM THE WEST RAMP. TO OUR 
RIGHT WAS TXWY F AND TO OUR LEFT WAS TXWY E6 WHICH CROSSES THE 
DEPARTURE END OF RWY XX. AS WE PROCEEDED UP TO THE HOLD SHORT LINE 
WE HEARD AN INSTRUCTION TO A MAINTENANCE TUG TO HOLD SHORT OF RWY 
XX. HE WAS ON THE OTHER SIDE. PRIOR TO ATTEMPTING TO CROSS I LOOKED 
DOWN THE DEPARTURE END OF THE RUNWAY AND SAW AN AIRCRAFT AT 
APPROXIMATELY 300-400 FT THAT HAD JUST TAKEN OFF. THINKING THAT THE 
MAINTENANCE TUG WAS BEING TOLD TO HOLD SHORT SO WE COULD CROSS I 
AGREED WITH MY STUDENT THAT WE COULD CROSS. JUST AFTER PASSING THE 
HOLD SHORT LINE WE HEARD AN INSTRUCTION FROM GROUND TELLING US TO 
STOP. WE STOPPED AND I HELD THE BRAKES AS WELL. WE WERE STOPPED FOR 
ABOUT A MINUTE JUST PAST THE HOLD SHORT LINE BUT BEFORE THE RUNWAY 
EDGE LINE. FROM THIS POINT I COULD SEE ANOTHER AIRCRAFT APPROXIMATELY 
ONE QUARTER MILE FROM THE APPROACH END OF RWY XX THAT WENT AROUND. 
AFTER THE AIRCRAFT WENT AROUND GROUND CONTROL INSTRUCTED US TO 
CROSS RWY XX TO TXWY E MAKE A RIGHT ONTO TXWY E AND TAXI TO RWY XX. 
AT THE END OF TXWY E WE RECEIVED AN INSTRUCTION FROM GROUND CONTROL 
TO CALL THE TOWER FOR A POSSIBLE DEVIATION. AFTER TAKING DOWN THE 
NUMBER WE WERE CLEARED FOR TAKEOFF. I BELIEVE WHAT REALLY CAUSED THE 
PROBLEM WAS OUR FAILURE TO ADHERE TO THE TAXI INSTRUCTIONS. I BELIEVE 
A CONTRIBUTING FACTOR WAS THE AUDIO ALERT COMING FROM THE G1000 
SYSTEM ON OUR DA-40 DROWNING OUT THE RADIO. WHILE STILL LISTENING TO 
THE TAXI INSTRUCTIONS THE SYSTEM GAVE US TRAFFIC WARNINGS WITH 
LOCATIONS AND ALTITUDES AT LEAST SIX TIMES. I ATTEMPTED TO TURN THE 
AUDIO ALERTS OFF BUT WAS UNABLE TO FIND A MEANS ON ANY MENU IN THE 
G1000. I WAS ALSO UNABLE TO FIND ANY VOLUME CONTROL FOR THE ALERTS 
EITHER IN THE POH OR IN THE G1000 COCKPIT REFERENCE GUIDE. THROUGH 



PROCESS OF ELIMINATION DURING THE FLIGHT I PULLED THE TAS CIRCUIT 
BREAKER ON THE DA-40 AND WE HAD NO FURTHER PROBLEMS. WE ALSO HAD NO 
TRAFFIC ALERTS. THE SYSTEM DOES NOT SHUT DOWN WHILE ON THE GROUND 
AND CONTINUES TO GIVE AUDIO ALERTS. TO PREVENT A RECURRENCE IN THE 
FUTURE I WILL REQUEST CLARIFICATION OF ANY TAXI INSTRUCTION THAT GETS 
STEPPED ON BY ANY OTHER AUDIO AND WHILE ON THE GROUND THE TAS 
CIRCUIT BREAKER WILL BE PULLED. ALSO I WILL HOLD SHORT OF ANY RUNWAY I 
AM NOT ABSOLUTELY POSITIVE I CAN CROSS AND REQUEST CLARIFICATION 
FROM ATC. CALLBACK CONVERSATION WITH RPTR REVEALED THE FOLLOWING 
INFO: ALTHOUGH THE STUDENT MAY HAVE BEEN AWARE OF THE CLEARANCE TO 
HOLD SHORT OF RWY XX, HE DEFERRED TO THE INSTRUCTOR'S INDICATIONS 
THAT THEY WERE CLEARED TO CROSS. THE AUDIO TRAFFIC ALERTS WERE A 
HINDRANCE AND A CIRCUIT BREAKER IS NOW BEING USED TO SILENCE THEM ON 
THE GROUND. THE CONSTANT ALERTS ARE ALSO A PROBLEM IN THE TRAFFIC 
PATTERN AND THERE SHOULD BE A WAY OF SILENCING THE ALERTS WHILE STILL 
KEEPING THE TRAFFIC DISPLAY.  

Synopsis 

DA40 INSTRUCTOR AND STUDENT REPORT RWY INCURSION AT ZZZ. RPTR CLAIMS 
THAT INTRUSIVE TRAFFIC ALERTS BY G1000 ARE AN ISSUE IN THE INCIDENT. 

  



 

ACN: 809656 

Time / Day 

Date : 200810 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 0 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Musketeer 23 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Landing : Go Around 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Function.Oversight : PIC 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 80 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 950 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 700 
ASRS Report : 809656 

Events 

Anomaly.Non Adherence : Published Procedure 
Anomaly.Other Anomaly  
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.None Taken : Insufficient Time 
Consequence.Other : Aircraft Damaged 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

STUDENT WAS PERFORMING A NORMAL LNDG AFTER TRAINING FLT. PWR 
ABRUPTLY REDUCED TO IDLE JUST BEFORE LNDG FLARE. PWR REDUCTION BY 
STUDENT RESULTED IN HARD LNDG RESULTING IN ACFT BOUNCING BACK INTO 
AIR. I TOOK CTL OF ACFT AND IMMEDIATELY ADDED FULL PWR TO ATTEMPT GAR. 
WITHOUT INSTRUCTION TO DO SO, STUDENT RETRACTED FLAPS COMPLETELY. 
HIGH SINK RATE DUE TO RAPID LOSS OF LIFT RESULTED IN ACFT CONTACTING 



RWY AGAIN. NOSE GEAR COLLAPSED AND PROP INCURRED GND-CONTACT 
DAMAGE. NO PROPERTY (WITH EXCEPTION OF ACFT) WAS DAMAGED AND NO 
INJURIES OCCURRED. 

Synopsis 

A BE23 INSTRUCTOR INITIATED A GAR AFTER HIS STUDENT BOUNCED THE LNDG. 
THE STUDENT RAISED THE FLAPS CAUSING A LOSS OF LIFT AND THE NOSE GEAR 
COLLAPSED AS THE ACFT HIT AGAIN. 

  



 

ACN: 809214 

Time / Day 

Date : 200810 
Local Time Of Day : 0601 To 1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 50 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : Marginal 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : ZZZ.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Small Transport, Low Wing, 2 Recip Eng 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 
Flight Phase.Landing : Go Around 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Function.Oversight : PIC 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 90 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 790 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 47 
ASRS Report : 809214 

Person : 2 

Affiliation.Government : FAA 
Function.Controller : Local 

Events 

Anomaly.Other Anomaly.Other  
Independent Detector.Other.ControllerA : 2 
Resolutory Action.Controller : Issued Advisory 
Resolutory Action.Controller : Issued New Clearance 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Executed Go Around 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 50 

Assessments 



Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

I WAS PRACTICING LNDGS WITH MY MULTI-ENG STUDENT AT ZZZ ARPT. WE HAD 
MADE 3 LNDGS PREVIOUSLY BEFORE THE INCIDENT OCCURRED. WHILE ON 
DOWNWIND TWR HAD CALLED US AND ASKED FOR THE BASES OF THE CLOUDS. 
THEY HAD CALLED RIGHT IN THE MIDDLE OF OUR DOWNWIND LNDG CHKS, SO 
WE WERE DISTR. AFTER WE RPTED THE BASES THE ARPT NEEDED TO GO IFR SO 
WE WERE INSTRUCTED TO LAND. WE HAD BEEN PRACTICING STOP AND GO 
LNDGS ON RWY 30, AND WE WERE GOING TO PERFORM A FULL STOP ON RWY 35. 
AGAIN, THIS WAS HAPPENING IN THE DOWNWIND PHASE OF OUR FLT. WHEN 
TWR CALLED THE FIRST TIME DURING OUR DOWNWIND CHKLIST THE GEAR HORN 
WAS GOING OFF AND WE WERE ABOUT TO PUT THE GEAR DOWN. I RESPONDED 
TO TWR WHILE MY STUDENT FLEW AND MENTALLY TUNED OUT THE GEAR HORN. 
AFTER TWR CALLED FOR THE BASES, THEY CAME RIGHT BACK AND ASKED WHAT 
RWY WE PREFERRED TO LAND ON. AGAIN, I RESPONDED TO TWR AND TOLD HIM 
RWY 35. AT THIS POINT WE NEEDED TO START OUR TURN TOWARDS RWY 35 
BECAUSE WE WERE READY TO TURN BASE FOR RWY 30, SO WE NEEDED TO 
CORRECT AND MADE A CONTINUOUS TURN TOWARDS RWY 35 TO GET LINED UP 
WITH IT. I STILL HAD THE LNDG GEAR WARNING HORN TUNED OUT AT THIS 
TIME. I WAS FOCUSED ON MY STUDENT'S FLYING AS HE WAS COMING IN HIGH 
AND FAST, AND WAS NOT CORRECTING FOR A XWIND PROPERLY. I HAD BECOME 
VERY DISTR AND NEVER NOTICED THAT WE DID NOT HAVE 3 GREEN LIGHTS 
SHOWING OUR GEAR WAS DOWN. WE HAD NEVER FINISHED OUR BEFORE LNDG 
CHKLIST. WHILE ON FINAL APCH ABOUT 50 FT OVER THE RWY, TWR INSTRUCTED 
US TO 'GO AROUND.' MY STUDENT HESITATED AND I IMMEDIATELY PUSHED THE 
THROTTLES FORWARD AND CONDUCTED THE GAR. AT THAT POINT TWR CAME 
BACK AND SAID 'IT APPEARS YOUR GEAR IS NOT DOWN' AND AT THAT POINT I 
LOOKED DOWN AND DID NOT SEE 3 GREEN LIGHTS. I USED THIS AS A LEARNING 
SITUATION FOR MY STUDENT AND IT PROVED HOW EASILY A PLT CAN BECOME 
DISTR. WHAT CAUSED THE PROB WAS MULTIPLE DISTRS IN THE TFC PATTERN 
THAT PULLED MY ATTN AWAY FROM BACKING UP MY STUDENT'S CHKLISTS. WHAT 
CAN BE DONE TO PREVENT THIS IS ALWAYS CHK, CHK, AND TRIPLE CHK THAT 
THE GEAR IS ACTUALLY DOWN, NO MATTER WHAT THE SITUATION AND ALWAYS 
FLY THE ACFT BEFORE RESPONDING TO THE CTL TWR. DO NOT LET YOURSELF 
BECOME DISTR EVEN WHEN THERE ARE 2 PLTS IN THE ACFT. IF IT HAD NOT BEEN 
FOR THE CTL TWR INSTRUCTING A GAR, WE WOULD HAVE LANDED GEAR UP. I 
THANKED THEM. SOME CONTRIBUTING FACTORS TO THE INCIDENT WAS A LOWER 
TFC PATTERN THAN THE STUDENT HAD NORMALLY BEEN PRACTICING WITH AND 
THAT THE STUDENT HAD NOT FLOWN IN 2 WKS DUE TO WX. I WAS INSTRUCTING 
THE STUDENT MORE THAN NORMAL BECAUSE HE COULD NOT THINK AHEAD OF 
THE ACFT WHICH DISTR MY ATTN EVEN MORE. 

Synopsis 

SMA AIRCRAFT WAS ISSUED GO AROUND BECAUSE OF NO GEAR, INSTRUCTOR 
REPORTER DESCRIBED EVENTS THAT LED TO THE EVENT, LISTING A NUMBER OF 
DISTRACTIONS. 

  



 

ACN: 809188 

Time / Day 

Date : 200810 
Local Time Of Day : 0601 To 1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : HEG.Airport 
State Reference : FL 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 0 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Dawn 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Climbout : Takeoff 

Aircraft : 2 

Make Model Name : Skylane 182/RG Turbo Skylane/RG 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Climbout : Takeoff 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 20 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 335 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 300 
ASRS Report : 809188 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 50 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 0 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 



WE DEPARTED ON A TRAINING FLT. AFTER AIR WORK IN THE S PRACTICE AREA 
WE DEPARTED THE PRACTICE AREA TO HEG. ARRIVING AT HEG I ENTERED L 
DOWNWIND FOR RWY 7. WINDS WERE CALM. I RPTED DOWNWIND, BASE AND 
FINAL FOR EACH PATTERN LAP. ON THE 3RD PATTERN A C182 RPTED TO BE 
TAXIING TO RWY 25. I CONTINUED APCH FOR RWY 7 AND RPTED THAT I WOULD 
BE DOING A TOUCH AND GO. AS I ADDED PWR ON MY DEP ROLL I NOTICED THE 
C182 ON THE TKOF ROLL ON RWY 25. I IMMEDIATELY REDUCED PWR AND 
APPLIED BRAKES AND R RUDDER. THE C182 DID THE SAME. WE PASSED AT 
MIDFIELD WITHIN 50 FT FROM EACH OTHER. AT NO TIME DID I HEAR ANY OTHER 
RADIO CALLS TO THE C182 OR OTHER ACFT. I RETURNED TO THE RUN-UP AREA 
AND TRIED TO REACH THE OTHER ACFT. I HAD NO RESPONSE. NOTE: WHEN 
TAKING OFF RWY 7 OR RWY 25 YOU ARE UNABLE TO SEE THE OTHER END OF THE 
RWY DUE TO CROWN IN THE CTR OF THE ARPT. 

Synopsis 

A C172 EXPERIENCED A NMAC WITH A C182 AT HEG. 

