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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 when evaluating these data 
of the following points. 
 
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. 
 
Information contained in 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 perspective of the specific individual who is 
describing their experience and perception of a safety related event. 
 
After preliminary processing, all ASRS reports are de-identified and the identity of the individual 
who submitted the report is permanently eliminated. All ASRS report processing systems are 
designed to protect identifying information submitted by reporters; including names, company 
affiliations, and specific times of incident occurrence. After a report has been de-identified, any 
verification of information submitted to ASRS would be limited. 
 
The National Aeronautics and Space Administration and its ASRS current 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 
NASA Aviation Safety Reporting System 



CAVEAT REGARDING USE OF ASRS DATA 
 
Certain caveats apply to the use of ASRS 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, mechanics, flight attendants, dispatchers or other 
participants in the aviation system are equally aware of the ASRS or may be equally willing to 
report. Thus, the data can reflect reporting biases. These biases, which are not fully known or 
measurable, may influence ASRS information. 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 aware of the ASRS program and more inclined to 
report should an NMAC occur.  Any type of subjective, voluntary reporting will have these 
limitations related to quantitative statistical analysis. 
 
One thing that can be known from ASRS data is that the number of reports received 
concerning specific event types represents the lower measure of the true number of such 
events that are occurring. For example, if ASRS receives 881 reports of track deviations in 
2010 (this number is purely hypothetical), then it can be known with some certainty that at 
least 881 such events have occurred in 2010. With these statistical limitations in mind, we 
believe that the real power of ASRS data is the qualitative information contained in report 
narratives. The pilots, controllers, and others who report tell us about aviation safety 
incidents and situations in detail – explaining what happened, and more importantly, why it 
happened. Using report narratives effectively requires an extra measure of study, but the 
knowledge derived is well worth the added effort. 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Report Synopses 
 



ACN: 1010005 (1 of 50)  

Synopsis 
An SR22 pilot and his passengers suffered an NMAC with a UAV while entering the 
pattern at RMN, located between two closely spaced MOAs. 

ACN: 1003076 (2 of 50)  

Synopsis 
B737 Captain experiences a NMAC with a GA aircraft at 1,300 FT while turning a 
visual final to Runway 28R at PBI. Evasive action is initiated at the same time a 
TCAS RA is annunciated. 

ACN: 1002077 (3 of 50)  

Synopsis 
Glider pilot reported an NMAC with a light single near P48 airport. 

ACN: 1000885 (4 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A PA28 Pilot reported a near miss with two aircraft in close formation at 3,500 FT 
near OCF in Class E airspace. 

ACN: 1000184 (5 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A PA32 pilot, mistakenly flying a left hand vice the published right hand pattern at 
an non-towered airport experienced an NMAC with a helicopter on short final. 

ACN: 999622 (6 of 50)  

Synopsis 
As he exited clouds on an IFR flight a C182T pilot experienced an NMAC with a 
sailplane operating in close proximity to the cloud cover. The reporter believed the 
sailplane pilot to have been in violation of required VFR separation from the cloud 
system. 

ACN: 998944 (7 of 50)  

Synopsis 
An AT6 Pilot entered a CTAF airport on the incorrect frequency on clear day and 
had a near miss with an aircraft when he did not comply with this airport's 
established traffic pattern. 

ACN: 998911 (8 of 50)  



Synopsis 
Despite having provided regular CTAF position reports as she approached the 
airport of intended landing, the student pilot flying a PA-28 suffered an NMAC with 
a tow plane and the banner it was towing. 

ACN: 998541 (9 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A PA-30 pilot experienced an NMAC with a same direction high wing aircraft that 
passed 200 FT below the Piper. 

ACN: 998390 (10 of 50)  

Synopsis 
TRACON Controller providing OJT described a NMAC event when IFR military traffic 
took evasive action to avoid a VFR helicopter conducting practice maneuvers. 
Traffic had been issued by the developmental. 

ACN: 998294 (11 of 50)  

Synopsis 
DA40 Instructor pilot with student departing Runway 19 reports a NMAC with a 
C182 at pattern altitude and opposite direction mid field downwind. Evasive action 
is taken by the student pilot, narrowly missing the C182 which does not deviate. 
The C182 pilot had announced overflying the airport with intentions of entering the 
traffic pattern for Runway 19, but had entered right traffic for Runway 01. 

ACN: 998240 (12 of 50)  

Synopsis 
B737 Captain reports a NMAC with VFR traffic during visual ILS approach. The 
traffic was pointed out and expected to maintain altitude 500 FT above the B737 
but started descending causing a TCAS RA. 

ACN: 997514 (13 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A student and instructor pilot aboard a M20K suffered an NMAC with a PA28 while 
on approach to parallel runways at MLB. 

ACN: 997440 (14 of 50)  

Synopsis 
An EMB145 at 9,000 FT in Class B airspace had a near miss with an aircraft 
descending in Class B without a clearance. 

ACN: 997328 (15 of 50)  



Synopsis 
A Helicopter operating in the vicinity of the Santa Monica pier in contact with SMO 
ATCT experienced a NMAC with another helicopter on two occasions. 

ACN: 996838 (16 of 50)  

Synopsis 
LR45 Captain reports a NMAC with an unidentified aircraft at 2,000 FT over HOCKI 
during the RNAV RWY 11R at VRB. Both aircraft were under the control of ZMA and 
the cloud bases were at 2,100 FT. A TCAS RA results in a descent to 1,400 FT, 
narrowly missing the other aircraft. 

ACN: 996515 (17 of 50)  

Synopsis 
Tower Controller described a NMAC between a VFR and IFR departure from parallel 
runways, the reporter listing IFR departure procedures and unexpected aircraft 
performance characteristics as contributing to the error. 

ACN: 996303 (18 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A C172 Instructor reported a near miss while on short final to CTAF X50 because 
another C172 pilot was not following CTAF communications procedures and taxied 
onto the runway.  

ACN: 996296 (19 of 50)  

Synopsis 
BE36 Instructor pilot experiences a NMAC at L19 during a simulated engine out 
approach to Runway 12 using standard traffic calls. An agricultural aircraft that had 
landed Runway 12 and taxied clear began its' takeoff from Runway 30 with the 
BE36 on short final necessitating a go around. 

ACN: 995976 (20 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A PA28 passenger detected converging traffic at 3,500 FT near 8B1 as the pilot was 
looking at charts for frequencies and so the pilot took evasive action to avoid the 
other aircraft by 400 FT. 

ACN: 995593 (21 of 50)  

Synopsis 
Air Carrier Captain described a TCAS TA/RA event when they descended to an 
altitude separated by 500 FT from VFR traffic. The reporter suggested that ATC 
always provide IFR separation, i.e 1,000 FT and 3 miles. 



ACN: 994632 (22 of 50)  

Synopsis 
B737 flight crew experiences a TCAS RA during approach to Runway 9L at FLL at 
1,300 FT caused by a banner tow aircraft passing under the glide path at 1,000 FT. 

ACN: 993656 (23 of 50)  

Synopsis 
An Air Carrier Captain reported a near miss on BRO Runway 31L short final with 
another aircraft on a visual approach to Runway 35 after the crew had previously 
reported that aircraft not in sight and ATC failed update the traffic's position. 

ACN: 993538 (24 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A BE36 pilot on an IFR flight plan reported a near miss at 9,000 FT with no advance 
ATC notification as the unidentified aircraft took evasive action. 

ACN: 993526 (25 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A single engine aircraft pilot reported a near miss with a VFR military aircraft 
descending through 9,000 FT and not talking with ATC. 

ACN: 993478 (26 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A Lear Jet on a Tower controlled IFR flight suffered an NMAC with a commercial 
B737-700 departing from their destination airport which turned toward them rather 
than flying runway heading as directed by their takeoff clearance. 

ACN: 992614 (27 of 50)  

Synopsis 
M20 pilot departing MYF reports a NMAC with a Cirrus entering the pattern. Evasive 
action is taken and the event reported to the Tower. 

ACN: 992218 (28 of 50)  

Synopsis 
An Air Carrier Captain reported taking evasive action, including a TCAS RA, during 
a near miss with an unreported helicopter at 1,300 FT on a four mile final to FLL 
Runway 9R. 

ACN: 991895 (29 of 50)  



Synopsis 
A B737 at 7,400 FT, descending, had a near miss on the PHL BOJID arrival and 
took evasive action in response to a TCAS RA from an aircraft apparently at the 
PHL 7,000 FT Class B ceiling. 

ACN: 991800 (30 of 50)  

Synopsis 
C172 student with instructor was turning final for the right runway and experiences 
a NMAC with a PA28 on the ILS for the left runway. The instructor takes evasive 
action and the PA28 goes around. 

ACN: 991460 (31 of 50)  

Synopsis 
An aircraft on approach to SBA Runway 33R circled to provide distance from an 
aircraft landing Runway 15L. Then when the trainee Controller cleared them to land 
33R they had near miss with another aircraft departing 15L. 

ACN: 991236 (32 of 50)  

Synopsis 
Several reporters described a conflict event involving training aircraft at GFK while 
entering and departing the traffic pattern. 

ACN: 991229 (33 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A light aircraft pilot reported an NMAC with another light aircraft taking off opposite 
direction at the non-towered IPL airport. 

ACN: 990164 (34 of 50)  

Synopsis 
An SR22 pilot reported a rogue helicopter pilot had been hovering at low altitude 
over the active runway without monitoring or responding to UNICOM transmissions 
from other operators. On his landing flare the reporter's aircraft was buffeted by 
downwash from the helicopter. A confrontation between the two pilots, including 
threats of recrimination by the helo pilot, ensued. 

ACN: 989983 (35 of 50)  

Synopsis 
An Instructor pilot took evasive action from a Bonanza whose pilot was making 
intermittent traffic calls as both aircraft were doing practice approaches at CGZ. 

ACN: 989967 (36 of 50)  



Synopsis 
Light aircraft pilot reported an NMAC with another light aircraft on visual approach 
to FFZ. 

ACN: 989947 (37 of 50)  

Synopsis 
An Instructor pilot took control of the aircraft to take evasive action from a Long EZ 
aircraft which crossed through the Lake Wales airport traffic pattern at pattern 
altitude. 

ACN: 989577 (38 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A pilot executing a SEG VOR-A approach with a Safety Pilot had a near miss with 
another aircraft at the Missed Approach Point as the other aircraft appeared to be 
downwind for Runway 35 and not reporting on the CTAF frequency. 

ACN: 989234 (39 of 50)  

Synopsis 
Tower Controller described a NMAC claiming one of aircraft involved failed to 
comply with ATC instructions. 

ACN: 989046 (40 of 50)  

Synopsis 
C172 pilot reports a NMAC with a Piper while over flying the HBI airport at 2,000 FT 
using CTAF procedures. The reporter discovers his radio volume has been turned 
down to talk with passengers and not returned to a listenable level. 

ACN: 988532 (41 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A C-172 and a C-150 experienced an NMAC while entering the traffic pattern at a 
controlled airport. 

ACN: 988226 (42 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A close encounter--the result of authorized 500 FT vertical IFR/VFR separation--
turned into an NMAC when the pilot of a light plane, apparently believing their 
altitudes to be equal, initiated aggressive avoidance maneuvers with respect to the 
reporter's Global Express. The reporter expressed his belief that, based on his 
visual observations, the initial TCAS RAs which resulted would have aggravated the 
event. 



ACN: 988215 (43 of 50)  

Synopsis 
C172 Instructor reports a NMAC with another C172 during a practice approach to 
Runway 27L at OAK. Each pilot had the other in sight and the Tower Controller had 
them on Radar. 

ACN: 988165 (44 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A B737 flight crew, high on the approach to the runway at their destination, 
requested a 360 degree turn to lose altitude and experienced a TCAS RA with 
another aircraft while doing so. 

ACN: 987813 (45 of 50)  

Synopsis 
C205 pilot reports a conflict with a light twin while taking off from Runway 23 at 
FDK. The reporter did not hear the light twin self announcing nor did he see it as he 
checked final taking the runway. 