  



 

ACN: 809006 

Time / Day 

Date : 200810 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : BAZ.Airport 
State Reference : TX 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 400 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : BAZ.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 
Flight Phase.Landing : Touch And Go 
Route In Use.Approach : Traffic Pattern 

Aircraft : 2 

Make Model Name : Any Unknown or Unlisted Aircraft Manufacturer 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : ATP 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 20 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 3500 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 25 
ASRS Report : 809006 

Person : 2 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Trainee 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 53 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 7550 



Experience.Flight Time.Type : 10 
ASRS Report : 809007 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewB : 2 
Resolutory Action.None Taken : Anomaly Accepted 
Consequence.FAA : Investigated 
Consequence.FAA : Reviewed Incident With Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 100 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : ATC Human Performance 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

THE MISSION WAS PLANNED AND BRIEFED AS A TRAINING FLT WITH 
COMMERCIAL PTS MANEUVERS TO BE PRACTICED IN THE NE PRACTICE AREA OF 
BAZ, FOLLOWED BY 2 INST APCHS AT HYI AND A GPS APCH AT BAZ. WE HAD 
PLANNED PATTERN WORK ON SHORT AND SOFT FIELD LNDGS AND TKOFS. THE 
FIRST PART OF THE FLT WAS AS BRIEFED. WE THEN PROCEEDED VFR TOWARD 
MARNE FOR A PRACTICE GPS TO RWY 13 AT BA2. INITIAL SEGMENTS OF THE 
APCH WERE UNEVENTFUL. APCHING MARNE, WE CHKED IN WITH BAZ TWR 
(APPROX 12 MI OUT). THEY INSTRUCTED US TO CALL WUGHE (FAF). WHILE 
INBOUND, WE HEARD ANOTHER ACFT CHK IN FOR PATTERNS. WE WERE APPROX 
1.5 MI OUTSIDE WUGHE WHEN TWR ASKED FOR OUR POS. WE RESPONDED AND 
WE WERE CLRED FOR A TOUCH AND GO. IMMEDIATELY AFTER, TWR CLRED THE 
TWIN TO LAND, #2. THERE WAS NEVER AN ACKNOWLEDGEMENT IF HE HAD #1 IN 
SIGHT. WE CONTINUED THE APCH. JUST INSIDE THE VDP (1.7 NM), WE LOOKED 
UP AND SAW AN ACFT PASSING ALMOST DIRECTLY ABOVE AND IN FRONT OF US. I 
WOULD ESTIMATE HE WAS WITHIN 100 FT OF US. I DEFINITELY CONSIDERED HIM 
TO BE A HAZARD. TWR SAID HE WAS RIGHT ON TOP OF US AND HE STARTED A R 
CLBING TURN SHORTLY AFTER THAT. WE TOOK NO EVASIVE ACTION AS THE 
COLLISION DANGER WAS PAST WHEN WE SAW THE TWIN. TWR ASKED HIM IF HE 
HAD SEEN US, AND HE RESPONDED THAT HE HAD NOT. TWR AGAIN CLRED US 
FOR TOUCH AND GO. WE COMPLETED A TOUCH AND GO AND FLEW 1 MORE 
PATTERN TO THE FULL STOP. 

Synopsis 

SMALL SINGLE ENG ACFT ON PRACTICE GPS APPROACH TO RUNWAY 13 AT BAZ 
EXPERIENCED A NMAC WITH OVERFLYING VFR SMALL SINGLE ENG ACFT THAT 
WAS INSTRUCTED TO FOLLOW, ATC ISSUING CORRECTIVE ACTION. 

  



 

ACN: 808898 

Time / Day 

Date : 200810 
Local Time Of Day : 1801 To 2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : SLC.Airport 
State Reference : UT 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 100 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Night 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : SLC.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : PA-28 Cherokee/Archer II/Dakota/Pillan/Warrior 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 

Aircraft : 2 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : SLC.Tower 
Make Model Name : Metro Undifferentiated or Other Model 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 30 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 435 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 160 
ASRS Report : 80898 

Person : 2 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Trainee 
Qualification.Pilot : Private 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 8 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 228 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 7 
ASRS Report : 808899 

Events 



Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewB : 2 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 100 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 50 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : ATC Human Performance 
Problem Areas : Airport 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

UPON RECEIVING LNDG CLRNC FROM SLC TWR, MYSELF AND MY STUDENT LINED 
UP FOR FINAL APPROX 2 MI FROM RWY 35. WE THEN HEARD THE TWR CLR THE 
METROLINER FOR LNDG RWY 32 BEHIND OUR ACFT. AS THE FLT PROGRESSED, I 
NOTICED THE METROLINER TURNING BASE FOR RWY 32, APPROX 1 MI E OF OUR 
POS. AS THE LNDG LIGHTS OF THE METROLINER GOT BRIGHTER, WITH NO 
RELATIVE MOTION TO OUR ACFT. I QUERIED THE TWR WHO RESPONDED SAYING, 
'THEY ARE LNDG BEHIND YOU.' WE CONTINUED OUR DSCNT AND THE 
METROLINER CONTINUED INBOUND OFF OUR R WING. MY STUDENT GAVE ME CTL 
OF THE ACFT AND I TOOK EVASIVE ACTION TURNING TO PARALLEL RWY 32 
WHICH WAS THE METROLINER'S LNDG RWY. AT THAT POINT, WE WERE APPROX 
100 FT AGL AND THE METROLINER WAS 100 FT TO OUR R AND 50 FT ABOVE. AT 
THAT MOMENT THE METROLINER PITCHED UP AND I CALLED ON THE RADIO THAT 
HE WAS GOING AROUND. THE METROLINER CROSSED ABOVE OUR ACFT AND 
MADE A RADIO CALL STATING THAT HE WAS NOT GOING AROUND AND 
CONTINUED HIS LNDG. I THEN LINED UP OUR ACFT WITH RWY 35 AND HANDED 
THE CTLS BACK TO MY STUDENT. WE LANDED SAFELY AND THE TWR INSTRUCTED 
US TO CONTACT GND. THE METROLINER INDICATED OVER THE RADIO THAT HE 
HAD LOST OUR ACFT IN THE GND CLUTTER AND THE TWR STATED THAT THE 
METROLINER HAD PROBABLY SCARED US. 

Synopsis 

PA28 AND SW4 HAVE NMAC ON APCH TO DIVERGING RWYS AT SLC. 

  



 

ACN: 808765 

Time / Day 

Date : 200810 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 8500 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : Cessna 152 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Cruise : Level 

Component : 1 

Aircraft Component : Spark Plug 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 200 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 920 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 900 
ASRS Report : 808765 

Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Critical 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Diverted To Another Airport 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Landed In Emergency Condition 
Consequence.Other  

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Aircraft 

Narrative 



WE WERE ON A VFR XCOUNTRY FLT FROM ZZZ TO ZZZ1. WHEN WE WERE 
CRUISING AT 8500 FT AROUND ABC VOR, WE LOST OUR ENG PWR 
CONTINUOUSLY AND WE TRIED TO RECOVER FROM THE FAILURE BY USING THE 
CARB HEAT, BUT IT WAS STILL LOSING PWR, THE ENG INST GAUGES WERE 
SHOWING NORMAL. WE SOMEHOW MANAGED TO LAND AT THE ZZZ2 ARPT. IT 
SEEMS THAT THE ENG WAS LOSING PWR BECAUSE OF THE SPARK PLUG FAILURE. 

Synopsis 

A C152 ON A CROSS COUNTRY LOST POWER AT 8500 FT AND WAS ABLE TO LAND 
AT A NEARBY ARPT. 

  



 

ACN: 808291 

Time / Day 

Date : 200808 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : HIO.Airport 
State Reference : OR 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1200 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : HIO.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Corporate 
Make Model Name : PA-44 Seminole Turbo Seminole 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 
Route In Use.Approach : Traffic Pattern 

Aircraft : 2 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : HIO.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Corporate 
Make Model Name : PA-44 Seminole Turbo Seminole 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 
Route In Use.Approach : Traffic Pattern 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Company : Corporate 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Function.Oversight : PIC 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 100 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 520 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 50 
ASRS Report : 808291 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Consequence.FAA : Reviewed Incident With Flight Crew 



Miss Distance.Horizontal : 200 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 200 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : ATC Human Performance 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

CLASS D ARPT, WE HAD A CLOSE CALL WHILE TURNING TO JOIN THE 
DOWNWIND, THERE WAS ANOTHER ACFT ALSO MAKING THE TURN TO 
DOWNWIND FROM XWIND. WE PASSED TO THE L AND BELOW THEM. THERE WAS 
HVY RADIO CONGESTION AT THE TIME OF THE INCIDENT, THOUGH I BELIEVE TO 
HAVE BEEN INSTRUCTED TO JOIN AND RPT THE R DOWNWIND FOR THE RWY. 
AFTER SPEAKING WITH THE OTHER PLT AFTER THE INCIDENT THEY HAD BEEN 
EXPECTING US TO BE AHEAD AND TO THE L JOINING A BASE LEG FOR THE RWY. 
POSSIBLY A RADIO CALL WAS MISSED IN THIS TIME, THERE WERE MANY STEPPED 
ON/BLOCKED CALLS. TO SEE AND AVOID THE ACFT WE MADE A STEEP TURNING 
DSCNT, TAKING US THROUGH A HELI PATTERN AREA. WE CIRCLED, REJOINED 
THE DOWNWIND, AND WERE ABLE TO CONTACT TWR AGAIN. WE WERE 
MISIDENTED AT THIS POINT, AND AFTER A COUPLE RADIO CALLS THE PROB WAS 
SORTED OUT AND WE LANDED WITHOUT INCIDENT. AFTER POSTFLT BRIEFING 
WITH MY STUDENT I CALLED THE TWR TO TRY AND DETERMINE WHAT HAD 
OCCURRED. THE TWR SUPVR RPTED NO DEVS TO ME, AND WAS NOT EVEN AWARE 
OF THE NEAR COLLISION OR CIRCLING UNTIL I CALLED ON THE GND. AFTER A 
DISCUSSION WITH THE SUPVR THE PROB WAS ATTRIBUTED TO HVY RADIO 
CONGESTION, STEPPED ON/BLOCKED RADIO CALLS, AND A TRAINEE CTLR. 

Synopsis 

PA44 ENTERING PATTERN AT HIO EXPERIENCED NMAC AT 1200 WITH SAME TYPE 
ACFT TURNING DOWNWIND, BLOCKED COM AND CTLR TRAINING CITED AS 
POSSIBLE CAUSE. 

  



 

ACN: 807918 

Time / Day 

Date : 200810 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 0 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements : Rain 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : ZZZ.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Champion Citabria 7ECA 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Landing : Go Around 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 110 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 5400 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 53 
ASRS Report : 807918 

Events 

Anomaly.Non Adherence : Published Procedure 
Anomaly.Other Anomaly  
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Executed Go Around 
Consequence.Other : Aircraft Damaged 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

I WAS PROVIDING TRAINING IN A CITABRIA ON THE LNDG PHASE OF FLT. ON 
TOUCHDOWN, WHILE PRACTICING WHEEL LNDGS, THE ACFT BOUNCED, THE LNDG 
WAS CONTINUED AND THE ACFT BOUNCED A SECOND TIME. DUE TO THE 



INCREASE IN OSCILLATIONS I INSTRUCTED THE STUDENT TO GO AROUND AFTER 
THE SECOND BOUNCE. ON CLBOUT AT VY AIRSPD, THE ACFT PRODUCED A 
NOTICEABLY LOWER CLB RATE THAN WAS PREVIOUSLY ATTAINED DURING THE 
FLT. ENG INSTS INDICATED NORMAL OP, AND WE WERE UNABLE TO IMMEDIATELY 
DETERMINE THE CAUSE OF THE LOSS OF PERFORMANCE. AN EMER WAS 
DECLARED, AND WE LANDED THE ACFT. DURING THE POSTFLT INSPECTION IT 
WAS NOTED THAT THE ENDS OF THE PROP WERE BENT. 

Synopsis 

A CITABRIA 7ECA INSTRUCTOR REPORTS THAT HIS STUDENT BOUNCED A LNDG. 
AFTER THE SECOND BOUNCE A GAR WAS EXECUTED. THE PROP BLADES WERE 
BENT. 