ACN: 987490 (46 of 50)  

Synopsis 
C172 Flight Instructor with student on downwind entry at 3,000 FT reports a NMAC 
with a C152 departing on a left crosswind. Both aircraft were in contact with the 
Radar equipped Tower. 

ACN: 987352 (47 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A Ground Controller noted a conflict between a helicopter and Cessna crossing the 
airport apparently unnoticed by the two Local Controllers. The reporter 
recommended changes to the SOP procedures to prevent future events. 

ACN: 986934 (48 of 50)  

Synopsis 
General Aviation pilot being handled by EMT Tower experienced an NMAC with 
other pattern traffic, the reporter voicing concern with the ATC handling as well as 
the non-compliance with ATC by the other aircraft involved. 

ACN: 986302 (49 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A C-180 pilot reported an NMAC with a twin engine Cessna while turning downwind 
in the pattern at CMA. ATC had provided no traffic advisories prior to the event. 



ACN: 981564 (50 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A C162 pilot experienced an NMAC inbound to PAO when he mis-identified ATC 
issued traffic. 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Report Narratives 
 



 

ACN: 1010005 (1 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201205 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : RMN.Airport 
State Reference : VA 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 180 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 3 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 1600 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Ceiling.Single Value : 12000 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.UNICOM : RMN 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : SR22 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Route In Use : Visual Approach 
Airspace.Class E : RMN 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
Make Model Name : UAV - Unpiloted Aerial Vehicle 
Airspace.Class E : RMN 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 150 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 15 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 150 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 1010005 
Human Factors : Distraction 



Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Passenger 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 100 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 0 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Airspace Structure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Airport 
Primary Problem : Airspace Structure 

Narrative: 1 

My passengers and I noticed an Oblong Shaped UAV (approximately 2 to 3 FT long 
with a long antenna) passing us in the opposite direction within 100 FT of our left 
wing on the 45 to Runway 15 at RMN. The object did not show up on my TCAS 
system as a threat. These vehicles need to show up in the cockpit as a threat or 
stay within the MOA's. 

Synopsis 

An SR22 pilot and his passengers suffered an NMAC with a UAV while entering the 
pattern at RMN, located between two closely spaced MOAs. 

  



 

ACN: 1003076 (2 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201204 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : PBI.Airport 
State Reference : FL 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1300 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : PBI 
Aircraft Operator : Air Carrier 
Make Model Name : B737-400 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 121 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Flight Phase : Landing 
Airspace.Class C : PBI 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, High Wing, 1 Eng, Fixed Gear 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Airspace.Class C : PBI 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Air Carrier 
Function.Flight Crew : Captain 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 1003076 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Automation : Aircraft RA 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 



Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Ambiguous 

Narrative: 1 

We were on the FRWAY FOUR ARRIVAL in the vicinity of FRWAY Intersection when 
cleared direct to RELTY and told to expect a visual approach to Runway 28R at PBI. 
This clearance put the track of our aircraft parallel and 1 mile east of the shoreline 
heading south for an expected right base turn to final. Our flight was cleared to 
descend to 3,000 FT and to report the airport in sight. The First Officer and I 
confirmed sight of the runway, and I continued a hand flown, visual flight path 
backed up with the electronic glideslope while configuring the aircraft for a landing. 
No traffic was reported by the Approach Controller and we were switched to PBI 
Tower where we received clearance to land. No traffic was reported by the Tower. 
As I started my turn to final just outside the shoreline, I looked through the First 
Officer's window to verify alignment with the runway and noticed in my peripheral 
vision, a traffic target on the TCAS approx. 2-300 FT below me. I immediately 
asked the First Officer and jumpseater to "LOOK" and asked if that might be a ships 
transponder or some other errant caution. I thought surely another aircraft could 
not be below us! In that instant the First Officer and jumpseat pilot spotted a high 
wing, C-172 or similar, converging towards, just to the right and slightly below us. 
I immediately pushed the thrust levers up to climb above the glideslope when we 
got a "Climb" warning Resolution Advisory. I would assume that this aircraft passed 
right through the glideslope path of our runway, inside RELTY the outer marker, 
because when the conflict no longer existed, our aircraft was well above the 
glideslope. I told the First Officer to report to the Tower our encounter and ask if he 
had seen or monitored the traffic to which he said yes, there is someone out there 
just outside of my airspace. I asked, "Are you talking to them?" His answer was 
simply "No". 
 
We flew our aircraft precisely according to ATC instructions and SOP's. I feel this 
traffic should have been brought to our attention due to its close proximity to the 
airport and our aircraft. When the encounter occurred, I figured we were on about 
a 3-4 mile base to final approach. I was appalled at the lack of concern on the 
controller's part. We had just encountered a near miss with another aircraft which 
could have had catastrophic results had it not been for TCAS and a quick response 
on the part of the flight crew. A suggestion from me would be to keep high speed, 
FAR 121 aircraft out of the potential path of sightseeing, no radio aircraft along the 
shoreline. A vector to join the final outside of RELTY might help, but this was simply 
a matter not getting information about potential conflicts to our flight path. 

Synopsis 

B737 Captain experiences a NMAC with a GA aircraft at 1,300 FT while turning a 
visual final to Runway 28R at PBI. Evasive action is initiated at the same time a 
TCAS RA is annunciated. 

  



 

ACN: 1002077 (3 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201203 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : P48.Airport 
State Reference : AZ 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 270 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : .5 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 3000 

Environment 

Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 100 
Ceiling : CLR 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
Aircraft Operator : FBO 
Make Model Name : Sail Plane 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Passenger 
Flight Phase : Descent 
Route In Use : Visual Approach 
Airspace.Class G : P48 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
Make Model Name : Piper Single Undifferentiated or Other Model 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Airspace.Class G : P48 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : FBO 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 8090 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 29 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 5000 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 1002077 

Events 



Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 75 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

Light single engine Piper passed 50 - 100 FT below me as I was approaching IP, 
crossing the departure end of Runway 23 about 1,400 FT above ground. The 
airplane approached from my 7 o'clock direction, departing (continuing) away 
about my 1 o'clock direction. At the time I was flying about 45 MPH and I would 
estimate the other aircraft cruising past me at over 100 MPH. I based my estimate 
on vertical separation on the wingspan of the glider I was flying which is 51 FT. 
They passed directly underneath me within one or two of my wingspans. 

Synopsis 

Glider pilot reported an NMAC with a light single near P48 airport. 

  



 

ACN: 1000885 (4 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201203 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : OCF.Airport 
State Reference : FL 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 035 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 10 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 3000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 3500 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Center : ZJX 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : PA-28 Cherokee/Archer/Dakota/Pillan/Warrior 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class E : ZJX 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.Class E : ZJX 

Aircraft : 3 

Reference : Z 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.Class E : ZJX 

Person 



Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 322 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 20 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 84 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 1000885 
Human Factors : Time Pressure 
Human Factors : Distraction 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 50 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

On flight to OCF at 3,000 FT Talking with pilot/owner in left seat. He said "Traffic." I 
looked out my window and above the right wing were two white RV-4s, -8s, or 
Cirrus aircraft in close formation crossing over us from right to left. They were 
probably 100-200 FT away when we saw them. From now on, I'll insist that we 
always get flight following. Obviously, neither we nor the traffic were talking and 
squawking. No evasive action was taken since it was too late and we could 
immediately tell that we would miss them (but was very close). Now thinking about 
it, we might not have taken evasive action because we were stunned at how close 
they were to us.  

Synopsis 

A PA28 Pilot reported a near miss with two aircraft in close formation at 3,500 FT 
near OCF in Class E airspace. 

  



 

ACN: 1000184 (5 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201203 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 2 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 300 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : PA-32 Cherokee Six/Lance/Saratoga/6X 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : VFR 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Route In Use : Visual Approach 
Airspace.Class G : ZZZ 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.UNICOM : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Air Taxi 
Make Model Name : Helicopter 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 135 
Mission : Ambulance 
Airspace.Class G : ZZZ 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 



Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 22000 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 240 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 300 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 1000184 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Person : Passenger 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 150 
Were Passengers Involved In Event : Y 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Airport 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Ambiguous 

Narrative: 1 

I changed my squawk to VFR and changed to CTAF, reporting 10 miles out and 
then reporting left downwind for Runway 20. There was a Lear jet on the frequency 
approaching from the west, subsequently reporting right base for Runway 20. A 
helicopter, not landing at the airport, reported west of the airport and transiting the 
area. I picked up the Lear visually and extended my downwind slightly in order to 
follow it to the runway. I reported such over the UNICOM frequency. I thought that 
the helicopter had reported both the Lear and myself in sight and wrongly assumed 
that he would cross the airport clear of the traffic pattern. Although I was searching 
for the helicopter, I did not see it.  
 
When I was about 300-400 AGL and established on final my passenger saw the 
helicopter low and to our right and pointed it out to me at which time I pulled up 
hard to go above the helicopter. Without the evasive action we would have passed 
very close. I made a radio call announcing that I was maneuvering to avoid the 
helicopter. The helicopter announced on the radio that he had me in sight. The 
helicopter pilot had chosen a very bad location to cross the final approach course. 
He was aware of the runway in use and that there were at least two airplanes, the 
Lear jet and myself, approaching the airport. 
 
Although I had flight planned for this flight and realized that there was right traffic 
for Runway 20, by the time I entered the traffic pattern I had forgotten and 
entered the left downwind. Only three days later when I was wondering why the 
Lear had made a "non-standard" right base did I remember that I was the one who 
was non-standard when flying a "standard" left hand pattern. 

Synopsis 



A PA32 pilot, mistakenly flying a left hand vice the published right hand pattern at 
an non-towered airport experienced an NMAC with a helicopter on short final. 

  



 

ACN: 999622 (6 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201203 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : BHM.TRACON 
State Reference : AL 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 7000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : Mixed 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 7000 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : BHM 
Aircraft Operator : Government 
Make Model Name : Skylane 182/RG Turbo Skylane/RG 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Passenger 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class E : BHM 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : BHM 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Sail Plane 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class E : BHM 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Government 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 



Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 7000 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 61 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 300 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 999622 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 200 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 0 
Were Passengers Involved In Event : N 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Weather 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

While in cruise flight at 7,000 MSL immediately after exiting a cloud, I observed a 
glider descending into my altitude in a slight left bank and then roll out on the 
same heading as my aircraft. When I first spotted the glider, I was approximately 
600 to 1,000 FT behind and slightly to the right of it. He was moving slowly. 
 
I was rapidly gaining on him and within seconds of a collision. I disconnected the 
autopilot and entered a hard right bank trying to maintain a visual on the glider as 
I did not know if he had seen me or what his next maneuver would be. As I rolled 
out past him, I realized we had missed colliding by approximately 200 FT. 
 
The main reason this incident occurred was the pilot of the glider's lack of 
maintaining VFR. The glider was "dancing with the clouds" and had likely been in 
the clouds at some point. At the time I spotted him, he was clear of the cloud but 
was not maintaining required VFR cloud separation distances. Had I been distracted 
for any reason or been in a faster aircraft, a collision could have occurred that 
would have probably resulted in the deaths of all involved and potential injury or 
death to others on the ground. 
 
ATC advised they did not have radar contact on the glider. Additionally, there were 
no NOTAMs filed indicating glider activity at the SCD airport. The AFD does indicate 
that glider towing operations exist on weekends in a 3 mile radius of the airport 
below 6,000 FT. ATC was not aware of any glider activities at the airport at the 
time of occurrence. 
 
Had a NOTAM been filed, ATC would have likely vectored me away from the area 
but the main problem here was the glider pilot's lack of adherence to the rules and 
safe operation. 

Synopsis 



As he exited clouds on an IFR flight a C182T pilot experienced an NMAC with a 
sailplane operating in close proximity to the cloud cover. The reporter believed the 
sailplane pilot to have been in violation of required VFR separation from the cloud 
system. 