  



 

ACN: 807644 

Time / Day 

Date : 200812 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 389 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Landing : Roll 
Route In Use.Approach : Traffic Pattern 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Personal 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 150 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 780 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 600 
ASRS Report : 817644 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : Ground Critical 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Published Procedure 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Airport 

Narrative 

THE FLT OCCURRED IN THE TFC PATTERN ON A TRAINING FLT WITH A STUDENT. 
UPON OUR SECOND LNDG, I NOTICED THAT THE ARPT MAINT TRUCK HAD TURNED 
ONTO A TXWY THAT LEADS INTO THE RWY 2000 FT DOWN THE RWY. THE TRUCK 
APPEARED TO BE HOLDING SHORT OF THE RWY AND AWAITING OUR ARR BEFORE 



TAKING THE RWY. NO RADIO CALLS WERE MADE BY THE MAINT TRUCK, BUT THEY 
DON'T USUALLY MAKE THEM UNTIL RIGHT BEFORE TAKING THE RWY. I DECIDED 
TO KEEP AN EYE ON THE TRUCK BECAUSE I DIDN'T TRUST HIM, ALMOST LIKE 
WATCHING A CAR COME TO A ROLLING STOP AT AN INTXN. UPON THE LNDG 
FLARE I LOST SIGHT OF THE TRUCK AS IT WAS ON THE L SIDE OF THE ACFT AND 
I WAS SITTING ON THE R SIDE. AFTER THE NOSE CAME DOWN, I WITNESSED THE 
TRUCK START ROLLING ONTO THE RWY. WE WERE ABOUT 500 FT AWAY FROM 
THE TXWY INTXN AT THIS POINT. THE TRUCK TOOK THE RWY AND MOVED 
ALMOST DIRECTLY ACROSS IT. THE TRUCK WAS MOVING FROM OUR L TO R. I 
TOOK CTL OF THE ACFT FROM MY STUDENT AND STARTED BRAKING HEAVILY. 
THERE WAS NO ROOM FOR TRYING TO EXECUTE A TOUCH-AND-GO AS WE WOULD 
NOT HAVE BEEN OFF THE GND BEFORE COLLIDING WITH THE TRUCK. IF I WERE 
TO HAVE ATTEMPTED THIS, IT WOULD'VE BEEN AN EVEN HIGHER SPD COLLISION. 
AT THIS POINT I WAS ATTEMPTING TO BRAKE SO HARD THAT THE WHEELS 
LOCKED UP AND WE STARTED TO SKID FOR ABOUT 200 FT. WE WERE 1/2 WAY 
BTWN THE CTRLINE OF THE RWY AND THE R EDGE MAKING US ABOUT 25 FT 
FROM THE CTRLINE. THERE WAS NOTHING MORE I COULD DO AND THE TRUCK 
WAS STILL COMING AT US CONVERGING FROM OUR L SIDE. THE TRUCK DRIVER 
CAME WITHIN ABOUT 20 FT OF A COLLISION BEFORE HE NOTICED US THERE AND 
SWERVED SHARPLY TO HIS R TO AVOID THE COLLISION. WE TAXIED DOWN THE 
RWY TO THE NEXT INTXN AND CLRED THE RWY. NO DAMAGE OCCURRED AND 
EVERYONE WAS OK. THE MAINT WORKER THEN CAME OVER THE CTAF AND 
APOLOGIZED AND ADMITTED THAT HE NEVER HAD HIS RADIO ON TO MONITOR 
THE CTAF BEFORE HE ROLLED ONTO THE RWY. AFTER WE ENDED THE FLT, HE 
CAME OVER TO APOLOGIZE IN PERSON AND ALSO ADMITTED THAT HE DID NOT 
KNOW WHETHER WE WERE TAKING OFF OR LNDG. THIS GIVES ME THE 
IMPRESSION THAT HE DID NOT EVEN USE HIS EYES TO MAKE SURE THE RWY WAS 
CLR. I WILL TALK TO ARPT MGMNT TO TRY AND IMPLEMENT REVISED PROCS FOR 
THE ARPT MAINT CREW WHEN INSPECTING THE ARPT. THERE SHOULD BE NO 
REASON THAT THEY CANNOT DRIVE THEIR TRUCKS AROUND THE ENDS OF THE 
RWY AS OPPOSED TO DRIVING ON IT AND POSSIBLY CREATING ANOTHER 
POTENTIAL DEADLY ACCIDENT. 

Synopsis 

ALERT INTERVENTION ON THE PART OF A FLT INSTRUCTOR AVERTS A COLLISION 
WITH ARPT MAINT TRUCK ENTERING THE RWY UNANNOUNCED AT A NON-TWRED 
ARPT. 

  



 

ACN: 807488 

Time / Day 

Date : 200809 
Local Time Of Day : 1801 To 2400 

Place 

State Reference : WA 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Night 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 
Route In Use.Approach : Instrument Non Precision 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Trainee 
Qualification.Pilot : Private 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 35 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 120 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 120 
ASRS Report : 807488 

Events 

Anomaly.Altitude Deviation : Crossing Restriction Not Met 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Clearance 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Published Procedure 
Anomaly.Other Spatial Deviation  
Independent Detector.Aircraft Equipment : GPWS 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.None Taken : Detected After The Fact 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Chart Or Publication 

Situations 

Chart.Approach : LNAV 

Narrative 

DESCRIPTION: WHILE SHOOTING LNAV APCH, USED LPV DECISION ALT INSTEAD 
OF LNAV MDA. DETAILED DESCRIPTION: WHILE SHOOTING LNAV (GPS) APCH, 
LOOKED AT THE COMMERCIAL APCH PLATE AND GOT CONFUSED WITH THE LPV 



DECISION ALT WHILE APCH BRIEFING. USED THE LPV DECISION ALT INSTEAD OF 
LNAV MDA AS THE FORMER APPEARS IN THE BRIEFING AREA OF THE APCH PLATE. 
ALSO LPV AND LNAV ARE RESEMBLING. THIS IS COMPOUNDED BY THE FACT THAT 
IT WAS NIGHT WITH DIM COCKPIT LIGHT AND LOW PLT EXPERIENCE. THIS COULD 
HAVE BEEN FATAL AS LPV DECISION ALT IS 763 FT AND LNAV MDA IS 1600 FT. 
POSSIBLE CAUSE: 1) LOW EXPERIENCE, 2) PLT STRESS, 3) PLT OVERSIGHT. 
DISCOVERY OF THE PROB: 1) INSTRUCTOR FOUND THE ISSUE AND CORRECTION 
WAS MADE. 2) ONBOARD GPS ALSO GAVE THE LOW TERRAIN WARNING. 
SUGGESTION CORRECTIVE ACTIONS: 1) IFR FLT TRAINING SHOULD PLACE 
EMPHASIS ON REVIEWING APCH PLATES MANDATORY BEFORE FLT, LIKE WX 
REVIEW. 2) COMMERCIAL APCH PLATES MUST NOT LIST DA(H)/MDA(H) IN THE 
BRIEFING STRIP AT THE TOP. THIS IS THE STYLE FOLLOWED BY GOVT CHARTS. 
INEXPERIENCED PLTS/STRESSED PLTS MAY LOOK AT THE NUMBER IN BRIEFING 
STRIP AND USE IT RATHER THAN LOOKING DOWN FOR THE DETAILS. POSSIBLE 
ERROR SCENARIOS: 1) USING ILS DECISION ALT INSTEAD OF LOC MDA. 2) USING 
LPV DECISION ALT INSTEAD OF LNAV MDA. 3) USING STRAIGHT-IN MINIMUMS 
INSTEAD OF CIRCLING MINIMUMS. 

Synopsis 

AN LNAV APCH PLATE MINIMUM ALT FORMATTING CAUSED A C172 PLT TO USE 
THE LPV DECISION ALT VERSUS THE LNAV MDA NEARLY CAUSING A CFTT EVENT. 

  



 

ACN: 807147 

Time / Day 

Date : 200809 
Local Time Of Day : 1801 To 2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 0 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Night 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : ZZZ.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Cougar AA7 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Landing.Other  

Component : 1 

Aircraft Component : Gear Extend/Retract Mechanism 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 120 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 9700 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 200 
ASRS Report : 807147 

Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Critical 
Anomaly.Ground Encounters.Other  
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Aircraft : Evacuated 
Consequence.Other : Aircraft Damaged 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Aircraft 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 



Narrative 

MY STUDENT AND I EXPERIENCED A COLLAPSED LNDG GEAR ON TOUCHDOWN ON 
RWY 14 AT ZZZ ARPT. MY STUDENT WAS AT THE CTLS OF GRUMMAN COUGAR GA-
7 AND I WAS INSTRUCTOR PLT FOR THIS TRAINING FLT. THE APCH TO THE LNDG 
MISHAP WAS TO BE THE FOURTH FULL STOP LNDG AT ZZZ. ON DOWNWIND LEG, 
MY STUDENT LOWERED THE LNDG GEAR AND GEAR DOWN WAS INDICATED. THE 
ACFT RESPONSE APPEARED NORMAL FOR THE LNDG GEAR COMING DOWN. PWR 
WAS REDUCED TO ABOUT 15 INCHES OF MP AND A 500 FPM DSCNT WAS 
INITIATED. FINAL APCH WAS FLOWN WITH 30 DEGS OF FLAPS WITH NORMAL 
APCH PWR. ANOTHER GEAR CHK WAS MADE ON BASE LEG. DURING THE FLARE TO 
LNDG, APCHING WHAT SEEMED TO BE NORMAL ATTITUDE AND TOUCHDOWN HT, I 
NOTICED WHAT FELT LIKE THE LNDG GEAR TOUCHING DOWN LIGHTLY, 
HOWEVER, IT APPEARED THE GEAR COLLAPSED AT THIS POINT AND THE ACFT 
SETTLED ONTO THE RWY WITH PROPS STRIKING THE SURFACE. WE SKIDDED 
DOWN THE RWY FOR WHAT SEEMED LIKE A LONG TIME AND WE THEN MADE AN 
IMMEDIATE EMER EVAC. ON POSTFLT INSPECTION, BOTH L AND R LNDG GEAR 
WERE OUT OF THE WHEEL WELLS AND COLLAPSED UNDER THE WINGS. 

Synopsis 

STUDENT AND INSTRUCTOR PLTS ABOARD GA7 SUFFER GEAR COLLAPSE UPON 
LNDG. 

  



 

ACN: 805939 

Time / Day 

Date : 200809 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : PYM.Airport 
State Reference : MA 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1600 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, High Wing, 1 Eng, Fixed Gear 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Navigation In Use.Other : Pilotage 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 
Route In Use.Approach : Visual 

Aircraft : 2 

Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, Low Wing, 1 Eng, Fixed Gear 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : ATP 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 40 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 5000 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 150 
ASRS Report : 805939 

Person : 2 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Trainee 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Private 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 9 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 290 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 170 
ASRS Report : 805558 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Published Procedure 



Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 50 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 0 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Airport 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

OUR ACFT HAD 2 ON BOARD ON A ROUTINE INST TRAINING FLT. I WAS THE PNF 
WHO IS A CFII WITH ROUGHLY 5000 TOTAL HRS OF WHICH ROUGHLY 3000 HRS 
IS DUAL GIVEN. THE PF BEING AN INST RATED PLT WITH ROUGHLY 300 HRS 
TOTAL FLT TIME. THE OCCURRENCE WAS WHILE FLYING A PRACTICE ILS 6 APCH 
INTO PYM. IT WAS A ROUTINE FLT TO ARPTS BOTH PLTS ARE VERY FAMILIAR TO 
INCLUDE THE IDIOSYNCRASIES OF THE AREA AND AIRSPACE. WE HAD JUST BEEN 
TO EWB AND EXECUTED A ROUTINE GPS 5 APCH WHILE UNDER THE CTL OF PVD 
APCH. WE WERE ON OUR WAY BACK TO PYM UNDER VFR CONDITIONS AND PVD 
RELEASED US TO THE CTAF AT PYM AND TOLD US TO CHANGE OUR XPONDER 
CODE TO 1200. WE WERE EXECUTING THE ILS 6 INTO PYM UNDER VFR 
CONDITIONS APPROX 8 NM OUT WITH A CTRED LOC AT 1600 FT MSL AWAITING 
GS INTERCEPT. WE HAD MADE AT LEAST 1 CALL ON THE CTAF TO ANNOUNCE OUR 
POS AND INTENTIONS. I WAS SITTING IN THE R SEAT AND SAW AN ACFT 
OVERTAKING US AT MY 4-5 O'CLOCK POS AT OUR ALT MAKING WHAT LOOKED 
LIKE AN EVASIVE STEEP BANK MANEUVER TO AVOID A COLLISION. WE 
CONTINUED THE APCH AND LANDED. WE DID NOT HEAR ANYONE ANNOUNCE 
THAT THEY WERE IN OUR AREA OF EXECUTING A PRACTICE ILS 6 INTO PYM. IT 
HAD APPEARED THAT THEY MIGHT HAVE BEEN EXECUTING A PRACTICE ILS 6 AS 
WELL BUT WERE BEHIND US, FASTER AND CONSEQUENTLY OVERTAKING US. THE 
AIRSPACE IN THIS AREA IS BUSY AND SHARED BY MORE THAN 1 APCH CTL 
FACILITY WHICH OVERLAP IN CERTAIN SITUATIONS. ALSO, THE ARPT SERVES A 
HIGH NUMBER OF TRAINING FLTS COUPLED WITH FLT SCHOOLS, ETC, BEING 
LOCATED ON THE FIELD AT PYM. I BELIEVE THAT IF PYM HAD A CTL TWR AND WE 
HAD BEEN HANDED OFF FROM PVD APCH CTL TO A TWR, THAT THIS OCCURRENCE 
MAY NOT HAVE TAKEN PLACE. 

Synopsis 

A FLT INSTRUCTOR WITH A STUDENT REPORTS AN NMAC AT PYM WITH ANOTHER 
ACFT THAT APPARENTLY DID NOT USE RECOMMENDED CTAF COM PROCEDURES. 

  



 

ACN: 805842 

Time / Day 

Date : 200809 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 600 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Skylane 182/RG Turbo Skylane/RG 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Climbout : Takeoff 

Component : 1 

Aircraft Component : Cylinder Head 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Flight Crew : Captain 
Function.Instruction : Trainee 
Function.Oversight : PIC 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Private 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 35.6 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 442.2 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 442.2 
ASRS Report : 805842 

Person : 2 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 

Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Critical 
Independent Detector.Aircraft Equipment.Other Aircraft Equipment : Vibration 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Diverted To Another Airport 
Resolutory Action.Other  
Consequence.Other  