  



 

ACN: 998944 (7 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201203 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

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

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Texan T6/Harvard (Antique) 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : VFR 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Climb 
Airspace.Class E : ZZZ 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 1200 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 9 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 900 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 998944 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Training / Qualification 
Human Factors : Distraction 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Observer 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 100 



Miss Distance.Vertical : 100 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : Flight Cancelled / Delayed 
Result.Flight Crew : Became Reoriented 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Weather 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Environment - Non Weather Related 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

As pilot, I made a right base turn to Runway 15 and a right turn-out after a flyover 
of the field. Upon turning out I passed under another plane which I did not see. I 
was on the wrong frequency for CTAF and believed I was flying upwind but I should 
not have flown right turns. I realized after flying out of the area what a terrible 
mistake I had made and had a bad feeling in my gut. I evaluated the events that 
led to my lack of judgment in not following standard pattern procedures. I was 
clearly not fully engaged (thinking through) and complacent, which would also 
explain my not being on the right frequency. I can not understand how I didn't 
think through my action enough to feel intuitively the risk me and other to fly right 
turns. Then I received a call from an acquaintance informing me of the near miss. 
As a result I have grounded myself to take full stock of my actions, the events of 
the flight that led to this serious lack of attention. I now see a series of issues with 
the 45 minute flight that likely contributed to the situation, all dealing with me, the 
pilot, getting into the plane without thinking through/planning for the flight, then 
being inattentive and complacent in flying on a nice sunny day.  

Synopsis 

An AT6 Pilot entered a CTAF airport on the incorrect frequency on clear day and 
had a near miss with an aircraft when he did not comply with this airport's 
established traffic pattern. 

  



 

ACN: 998911 (8 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201203 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : HII.Airport 
State Reference : AZ 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1800 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : HII 
Aircraft Operator : Corporate 
Make Model Name : PA-28 Cherokee/Archer/Dakota/Pillan/Warrior 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : VFR 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Route In Use : Visual Approach 
Airspace.Class E : HII 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : HII 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Mission : Banner Tow 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Airspace.Class E : HII 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Corporate 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Student 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 65 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 5 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 63 



ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 998911 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 150 
Were Passengers Involved In Event : N 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Airport 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

I was intending to land at HII and was approaching the airport from the east. I 
began making radio calls over CTAF when I was 12 miles from the airport and 
continued making radio calls detailing my position, altitude, and intent every two 
miles thereafter. I began to hear one other pilot making calls (three calls prior to 
the near miss) but his transmissions were very difficult to understand due to 
background noise. When I was four miles from the airport I asked the other pilot to 
repeat his last transmission but received no reply. I made another radio call two 
miles from the airport and stated I would be crossing the airport midfield, 
performing a left hand circle to enter the downwind at a 45.  
 
Seconds after that call I shifted forward in my seat and immediately saw a moving 
object that had previously been hidden by my window frame. After a few seconds 
of trying to discern what it was, I determined it was a banner under tow, and soon 
saw the aircraft towing it. The other aircraft was at my same altitude and crossing 
over the airport immediately above Runway 32 (runway in use was 14) at pattern 
altitude (1,800 MSL). I immediately began a descent and made a radio call to the 
other pilot. The other pilot indicated he now had me in sight and would be "flying 
around 14 to drop his banner." I descended to 1,200 MSL and flew directly below 
the other aircraft and its banner.  
 
I landed a few minutes later without incident. Another pilot on the ground who 
witnessed the near miss and heard the radio calls approached me as I tied down 
my aircraft. He indicated that, in his experience, the banner tow pilots do not take 
much care in avoiding other aircraft and would often try to "muscle other people 
around in the airspace." He also noted the banner tow pilots often flew with their 
doors open, which would account for the difficulty in understanding their 
transmissions. 

Synopsis 

Despite having provided regular CTAF position reports as she approached the 
airport of intended landing, the student pilot flying a PA-28 suffered an NMAC with 
a tow plane and the banner it was towing. 



 

ACN: 998541 (9 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201203 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : BFI.Airport 
State Reference : WA 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 250 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 6 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2400 

Environment 

Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 12000 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : BFI 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : PA-30 Twin Comanche 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class D : BFI 
Airspace.Class E : S46 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, High Wing, 1 Eng, Fixed Gear 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Airspace.Class E : S46 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 613 



Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 16 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 365 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 998541 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 200 
Were Passengers Involved In Event : N 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Airspace Structure 
Primary Problem : Ambiguous 

Narrative: 1 

[I was] flying southbound just southwest of Boeing Field's Delta airspace when 
southbound high-wing plane passed just beneath me. I did not see it until just as it 
passed under my left wing. I waited to see it pass out on the other side but did not 
see it. I was concerned that it may be maneuvering rather than in straight and 
level flight and took evasive action via a turn to my left back to a northbound 
direction while looking for the traffic. I never did see it again, but I may have 
inadvertently entered Boeing Field's Delta airspace without communication during 
my turn to avoid the traffic. Attitude estimated at 2,400 MSL but may be a couple 
of hundred feet either side of that as well. I was looking for traffic forward and to 
my side, but not approaching from my rear quarter. It was approaching me from 
my rear quarter and I should have been very visible to the other aircraft inasmuch 
as I was in front of it. I do not know how to prevent this type of encounter. 

Synopsis 

A PA-30 pilot experienced an NMAC with a same direction high wing aircraft that 
passed 200 FT below the Piper. 

  



 

ACN: 998390 (10 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201203 
Local Time Of Day : 1801-2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 3000 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Military 
Make Model Name : Stratolifter (C-135)/Stratotanker (KC-135) 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 3 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : Vectors 
Airspace.Class D : ZZZ 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : ZZZ 
Make Model Name : Iroquois 212/214 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Flight Plan : VFR 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.Class D : ZZZ 

Person : 1 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Facility : ZZZ.TRACON 
Reporter Organization : Government 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Approach 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Departure 
Qualification.Air Traffic Control : Fully Certified 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 998390 

Person : 2 

Reference : 2 
Location Of Person.Facility : ZZZ.TRACON 
Reporter Organization : Government 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Approach 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Departure 
Qualification.Air Traffic Control : Developmental 



ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 998564 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Training / Qualification 

Events 

Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

A KC135 was handed off from East RADAR to West RADAR on a heading of 210; 
inbound for the airport requesting ILS approach to Runway XXL. I was training a 
developmental who accepted the hand off and turned the aircraft to a heading of 
220. At that same time there was a B212 helicopter maneuvering in the southeast 
practice area. The developmental instructed the B212 to fly no further west than 
their present position. There was no response from the helicopter. The KC135 
advised that he had traffic at his 12 o'clock and five miles same altitude. The 
developmental told the KC135 that the aircraft was a helicopter and would 
maneuver no further west then his present position. The KC135 advised that he 
was climbing for traffic. The helicopter reported the KC135 in sight when the 
aircraft were 2 miles and 700 FT apart. The helicopter was told to maintain visual 
separation from the KC135. The helicopter did not respond. 

Narrative: 2 

I was training in West RADAR. A KC135 was IFR and level at 030 on a 210 vector 
for an ILS Runway XXL. A VFR helicopter was maneuvering approximately 10 miles 
southeast of the airport. The altitude was approximately 029. The KC135 reported 
traffic at 12 O'clock and 5 miles at same altitude. I tried to reach the helicopter and 
instruct him to maneuver no further west than his current position anticipating that 
with a slight turn, the KC135 would pass by him with sufficient lateral separation. 
The helicopter did not respond to my transmission. I turned the KC135 10 degrees 
to a 220 heading and informed him that the helicopter would remain southeast of 
him. I said this to the KC135, because I was confident that I would be able to reach 
the helicopter. Instead, it took two additional transmissions for the helicopter to 
respond with the traffic insight and I instructed him to maintain visual 
separation/caution wake turbulence. During my attempt to regain communication 
with the helicopter, the KC135 advised that he was climbing to avoid traffic. He 
leveled at 040 and then descended back to 030 once he knew the traffic was 
maintaining visual separation. The KC135 stated on frequency that if he would not 
have climbed, he would have "hit that guy" Later investigations showed that the 
KC135 passed 700 FT above and 2 miles laterally from the helicopter. I should have 
taken more positive control and turned the KC135 farther away. I should not have 
been so fixated on regaining communication with a helicopter, when I could have 
easily turned the aircraft I had direct communication with. I recommend more 
monitor time with CPC's to gain more perspective and professional knowledge of 
the position. 



Synopsis 

TRACON Controller providing OJT described a NMAC event when IFR military traffic 
took evasive action to avoid a VFR helicopter conducting practice maneuvers. 
Traffic had been issued by the developmental. 

  



 

ACN: 998294 (11 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201203 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1500 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : FBO 
Make Model Name : DA40 Diamond Star 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase.Other  
Airspace.Class E : ZZZ 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : ZZZ 
Make Model Name : Skylane 182/RG Turbo Skylane/RG 
Mission.Other  
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.Class E : ZZZ 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : FBO 
Function.Flight Crew : Instructor 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Not Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 17250 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 25 



Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 300 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 998294 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Other / Unknown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 100 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 100 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

I was flight instructor on an aircraft checkout flight with an ATP rated student. We 
had landed and were about to takeoff from Runway 19 planning to enter the VFR 
traffic pattern for touch and go landings. Just prior to taking the active runway we 
heard a transmission from an aircraft identifying itself as [aircraft Y]. [Aircraft Y] 
announced that they were NW of the airport and were going to overfly the field to 
the SE at 2,000 FT and then enter the traffic pattern for Runway 19 (the Runway 
19 traffic pattern is a left hand pattern and is to the east of the runway). The 
student made a takeoff from Runway 19 and turned to the downwind leg at the 
pattern altitude of 1,500 FT. We made the standard radio transmissions turning 
crosswind and downwind. At about the midfield position the student saw a Cessna 
182 on a collision course with us at our altitude and on a reciprocal course. He 
immediately began a descending left turn to avoid the other aircraft. I spotted the 
Cessna just as my student was initiating his turn. We passed within 100 to 200 FT 
both vertically and laterally from the other aircraft. We did not observe any evasive 
maneuver by the Cessna. The Cessna then left the pattern to the SE and reentered 
the downwind wind leg of the landing pattern for Runway 19. Both our aircraft 
landed without further incident. Subsequent radio conversation revealed that the 
Cessna 182 was in fact [aircraft Y]. They seemed to be unaware of the conflict that 
had taken place. 

Synopsis 

DA40 Instructor pilot with student departing Runway 19 reports a NMAC with a 
C182 at pattern altitude and opposite direction mid field downwind. Evasive action 
is taken by the student pilot, narrowly missing the C182 which does not deviate. 
The C182 pilot had announced overflying the airport with intentions of entering the 
traffic pattern for Runway 19, but had entered right traffic for Runway 01. 

  



 

ACN: 998240 (12 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201203 
Local Time Of Day : 1801-2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : IND.Airport 
State Reference : IN 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Night 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : IND 
Aircraft Operator : Air Carrier 
Make Model Name : B737-800 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 121 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Ferry 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Airspace.Class C : IND 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : IND 
Make Model Name : Any Unknown or Unlisted Aircraft Manufacturer 
Airspace.Class C : IND 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Air Carrier 
Function.Flight Crew : Captain 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Not Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 998240 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 

Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Automation : Aircraft RA 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 



Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 200 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued Advisory / Alert 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

[We were] cleared for the visual approach to Runway 23R at destination. Approach 
Control advised VFR traffic, 10 o'clock, 5 miles, 500 FT above you has you in sight 
and is maintaining visual separation. We reported that we had the traffic on TCAS 
but not visually. Approach responded that "he has you in sight and is maintaining 
visual separation. He will pass above and behind your aircraft. Maintain best 
forward speed, you are number one". Approaching the glide slope, the TCAS target 
started descending. I informed the First Officer (pilot flying) that it appeared the 
traffic was attempting to "duck under" our flight path, rather than pass overhead, 
as instructed. I got a visual on the aircraft at the same time we received a TA from 
the aircraft. Within seconds, we received an RA to CLIMB. We leveled our approach, 
maintained visual with the traffic as he passed under us by approximately 200 FT. 
 
[Issue was due to] reliance of ATC to allow a VFR pilot to be the only one 
responsible for separation in Class Bravo airspace. If both aircraft cannot maintain 
visual separation, in this case we did not initially see the other aircraft; perhaps a 
vector away from the potential conflict could have been issued, even though the 
weather was VMC. 

Synopsis 

B737 Captain reports a NMAC with VFR traffic during visual ILS approach. The 
traffic was pointed out and expected to maintain altitude 500 FT above the B737 
but started descending causing a TCAS RA. 

  



 

ACN: 997514 (13 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201202 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : MLB.Airport 
State Reference : FL 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 270 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 3 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1200 

Environment 

Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Ceiling.Single Value : 3500 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : MLB 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : M-20 K (231) / Encore 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : VFR 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Route In Use : Visual Approach 
Airspace.Class D : MLB 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : MLB 
Aircraft Operator : FBO 
Make Model Name : PA-28 Cherokee/Archer/Dakota/Pillan/Warrior 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Route In Use : Visual Approach 
Airspace.Class D : MLB 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 



Function.Flight Crew : Instructor 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Not Flying 
Qualification.Air Traffic Control : Fully Certified 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Air Traffic Control.Radar : 10 
Experience.Air Traffic Control.Supervisory : 10 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 5000 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 35 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 1000 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 997514 
Human Factors : Training / Qualification 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 400 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 0 
Were Passengers Involved In Event : Y 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Airport 
Primary Problem : Ambiguous 

Narrative: 1 

I was conducting flight training and we were on an ILS approach to Runway 9R at 
MLB when I observed a red and white PA28 extending his left base through the 
final to Runway 9L. He was on a southerly heading flying directly towards us at the 
same altitude. When the separation became too close for my comfort level, I took 
control of the aircraft from my student who was under the hood.  
 
The moment I started evasive action I saw the pilot in the right seat of the Piper 
react to our aircraft and the Piper made an immediate and steep left turn back to 
the final for 9L. Once sufficient separation prevailed, I re-established the aircraft 
back on the ILS and gave control back to the student. We completed the approach 
and landing without incident.  
 
The frequency was very busy and I waited until on the ground to tell the Ground 
Controller how close the PA28 was. I estimated 500 FT or less and told Ground 
that. The other aircraft's crew then came on the frequency to say it wasn't that 
close. I have hundreds of hours of formation flying in addition to over 5,000 hours 
of flight time, and can judge distances as well as anyone. The Instructor's face was 
clearly surprised to see our aircraft and its proximity to him, that's how close the 
two aircraft did get. 

Synopsis 

A student and instructor pilot aboard a M20K suffered an NMAC with a PA28 while 
on approach to parallel runways at MLB. 



 

ACN: 997440 (14 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201203 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 9000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Air Carrier 
Make Model Name : EMB ERJ 145 ER&LR 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 121 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Passenger 
Flight Phase : Descent 
Airspace.Class B : ZZZ 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
Make Model Name : Any Unknown or Unlisted Aircraft Manufacturer 
Flight Phase : Descent 
Airspace.Class B : ZZZ 

Person : 1 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Air Carrier 
Function.Flight Crew : First Officer 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 997440 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Distraction 
Human Factors : Time Pressure 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Person : 2 



Reference : 2 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Air Carrier 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Not Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Captain 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 997441 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Distraction 
Human Factors : Time Pressure 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Automation : Aircraft RA 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 0 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Environment - Non Weather Related 
Primary Problem : Ambiguous 

Narrative: 1 

Level at 9,000, Approach issued a traffic advisory of an aircraft at 12 o'clock, 10 
miles, 9,300 FT descending, unverified. Traffic was on our TCAS display and the 
information matched the advisory from ATC. ATC then gave us a clearance to 
descend to 7,000. Descent was initiated and almost immediately we got the RA to 
descend, followed by climb and then descend again. Captain took control of the 
aircraft when the RA was issued to respond to the threat; at the closest point, the 
intruding aircraft appeared on our TCAS as a red target with "+00" directly on top 
of us. I informed ATC that we were responding to an RA. The threat was an 
intruding aircraft operating in Class B airspace apparently without a clearance 
because he was not talking to ATC. I do not believe the TCAS should ever be 
MELed. If our TCAS had been inoperative today, we very likely would have had a 
mid-air collision and dozens of people would have been killed, on our airplane, as 
well as on the ground in what is a very heavily populated area. The TCAS 
performed its function perfectly and I am thankful that we had it today. 

Synopsis 

An EMB145 at 9,000 FT in Class B airspace had a near miss with an aircraft 
descending in Class B without a clearance. 

  



 

ACN: 997328 (15 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201202 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : SMO.Airport 
State Reference : CA 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 500 

Environment 

Light : Daylight 
Ceiling : CLR 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : SMO 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Robinson R44 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class D : SMO 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 7500 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 75 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 997328 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : ATC 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 

Events 

Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 



Miss Distance.Horizontal : 100 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 0 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Airspace Structure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Primary Problem : Procedure 

Narrative: 1 

I have had two near misses in the Santa Monica, CA (SMO) Airspace within a two 
week period. I have contacted the appropriate Air Traffic Control managers and 
have not been satisfied that appropriate steps have been taken in the interest of 
safety. In the first near miss the Controller was asked by myself if he was aware 
that there was another helicopter northbound along the shore after I had been 
cleared for my southbound shoreline transition and the reply was no. According to 
the tapes not only should the Controller have been aware, he had just previously 
cleared the other aircraft for a northbound transition. This happened several weeks 
later again with a different Controller in the same airspace at the same location 
when the Controller did not respond to me when I asked if he was aware there was 
another helicopter at the pier after a near miss. I asked, several minutes later, to 
please clarify if he was aware of the other aircraft. The Controller then apologized 
and told me he had cleared another helicopter to work the pier and forgot to advise 
me. Both the Supervisor and the Manager of SMO Tower are now claiming that the 
Santa Monica Pier is not even in their Class D airspace. After reviewing charts the 
Santa Monica Pier now and has always resided well within the Class D. I believe we 
have a very dangerous situation when the SMO Tower Manager and the Supervisor 
don't even know the boundaries of the airspace that they are controlling. After 25 
years of flying in this area, the Air Traffic Control System is not getting better but is 
degrading at an exponential rate and I feel the need for intervention. 

Synopsis 

A Helicopter operating in the vicinity of the Santa Monica pier in contact with SMO 
ATCT experienced a NMAC with another helicopter on two occasions. 

  



 

ACN: 996838 (16 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201202 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : VRB.Airport 
State Reference : FL 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : IMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Center : ZMA 
Aircraft Operator : Fractional 
Make Model Name : Learjet 45 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Airspace.Class E : ZMA 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
Make Model Name : Any Unknown or Unlisted Aircraft Manufacturer 
Airspace.Class E : ZMA 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Air Taxi 
Function.Flight Crew : Captain 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 996838 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Automation : Aircraft RA 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued Advisory / Alert 



Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Ambiguous 

Narrative: 1 

En route, on a position leg, to VRB, we were assigned direct BLDOG, the initial 
approach fix from the south for the RNAV 11R at VRB. We were at 3,000 FT and 
right in the bottoms of a scattered to broken layer of clouds. We asked for lower in 
order to visually acquire the airport. The Controller (Miami Center) cleared us to 
descend to 2,000 FT, cross BLDOG at 2,000 or above and cleared us for the RNAV 
approach. She advised us that there was traffic in the vicinity of HOCKI (the next 
fix on the final approach course) maneuvering and that they would remain 500 FT 
below us VFR. At 2,000 FT we were just below the base of the clouds (VRB was 
calling it 2,100 scattered). The layer in the area we were in appeared more broken 
than scattered. We were unable to visually acquire any traffic at the time. However, 
we did note one target about 1 mile beyond (just north) of HOCKI. At the time it 
was below us; but, we noted it was starting to climb. At this time we were past 
BLDOG en route to HOCKI. About two miles before HOCKI, we noted the target had 
climbed to about 100 FT below our altitude and almost on top of HOCKI. The target 
was under the control of our Controller and she called him to give him a turn away 
from the final approach course. He didn't react (apparently not hearing clearly or 
misunderstanding her instruction) questioning her instruction. My Co-Captain and I 
were closely monitoring the TCAS. I was flying and was guarding the controls for a 
manual override in the event of an RA. At about a half mile from HOCKI were about 
to begin the smart turn to the final approach course and noted the target was 
climbing through our altitude in close proximity, but still not in visual contact, and 
moved to 100 FT above our altitude (again, we were in close proximity, within 100 
FT, to the bases of the clouds, cleared for an instrument approach under the 
guidance of Miami Center). As this occurred, I was in the process of disengaging 
the autopilot to expedite our turn to final away from the target and accelerate our 
descent to 1,500 FT, the altitude from HOCKI to the final approach fix, MUDDS. As 
I did so, we received a "DESCEND" RA, commanding about, if I recall correctly, a 
2,500 FT rate of descent. I responded to the rate accordingly and passed below the 
traffic by 100 FT. I caught a glimpse of the target out of the corner of my eye as 
we passed him. My Co-Captain sighted him as we passed. We both estimate that 
the lateral separation was negligible. We advised Miami Center that we were 
responding to an RA. She responded "Roger, he was 100 FT above you at all 
times." I stopped the descent at about 1,400 FT after we received the "clear of 
conflict" from the TCAS and recovered back to 1,500 FT, continuing the approach. 
The Controller handed us off to the Tower and we landed with no further incident. 
My Co-Captain and I believe that close monitoring of the TCAS and guarding of the 
controls for prompt maneuvering and the resulting RA and response saved us from 
a mid-air collision. 

Synopsis 

LR45 Captain reports a NMAC with an unidentified aircraft at 2,000 FT over HOCKI 
during the RNAV RWY 11R at VRB. Both aircraft were under the control of ZMA and 
the cloud bases were at 2,100 FT. A TCAS RA results in a descent to 1,400 FT, 
narrowly missing the other aircraft. 

  



 

ACN: 996515 (17 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201203 
Local Time Of Day : 1801-2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : FBO 
Make Model Name : SR20 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Flight Phase : Initial Climb 
Route In Use : Vectors 
Airspace.Class D : ZZZ 

Aircraft : 2 

ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : PA-28 Cherokee/Archer/Dakota/Pillan/Warrior 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : VFR 
Flight Phase : Initial Climb 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class D : ZZZ 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Facility : ZZZ.Tower 
Reporter Organization : Government 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Supervisor / CIC 
Qualification.Air Traffic Control : Fully Certified 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 996515 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 

Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 



Contributing Factors / Situations : Aircraft 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Procedure 

Narrative: 1 

A Cirrus called for IFR release off of Runway XXR. The Cirrus was cleared for take 
off. Our IFR departures that take off Runway XX depart to the west and are 
instructed to "fly heading 270 Radar vectors to". The 270 heading puts the aircraft 
departing Runway XXR in front of the departure path of Runway XXL. A Cherokee 
requested a left downwind departure off of Runway XXL. The Local Controller issued 
the IFR traffic departing the parallel runway and cleared him for take off. At this 
point the Cirrus was already rolling on Runway XXR and due to typical performance 
of both aircraft typically the Cirrus is going to pull away from the Cherokee. I was 
then relieved from the CIC position and started to conduct my briefing. Once this 
was completed and I was doing my two minute overlap, a helicopter requested 
departure from the hospital southbound along the highway. Traffic was issued to 
the helicopter for the Cherokee on the upwind doing a left downwind departure and 
he was cleared for take off. It was at this point that the Cirrus had started his turn 
to 270 heading in front of the Cherokee. The Local Controller then told the Cirrus 
that the Cherokee had him in sight; the pilot of the Cherokee had not said that he 
had the Cirrus in sight, and to contact Departure. The Cherokee reported to the 
Tower that the Cirrus had come over top of him at approximately 100 FT. The 
Cherokee then requested the tail number of the aircraft that cut him off and the 
Local Controller gave him the Tower Cab number instead so as to discuss it on the 
telephone when he gets back. At this point I keyed into CIC and said "2 minute 
overlap complete". Typical aircraft characteristics of the Cirrus would have it pulling 
away from the Cherokee. The Local Controller and I had discussed things that could 
have been done differently which where to delay the Cherokee for departure, tell 
the Cherokee that the IFR departure off the parallel runway will be turning to a 270 
heading once airborne, or advise the Cherokee early left crosswind approved. 

Synopsis 

Tower Controller described a NMAC between a VFR and IFR departure from parallel 
runways, the reporter listing IFR departure procedures and unexpected aircraft 
performance characteristics as contributing to the error. 