Assessments 



Problem Areas : Aircraft 
Problem Areas : Maintenance Human Performance 

Narrative 

PREFLT ACFT NORMAL. FOUND 2 SQUAWKS (MINOR): FUEL PROBE AND GATS JAR 
MISSING (BORROWED FROM NEARBY C182) AND TAXI LIGHT AND LNDG LIGHT 
SWITCHES BOTH OPERATED L LIGHT ONLY. UPON INITIAL PREFLT PWR-UP, ALL 
RADIO SWITCHES HAD BEEN LEFT IN THE 'ON' POS. PROGRAMMED GPS WITH 11 
WAYPOINTS -- TOOK APPROX 20 MINS. ENG START AND TAXI APPEARED NORMAL. 
RUN-UP PARAMETERS ALL APPEARED NORMAL (LESS THAN 100 RPM MAG DROP 
BOTH A & B) WITH EXCEPTION OF CARB HEAT -- PREVIOUSLY BRIEFED NOT TO 
PULL FULL CARB HEAT DUE TO EXCESSIVE RPM DROP -- PULLED CARB HEAT 
UNTIL DROP INITIATED THEN PUSHED IN -- PROP CHK NORMAL. TKOF RUN 
APPEARED NORMAL -- ALL INSTS CHKED. SHORTLY AFTER LIFTOFF, NOTED 
MODERATE VIBRATION -- EXPECTED TO FIND OUT-OF-BAL TIRE, THEREFORE, 
APPLIED BRAKES -- VIBRATION CONTINUED TO INCREASE. PLT CALLED FOR 
IMMEDIATE RETURN TO ARPT. ENG INSTS APPEARED NORMAL. OBSERVER (CFII) 
MONITORED THROUGHOUT REMAINDER OF FLT. BELIEVE MAX ALT ATTAINED 
APPROX 600 FT AGL. VIBRATION CONTINUED TO INCREASE THROUGH 
DOWNWIND, BASE, AND FINAL. TURNED EARLY BASE/FINAL TO ASSURE MAKING 
RWY -- VIBRATION CONTINUED TO INCREASE. THROTTLED TO IDLE, HOWEVER, 
DID NOT SHUT DOWN -- VIBRATION CONTINUED TO INCREASE. PUT FLAPS TO 30 
DEGS, HOWEVER, RETURNED TO 20 DEGS AFTER VIBRATION BECAME MORE 
SEVERE. OBSERVER STILL RPTED NORMAL ENG INSTS ON FINAL, ALTHOUGH 
VIBRATION CONTINUED TO INCREASE. LANDED LONG AND HOT (APPROX 75 
KIAS). APPLIED FULL BRAKES BUT STILL APPEARED WE WERE GOING OFF END OF 
RWY. OBSERVER INDICATED WE MAY HAVE TO 'GND LOOP,' BUT PLT ELECTED TO 
ATTEMPT TURNOFF AT LAST TXWY -- BOTH TIRES BLEW WHEN THAT TURN WAS 
INITIATED. WHEN ACFT STOPPED, SHUT DOWN ENG AND CALLED UNICOM FOR 
HELP, THEN PERFORMED EMER EGRESS THROUGH R DOOR -- NO SMOKE/FIRE 
WAS APPARENT. ARPT POLICE, ARPT MAINT PERSONNEL, AND ADDITIONAL 
PERSONNEL RESPONDED IMMEDIATELY. ACFT SUBSEQUENTLY REMOVED FROM 
RWY AND TIRES REPLACED -- NO INDICATION OF OTHER EXTERIOR DAMAGE 
(RIMS/BRAKES/PROP/AERO SURFACES, ETC). COWLING NOT REMOVED, 
HOWEVER, ENG OIL DIPSTICK/TUBE APPEARED TO BE SEPARATED FROM 
MOUNTING AND POSITIONED WELL BELOW ACCESS DOOR. RESULTS OF ENG 
ASSESSMENT PENDING. CALLBACK CONVERSATION WITH RPTR REVEALED THE 
FOLLOWING INFO: REPORTER STATED AFTER LIFTOFF, HE NOTICED THERE WAS 
LESS VIBRATION AT HIGHER RPM'S AND MUCH WORSE WHEN THROTTLING OR 
IDLING. THE CONTINENTAL 0-470U ENGINE CONTINUED TO SHOW NORMAL 
INDICATIONS EVEN ON APPROACH. WHEN HE ATTEMPTED TO LOWER FLAPS TO 30 
DEGREES, THE VIBRATION BECAME SEVERE, SO HE WENT BACK TO FLAPS 20 
DEGREES. REPORTER STATED THE CESSNA 182 LOVES TO FLY AT 20 DEGREES 
FLAPS, SO HE ENDED UP LANDING HOT (FAST). NO EVIDENCE OF EXTERNAL 
FLIGHT CONTROL DAMAGE OR WHEEL OR STRUT PROBLEMS. REPORTER STATED 
AFTER FURTHER INSPECTION OF THE CESSNA'S SIX CYLINDER 0-470U ENGINE, 
MECHANICS FOUND ONE OF THE CYLINDER HEADS HAD PARTIALLY SEPARATED 
FROM THE ENGINE. THE 0-470 ENGINE HAD BEEN OVERHAULED APPROX ONE 
YEAR EARLIER. 

Synopsis 



SHORTLY AFTER LIFTOFF, A CESSNA 182 PILOT NOTED MODERATE VIBRATION 
THAT CONTINUED TO INCREASE. ALL THE INSTRUMENTS FOR THEIR 
CONTINENTAL 0-470 ENGINE APPEARED NORMAL. PILOT CALLS FOR IMMEDIATE 
RETURN TO FIELD. 

  



 

ACN: 805155 

Time / Day 

Date : 200809 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : CPS.Airport 
State Reference : IL 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 200 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : CPS.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, Low Wing, 1 Eng, Fixed Gear 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Climbout : Takeoff 

Aircraft : 2 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : CPS.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, Low Wing, 1 Eng, Retractable Gear 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Climbout : Takeoff 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 29 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 488 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 236 
ASRS Report : 805155 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : FAR 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 100 



Assessments 

Problem Areas : ATC Human Performance 
Problem Areas : Airport 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

IT WAS APPROX XA46 LCL TIME. MY STUDENT AND I WERE CLRED FOR A TOUCH 
AND GO ON RWY 12L AT THE ST LOUIS DOWNTOWN ARPT. RWY 12R WAS ALSO IN 
USE FOR TKOFS AND LNDGS. AS WE WERE ROTATING ON OUR TOUCH AND GO I 
LOOKED OVER TO THE R AND SAW ANOTHER ACFT THAT HAD JUST TAKEN OFF 
FROM RWY 12R. IT WAS CLBING AT ROUGHLY THE SAME RATE AND ANGLE AS 
OUR ACFT WAS. NEITHER ACFT WERE GIVEN TA'S BY THE CTL TWR. I THEN 
TURNED TO MY STUDENT TO GET HIS ATTN TO POINT OUT THE ACFT AND TO 
ENSURE THAT HE MAINTAINED EXTENDED CTRLINE TO NOT CREATE A COLLISION 
HAZARD. WHEN WE LOOKED OVER THE SECOND TIME THE OTHER ACFT THAT 
DEPARTED RWY 12R WAS IN A L BANK COMING IN OUR DIRECTION AT APPROX 
OUR SAME ALT, WHICH WAS ABOUT 200 FT AGL. I IMMEDIATELY TOOK THE CTLS 
AND PUSHED THE NOSE OF OUR ACFT DOWN TO AVOID A COLLISION. IN THE 
ATTEMPT TO AVOID THE COLLISION WE GOT AS LOW AS APPROX 100 FT AGL. THE 
OTHER ACFT FLEW DIRECTLY OVER THE TOP OF US AT AN ESTIMATED VERT 
DISTANCE OF 100 FT AND HORIZ DISTANCE OF 0 FT. HAD WE NOT SEEN THE 
OTHER ACFT THERE IS NO DOUBT THAT THERE WOULD HAVE BEEN A COLLISION. 

Synopsis 

INSTRUCTOR PILOT AND STUDENT ON TOUCH AND GO FROM RWY 12L REPORT 
NMAC WITH ACFT DEPARTING RWY 12R AT CPS AT 200 FEET AGL. 

  



 

ACN: 804719 

Time / Day 

Date : 200809 
Local Time Of Day : 0601 To 1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Robinson R22 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 
Route In Use.Approach : Traffic Pattern 
Route In Use.Approach : Visual 

Aircraft : 2 

Make Model Name : S-76/S-76 Mark II 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Cruise : Level 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 212 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 567 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 478 
ASRS Report : 804719 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Published Procedure 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 150 

Assessments 



Problem Areas : Airport 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

ROBINSON R22B, WAS ON R XWIND FOR RWY 10 AT ZZZ, HAVING JUST 
DEPARTED FOR FLT TRAINING IN THE TFC PATTERN. ANOTHER R22 WAS ON R 
BASE FOR THE SAME RWY. 3 FIXED WING ACFT WERE IN THE L TFC PATTERN FOR 
RWY 10. ALL ACFT WERE MONITORING AND PARTICIPATING ON THE CTAF FREQ. 
DURING THE R TURN TO DOWNWIND AND AT APPROX 1000 FT MSL THE 
INSTRUCTOR IN THE R22 NOTICED A LARGE SHADOW ON THE GND WHICH 
APPEARED TO BE CAST BY AN OVERTAKING ACFT. THE INSTRUCTOR IMMEDIATELY 
INITIATED A DSCNT AND L TURN AWAY FROM THE ARPT. UPON TURNING THE 
INSTRUCTOR OBSERVED A SIKORSKY S76 OVERFLYING THE ARPT AT NO MORE 
THAN 1000 FT, OVERTAKING THE R22 FROM THE R REAR, AND PASSING NO MORE 
THAN 150 FT ABOVE THE R22. UPON CONFERRING WITH OTHER PLTS WHO WERE 
IN THE PATTERN AT THE TIME, NO ONE RECALLED HEARING THE S76 HELI MAKE A 
RADIO TFC ADVISORY OR POS RPT. PROB: TFC NEAR MISS CREATED BY S76 HELI 
OVERFLYING ARPT ENVIRONMENT AT PATTERN ALT WITHOUT THE INTENT TO 
LAND. FAILURE BY THE S76 HELI TO PARTICIPATE ON THE CTAF. THIS SITUATION 
IS NOT UNUSUAL. SOLUTION: THE S76 ROUTINELY DOES THIS EXACT 
TRANSITION. THEY NEED TO BE REMINDED OF PROPER PRACTICE WHEN 
OVERFLYING ARPTS AND ADVISED THAT IT MIGHT BE A GOOD IDEA TO USE THE 
RADIO. 

Synopsis 

R22 IN THE PATTERN AT AN UNCONTROLLED AIRPORT HAS A NEAR MISS WITH A 
LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT HELICOPTER. 

  



 

ACN: 804539 

Time / Day 

Date : 200809 
Local Time Of Day : 0601 To 1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : ZZZ.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Climbout : Intermediate Altitude 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Trainee 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 12 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 750 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 650 
ASRS Report : 804539 

Person : 2 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Trainee 

Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Critical 
Anomaly.Other Anomaly.Other  
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Landed In Emergency Condition 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Aircraft 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 



Narrative 

FLT WAS A TRAINING MISSION FOR A STUDENT PLT WORKING TOWARDS THEIR 
PVT PLT CERTIFICATE. WE WERE GOING TO DO GND REF MANEUVERS AND FOUND 
A GOOD GND REF AREA. ON THE WAY TOWARDS THE AREA, MY STUDENT DSNDED 
FROM 1500 FT TO 800 FT. WE HAD PREVIOUSLY DISCUSSED THAT WE WANTED 
TO DO THE MANEUVER (S-TURNS) AT 1000 FT. AS MY STUDENT STARTED CLBING, 
HE NOTICED THE ENG RUNNING ROUGH. I ASSUMED CTLS OF THE ACFT AND HAD 
THE STUDENT BACK ME UP WITH EMER CHKLISTS. BEING THAT WE DID NOT HAVE 
MUCH ALT UNTIL TOUCHDOWN, WE DID THE ENG RESTART CHKLIST ONCE TO NO 
SUCCESS. I THEN SQUAWKED 7700 ON THE XPONDER AND TOLD TWR THAT OUR 
ENG WAS DEAD AND WERE MAKING AN EMER LNDG. WE THEN UTILIZED THE 
EMER LNDG WITH NO ENG CHKLIST AS MUCH AS WE HAD TIME FOR. WE 
SUCCESSFULLY LANDED ON THE SIDE OF A LONG LEVEE AND BOTH MYSELF (THE 
INSTRUCTOR) AND THE STUDENT WERE ABLE TO WALK AWAY WITHOUT INJURY. 
WE HAD THE PLANE TOPPED OFF WITH FUEL BEFORE THE FLT, 56 GALLONS IS 
FULL TANKS IN A C172S. THE PREFLT AND PRE-TKOF CHKLISTS WERE COMPLETED 
SUCCESSFULLY. WE WERE ABOUT 10-15 MINS INTO THE FLT. ONE ITEM WE WERE 
NOT ABLE TO ACCOMPLISH ON THE ENG RESTART CHKLIST WAS THE ELECTRIC 
FUEL PUMP ON. IN THE HEAT OF THE MOMENT, WE FAILED TO COMPLETE THAT 
ITEM. THE PLANE HAD AN ENG OVERHAUL 10 HRS PREVIOUS TO THIS FLT. I DO 
NOT KNOW WHAT CAUSED THE ENG TO SPUTTER AND DIE AS THE FUEL 
SELECTOR WAS ON BOTH, FUEL SHUTOFF VALVE WAS OFF, MIXTURE WAS IN AND 
MAGNETOS WERE ON BOTH. 

Synopsis 

C172 ON TRAINING FLT EXPERIENCED ENG FAILURE REQUIRING OFF FIELD LNDG, 
CAUSAL FACTORS REPORTED AS UNKNOWN. 

  



 

ACN: 804380 

Time / Day 

Date : 200809 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 0 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Duchess 76 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Landing : Roll 

Component : 1 

Aircraft Component : Nose Gear 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 150 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 1800 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 130 
ASRS Report : 804380 

Person : 2 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Trainee 
Qualification.Pilot : Private 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 34 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 236 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 24 
ASRS Report : 804372 

Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Critical 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 



Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewB : 2 
Resolutory Action.None Taken : Anomaly Accepted 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Aircraft 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

WHILE PRACTICING SHORT FIELD LNDGS AT ZZZ ARPT, THE NOSE GEAR CAME UP 
WHILE ON THE ROLLOUT ON THE THIRD LNDG. THEREFORE, THE NOSE HIT THE 
RWY ALONG WITH THE PROPS WHILE THE THROTTLES WERE AT IDLE. THE 
STUDENT HAD CTLS AND WE BOTH VERIFIED 3 GREEN WHILE TURNING OR ON 
THE BASE AND FINAL LEGS. THERE WAS ALSO A WITNESS ON THE GND WHO SAW 
ALL 3 LNDG GEAR DOWN. I ALSO REMINDED THE STUDENT TO DO THE FINAL CHK 
SINCE I NOTICED THE PROP LEVERS WERE NOT IN THE FULL FORWARD POS AND, 
THEREFORE, I DID THE FINAL CHK SINCE WE WERE CLOSE TO SHORT FINAL. 
SINCE WE WERE PRACTICING SHORT FIELDS, THE STUDENT WAS TAUGHT TO 
BRING THE FLAPS UP, USE MAX BRAKING AND AERODYNAMIC BRAKING. NOW 
WHILE ROLLING OUT, THE STUDENT STARTED TO APPLY AERODYNAMIC BRAKING 
AND MAX BRAKING, BUT I REMINDED THE STUDENT THAT HE FORGOT THE FLAPS 
AND, THEREFORE, I REACHED FOR THE FLAPS TO BRING THEM UP TO AVOID 
SKIDDING OF THE TIRES. THEN AS SOON AS I BROUGHT THE FLAPS UP, I 
NOTICED THE ACFT'S NOSE SINKING BELOW NORMAL AS IF THE NOSE GEAR WAS 
COLLAPSING AND PULLED BACK ON THE CTLS TO GET THE NOSE UP BUT THERE 
WAS NOT ENOUGH AIRSPD OR TIME TO KEEP THE NOSE UP AND PREVENTING THE 
ACCIDENT. THUS, THE ACFT'S NOSE WAS DAMAGED, THE GEAR DOORS, AND 
ALSO BOTH PROPS HIT THE GND. AS FOR THE STUDENT, I WAS UNABLE TO SEE 
HIS HANDS WHEN I BROUGHT UP THE FLAPS BECAUSE MY EYES WERE 
CONCENTRATED ON THE FLAP LEVER TO MAKE SURE IT WAS THE RIGHT LEVER 
AND OUTSIDE TO OBSERVE AND MAKE SURE THE STUDENT DOES NOT LOSE 
DIRECTIONAL CTL. THUS, I AM UNSURE ON WHETHER OR NOT THE STUDENT 
ACCIDENTALLY BROUGHT THE GEAR HANDLE IN THE UP POS, BUT THE STUDENT 
SAYS THAT HE DID NOT PUT THE GEAR HANDLE IN THE UP POS. AS FOR 
CORRECTIVE ACTION, I CAN MAKE SURE TO START SIMULATING FLAPS UP UNTIL 
AFTER LNDG TO ELIMINATE THE FACTOR OF THE STUDENT OR THE INSTRUCTOR 
FROM ACCIDENTALLY PULLING THE GEAR HANDLE INTO THE UP POS. 