  



 

ACN: 996303 (18 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201202 
Local Time Of Day : 1801-2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : X50.Airport 
State Reference : FL 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 50 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 15000 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : X50 
Aircraft Operator : FBO 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Airspace.Class G : X50 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : X50 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase : Taxi 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : FBO 
Function.Flight Crew : Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 380 



Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 50 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 996303 
Human Factors : Distraction 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Time Pressure 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 200 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 200 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Result.Flight Crew : Executed Go Around / Missed Approach 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Environment - Non Weather Related 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Airport 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Aircraft 
Primary Problem : Ambiguous 

Narrative: 1 

While in the pattern at X50 in C172 for our third landing, on short final, another 
C172 held short of the runway on the taxiway. Noticing the aircraft [we] made yet 
another position report at a half mile from the numbers "Massey traffic, Skyhawk, 
short Final Runway 36, Massey". Traffic holding short then proceeded to back taxi 
south on Runway 36 for a Runway 36 departure while turning onto the runway, 
then made radio call AFTER rolling onto Runway 36. At the point we were in the 
final phase to land and over the numbers near 50 FT AGL. Instructor called for go-
around and student initiated go-around. Flight instructor took over flight controls 
and made a climbing right turn and contacted the other aircraft directly as we were 
able to see the tail numbers and advised them of the situation. We made two more 
laps in the pattern with this traffic behind us. We continued to make radio calls for 
upwind crosswind, downwind and final for Runway 36 while the other aircraft made 
one when abeam the numbers on the first lap after his takeoff. [This event 
involved] collision avoidance, situational awareness, non-towered airport operations 
and radio procedure, general safety. 

Synopsis 

A C172 Instructor reported a near miss while on short final to CTAF X50 because 
another C172 pilot was not following CTAF communications procedures and taxied 
onto the runway.  

  



 

ACN: 996296 (19 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201202 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : L19.Airport 
State Reference : CA 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 300 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 7 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : L19 
Aircraft Operator : FBO 
Make Model Name : Bonanza 36 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : VFR 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Route In Use : Visual Approach 
Airspace.Class G : L19 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
Aircraft Operator.Other  
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, Low Wing, 1 Eng, Fixed Gear 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 137 
Flight Plan : VFR 
Mission : Agriculture 
Flight Phase : Takeoff 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : FBO 
Function.Flight Crew : Instructor 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Not Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 



Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 2800 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 100 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 400 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 996296 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 300 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Result.Flight Crew : Executed Go Around / Missed Approach 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

I was on a training mission with a student. I was directly over head of L19 and 
made a radio call on CTAF, "Wasco traffic call sign xxx directly over head at 4,000 
FT doing a simulated engine failure to low approach to Runway 30 Wasco." Looking 
for traffic I noticed an agricultural plane clearing Runway 12 and taxied to the run 
up of 30. I made another call, "Wasco traffic left downwind simulated engine failure 
to Runway 30 Wasco traffic." Turning base to final I made another call, "Wasco 
traffic final 30 simulated engine failure Wasco." At 300 FT the yellow agricultural 
plane took the runway and began his take off roll, at that point I took control of the 
plane and executed a go around off setting to the left of the runway. The 
agricultural plane made no radio calls and climbed to approximately 200 FT AGL. At 
the departure end of the runway he did a 180 degree turn and over flew the 
runway and departed south. 

Synopsis 

BE36 Instructor pilot experiences a NMAC at L19 during a simulated engine out 
approach to Runway 12 using standard traffic calls. An agricultural aircraft that had 
landed Runway 12 and taxied clear began its' takeoff from Runway 30 with the 
BE36 on short final necessitating a go around. 

  



 

ACN: 995976 (20 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201202 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : 8B1.Airport 
State Reference : NH 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 120 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 3 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 3500 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 30 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 12000 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : PA-28 Cherokee/Archer/Dakota/Pillan/Warrior 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : VFR Route 
Airspace.Class E : ZBW 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, Low Wing, 1 Eng, Retractable Gear 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.Class E : ZBW 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 1150 



Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 15.4 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 915 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 995976 
Human Factors : Workload 
Human Factors : Distraction 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Passenger 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 400 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 400 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

I was flying a Cherokee southeast bound at 3,500 FT on a flight from 2B3 to ASH. 
When I passed abeam of 8B1, I began verifying frequencies on my charts and 
tuning radios in preparation for contacting Boston Approach. I was required to 
contact Boston Approach because our route of flight would take us through the 
edge of Manchester Class C airspace prior to entering Nashua Class D. While I was 
performing this task, a passenger remarked that there was a "big airplane to our 
right." I looked up and saw a single-engine retractable-gear converging at my 1 
o'clock and about Â½ mile, northeast bound, at or slightly above my altitude. I 
immediately pitched down and turned to the right so as to pass below and behind 
the converging traffic. The other airplane made no apparent change in altitude 
indicated 3,100 FT, so our vertical separation was about 400 FT and I estimated 
our horizontal separation was about the same. Both aircraft were operating at the 
appropriate altitude for the direction of flight. The aircraft to my right had the right 
of way and thanks to my observant passenger I was able to see and yield to that 
aircraft. Upon reflection however, there are still lessons to be learned: 
1. A traffic alert system, whether an on-board electronic system, ATC flight 
following, or an observant passenger, contributes to the see and avoid concept and 
greatly increases safety. 
2. Complex cockpit tasks, such as finding and tuning multiple radio frequencies 
should be divided into smaller tasks so that the pilot can avoid longer periods of 
"head-down" time and thereby scan for traffic more frequently; and 
3. Although pilots receive training in scanning for traffic and practice maneuvers 
that require immediate pilot input, such as go-arounds, stall recover, and recovery 
from critical attitudes, at no time can I remember receiving training in traffic 
avoidance maneuvers at cruise speeds. Such training might be beneficial. Of 
course, it would always be better to practice items 1 & 2 and resolve conflicts 
sooner. 

Synopsis 



A PA28 passenger detected converging traffic at 3,500 FT near 8B1 as the pilot was 
looking at charts for frequencies and so the pilot took evasive action to avoid the 
other aircraft by 400 FT. 

  



 

ACN: 995593 (21 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201202 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 11300 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Dusk 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Air Carrier 
Make Model Name : A319 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 121 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Flight Phase : Descent 
Airspace.Class E : ZZZ 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
Make Model Name : Any Unknown or Unlisted Aircraft Manufacturer 
Flight Plan : VFR 
Airspace.Class E : ZZZ 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Air Carrier 
Function.Flight Crew : Captain 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Not Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 995593 
Human Factors : Other / Unknown 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Automation : Aircraft RA 
Detector.Automation : Aircraft TA 
When Detected : In-flight 



Result.Flight Crew : FLC complied w / Automation / Advisory 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

[We were] descending into our destination from 12,000 to 11,000 FT. At about 
11,500 FT, got a TA followed by an RA at 11,300 FT for an aircraft below us at -300 
FT on TCAS. Aircraft was supposed to be VFR at 10,500 FT. [It] passed under us at 
about 200 FT. Followed CLIMB RA to 11,500 FT. Advised ATC and returned to 
11,000 FT. Cause [was] Approach descending us into known traffic with less than 
1,000 FT separation. ATC should not descend aircraft into known VFR aircraft with 
less than 1,000 FT separation within 3 miles of our position. 

Synopsis 

Air Carrier Captain described a TCAS TA/RA event when they descended to an 
altitude separated by 500 FT from VFR traffic. The reporter suggested that ATC 
always provide IFR separation, i.e 1,000 FT and 3 miles. 

  



 

ACN: 994632 (22 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201202 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : FLL.Airport 
State Reference : FL 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1500 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : FLL 
Aircraft Operator : Air Carrier 
Make Model Name : B737-700 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 121 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Nav In Use.Localizer/Glideslope/ILS : 9L 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Airspace.Class C : FLL 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : FLL 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Mission : Banner Tow 
Airspace.Class C : FLL 

Person : 1 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Air Carrier 
Function.Flight Crew : First Officer 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 240 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 4500 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 994632 

Person : 2 



Reference : 2 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Air Carrier 
Function.Flight Crew : Captain 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Not Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 230 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 8900 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 994635 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Automation : Aircraft RA 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued Advisory / Alert 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Airspace Structure 
Primary Problem : Ambiguous 

Narrative: 1 

After switching to Tower frequency and cleared to land 9L in FLL, the Tower 
Controller called out VFR traffic (Banner Tow) at approximately two miles low. The 
traffic was slightly off the left side of our aircraft. The Captain called "in sight" and I 
continued the approach exactly on glide slope. Inside of 2,000 FT AGL, I lessened 
the vertical descent since the VFR traffic appeared like it was going to fly directly 
underneath us. At approximately 1,400 FT AGL, we received an RA to "Adjust 
Vertical Speed" and I acted accordingly. After a slight level off, the conflict was 
resolved and I continued the stable approach to a landing. I would estimate the 
traffic passed underneath of our aircraft by approximately 400 FT. Although Tower 
confirmed the VFR traffic was operating in appropriate airspace, it doesn't seem to 
be a good idea for a Banner Tow to be at 1,000 FT AGL three to four miles from the 
approach end of an active runway. 

Narrative: 2 

The weather was VMC at the time of the challenge. We were cleared for the ILS 9L 
(FLL). I was acting as the pilot not flying. FLL Local called traffic (a Banner Tow 
aircraft at 1000' MSL) slightly north of the final tracking south. As I understand it 
and later confirmed the Banner Tow aircraft was just outside C Airspace, but very 
close to, if not in, Class D airspace. I found the traffic when we were approximately 
1,300 FT MSL on the glide slope. The TCAS fired shortly thereafter with a 
"Traffic/Traffic, Adjust Vertical Descent ... Adjust." You can well imagine it got a bit 
hectic as were trying to respond to the RA call and maintain situational awareness 
on the airplane that was doing a fly under maneuver. I find it odd (but curiously 
legal) how FLL Local permitted a Banner Tow aircraft within 300 FT of our three 
degree glide to 9L. Supposedly the Banner Tow aircraft sight, but I believe safety 
was degraded by allowing a minimal separation on an ILS. The First Officer acted 
properly and promptly and the landing was uneventful. I had what I believe was a 



cordial exchange with the Local Controller regarding the wisdom of permitting such 
a situation to develop in the first place. 

Synopsis 

B737 flight crew experiences a TCAS RA during approach to Runway 9L at FLL at 
1,300 FT caused by a banner tow aircraft passing under the glide path at 1,000 FT. 

  



 

ACN: 993656 (23 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201202 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : BRO.Airport 
State Reference : TX 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 200 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility : Haze / Smoke 
Light : Dusk 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : BRO 
Aircraft Operator : Air Carrier 
Make Model Name : Medium Transport, Low Wing, 2 Turbojet Eng 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 121 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Passenger 
Flight Phase : Landing 
Route In Use : Visual Approach 
Airspace.Class D : BRO 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : BRO 
Make Model Name : Any Unknown or Unlisted Aircraft Manufacturer 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Route In Use : Visual Approach 
Airspace.Class D : BRO 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Air Carrier 
Function.Flight Crew : Captain 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Not Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 993656 
Human Factors : Workload 
Human Factors : Distraction 



Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Time Pressure 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Events 

Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Automation : Aircraft TA 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 400 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Environment - Non Weather Related 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Airport 
Primary Problem : Procedure 

Narrative: 1 

We were assigned LOC/BC 31L due to reported hazy conditions at BRO. Approach 
Control cleared us for the approach and Tower cleared us to land. On short final the 
Tower called traffic on the right downwind for Runway 35. We looked for the traffic 
but did not see it and told the Tower that we did not have the traffic in sight. At 
200 FT the Tower asked if we had the traffic in sight. At the same time we received 
a TCAS TA. Using the TCAS display for reference, I visually acquired the downwind 
traffic directly overhead (0 mile lateral separation) with 400 FT vertical separation. 
I told the Tower that traffic was in sight and the First Officer continued the landing. 
There would not have been enough vertical separation for us to safely execute a go 
around. 

Synopsis 

An Air Carrier Captain reported a near miss on BRO Runway 31L short final with 
another aircraft on a visual approach to Runway 35 after the crew had previously 
reported that aircraft not in sight and ATC failed update the traffic's position. 

  



 

ACN: 993538 (24 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201202 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : ZOA.ARTCC 
State Reference : CA 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 9000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 50 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Center : ZOA 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Bonanza 36 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use.Airway : V113 
Airspace.Class E : ZOA 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
Make Model Name : Any Unknown or Unlisted Aircraft Manufacturer 
Flight Phase : Climb 
Airspace.Class E : ZOA 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 450 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 20 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 450 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 993538 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 



Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Distraction 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 100 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 0 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Environment - Non Weather Related 
Primary Problem : Ambiguous 

Narrative: 1 

Aircraft was in cruise on IFR plan in VMC. Another aircraft that was climbing 
appeared in front of aircraft and slightly to the left from below the nose of the 
aircraft in cruise. The approaching aircraft was taking evasive action via a hard 
climbing turn to its right. There was no notice of aircraft in the proximity given by 
ATC. ATC was notified of the near miss. 

Synopsis 

A BE36 pilot on an IFR flight plan reported a near miss at 9,000 FT with no advance 
ATC notification as the unidentified aircraft took evasive action. 

  



 

ACN: 993526 (25 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201202 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : ZZZ.ARTCC 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 9000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Center : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, High Wing, 1 Eng, Retractable Gear 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class E : ZZZ 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
Aircraft Operator : Military 
Make Model Name : Fighter 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : VFR 
Flight Phase : Descent 
Airspace.Class E : ZZZ 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 1400 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 75 



Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 800 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 993526 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Time Pressure 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 100 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Environment - Non Weather Related 
Primary Problem : Ambiguous 

Narrative: 1 

I was on an IFR flight plan, southbound at 9,000 FT approximately headed toward 
my destination. Center informed me that I had fast-moving traffic at my 
approximate 2 o'clock position, 9,500 FT, moving eastward. The Controller stated 
that the traffic was military and flying VFR based on his squawk code. This traffic 
was not talking to Center. The Controller called me back a few seconds later and 
told me the traffic was now descending. I looked to my 2-3 o'clock position to see a 
military jet coming directly toward me, but descending. Before I could disengage 
my autopilot, the jet passed directly under me, 100 FT below. I informed the 
Controller of the near-miss and requested that the jet be tracked and paperwork 
filed on the incident. I feel that this potential accident was caused by the reckless 
conduct of the military pilot(s), who were flying a high-performance aircraft at 
relatively low civilian general aviation traffic altitudes and not communicating with 
ATC while doing so. There was sufficient cloud cover in the area to warrant being 
on an IFR flight plan, especially if they were descending for approach to any of the 
local airports. However, conditions at 9,000 FT were VMC. I also wonder if ATC 
could not have warned me sooner of the impending traffic conflict. 

Synopsis 

A single engine aircraft pilot reported a near miss with a VFR military aircraft 
descending through 9,000 FT and not talking with ATC. 

  



 

ACN: 993478 (26 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201004 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : SADF.Airport 
State Reference : FO 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 4000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 6000 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : SABE 
Aircraft Operator : Fractional 
Make Model Name : Learjet 60 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Passenger 
Flight Phase : Initial Climb 
Route In Use : Direct 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : SABE 
Aircraft Operator : Air Carrier 
Make Model Name : Boeing Company Undifferentiated or Other Model 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 121 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Passenger 
Flight Phase : Takeoff 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Fractional 
Function.Flight Crew : Captain 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 



Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 15400 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 120 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 1350 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 993478 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Anomaly.Deviation - Track / Heading : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Clearance 
Detector.Automation : Aircraft TA 
Detector.Automation : Aircraft RA 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 200 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 300 
Were Passengers Involved In Event : N 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

I was cleared for take off from SADF airport from Runway 05, cleared to fly runway 
heading, climb and maintain 1,500 FT contact SABE Tower. As soon as we 
contacted the Tower said: continue climb to 3,000 FT on heading 050 then, a few 
seconds later, said turn right direct to PTA VOR climb and maintain 4,000. At this 
time commercial traffic was cleared to takeoff from Runway 13 from SABE. Their 
clearance was: "cleared for takeoff Runway 13, climb to FL50 direct to PTA VOR". 
One and a half minutes later we received a TCAS TA and as soon as we checked the 
instrument and looked outside received a CLIMB, CLIMB, CLIMB resolution 
advisory. I simultaneously disconnected the autopilot and followed the resolution 
directive. 10 to 15 seconds later TCAS announced "clear of conflict" and my First 
Officer spotted the B737-700 at no more than 100 meters during our evasive 
maneuver. The commercial aircraft had turned 90 degrees left of their assigned 
heading after take off and never took evasive action. 

Synopsis 

A Lear Jet on a Tower controlled IFR flight suffered an NMAC with a commercial 
B737-700 departing from their destination airport which turned toward them rather 
than flying runway heading as directed by their takeoff clearance. 

  



 

ACN: 992614 (27 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : MYF.Airport 
State Reference : CA 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1500 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : MYF 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : M-20 L 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Initial Climb 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class D : MYF 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : MYF 
Make Model Name : Cirrus Aircraft Undifferentiated 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Airspace.Class D : MYF 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 343 



Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 22 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 992614 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 300 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 100 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

I was cleared for takeoff on Runway 28R for an eastbound VFR departure. (This 
departure calls for a westbound takeoff followed by a climbing right turn to the 
downwind, remaining south of California Route 52, and exiting the pattern 
eastbound.) On takeoff, I began my climb, maintaining visual separation from a 
slower airplane in the upwind from Runway 28L. Upon reaching California Route 
163, I began a climbing right turn. At approximately the crosswind point of the 
turn, a Cirrus crossed my flight path from my left to right (east to west), 
approximately 300 FT horizontally and between 50 and 100 FT vertically from me, 
requiring me to take evasive action to avoid what appeared to be a collision course 
with that airplane.  
 
No traffic advisories were reported from the Tower prior to, or during, the takeoff, 
and it's possible the Tower was not aware the aircraft was there. (During my run-
up, my wife, also a pilot, recalled hearing the Tower clear a Cirrus over Mt. Soledad 
for landing on Runway 28L. If that's correct and the subject plane was that Cirrus, 
then he would have entered the pattern from the incorrect side of the field, and 
north of the Tower. The controllers would have been looking for him to pass south 
of the Tower from the Controllers' right to left.) Once clear of the Cirrus, I returned 
to my climbing turn and continued downwind in the pattern, maintaining visual 
separation from that airplane. As I cleared the pattern eastbound, I observed him 
descend, and it appeared he began to cross over the runway environment at which 
point I lost sight of him. I reported the event to the Tower and continued my flight 
with no further issues. 

Synopsis 

M20 pilot departing MYF reports a NMAC with a Cirrus entering the pattern. Evasive 
action is taken and the event reported to the Tower. 

  



 

ACN: 992218 (28 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201202 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : FLL.Tower 
State Reference : FL 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1300 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling : CLR 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : FLL 
Aircraft Operator : Air Carrier 
Make Model Name : Large Transport, Low Wing, 2 Turbojet Eng 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 121 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Passenger 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Route In Use : Visual Approach 
Airspace.Class C : FLL 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Air Carrier 
Function.Flight Crew : Captain 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 992218 
Human Factors : Distraction 
Human Factors : Time Pressure 
Human Factors : Workload 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Automation : Aircraft RA 



Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 300 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Environment - Non Weather Related 
Primary Problem : Procedure 

Narrative: 1 

While on 4 mile ILS final approach to Runway 09L, I observed traffic on TCAS at 2 
o'clock and approximately 1 to 2 miles and 300 FT below. I visually acquired an 
aircraft at that position and noted it was quickly approaching right to left. We had 
previously been advised by ATC of a Beech 1900 at our 2 to 3 o'clock making an 
approach to 09R. I initially thought that was our traffic now but saw that this was a 
helicopter instead and turning in our direction. I began a climb. At the same time 
we received a TCAS RA commanding a climb. We initiated the climb from 1,000 
MSL to 1,300 MSL as the helicopter went beneath us at 200-300 FT below our 
altitude. The helicopter quickly cleared our flight path to the west so I rejoined the 
glide path and landed uneventfully. At no time did ATC advise us of this traffic. We 
advised the Tower after landing we would be reporting this incident. See and avoid 
is paramount! The pilot of the helicopter likely never saw us or he/she would not 
have turned into our flight path. 

Synopsis 

An Air Carrier Captain reported taking evasive action, including a TCAS RA, during 
a near miss with an unreported helicopter at 1,300 FT on a four mile final to FLL 
Runway 9R. 

  



 

ACN: 991895 (29 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : PHL.Airport 
State Reference : PA 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 7400 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : PHL 
Aircraft Operator : Air Carrier 
Make Model Name : B737 Undifferentiated or Other Model 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 121 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Passenger 
Nav In Use : FMS Or FMC 
Flight Phase : Descent 
Route In Use.STAR : BOJID 
Airspace.Class E : ZNY 
Maintenance Status.Released For Service : Y 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : PHL 
Make Model Name : Any Unknown or Unlisted Aircraft Manufacturer 
Airspace.Class E : ZNY 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Air Carrier 
Function.Flight Crew : Captain 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Not Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 991895 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 



Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Automation : Aircraft RA 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 400 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Result.Flight Crew : FLC complied w / Automation / Advisory 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Airspace Structure 
Primary Problem : Ambiguous 

Narrative: 1 

Descending from 8,000 FT to 6,000 FT MSL on BOJID arrival, at approximately 
7,400 FT, Captain (pilot not flying) noticed a yellow target on TCAS, ahead and just 
left of flight path, approximately 800 FT below and ascending. Captain asked PHL 
Approach about the target, and Controller said he was "not talking to him." A 
"Climb" RA then occurred, and First Officer (pilot flying) executed the maneuver, 
climbing to approximately 7,800 FT before "Clear of Conflict" advisory annunciated 
by TCAS. Controller then remarked that the target aircraft "must have seen" 
reporting aircraft, as it appeared to descend subsequent to the RA. Target aircraft 
came to within 400 FT vertically of the reporting aircraft. Crew never made visual 
contact with the target aircraft. Reporting aircraft leveled at 7,800 FT, reconfigured 
MCP IAW POH procedures, and re-confirmed clearance to descend to 6,000 FT. 
Controller then advised company flight behind reporting flight of the traffic and that 
it had triggered an RA. As the Controller humorously remarked, "That airplane must 
think he's the only one in the sky," as he flew perilously close to two airliners flying 
a published STAR. 

Synopsis 

A B737 at 7,400 FT, descending, had a near miss on the PHL BOJID arrival and 
took evasive action in response to a TCAS RA from an aircraft apparently at the 
PHL 7,000 FT Class B ceiling. 

  



 

ACN: 991800 (30 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 5600 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 12000 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : FBO 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Airspace.Class D : ZZZ 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
Make Model Name : PA-28 Cherokee/Archer/Dakota/Pillan/Warrior 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Nav In Use.Localizer/Glideslope/ILS : Runway XXL 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Airspace.Class D : ZZZ 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : FBO 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Not Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Trainee 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 135.6 



Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 10.2 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 135.6 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 991800 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 50 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 50 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Airport 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

Instructor pilot was demonstrating a soft-field landing to the student (me). We 
were cleared for touch and goes on the right runway and we were on a right 
downwind. After turning right base the Instructor announced that he saw traffic for 
the left runway (the Cherokee, however we did not know aircraft type). After 
completing roll out onto final, Instructor and student noticed the traffic for the left 
was rapidly drifting toward us. Instructor turned right and descended rapidly. When 
I looked back at the other aircraft it was where we would have been if the 
Instructor had not taken evasive action. Aircraft Y started a gradual climbing left 
turn. Instructor then called tower and asked, "Were we supposed to follow another 
aircraft or were we cleared for touch and goes?" Tower replied, "You are number 
one and cleared for touch and goes." Instructor stated, "Another aircraft just flew 
past us and we almost had a mid air." Tower replied, "Was the aircraft a low wing?" 
Instructor replied, "Yes." Tower responded, "The aircraft was a Piper Cherokee and 
he was on the ILS for the left runway, he just reported going missed." 