Synopsis 

BE76 ON TRAINING FLT EXPERIENCED NOISE GEAR COLLAPSE DURING LNDG 
ROLL, INSTRUCTOR UNSURE IF STUDENT MANIPULATED GEAR HANDLE. 

  



 

ACN: 804133 

Time / Day 

Date : 200809 
Local Time Of Day : 1801 To 2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : SDL.Airport 
State Reference : AZ 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 400 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Night 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, Low Wing, 1 Eng, Fixed Gear 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Navigation In Use.Other.VORTAC  
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 
Route In Use.Approach : Traffic Pattern 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 150 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 1100 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 339 
ASRS Report : 804133 

Events 

Anomaly.Altitude Deviation : Excursion From Assigned Altitude 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Clearance 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Published Procedure 
Anomaly.Other Spatial Deviation  
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Became Reoriented 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Returned To Assigned Altitude 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 



ON THE NIGHT BEFORE THIS FLT, I HAD WORKED TILL ABOUT XA00 AND HAD TO 
BE BACK AT WORK EARLY THE NEXT MORNING. CONSIDERING THE TIME IT TAKES 
ME TO DRIVE TO AND FROM WORK, I WAS ONLY ABLE TO SLEEP ABOUT 4.5 HRS 
BEFORE I HAD TO GET READY FOR WORK THE NEXT DAY. ON THE DAY IN 
QUESTION, I WAS SCHEDULED TO WORK A VERY LONG DAY FROM XA00-XP00 
WITH ONLY A 1.5 HR LUNCH. DUE TO THIS I WAS FAIRLY TIRED AND FATIGUED. 
AT THE FLT SCHOOL I WORK FOR IT CAN SOMETIMES WE SOMEWHAT OF A 
HASSLE TO CANCEL FLTS SO I DECIDED TO JUST PUSH THROUGH MY FATIGUE. 
ON MY LAST FLT OF THE DAY WE WENT ON A FLT TO DO SOME PRACTICE VFR 
INST APCHS. THE STUDENT I WAS WITH WAS A VERY CONFIDENT AND CAPABLE 
PLT. THROUGHOUT THE FLT LESSON MY STUDENT HAD DONE VERY WELL ON ALL 
OF HIS APCHS. ON THE LAST APCH OF THE NIGHT AT ABOUT XO00, WE 
CONTACTED ATC AND REQUESTED A VOR C PRACTICE APCH INTO SDL. THE CTLR 
TOLD US TO INTERCEPT THE 313 DEG RADIAL, MAINTAIN 3000 FT UNTIL 
ESTABLISHED, PROC TURN NOT AUTH, REMAIN VFR AND THAT NO SEPARATION 
SVCS WERE PROVIDED. AT THE TIME WE WERE FAIRLY CLOSE TO SDL SO I, AS 
THE PNF, WAS SCRAMBLING TO SET THE APCH SET-UP, THE STUDENT CLBED 
PAST 3000 FT BY ABOUT 400 FT. PART OF THE REASON HE CLBED PAST 3000 FT 
WAS THAT WHEN WE RECEIVED OUR INSTRUCTIONS WE WERE ALREADY CLBING 
THROUGH THIS ALT. AS SOON AS I REALIZED OUR ALT WE IMMEDIATELY 
RETURNED TO 3000 FT. ONCE WE WERE ESTABLISHED ON THE APCH, ATC TOLD 
US TO SQUAWK VFR AND TO CONTACT THE CTAF AT SDL. WHEN WE CONTACTED 
THE CTAF IT WAS MADE APPARENT THAT THERE WAS ANOTHER ACFT THAT WAS 
IN THE TFC PATTERN THAT MIGHT BE AN ISSUE SO CONSIDERING THAT MY 
STUDENT WAS UNDER THE HOOD I WAS THE ONE LOOKING FOR IT. AFTER XING 
THE FAF, MY STUDENT BEGAN HIS DSCNT DOWN TO THE PUBLISHED MDA. AT 
THIS TIME I NOTICED THAT THE GPS HAD FAILED TO ACTIVATE THE FINAL APCH 
COURSE. INSTEAD IT WAS TRYING TO DO THE PROC TURN. NOTICING THIS, I 
TRIED TO ACTIVATE THE FINAL APCH COURSE AT THE SAME TIME I WAS STILL 
LOOKING FOR THE OTHER TFC AND TALKING TO THE OTHER TFC TO ASSURE 
SEPARATION. AFTER GAINING VISUAL CONTACT WITH THE OTHER TFC, I NOTICED 
THAT MY STUDENT HAD DSNDED PAST THE PUBLISHED MDA BY ABOUT 450 FT 
WHICH PUT US ABOUT 400 FT AGL. AS SOON AS I NOTICED THIS I TOOK THE 
CTLS AND IMMEDIATELY STARTED A CLB BACK TO THE PUBLISHED MDA AT 
WHICH TIME WE WERE AT THE MISSED APCH POINT AND WENT MISSED. 
FACTORS THAT I THINK CONTRIBUTED TO THIS WAS FIRST OF ALL FATIGUE. 
HAVING JUST BEEN AT WORK FOR ALMOST 14 HRS I WAS TIRED AND MY 
JUDGEMENT HAD SUFFERED DUE TO THIS. ALSO I FELL INTO COMPLACENCY WITH 
MY STUDENT. BECAUSE HE HAD DONE SO WELL ON APCHS IN THE PAST, I 
FOCUSED MORE ON SCANNING FOR TFC THAN WATCHING WHAT HE WAS DOING. 
ALSO, THE GPS NOT ACTIVATING THE FINAL APCH COURSE AND THE FACT THAT I 
WAS IN THE PROCESS OF TALKING TO THE OTHER ACFT SO AS TO MAINTAIN 
SEPARATION DIVERTED MY ATTN FROM WATCHING. ALL OF THIS LED TO A HIGH 
WORKLOAD AND DISTR MY ATTN FROM MONITORING MY STUDENT'S ACTIONS. 
AFTER TALKING TO MY STUDENT ABOUT WHAT HAPPENED, HE MENTIONED THAT 
HE WAS FIXATED ON THE VOR AND WAS NOT AWARE OF HIS ALT. ALSO, THE 
CTLR HAD US AT AN ALT THAT WAS 1000 FT LOWER THAN WHAT WAS PUBLISHED 
ON THE APCH PLATE XING THE FAF. THIS LED TO MY STUDENT NOT REALIZING 
HOW CLOSE WE WERE TO THE MDA UPON XING THE FAF WHICH GAVE HIM A 
FALSE SENSE OF TIME MEANING HE THOUGHT HE HAD MORE TIME BEFORE 
REACHING THE MDA. THIS SIT COULD HAVE BEEN PREVENTED HAD I NOT BEEN 
COMPLACENT WITH MY STUDENT AND FOCUSED MORE ON WHAT HE WAS DOING 
AS OPPOSED TO TRYING TO FIX THE GPS PROB. ALTHOUGH IT WAS IMPORTANT 



THAT I SCAN FOR THE OTHER TFC THAT WAS IN FRONT OF US I SHOULD HAVE 
DIVERTED MY ATTN MORE WISELY TO INCLUDE SCANNING MY STUDENTS' INSTS 
MORE OFTEN. ANOTHER FACTOR THAT CONTRIBUTED WAS MY LEVEL OF FATIGUE. 
KNOWING I WAS TIRED I SHOULD HAVE JUST CANCELED THE FLT. LUCKILY, NO 
INCIDENT CAME OF THIS. IN THE FUTURE, I WILL WATCH MYSELF MORE CLOSELY 
SO AS NOT TO FALL INTO COMPLACENCY AND I WON'T HESITATE TO CANCEL A 
FLT IF I AM FATIGUED. 

Synopsis 

AN INSTRUCTOR WITH A STUDENT DESCENDED ON A PRACTICE NIGHT APPROACH 
BELOW THE PROCEDURE ALT TO 400 FT AGL. THE REPORTER CITED FATIGUE AS A 
FACTOR. 

  



 

ACN: 804058 

Time / Day 

Date : 200809 
Local Time Of Day : 1801 To 2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 0 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : ZZZ.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Bonanza 36 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Climbout : Takeoff 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Trainee 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Private 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 15 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 164 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 87 
ASRS Report : 804058 

Person : 2 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 

Events 

Anomaly.Excursion : Runway 
Anomaly.Ground Encounters.Other  
Anomaly.Other Anomaly  
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewB : 2 
Resolutory Action.None Taken : Unable 
Consequence.Other : Aircraft Damaged 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Aircraft 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 



Narrative 

CONDITIONS WERE VMC AND RWY XX WAS IN USE WITH ATIS RPTING WINDS 
CALM. SUCCESSFULLY EXECUTED SIMULATED SHORT FIELD TKOF WITH 50 FT 
OBSTACLE AT TXWY C AND SIMULATED SHORT FIELD LNDG (DEPART TXWY C) 
WITH 50 FT OBSTACLE ON ACCESS ROAD PRIOR TO THRESHOLD. NEXT ACTIVITY 
AFTER FULL-STOP AND TAXI BACK TO RWY XX WAS SIMULATED SOFT FIELD TKOF 
WITH 50 FT OBSTACLE AT TXWY C. PUT IN APCH FLAPS AND CONFIRMED 
ROTATION AND CLB SPDS PRIOR TO ENTERING RWY. POSITIONED AND HELD PER 
TWR INSTRUCTION. ONCE CLRED FOR TKOF, INCREASED THROTTLE TO FULL 
WHILE HOLDING YOKE BACK FULLY AND ADDING R RUDDER. ACFT YAWED L 
WHEN NOSEWHEEL LIFTED SO INPUT ADDITIONAL R RUDDER. ACFT CONTINUED 
TO TURN L REQUIRING INCREASING AMOUNTS OF R RUDDER TO STAY ON RWY 
AND TURN ACFT BACK TOWARD CTRLINE. MAINS LIFTED OFF RWY SURFACE SO 
REDUCED BACK PRESSURE ON YOKE. OBSERVED R WING DROPPING AND 
ATTEMPTED TO CORRECT THROUGH YOKE AND RUDDER INPUTS. AFTER 
CONTINUED UNSUCCESSFUL EFFORTS TO STABILIZE, INSTRUCTOR CALLED 'MY 
PLANE' AND TOOK CTLS. CONFIRMED 'YOUR PLANE' AND RELEASED CTLS. IN 
PROCESS OF RECOVERY, LNDG AND ROLLOUT, THE ACFT DEPARTED THE RWY 
SURFACE FOR THE GRASS AREA TO THE L OF THE RWY AND IMPACTED A TXWY 
SIGN. STOPPED ACFT ON TXWY, OBSERVED DAMAGE TO L FLAP AND DECIDED 
NOT TO RETRACT FLAPS. RADIOED TWR CONFIRMING THAT WE DID NOT REQUIRE 
ASSISTANCE AND INTENTION TO TAXI TO HANGAR. TAXIED TO HANGAR AFTER 
RECEIVING CLRNC. RETURNED TO HANGAR AND OBSERVED DAMAGE TO: L 
WINGTIP, L FLAP AND WING SURFACE AT FLAP ATTACH POINT AND L HORIZ 
STABILIZER. UNFORTUNATELY, MY CFI IS OUT OF TOWN, BUT I AM PLANNING ON 
ADDITIONAL DEBRIEFING AFTER HIS RETURN. BASED ON THAT DEBRIEF, I PLAN 
TO DEVELOP AND EXECUTE ADDITIONAL TRAINING THAT WILL DIRECTLY 
ADDRESS IDENTED FACTORS (SPECIFICALLY HOW TO RESPOND TO AND WHERE 
POSSIBLE AVOID IN THE FUTURE). ALTHOUGH FURTHER DEBRIEFING IS NEEDED, 
HERE ARE MY INITIAL THOUGHTS AS TO CAUSE: I BELIEVE MISUNDERSTANDING 
OF INSTRUCTIONS BEING PROVIDED AND CORRESPONDING CTL INPUTS 
COMPOUNDED BY A MISTAKEN ASSUMPTION THAT IF THE INSTRUCTOR WAS NOT 
INTERVENING, THINGS WERE OK WERE THE PRIMARY FACTORS IN THE 
DESTABILIZATION OF THE ACFT AND SUBSEQUENT OFF-RWY LNDG. 
OBSERVATIONS/TAKE-AWAYS FROM THE EXPERIENCE: 1) SPEND MORE TIME 
TALKING THROUGH THE SPECIFIC ACTIONS AND EXPECTATIONS WITH THE 
INSTRUCTOR PRIOR TO ACTUALLY EXECUTING THEM. THIS WILL HELP REDUCE 
COM DISCONNECTS, FOSTER GREATER UNDERSTANDING AND MINIMIZE RISKS. 
2) DON'T BECOME COMPLACENT BECAUSE YOU ARE WITH AN INSTRUCTOR AND 
FLY/MAKE DECISIONS AS YOU WOULD NORMALLY (IE, AS SOLE PLT). 3) DON'T 
FOCUS SO MUCH ON THE SPECIFIC ASSIGNMENT THAT YOU NEGLECT BASIC 
AIRMAN SKILLS AND JUDGEMENT. 

Synopsis 

WHILE PERFORMING A SIMULATED SOFT FIELD TKOF, INSTRUCTOR PLT AND 
RECURRENT TRAINEE OF BE36 LOSE CONTROL IMMEDIATELY AFTER LIFTOFF AND 
MAKE UNCONTROLLED TOUCHDOWN AND RWY EXCURSION DURING RECOVERY 
EFFORT. 

  



 

ACN: 803845 

Time / Day 

Date : 200809 
Local Time Of Day : 0601 To 1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : AWO.Airport 
State Reference : WA 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 1000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Aeronca Champion 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Cruise : Level 
Route In Use.Approach : Traffic Pattern 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 42 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 2548 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 200 
ASRS Report : 803845 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Anomaly.Other Spatial Deviation  
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 300 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 0 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Airspace Structure 
Problem Areas : Environmental Factor 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 



7AC WAS DOING LNDG PRACTICE AND HAD BEEN IN THE PATTERN FOR RWY 34 
FOR 3-4 CIRCUITS. RADIO CALLS WERE BEING MADE TO ANNOUNCE XWIND, 
DOWNWIND, BASE, AND FINAL ON THE CTAF FREQ OF 122.7. ON THIS CIRCUIT, 
THE BONANZA HAD PREVIOUSLY CALLED THAT HE WAS MANEUVERING FOR THE 
DOWNWIND FOR RWY 34. AS THE 7AC APCHED MIDFIELD ON THE DOWNWIND, 
THE BONANZA ANNOUNCED THAT IT WAS ENTERING THE DOWNWIND FOR RWY 
34. HE WAS HEADED DIRECTLY AT OUR ACFT, AT OUR ALT. I TOOK THE CTLS 
FROM THE STUDENT AND MADE A R TURN AWAY FROM THE BONANZA. I ASKED 
HIM IF HE EVEN SAW US AND HE SAID, 'NO.' HE THEN STATED THAT IT WAS OUR 
PROB THAT HE DID NOT HEAR US ON THE RADIO. I REMINDED HIM THAT THIS 
WAS A NON-CTLED FIELD THAT DID NOT REQUIRE A RADIO AND THAT SEE AND 
BE SEEN WERE THE SAFETY ISSUES. I REMINDED HIM THAT NONSTANDARD 
ENTRIES TO THE TFC PATTERN REQUIRED EXTRA VIGILANCE. HE SEEMED 
DISINCLINED TO CARE. 

Synopsis 

INSTRUCTOR PLT ABOARD 7AC REPORTS NMAC WITH BE35 IN TRAFFIC PATTERN 
AT A NON-TOWERED ARPT. 

  



 

ACN: 803495 

Time / Day 

Date : 200809 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : BAB.Airport 
State Reference : CA 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 5500 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.TRACON : NCT.TRACON 
Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, Low Wing, 1 Eng, Retractable Gear 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Cruise : Level 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 50 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 5200 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 225 
ASRS Report : 803495 

Person : 2 

Affiliation.Government : FAA 
Function.Controller : Approach 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : Entry 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : FAR 
Independent Detector.Other.ControllerA : 2 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Controller : Issued Advisory 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Exited Penetrated Airspace 

Assessments 



Problem Areas : ATC Human Performance 
Problem Areas : Airspace Structure 
Problem Areas : Chart Or Publication 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

I FLT INSTRUCT AT ZZZ. WE ARE VERY GOOD AT CHECKING NOTAMS. WE HAD 
NOTAMS ISSUED AT XA42Z. THESE SHOWED THAT THE TFR AT BEALE AFB WERE 
NOT ACTIVE. DURING CRUISE WE WERE MONITORING NORCAL AND BELIEVED 
THEY HAD CALLED US FOR TFC TO A JET AIRLINER. WE CALLED NORCAL, GAVE 
THEM AN IDENT AND ASKED FOR A TFC ADVISORY RELATED TO THAT TFC. THEY 
COMPLIED. WE DID NOT RECEIVE A SQUAWK, BUT A FEW MINUTES LATER THE 
CTLR STATED, ACFT THAT RECENTLY CALLED FOR TFC, STEER CLEAR OF BEALE AS 
THE TFR IS ACTIVE. MY STUDENT'S COURSE LINE FOR HIS CROSS COUNTRY 
CROSSED ABOUT 1 NM SOUTH OF THE CLASS C AIRSPACE, BUT HE WAS LEFT OF 
COURSE A LITTLE. I DO NOT BELIEVE SO, BUT WE POSSIBLY ENTERED THE TFR 
JUST AT THE EDGE AT 5500 FT MSL. THE TFR WENT UP TO 18000 FT FOR 
UNMANNED ACFT. THE NEW NOTAM HAD BEEN POSTED AT XB04Z, JUST 22 
MINUTES AFTER THE NOTAMS WE HAD!!!! OUCH! AS HARD AS WE TRY, 
SOMETIMES WE STILL GET IN TROUBLE. ARE WE SUPPOSED TO CHECK NOTAMS 
EVERY 22 MINUTES? FOR NOW, I CALL NORCAL OR FSS AND CONFIRM THE 
INACTIVE STATUS OF TFR ANY TIME WE ARE CLOSE. 

Synopsis 

AN INSTRUCTIONAL FLT RECEIVING VFR TFC ADVISORY FROM TRACON ENTERED 
A TFR THAT WAS ACTIVATED AFTER THE PLTS CHECKED NOTAMS AND WERE 
AIRBORNE. 

  



 

ACN: 803272 

Time / Day 

Date : 200809 
Local Time Of Day : 0601 To 1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : AEG.Airport 
State Reference : NM 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 6800 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : Sundowner 23 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 
Route In Use.Approach : Traffic Pattern 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
ASRS Report : 803272 

Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Critical 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Published Procedure 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.None Taken : Anomaly Accepted 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Aircraft 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

DURING A LCL TRAINING FLT AT AN UNCTLED FIELD (AEG) THE TRAINING ACFT 
LOST ENG PWR DUE TO FUEL MISMGMNT. THE ACFT WAS BURNING FUEL OFF ITS 
R FUEL TANK WHICH ACCORDING TO FUEL GAUGE INDICATIONS CONTAINED 
NEARLY 1/4 TANK OF FUEL. PREFLT INSPECTION OF THE FUEL LEVELS CONFIRMED 
SUFFICIENT FUEL FOR THE HR LONG FLT. TRAINING WAS BEING CONDUCTED IN 
THE TFC PATTERN AND UPON REACHING THE DOWNWIND LEG OF THE 5TH 
CIRCUIT IN THE PATTERN, THE ENG SPUTTERED AND LOST PWR. THE 
INSTRUCTOR (RPTR) TOOK CTLS OF THE ACFT AND IMMEDIATELY BEGAN A 
GLIDING TURN FOR RWY 22. THERE WAS A MOONEY IN THE FLARE ON THE SAME 



RWY. THE INSTRUCTOR PLT REQUESTED THAT THE MOONEY GO AROUND AND HE 
COMPLIED. THE EMER ACFT LANDED UNEVENTFULLY WITHOUT ENG PWR AND 
COASTED CLR OF RWY 22 WHERE IT WAS RETRIEVED BY A TOW VEHICLE. UPON 
INSPECTION AFTER LNDG, IT APPEARS THAT THE R FUEL TANK WAS RUN DRY AND 
THAT RETURN FUEL FROM THE R TANK WAS PUMPED INTO THE L TANK AND WAS 
UNAVAILABLE TO THE ENG INFLT. FUTURE PREFLT MEASURES WILL BE EXTRA 
THOROUGH IN DETERMINING THE ACCURATE FUEL LEVEL OF THE ACFT TO 
ENSURE FUEL WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE ACFT FROM BOTH FUEL TANKS. THE 
STUDENT'S IMPROPER FUEL MGMNT AND THE INSTRUCTOR PLT'S FAILURE TO 
NOTICE OR CORRECT THE PROB WILL ALSO BE ADDRESSED AND REMEDIED. 

Synopsis 

BE23 ON LCL TRAINING FLT EXPERIENCED ENG FAILURE ON DOWNWIND, POST 
INSPECTION REVEALED FUEL STARVATION. 

  



 

ACN: 802076 

Time / Day 

Date : 200808 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1600 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : ZZZ.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : PA-44 Seminole Turbo Seminole 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Navigation In Use.ILS.Localizer & Glide Slope : XX 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 
Route In Use.Approach : Instrument Precision 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 250 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 1830 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 70 
ASRS Report : 802076 

Events 

Anomaly.Non Adherence : Published Procedure 
Anomaly.Other Anomaly.Other  
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.None Taken : Detected After The Fact 
Resolutory Action.Other  

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 



WHILE ON FINAL APCH TO ZZZ ON THE PRACTICE ILS XX APCH, WE MADE THE 
DECISION TO SHUT DOWN OUR R ENG DUE TO LOW FUEL. THE WIND WAS CALM 
AND THERE WAS ONLY 1 AIRPLANE IN THE PATTERN THAT I WAS AWARE OF. I 
ASKED THE TWR, AS WE MADE THIS DECISION, IF WE COULD LAND ON RWY XX 
INSTEAD OF THE ACTIVE RWY YY. NO EMER WAS DECLARED AND I TOLD THEM 
THAT NO ASSISTANCE WAS NEEDED. PRIORITY WAS GRANTED AND WE LANDED 
STRAIGHT-IN TO RWY XX WITH NO PROB. AFTER LNDG, WE EXITED ON TXWY X 
AND THEN TRIED TO TURN L ONTO TXWY Y. BECAUSE THE L ENG WAS THE ONLY 
ONE RUNNING, WE COULD NOT MAKE THE TURN, SO WE SHUT THE ENG DOWN, 
MANUALLY TOWED IT TO AN OPEN AREA, REFUELED AND TAXIED BACK TO THE 
FLT SCHOOL. THERE WAS NO DAMAGE TO THE ACFT, NO ONE WAS HURT AND NO 
REGS WERE BROKEN. AS I REVIEW THIS SITUATION, I KNOW THAT MORE ATTN 
TO DETAIL IS NEEDED AS IT PERTAINS TO FUEL LEVELS AND SITUATIONAL 
AWARENESS. WE LEFT THE ARPT WITH TANKS 1/2 FULL AND BELIEVED THAT 
WOULD BE ENOUGH TO COMPLETE THE TRAINING THAT WAS PLANNED. IN THE 
FUTURE, MUCH BETTER PLANNING WILL TAKE PLACE IN THESE SITUATIONS. IN 
CASES LIKE THIS, WE WILL ALWAYS LEAVE WITH FULL TANKS TO AVOID THIS 
SITUATION FROM EVER TAKING PLACE AGAIN. 

Synopsis 

A PA44 INSTRUCTOR PILOT REPORTED SHUTTING DOWN THE RIGHT ENGINE ON 
FINAL APPROACH BECAUSE OF LOW FUEL QUANTITY. 

  



 

ACN: 801424 

Time / Day 

Date : 200808 
Local Time Of Day : 0601 To 1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.TRACON : ZZZ.TRACON 
Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Climbout : Intermediate Altitude 

Component : 1 

Aircraft Component : Engine 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 50 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 500 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 250 
ASRS Report : 801424 

Person : 2 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Trainee 

Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Less Severe 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Landed As Precaution 
Resolutory Action.Other  

Assessments 



Problem Areas : Aircraft 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

INSTRUCTIONAL FLT (SPECIFICALLY PVT PLT RECURRENT TRAINING). ACFT 
PREFLT INSPECTION WAS UNREMARKABLE, WITH NO DEV OR ISSUES. ACFT 
START, TAXI AND ENG RUN-UP WAS UNEXCEPTIONAL AND CONFORMED TO 
STANDARD TOLERANCES. TKOF SEEMED SOMEWHAT SLUGGISH, BUT THERE WAS 
SIGNIFICANT DENSITY ALT (1800 APPROX), SO IT IN ITSELF WAS NOT TOTALLY 
UNEXPECTED. ON CLBOUT THE ACFT SEEMED TO PERFORM BETTER, OP WAS 
WITHIN GUIDELINES. AS THE ACFT REACHED 1500 FT, A SLIGHT VIBRATION 
STARTED TO BECOME APPARENT, AND REMAINED AFTER THE RECOMMENDED 
LEANING PROC WAS FOLLOWED. AFTER LEVELING OFF AT 2000 FT, THE 
VIBRATION BECAME WORSE AND THE ENG (AT FULL THROTTLE) WOULD NOT 
OPERATE PAST 2150-2200 RPM AND CRUISE SPDS OF 100-105 KTS. AFTER 
TROUBLESHOOTING THE PROB I MADE THE DECISION TO RETURN TO ZZZ. I 
CONTACTED DEP (HAVING NEVER BEEN RELEASED, AND JUST REACHING THE 
OUTER BOUNDARY OF THE CLASS C AIRSPACE) AND ASKED FOR A RETURN HDG. I 
WAS OFFERED THE CHANCE TO DECLARE AN EMER, BUT CHOSE NOT TO BECAUSE 
WHILE OPERATING AT 2000 RPM OR LESS, THEN ENG WAS SIGNIFICANTLY 
SMOOTHER. I ALLOWED THE STUDENT TO LAND THE ACFT AND TAXIED BACK 
WITHOUT INCIDENT. IN RETROSPECT I SHOULD HAVE THOUGHT MORE ABOUT 
RETURNING TO THE ARPT SOONER GIVEN THE INDICATIONS OF A PROB 
DEVELOPING INSTEAD OF TROUBLESHOOTING FOR THE PROB. FLTS LIKE THIS 
SERVE AS A GREAT REMINDER OF WHY WE FOCUS SO MUCH ATTN ON EMER OPS. 