Synopsis 

C172 student with instructor was turning final for the right runway and experiences 
a NMAC with a PA28 on the ILS for the left runway. The instructor takes evasive 
action and the PA28 goes around. 

  



 

ACN: 991460 (31 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : SBA.Airport 
State Reference : CA 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 0.5 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 300 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : SBA 
Aircraft Operator : Air Taxi 
Make Model Name : Helicopter 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 135 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Passenger 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Route In Use : Visual Approach 
Airspace.Class C : SBA 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : SBA 
Aircraft Operator : FBO 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, High Wing, 1 Eng, Fixed Gear 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase : Initial Climb 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class C : SBA 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Air Taxi 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Not Flying 



Function.Flight Crew : First Officer 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 8000 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 25 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 300 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 991460 
Human Factors : Confusion 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Events 

Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 125 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 125 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

Approaching SBA along the shoreline from the north for landing, Tower instructed 
us to make a right circle off College Point for spacing from a small aircraft turning 
short final on Runway 15L. We were to land on the same runway from the opposite 
direction, Runway 33R. I informed Tower I had the small aircraft on final in sight 
before we began the circle, but lost it while making the orbit. After the circle, Tower 
did not provide instruction, so I asked if we should continue to circle and Tower 
responded with, "Clear to Land 33R, remain south of Runway 25." We continued 
toward the airport. Shortly thereafter I saw a small aircraft taxiing on the airport 
near we were going to be parking, thinking it was the plane Tower just cleared to 
land and I informed Tower I had the aircraft down there, to which he responded 
Roger. I then heard Tower instruct an aircraft to make an early left crosswind and 
became concerned, since we were on short final and was not told about a departing 
aircraft. I looked up ahead and saw the departing aircraft on the upwind on a 
collision course with us and showed the pilot flying, in order to take evasive action, 
putting us less than 150 FT from the traffic. We made a quick descent and left turn 
to avoid the plane and the plane made a sharp climb. As this was happening, the 
Tower Controller told the plane, the traffic was no factor. The Tower should never 
have cleared us to land on the same runway as the plane was departing. It seems 
the Tower Controller, after the clearance was issued, may have thought my 
reference to the taxiing aircraft pertained to the upwind traffic, but the clearance 
should never have been issued in the first place. A subsequent call to the Tower 
revealed the Controller was a Trainee. 

Synopsis 



An aircraft on approach to SBA Runway 33R circled to provide distance from an 
aircraft landing Runway 15L. Then when the trainee Controller cleared them to land 
33R they had near miss with another aircraft departing 15L. 

  



 

ACN: 991236 (32 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : GFK.Airport 
State Reference : ND 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 270 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 7 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2100 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 20000 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : GFK 
Aircraft Operator : FBO 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase : Initial Climb 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class D : GFK 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : GFK 
Aircraft Operator : FBO 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class D : GFK 

Person : 1 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 



Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 390 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 34 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 340 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 991236 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Confusion 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : ATC 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 

Person : 2 

Reference : 2 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : Y 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 405 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 25 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 250 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 992610 

Person : 3 

Reference : 3 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 559 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 80 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 320 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 991244 

Events 

Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 150 



When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

While aircraft 1 was departing upwind Runway 27R, aircraft 2 provided an incorrect 
position report northwest of the airport. Tower quickly corrected the aircraft, 
indicating their position was directly west of the airport, and provided them with a 
traffic report of aircraft 1 which was upwind of 27R. Aircraft 2 reported aircraft 1 
was in sight directly below them. Tower instructed aircraft 2 to turn left and fly 
northeast bound. Aircraft 2 was currently south of aircraft 1, eastbound. Tower 
then provided a traffic report for aircraft 1, reporting aircraft 2 "11 o'clock and a 
mile, Skyhawk, turning northeast bound, 2,100 FT." Aircraft 1 reported "looking for 
traffic." Tower then instructed aircraft 1 to maintain current altitude, asking "you're 
1,600 correct?" Aircraft 1 reported "currently 2,100." Tower instructed aircraft 1 to 
descend to 1,600; simultaneously aircraft 1 reported aircraft 2 in sight, same 
altitude, and that aircraft 2 was turning into their flight path. Tower then stated to 
aircraft 1, that aircraft 2 would be flying over the top of them, to descend if need 
to, and that aircraft 2 would be maintaining their altitude. The instructor in aircraft 
1 did not hear the instruction to descend from the Tower Controller, however did 
see aircraft 2 at the same altitude and on a collision course and made an 
immediate "see and avoid" decision to climb over the aircraft rather than descend 
below it. 

Narrative: 2 

While following ATC instructions I had to evade another aircraft that was also being 
given faulty instructions for ATC. In this situation, I believe the Controller got 
behind and was struggling to handle the aircraft under control. One thing the 
Controller could improve on are ways to stay ahead and maintain situational 
awareness of where they are sending aircraft to avoid this situation in the future. 

Narrative: 3 

Departing VFR to local practice area northwest of the airport approximately 15 NM 
27R/L in use. Tower Controller seemed very busy and on edge. There were a lot of 
aircraft coming and going. As we were first in line holding short for 27R, the 
Controller said "Aircraft waiting for take off, do not call Tower, I will call you." We 
were in front of a departing King Air (IFR aircraft). We were cleared to line up and 
wait while a plow removed snow down field. After that we were cleared for take off. 
In this training environment we have a standardized departure procedure with ATC 
that involves climbing on runway center line until reaching 2,500 FT MSL, making a 
30 degrees right turn, then climbing to 3,500 FT MSL at which point we may turn 
on course. Prior to reaching 2,500 FT Tower transmitted, "...Turn right, fly 
northbound until outside of the Class Delta then proceed on course, contact 
Departure..." My student read back the clearance, changed frequency, and seemed 
confused about the turn clearance and stopped the turn at about 300 degrees. I 
told the student, "No, he said fly northbound, so continue your turn." At this time 
we had what I thought was the typical MFD traffic ghost following us very close at 
nearly the same altitude. This happens all the time, so I didn't think much of it (Our 



aircraft are all equipped with ADS-B and often we get the TIS-B reading of 
ourselves on our MFD so it looks like an aircraft is essentially flying in formation 
with us). At completion of the turn to north the wing uncovered the King Air traffic 
flying northwest. They were nearly level with us at our 2 O'clock within 1,000 FT. 
There was no mention of this traffic or conflict by Tower or Departure Control. Both 
aircraft were on a discrete squawk code as well. I am unsure as to whether the 
nonstandard turn instruction was, in fact, to prevent conflict. There was no urgency 
in the controller's voice and he told us to change frequency at that time. The delay 
in turn was only of a few seconds. We rolled wings level early and we immediately 
corrected as described above. 

Synopsis 

Several reporters described a conflict event involving training aircraft at GFK while 
entering and departing the traffic pattern. 

  



 

ACN: 991229 (33 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : IPL.Airport 
State Reference : CA 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 150 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : IPL 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Cheetah, Tiger, Traveler AA5 Series 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Takeoff 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class E : IPL 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 1380 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 30 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 780 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 991229 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 100 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 100 



When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

While departing Runway 32 at IPL (uncontrolled airport), another aircraft departed 
in the opposing direction on Runway 14 without announcement on CTAF. The 
oncoming traffic was observed just after liftoff and passed an estimated 100 FT 
below and 100 FT to one side. Runway 32 was in use. A light single did an 
intersection departure on Runway 32 while I elected to taxi and use full-length. A 
Brasilia departed Runway 32 and announced a right downwind turn. I then took 
Runway 32 and announced a straight out departure. Just after takeoff, at 
approximately mid-field, an oncoming aircraft materialized out of the heat 
shimmer. I altered course to the left and the aircraft passed on my right and below, 
still over the runway centerline. Based on my GPS logs, I was no more than 200 
AGL at the time, so the estimated miss distance was about 100 FT laterally and 100 
vertically. 
 
After regaining my composure, I had the following brief exchange over CTAF: Me: 
'Imperial traffic, aircraft departing Runway 14, are you on frequency?' Observer on 
ground: 'We saw that... I don't think he has a radio.' Me: 'That was a little scary.' 
Observer: 'Yeah, it happens every couple months here.' The opposing traffic was a 
yellow low-wing canopy top design - possibly an Air Tractor.  
 
[I was] reflecting on the incident afterwards: Runway 32 at IPL is 5,300 FT long. 
Given heat shimmer and ground clutter, it was probably not possible for either 
aircraft to see the other at the ends of the runway. Had I elected to make an 
intersection departure, it may have been possible to see the other aircraft on the 
runway; or, it could have been an even closer call if neither aircraft had gotten 
airborne yet. While the FARs state in a head-on situation that both aircraft should 
alter course to the right, my unconsidered reaction was to angle left. This would 
have been counterproductive had the other aircraft diverted to his right. Given the 
prevailing wind and the departing traffic, it should have been obvious to the other 
aircraft that Runway 32, not Runway 14, was in use, whether or not he was radio 
equipped. Going with the prevailing flow of traffic would seem even more important 
if the aircraft is not radio equipped. 

Synopsis 

A light aircraft pilot reported an NMAC with another light aircraft taking off opposite 
direction at the non-towered IPL airport. 

  



 

ACN: 990164 (34 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 0 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 10 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : SR22 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Landing 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class G : ZZZ 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Hiller Helicopter, Undifferentiated or Other Model 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase : Takeoff 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class G : ZZZ 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 



Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 900 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 40 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 120 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 990164 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Other / Unknown 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 100 
Were Passengers Involved In Event : N 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Airport 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

We were inbound to the airport. I canceled IFR about 30 miles out after clearing 
nearby Bravo Airspace and started reporting position and requesting field advisories 
at 20, 15, eight and 4 NM on UNICOM. The airport AWOS was reporting winds 190 
at 8 KTS so I broadcast my intentions to make left traffic for Runway 11. The only 
broadcasting traffic at the airport was a helicopter doing a practice instrument 
approach to 11 (not the offending helicopter). I headed south of the airport and 
announced my intentions to cross to the northeast over the field to enter left 
downwind for 11. I made radio calls at each step...sometimes more than once. 
 
Apparently (according to a witness at the FBO - available for comment if 
necessary), at about the time I was on downwind, a helicopter lifted off from his 
hangar area and made a slow straight climbing track to the runway at an angle to, 
but in the direction of, Runway 11 (looking east-southeast). The helicopter 
proceeded to hover over the mid-portion of the runway. He never used the radio 
and never responded to my calls. I didn't see him until after being blown around by 
his rotor wash while flaring to land. On roll-out I looked up and saw him overhead. 
He then departed the runway area to the north east and circled to the left to land 
back at his hangar. 
 
When I reported the event to folks at the FBO, a bystander was able to 
immediately and [ultimately] correctly identify the helicopter's owner based on his 
expectation of this sort of event. Another local pilot suggested that the helicopter 
pilot had a reputation for "making his own rules." After the helicopter circled 
around and landed, I had the FBO bring me to the helicopter's hangar to see if the 
pilot understood what had happened.  
 



The helicopter pilot suggested that I was to blame for using the 'wrong' runway. He 
insisted that Runway 29 was the active runway. I explained that no one had 
responded to my many calls and no one was in the pattern when I arrived other 
than a helicopter doing a practice approach to Runway 11. To which he suggested 
that most pilots circle to land on 29 after approaches to 11. I asked if he was 
listening to his radio. He said that he was busy focusing on something else because 
the helicopter was new to him. 
 
He also ordered me to not take pictures of his helicopter and threatened to file 
some kind of complaint against me and that he was on the airport board, etc. I 
believe that the helicopter pilot showed blatant disregard for recommended safe 
operating procedures involving uncontrolled airports, radios and helicopters. He 
was not using his radio or monitoring it while operating near and over an active 
runway at an uncontrolled field. 

Synopsis 

An SR22 pilot reported a rogue helicopter pilot had been hovering at low altitude 
over the active runway without monitoring or responding to UNICOM transmissions 
from other operators. On his landing flare the reporter's aircraft was buffeted by 
downwash from the helicopter. A confrontation between the two pilots, including 
threats of recrimination by the helo pilot, ensued. 