Synopsis 

A C172 TRAINING FLT RETURNED TO BASE WHEN THE ENGINE STARTED RUNNING 
ROUGH. 

  



 

ACN: 800345 

Time / Day 

Date : 200808 
Local Time Of Day : 0601 To 1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : GAI.Airport 
State Reference : MD 
Altitude.MSL.Bound Lower : 900 
Altitude.MSL.Bound Upper : 1000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Cessna 152 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Navigation In Use.Other : Pilotage 
Flight Phase.Climbout : Initial 
Route In Use.Approach : Traffic Pattern 

Aircraft : 2 

Make Model Name : Cessna Aircraft Undifferentiated or Other Model 
Navigation In Use.Other.VORTAC  
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 
Route In Use.Approach : Traffic Pattern 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Personal 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 150 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 4500 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 500 
ASRS Report : 800345 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Published Procedure 
Anomaly.Other Spatial Deviation  
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 



Miss Distance.Horizontal : 100 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 100 

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Airport 
Problem Areas : Chart Or Publication 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

INSTRUCTING C152 STUDENT ON TFC PATTERNS OPS AT GAI. STUDENT'S FIRST 
EXPERIENCE OF GAI. OPERATING NEAR MGTOW IN HOT VMC, SO USING SHORT 
FIELD TKOF TECHNIQUE TO MAXIMIZE ALT DURING INITIAL CLB. TURNING R TO 
340 DEGS AT 750 FT MSL (200 FT AGL) TO CONFORM TO GAI 32 NOISE 
ABATEMENT DIRECTIONS. THIRD TKOF AFTER TOUCH-AND-GOES. HAD 
PREVIOUSLY WARNED STUDENT TO LOWER NOSE AT 900-1000 FT MSL TO CHK 
FOR TFC INBOUND ON VOR 14 OR GPS 14 APCHS FROM FDK DIRECTION, ALSO 
FOR TFC JOINING TFC PATTERN FROM NW ON EARLY DOWNWIND, OR FROM N ON 
45-DEG JOIN. SOME MINS EARLIER, HAD HEARD ACFT Y CALL SEVERAL MI OUT 
ON VOR 14 APCH. USED THAT CALL AS EXAMPLE TO STUDENT OF NMAC RISK 
FROM ACFT APCHING GAI FROM NW, IN OPPOSITE DIRECTION TO RWY 32 TKOF 
TFC. HAD LISTENED FOR FURTHER CALLS FROM ACFT Y APCHING GAI, NOTHING 
HEARD. STUDENT WAS CLBING ON 340-HDG AT 900 FT MSL. I SAW CESSNA ACFT 
OVER STUDENT'S HEAD, AT 10 O'CLOCK HIGH, APPROX 1/4 MI AWAY AND 
DSNDING. FOR 3 SECONDS, CESSNA WAS CONSTANT RELATIVE BEARING SO I 
TOOK CTL AND LOWERED NOSE TO REMAIN 900 FT AGL. A CESSNA PASSED 
OVERHEAD APPROX 100 FT HIGHER. AFTER 5 SECONDS, I PERMITTED STUDENT 
TO PROCEED ON XWIND LEG, TURNING TO 050 DEGS AND CLBING TO 1500 FT 
MSL. I BROADCAST ON CTAF, 'ACFT SHOOTING INST APCH TO GAI, YOU JUST 
CAUSED A NEAR COLLISION, SUGGEST YOU BREAK OFF APCH AT TPA WHEN 
FLYING IN VMC!' NO REPLY. WHILE ON DOWNWIND LEG AT 1500 FT MSL, I 
OBSERVED SAME CESSNA FLYING DOWNWIND LEG MUCH LOWER THAN TPA 
(ESTIMATE 500 FT MSL) AND FAR CLOSER LATERALLY TO RWY THAN APPROPRIATE 
(ESTIMATE 600 FT FROM RWY, FLT PATH APPEARED FROM MY VIEWPOINT TO BE 
OVERHEAD NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF ACFT PARKING AREA). I BROADCAST ON 
CTAF, 'CESSNA ACFT Y DO YOU REALIZE YOU JUST CAUSED AN NMAC?' ACFT Y 
BROADCAST A MUMBLED REPLY THAT I COULD NOT UNDERSTAND. I DID NOT 
COMMENT FURTHER. AS MY STUDENT PROCEEDED DOWNWIND GAI 32 AT 1500 FT 
MSL, I WATCHED ACFT Y CONTINUE FLYING DOWNWIND VERY LOW AND VERY 
CLOSE TO RWY, UNTIL ACFT Y WAS APPROX 1/4 MI BEYOND ARR END OF GAI 32 
RWY. ACFT Y THEN MADE A 180 DEG R TURN TO A DIRECTION PARALLEL TO GAI 
32, BUT APPROX 1/4 MI S OF EXTENDED CTRLINE OF GAI 32. ACFT Y THEN 
CONTINUED TO TURN R AND THEN L TO LINE UP WITH EXTENDED CTRLINE, THEN 
LANDED. ACFT Y DID NOT MAKE ANY TFC PATTERN CALLS UNTIL 'FINAL' ONCE 
ESTABLISHED ON FINAL APCH. I CONTINUED TO FLY TFC PATTERNS WITH MY 
STUDENT, AND LANDED FULL-STOP AFTER 3-4 MORE CIRCUITS. WHILE MY 
STUDENT WAS PERFORMING PRE TKOF CHKS APPROX 30 MINS LATER, ACFT Y 
RECEIVED IFR CLRNC, TAXIED PAST MY ACFT FOR DEP GAI 32, AND DEPARTED 
WITHOUT FURTHER INCIDENT. MY INTERP: I BELIEVE ACFT Y WAS PRACTICING A 
VOR 14 INST APCH IN VMC, INCLUDING CIRCLE-TO-LAND GAI 32. ACFT Y 
ELECTED TO PERFORM THESE MANEUVERS IN THE MANNER APPROPRIATE TO INST 
CONDITIONS, INCLUDING THE FULL CIRCLE-TO-LAND MANEUVER. I BELIEVE ACFT 
Y DSNDED BELOW PUBLISHED MINIMUMS FOR APCH (1200 FT MSL) -- PERHAPS 



AFTER OBTAINING VISUAL ON RWY -- TO APPROX 1000 FT MSL, THEN FLEW 
DOWNWIND AND CIRCLE-TO-LAND AS WOULD BE DONE IN IMC (THOUGH 200+ FT 
HIGHER, AND LATERALLY MORE DISTANT FROM RWY DURING DOWNWIND LEG). 
MY CONCERN: PLT (INSTRUCTOR?) IN ACFT Y PERFORMED HIS/HER MANEUVERS 
WITH ABSOLUTELY NO REGARD TO ANY OF SEVERAL OTHER ACFT IN GAI TFC 
PATTERN, IN VMC. THE MANEUVER WAS POORLY PERFORMED BUT, FAR MORE 
IMPORTANT, WAS DANGEROUSLY PERFORMED WITH NO CONSIDERATION FOR 
POTENTIAL CONFLICTS WITH OTHER ACFT OPERATING IN VICINITY OF GAI. THIS 
FREQUENTLY-OCCURRING NMAC IS ENCOURAGED BY LACK OF CLR GUIDANCE IN 
AIM, AND LACK OF CLR GUIDANCE BY FAA TO INSTRUCTORS/PLTS. MY 
RECOMMENDATIONS: 1) INSTRUMENT INSTRUCTORS AND STUDENTS SHOULD BE 
REQUIRED DURING TESTS/REVIEWS, TO DEMONSTRATE THEIR ACCEPTANCE OF 
THESE DISCIPLINES: A) PRACTICE INSTRUMENT APCHS PERFORMED AT UNCTLED 
ARPTS IN VMC SHOULD USE PUBLISHED TPA AS APPROPRIATE DA/MDA, AND B) 
EXCEPT WHEN NO OTHER ACFT ARE PRESENT, DSCNT BELOW THAT MINIMUM IN 
VMC SHOULD ONLY BE PERFORMED IN CONFORMANCE WITH NORMAL VMC TFC 
PATTERNS AND ACTUAL TFC FLOWS AT THE ARPT CONCERNED. 

Synopsis 

INSTRUCTOR AND STUDENT PRACTICING SHORT FIELD TKOFS AND LNDGS 
ABOARD C152 EXPERIENCE NMAC WITH CESSNA SHOOTING A SIMULATED IFR 
APCH OPPOSITE DIRECTION TO THEIR TKOF RWY. 

  



 

ACN: 800341 

Time / Day 

Date : 200808 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 0 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Ground : Taxi 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 171 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 1010 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 900 
ASRS Report : 800341 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : Ground Less Severe 
Anomaly.Ground Encounters.Other  
Anomaly.Non Adherence : FAR 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Published Procedure 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.None Taken : Detected After The Fact 
Consequence.Other : Aircraft Damaged 
Consequence.Other  

Assessments 

Problem Areas : Airport 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 



I WAS TAXIING A C172 AT ZZZ THROUGH THE PARKING AREA. WHILE MOVING 
THROUGH THE AREA, I STRUCK A SELF SERVE FUEL PUMP WITH THE OUTBOARD 
EDGE OF THE R WINGTIP WHICH RESULTED IN DAMAGE TO THE LEADING EDGE, 
WINGTIP, AND SELF SVC FUEL PUMP. AFTER STARTING MY ACFT, I BEGAN TO 
MANEUVER THROUGH THE PARKING AREA IN ORDER TO AVOID ANOTHER ACFT 
WHICH WAS PARKED TO THE E OF MY ACFT ON THE N SIDE OF THE PARKING 
AREA. WHILE TURNING TO THE E, I BEGAN TO MOVE SLIGHTLY TO THE SOUTHERN 
EDGE OF THE TAXI AREA IN ORDER TO ALLOW ADEQUATE CLRNC FROM MY ACFT'S 
L WINGTIP, AND THE SPINNING PROP OF THE OTHER ACFT. I BELIEVED I HAD 
SUFFICIENTLY MANEUVERED TO AVOID THE OTHER ACFT'S PROP AND LEFT 
ENOUGH ROOM TO CLR THE FUEL PUMP. HOWEVER, I DID NOT ADEQUATELY 
JUDGE THE DISTANCE AND HT OF THE PUMP. I STRUCK THE PUMP MOVING W TO 
E. THE IMPACT CAUSED THE ACFT TO PIVOT AROUND THE PUMP. THE ACFT 
STOPPED IN A SOUTHERLY FACING POS. I IMMEDIATELY SHUT DOWN THE ENG, 
AND DETERMINED IF WE NEEDED TO EVAC THE ACFT. SINCE THERE WERE NO 
SIGNS OF FUEL LEAKAGE, I INSTRUCTED MY PAX TO STAY IN THE ACFT. THE PLT 
OF THE OTHER ACFT HAD SECURED HER ACFT AND WAS ALREADY MOVING 
TOWARDS MY ACFT. WE BOTH ASCERTAINED THE DAMAGE OF THE ACFT. I 
DECIDED THAT I SHOULD CALL FLT MAINT TO APPRISE THEM OF THE SITUATION. 
IT WAS DETERMINED, THROUGH DISCUSSIONS WITH MAINT, THAT THEY SHOULD 
FLY OUT AND INSPECT THE ACFT. IT WAS DETERMINED THAT THE IMPACT WITH 
THE PUMP DENTED THE OUTBOARD EDGE OF THE WING, IN ADDITION TO 
CRACKING THE LEADING EDGE OF THE WINGTIP. THE DECISION WAS MADE, BY 
THE DIRECTOR OF FLT MAINT, TO RECEIVE A FERRY PERMIT TO FLY THE ACFT 
BACK TO ZZZ1. THE OPERATOR OF THE ARPT WAS CONTACTED REGARDING THE 
DAMAGE TO THEIR SELF SVC PUMP. THE PUMP HAD SUFFERED SOME DAMAGE, AS 
IT WAS NOW LEANING TOWARDS THE E (DIRECTION OF IMPACT). A COUNTY 
EMPLOYEE INSPECTED THE PUMP AND NO SIGNS OF FUEL LEAKAGE WERE SEEN 
FROM THE PUMP AT THAT TIME. THE SELF SVC FUEL PUMP WAS LOCATED AT THE 
EDGE OF THE TXWY. WITH THE CESSNA'S WINGSPAN IT WOULD BE IMPOSSIBLE 
TO TAXI DOWN THE CTR OF THE TXWY WITHOUT STRIKING THE FUEL PUMP. THE 
FUEL PUMP'S HT WAS MEASURED TO BE 7 1/2 FT TALL. 

Synopsis 

A C172 WINGTIP STRUCK A SEVEN AND ONE HALF FOOT TALL FUEL PUMP 
ADJACENT TO A TXWY AT A SMALL AIRFIELD. 

  



 

ACN: 800076 

Time / Day 

Date : 200808 
Local Time Of Day : 1801 To 2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : VTI.Airport 
State Reference : IA 
Altitude.AGL.Bound Lower : 100 
Altitude.AGL.Bound Upper : 1000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 
Flight Phase.Landing : Go Around 
Route In Use.Approach : Traffic Pattern 

Aircraft : 2 

Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Climbout : Takeoff 
Flight Phase.Descent : Approach 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 15 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 480 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 100 
ASRS Report : 800076 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 200 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 0 

Assessments 



Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

ON A TRAINING FLT TO VTI FOR TOUCH-AND-GOES AT VTI ON RWY 16. PVT PLT 
RATED STUDENT WAS FLYING WHILE I WAS PROVIDING INSTRUCTION AND 
WATCHING FOR TFC. THE STUDENT ANNOUNCED OUR POS ON THE CTAF FOR 
EACH LEG OF THE PATTERN EXCEPT UPWIND LEG. WE DID OUR FIRST 2 TOUCH-
AND-GOES WITH NO EVENT. AFTER WE TOOK OFF FROM THE SECOND LNDG, I 
NOTICED A CROP DUSTER LAND ON RWY 16 AS WE TURNED XWIND. THERE WAS 
NO ANNOUNCEMENT ON THE CTAF. AS WE PROCEEDED ON DOWNWIND, I 
NOTICED ANOTHER CROP DUSTER DEPARTING RWY 27. AGAIN, THERE WERE NO 
ANNOUNCEMENTS ON THE CTAF BESIDES US. I WATCHED THE CROP DUSTER 
TURN OUT TOWARDS THE S. I TURNED BACK TO WATCH FOR MORE TFC ON BASE 
AND FINAL. AS WE TURNED FINAL AT APPROX 500 FT AGL, I NOTICED THE CROP 
DUSTER THAT HAD DEPARTED RWY 27 WAS NOW FLYING LOW DOWN RWY 9. IT 
LOOKED AS IF HE WAS OVER THE S SIDE OF THE RWY SPRAYING THE GRASS. I'M 
NOT SURE IF IT WAS TRAINING OR IF THERE WAS ACTUAL AERIAL APPLICATION 
BEING DONE AT THE ARPT OR IF IT WAS SHOWBOATING FOR THE OTHER AERIAL 
APPLICATORS TEMPORARILY LOCATED ON THE FIELD (I SAW AT LEAST 4 OTHER 
CROP DUSTERS ON THE RAMP). WE MADE OUR CALL FOR FINAL AS THE OTHER 
ACFT PASSED IN FRONT OF US FROM OUR L TO R. I MADE ANOTHER CALL THAT 
WE WERE ON FINAL. THE CROP DUSTER PULLED UP SHARPLY BUT DIDN'T 
INITIATE AN IMMEDIATE TURN. WE MISTAKENLY THOUGHT THE CROP DUSTER 
NOTICED US AND WAS GOING TO LET US COMPLETE OUR LNDG BEFORE COMING 
BACK IN. HOWEVER, THE CROP DUSTER DID MAKE A TURN AT AN ALT OF ABOUT 
500 FT AGL. IT BEGAN A DIVE BACK DOWN TOWARD THE RWY. WE WERE AT 
APPROX 100 FT AGL AT THE TIME. I TOOK CTL OF THE AIRPLANE FROM THE 
STUDENT AND IMMEDIATELY INITIATED A GAR. I FELT IT PRUDENT TO VEER TO 
THE L TOWARD THE CROP DUSTER IN ORDER TO PASS BEHIND AND ABOVE IT. A 
R TURN WOULD'VE KEPT US ON A COLLISION COURSE AND COULD'VE POSSIBLY 
CAUSED US TO LOSE SIGHT OF IT. WE PASSED WITHIN 200 FT OF THE OTHER 
AIRPLANE. I RETURNED CTL OF THE AIRPLANE TO THE STUDENT AND WE 
CONTINUED ON AROUND IN THE PATTERN FOR ANOTHER ATTEMPT AT MAKING A 
LNDG. I INSTRUCTED THE STUDENT TO MAKE A WIDE PATTERN IN CASE THE 
CROP DUSTER MADE ANOTHER PASS SO THAT WE WOULD BE OUTSIDE OF THE 
CROP DUSTER'S TURN. SURE ENOUGH, THE CROP DUSTER CONTINUED TO MAKE 
AERIAL APPLICATION PASSES ALONG THE RWY IN BOTH DIRECTIONS. THERE WAS 
NEVER ANY ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF OTHER TFC OR ANNOUNCEMENTS ON THE 
RADIO. WE CONTINUED WITH OUR APCH AS FAR AS ABOUT 400 FT AGL ON FINAL 
AND THEN DECIDED TO BREAK OFF THE LNDG AND DEPARTED THE ARPT TO THE 
W. 

Synopsis 

A C172 EXPERIENCED AN NMAC WITH A CROP DUSTER AT VTI. 

  



 

ACN: 799425 

Time / Day 

Date : 200808 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : PCT.TRACON 
State Reference : VA 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1300 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Operator.General Aviation : Personal 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase.Cruise : Level 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Multi Engine 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 150 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 4500 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 500 
ASRS Report : 799425 

Person : 2 

Affiliation.Government : FAA 
Function.Controller : Approach 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : Entry 
Anomaly.Altitude Deviation : Overshoot 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Clearance 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : FAR 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Published Procedure 
Independent Detector.Other.ControllerA : 2 
Independent Detector.Other.Flight CrewA : 1 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Returned To Original Clearance 

Assessments 



Problem Areas : ATC Human Performance 
Problem Areas : Airspace Structure 
Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

TRAINING PRIMARY STUDENT IN ACFT WITH POWERFUL ENGINE (210HP) AND CLB 
PROPELLER. INTRODUCING STUDENT TO MAKING 'FIRST CONTACT' ATC RADIO 
CALL SIMULTANEOUS TO LIMITING ACFT CLB UNDER 1500 FT MSL CLASS B 
LAYER. STUDENT TOOK OF ON RWY 28 (SHORT TKOF TECHNIQUE DUE HOSTILE 
TERRAIN UNDER EARLY-UPWIND LEG, SO HIGH CLB RATE), TURNED TO X-WIND 
AND CLBED TO TPA, TURNED TO 140 HEADING AND CLBED TO 1300 FT MSL. I 
REHEARSED STUDENT IN CONTENT OF 'FIRST CONTACT' RX CALL TO PCT APCH. 
DURING THIS TIME STUDENT INADVERTENTLY CLBED TO 1475 FT. I REQUESTED 
STUDENT TO RETURN TO 1300 FT AND TRIM ACFT. THEN STUDENT SWITCHED 
RADIO FROM ZZZ CTAF FREQ TO PCT APCH. STUDENT WAITED 5 SECONDS TO 
ENSURE NO-ONE ELSE ON FREQ. 4NM SE ZZZ, LITERALLY AS STUDENT PRESSED 
TRANSMIT BUTTON, PCT APCH CALLED OUR ACFT. STUDENT RESPONDED WITH 
CALL-SIGN. ATC ADVISED THEY OBSERVED CORRECT TRANSPONDER CODE, AND 
HAD CALLED US REPEATEDLY SINCE WE WERE 2 NM SOUTH OF ZZZ, WITH NO 
REPLY. ATC CLAIMED WE WERE THEN 5.5 NM SOUTH OF ZZZ. ATC ADVISED THEY 
HAD ALERTED US MILITARY TO 'NO-RADIO' ACFT PROCEEDING SE FROM ZZZ. US 
MILITARY MIGHT CTC US DIRECTLY. (NO CTC TO-DATE, 3 HOURS AFTER EVENT.) 
CAUSE OF IMPLIED VIOLATION OF 'IMMEDIATE RADIO CONTACT' REQUIREMENT 
IN ADIZ NOTAM: I HAVE OPERATED AND TAUGHT WITHIN ADIZ (INCLUDING AT 
LEAST 200+ VFR FLTS DEPARTING ZZZ ROUTING SE OR NW) SINCE ADIZ 
INCEPTION. CONSISTENT PRACTICAL EXPERIENCE GAINED FROM THESE 
HUNDREDS OF FLTS (TYPICALLY AT LEAST DAILY, 5 DAYS/WEEK) IS THAT PCT 
APCH WILL ACCEPT A 'FIRST CONTACT' CALL FROM ACFT PROCEEDING AWAY 
FROM ZZZ, BETWEEN 3-5 NM FROM DEP ARPT. THEREFORE, I WAS OPERATING 
TODAY IN ACCORDANCE WITH MY INTERPRETATION OF ACCEPTABLE DISTANCE 
AT WHICH TO SWITCH FROM CTAF TO PCT APCH, CONSISTENTLY DEMONSTRATED 
TO BE ACCEPTABLE TO PCT APCH DURING EACH OF SEVERAL HUNDRED PREVIOUS 
IDENTICAL-RTE FLTS. ROOT CAUSE: ADIZ NOTAM STATES (URL TFR.FAA.GOV 
SAVE_PAGES/DETAIL_7_0206.HTML, PART 1 BULLET# 7): 'PLTS MUST ESTABLISH 
AND MAINTAIN TWO-WAY RADIO COMS WITH THE APPROPRIATE ATC FACILITY 
WHILE OPERATING IN THE DC ADIZ.' ADIZ NOTAM DOES NOT DEFINE WHEN -- 
UPON DEP FROM AN UNCONTROLLED AIRFIELD LOCATED WITHIN ADIZ -- PLT 
SHOULD SWITCH FROM CTAF TO ASSIGNED PCT APCH FREQ. CONSEQUENTLY, 
THIS DISTANCE HAS TO BE DETERMINED BY PLT, BALANCING THE FOLLOWING 
CONTRADICTORY CRITERIA: 1. HOW FAR FROM ARPT TFC PATTERN IS SAFE TO 
ABANDON CTAF FREQUENCY? 2. HOW FAR FROM ARPT TFC PATTERN IS 'TOO FAR' 
TO DELAY 'FIRST CONTACT' CALL TO PCT APCH? (IN ABSENCE OF ANY 
DEFINITION, 5 NM APPEARS A REASONABLE LIMIT IF PROCEEDING AWAY FROM 
ZZZ, SMALLER DISTANCE IF PROCEEDING TOWARDS ZZZ. UNTIL TODAY, PCT 
APCH DID NOT OBJECT TO THAT DE FACTO LIMIT.) 3. HOW DOES INSTRUCTOR 
INSTRUCT STUDENT PLT TO AVIATE/NAVIGATE IN CONFINED AREA BELOW CLASS 
B AIRSPACE, IN TIMELY MANNER, IF RADIO CALLS TAKE PRIORITY OVER STAYING 
WITHIN PERMITTED AIRSPACE? 4. HOW DOES INSTRUCTOR TEACH STUDENT TO 
MAKE THAT 'FIRST CONTACT' CALL IN TIMELY MANNER, WHILE GIVING PRIORITY 
TO AVIATING AND NAVIGATING OVER COM? IF DHS/TSA REQUIRES ACFT 
DEPARTING ADIZ ARPTS IN DIRECTION AWAY FROM ZZZ TO MAKE 'FIRST 
CONTACT' CALL CLOSER THAN 4-5 NM FROM DEP ARPT, FAA SHOULD STATE THIS 
SPECIFICALLY IN NOTAM, NOT REQUIRE INDIVIDUAL ATC CTLRS TO INTERPRET 



NOTAM AND DECIDE IF 'FIRST CONTACT' WAS MADE AT ACCEPTABLE OR 
UNACCEPTABLE DISTANCE. BECAUSE WHAT WAS ACCEPTABLE TO ALL CTLRS 
UNTIL TODAY, IS NOT ACCEPTABLE TO ONE CTLR TODAY. SO I RISK BEING 
VIOLATED BECAUSE ONE EXCEPTIONAL CTLR DISAPPROVES THE DE FACTO 
ACCEPTABLE PRACTICE APPROVED REPEATEDLY BY HIS COLLEAGUES. DEFINE THE 
MAXIMUM ACCEPTABLE DISTANCE. DON'T LEAVE IT TO INDIVIDUALS TO 
INTERPRET. 

Synopsis 

AN SMA INST PLT RPTS PCT APCH CTLR COMPLAINED HIS FLT CONTACTED ATC 
TOO LATE. THE FLT FOLLOWED PROCS NORMAL UNTIL THAT TIME FOR ZZZ/ADIZ 
FLTS. 

  



 

ACN: 797681 

Time / Day 

Date : 200808 
Local Time Of Day : 1201 To 1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : TEB.Airport 
State Reference : NJ 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 500 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Controlling Facilities.Tower : TEB.Tower 
Operator.General Aviation : Instructional 
Make Model Name : Cessna Super Skywagon/Super Skylane 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Navigation In Use.Other.NDB  
Flight Phase.Climbout : Takeoff 
Route In Use.Departure.SID : TEB 

Person : 1 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Instructor 
Qualification.Pilot : CFI 
Qualification.Pilot : Commercial 
Qualification.Pilot : Instrument 
Qualification.Pilot : Private 
Experience.Flight Time.Last 90 Days : 50 
Experience.Flight Time.Total : 460 
Experience.Flight Time.Type : 110 
ASRS Report : 797681 

Person : 2 

Affiliation.Other : Instructional 
Function.Instruction : Trainee 

Events 

Anomaly.Non Adherence : Clearance 
Anomaly.Non Adherence : Published Procedure 
Anomaly.Other Spatial Deviation  
Independent Detector.Other.ControllerA : 2 
Resolutory Action.Controller : Issued Alert 
Resolutory Action.Flight Crew : Returned To Intended or Assigned Course 

Assessments 



Problem Areas : Flight Crew Human Performance 

Narrative 

WAS CLEARED TEB 5 DEP. REACHED 500 FT AND BEGAN TURN TO PNJ, EVEN 
THOUGH PROC REQUIRED CLB TO 1500 FT MSL BEFORE TURNING. TOWER 
ALERTED ME TO FLY THE DEP AS PUBLISHED. I FLY FREQUENTLY IN THE 
PITTSBURGH AREA WHERE ARPTS ARE 1100-1200 FT MSL. I WAS USED TO 
ALREADY BEING 1000 FT UP ON TAKEOFF, AND MISREAD THE ALTIMETER, 
THINKING I WAS 1500 FT WHEN I WAS ONLY 500 FT. MY STUDENT WAS IN THE R 
SEAT FOR THIS IFR LEG AND HE POINTED OUT THE TOWER AND THAT WE WERE 
TO CLB TO 1500 FT BEFORE TURNING, AS I HAD BRIEFED OUTLOUD BEFORE DEP. 
CONTRIBUTING TO THIS ERROR WAS A 'TAKEOFF WITH NO DELAY' -- I USUALLY 
WOULD RUN THROUGH THE DEP SEQUENCE ONE MORE TIME BEFORE ROLLING, 
BUT WE WERE AT A BUSY ARPT AND HAD TO TAKE THE AVAILABLE TAKEOFF SLOT. 
I HAD FLOWN THIS DEP CORRECTLY 2 DAYS EARLIER, BUT FOR WHATEVER 
REASON MISINTERPRETED THE ALTIMETER. I AM GLAD CONDITIONS WERE IMC 
AS THERE IS A TOWER NOT FAR FROM THE DEP END OF RWY 01. 

Synopsis 

C205 STUDENT AND INSTRUCTOR PLT ON TEB SID FROM TEB START TURN AT 500 
FT AGL VICE 1500 FT AS PUBLISHED. 