  



 

ACN: 989983 (35 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : CGZ.Airport 
State Reference : AZ 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 228 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 1 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 3500 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 100 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : CGZ 
Aircraft Operator : FBO 
Make Model Name : PA-28 Cherokee/Archer/Dakota/Pillan/Warrior 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Training 
Nav In Use.VOR / VORTAC : TFD 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class E : ZAB 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : CGZ 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Beechcraft Single Piston Undifferentiated or Other Model 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Mission : Training 
Nav In Use : GPS 
Nav In Use.Localizer/Glideslope/ILS : TFD 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Airspace.Class E : ZAB 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 



Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : FBO 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Not Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 5500 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 300 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 4000 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 989983 
Human Factors : Distraction 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Time Pressure 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 100 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

While practicing instrument approaches at Casa Grande (CGZ) airport, my students 
and I were operating under the guidelines set forth by the Arizona Flight Training 
Workgroup regarding making frequent position reports, requesting the "Top of 
Stack" at the Stanfield (TFD) VORTAC, and entering the approach in the prescribed 
manner. Unfortunately, there was a Bonanza operating in the area. The pilot in 
command of this aircraft was apparently unaware of the recommended procedures, 
or didn't care. His radio calls were infrequent, and usually after he heard someone 
else was already in the location where he was heading. As my student and I 
approached TFD, I called and determined that there was no aircraft at the VOR, 
and entered the procedure turn hold at 3,500 FT. The pilot of the Bonanza called 
that he was on a one mile final for the GPS approach to Runway 23 at CGZ. (This 
was the only call this pilot made on the entire approach). My student began the 
procedure turn inbound for the ILS Runway 5 approach into CGZ, and I reported 
that we were, "Procedure turn inbound at Stanfield VOR at 3,500 FT." Just as we 
approached the VOR, I was about to report that we were "VOR Inbound" on the 
approach, the same Bonanza passed overhead approximately 100 FT higher than 
us. At no point did this pilot make any radio call that he was approaching the TFD 
VOR, let alone request traffic information. Upon spotting the Bonanza, I took 



immediate control of the aircraft, and pushed into a sharp dive for about 300 FT. In 
an admittedly unprofessional move, I screamed over the radio that we "were over 
the TFD VOR at 3,500 FT and that "someone" just passed over us at the same 
altitude." Again, there was no call from this Bonanza until two minutes later when 
he reported that he was "procedure turn inbound for the ILS approach." In the 
future, if I detect a pilot who seems determine to not follow the outlined procedures 
in this area, I will declare the airspace unsafe and vector my students to another 
aerodrome for exercises. I did file a company safety report on this event. 
Unfortunately, the pilot of the Bonanza in question never used his full call sign. 
During the infrequent calls that he did make, he simply referred to himself as 
"Bonanza-XX." 

Synopsis 

An Instructor pilot took evasive action from a Bonanza whose pilot was making 
intermittent traffic calls as both aircraft were doing practice approaches at CGZ. 

  



 

ACN: 989967 (36 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 0001-0600 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : FFZ.Airport 
State Reference : AZ 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 120 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 2 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2400 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 50 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : FFZ 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Amateur/Home Built/Experimental 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class D : FFZ 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : FFZ 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Airspace.Class D : FFZ 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 4500 



Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 45 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 1100 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 989967 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 100 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued New Clearance 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Environment - Non Weather Related 
Primary Problem : Ambiguous 

Narrative: 1 

I was cleared into the Class D by Falcon Tower when 11 miles southwest of the 
airport and told to make right hand entry for Runway 4L. Runway 4R is closed for 
construction. I was at 3,000 FT MSL and descending to pattern altitude of 2,400 
when the Tower advised me of traffic to my right and behind me. I did not spot the 
traffic and reported [that] to the Tower. I was asked to IDENT two or three times. I 
was in contact with the Tower several times and given a clearance to land while 
about three miles from the airport. The Tower was in contact with two helicopters 
on the west side of the field at the same time and was having trouble determining 
which one was where. The next thing I see is a [low-wing light aircraft] below me 
and at my 10 o'clock. He had passed below me about 100 FT and was turning to 
base leg at that time. I was told to turn down wind and make it a long down wind. I 
was then told to make a 360 on down wind as I was about to exit the Falcon Class 
D airspace. I was then told to turn base. The rest of the landing sequence was 
without incident. 

Synopsis 

Light aircraft pilot reported an NMAC with another light aircraft on visual approach 
to FFZ. 

  



 

ACN: 989947 (37 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : X07.Airport 
State Reference : FL 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1100 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 20 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : X07 
Aircraft Operator : FBO 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, Low Wing, 1 Eng, Fixed Gear 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.Class E : ZMA 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : X07 
Make Model Name : Amateur/Home Built/Experimental 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class E : ZMA 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : FBO 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Not Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 



Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 950 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 100 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 550 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 989947 
Human Factors : Distraction 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Time Pressure 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 100 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 50 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Environment - Non Weather Related 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

I was at the midfield left downwind, Runway 24 at X07, at pattern altitude. Another 
aircraft, also involved in flight training, was on left base for the same runway. 
Student was flying our aircraft. An aircraft which most closely resembled a Long EZ 
directly overflew the field at about pattern altitude from north to south, making no 
calls on the radio. The Long EZ's path was a direct intercept with mine. I only 
noticed the aircraft when it was at our 10 o'clock, 200 FT away, slightly lower in 
altitude. Intercept angle was about 100 degrees. To avoid collision, I took controls 
and pitched up and banked slightly left. The reasoning behind the left bank was 
that if the Long EZ were to pitch up and I had turned right, I would be at further 
risk of collision.  
 
Looking back at the aircraft, I saw no indication that he had taken evasive action. 
He continued to the south at the same altitude, without any comments on the 
radio. As an Instructor, care is taken so the student doesn't deviate from assigned 
paths. This may have reduced my situational awareness enough that my scan was 
compromised. The knowledge that pilots should not be flying in such a manner 
gave us a false sense of security about our position - usually it is expected for 
aircraft to enter from outside the pattern, so efforts toward collision avoidance are 
more often focused away from the runway. Judging by the path and lack of action 
of the other aircraft, I think his path was deliberate. He may have been too focused 
on matters inside the aircraft to notice traffic, or he simply may not have cared. A 
canopy like that of the Long EZ and similar designs has no visual obstructions 
forward of the pilot's headrest. 

Synopsis 



An Instructor pilot took control of the aircraft to take evasive action from a Long EZ 
aircraft which crossed through the Lake Wales airport traffic pattern at pattern 
altitude. 

  



 

ACN: 989577 (38 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : SEG.Airport 
State Reference : PA 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 35 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 1.7 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1280 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : SEG 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, Low Wing, 1 Eng, Retractable Gear 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Route In Use.Other  
Airspace.Class E : ZNY 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : SEG 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, High Wing, 1 Eng, Fixed Gear 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Airspace.Class E : ZNY 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 



Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 1250 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 19 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 87 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 989577 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 100 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 100 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Result.Flight Crew : Executed Go Around / Missed Approach 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Environment - Non Weather Related 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

I was practicing the VOR-A approach into Penn Valley airport. Upon departing on 
my take-off roll from SEG immediately before the incident, I reported my intention 
to fly a practice VOR approach into Penn Valley. Once airborne and flying to the 
outbound leg of the approach, I announced my intention to fly the VOR-A approach 
into SEG. I then transitioned onto the gauges and my safety pilot continued to 
report our position to area traffic by saying "our call sign, VOR INBOUND." There 
was no reported traffic or announcements from any aircraft in the area on the 
published UNICOM frequency. Upon reaching the Missed Approach Point and 
transitioning from a descent to a climb out a [high wing light aircraft] appeared to 
fill the cockpit window. It was flying southbound at about 1,000 FT potentially in 
the pattern for downwind approach for Runway 35 at SEG. I took immediate 
evasive action and flew north to IPT. The [other aircraft] did not announce its 
presence in the area. [He] appeared unaware of our presence and may not have 
had its radio on. In addition to announcing my practice approach intentions, I 
should have given position reports in relation to the airport for non-instrument 
pilots who may be unaware of instrument procedures. However, it should be 
common knowledge that the SEG VOR is 2 miles south southwest of the field. 

Synopsis 

A pilot executing a SEG VOR-A approach with a Safety Pilot had a near miss with 
another aircraft at the Missed Approach Point as the other aircraft appeared to be 
downwind for Runway 35 and not reporting on the CTAF frequency. 

  



 

ACN: 989234 (39 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 0001-0600 

Place 

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

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
Make Model Name : Cessna 152 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Flight Plan : VFR 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class D : ZZZ 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : PA-46 Malibu/Malibu Mirage/Malibu Matrix 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : VFR 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class D : ZZZ 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Facility : ZZZ.Tower 
Reporter Organization : Government 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Local 
Qualification.Air Traffic Control : Fully Certified 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 989234 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Anomaly.Deviation - Speed : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Track / Heading : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Clearance 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 



When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

A C172 flying the ILS approach in VFR conditions on a 5 mile final reported coming 
within 200 FT horizontally and 0 FT vertically from a PA46. The C172 had called 
inbound and was initially 2 1/2 miles south of final abeam the PA46 and indicating 
60 KTS faster. The C172 was told to fly directly to the numbers and maintain 
maximum forward speed to ensure proper spacing. The C172 was then observed 
reducing speed to approximately 110 KTS and was angling towards a 5 mile final 
and not directly towards the numbers as instructed. The C172 was then told to 
remain south of final until he had the aircraft in sight and to not intercept the 
center line until he had the traffic. The C172 informed the Tower that they had the 
traffic and that he was no factor. The PA46 had not contacted the Tower so the 
Controller reached out to see if the PA46 was on frequency. The PA46 said they 
were and the Tower immediately issued a traffic advisory of the aircraft to their left 
and informed them that the traffic said they had them in sight. The PA46 said they 
were looking.  
 
The Tower issued a second traffic advisory and the PA46 said they had the traffic 
moving to their 12 o'clock and pulling away. The Tower told the PA46 to follow the 
traffic and cleared them to land. At no time did either pilot indicate there was a 
near mid air collision. The pilot of the PA46 called later to report the incident. The 
pilot of the PA46 made it clear when he called that he was satisfied with the air 
traffic service and felt the controller did what was necessary to provide separation 
and traffic advisories. The main reason for his call was to turn in the other pilot for 
"reckless flying" and he felt that filing a NMAC was the best way to put the incident 
on the other pilot's record in case of future incidents. The pilot of the C172 stated 
on the phone that he had the other aircraft in sight the whole time and felt that it 
was a 'non-incident". A pilot deviation should be filed against the pilot of the C172 
due to the fact that he did not comply with initial instructions to alter his course 
and increase speed. Then when he was told to remain south of final he instead 
joined final in close proximity to the aircraft already established on final despite 
having said the aircraft was "no factor". 

Synopsis 

Tower Controller described a NMAC claiming one of aircraft involved failed to 
comply with ATC instructions. 

  



 

ACN: 989046 (40 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 1801-2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : HBI.Airport 
State Reference : NC 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 12000 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : HBI 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class E : HBI 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
Make Model Name : Piper Single Undifferentiated or Other Model 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Airspace.Class E : HBI 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 500 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 10 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 350 



ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 989046 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Human-Machine Interface 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 200 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Became Reoriented 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

Listened to ATIS 20 miles out and prevailing wind favored Runway 21. Was on a 
left downwind for 21 when listened to ATIS again and wind was now 020 at 9 KTS. 
Decided to cross over midfield and enter a downwind for 3. [I] made the call on the 
radio [and] made another call when over midfield. At that time, saw a Piper fly 
underneath from the Runway 21 direction. It passed about 200 FT below. 
Suspected it was performing a low, IFR practice approach. Wondered why I never 
heard the Piper on CTAF. Checked my Comm 1 radio and noted the volume was all 
the way down. [I] had forgotten to turn the volume back up after an earlier 
discussion with my passengers. [I] then entered a left downwind for 3 with no 
issues. [I] never heard anything from the Piper aircraft. Suspect he tuned back to 
ATC after his missed approach. 

Synopsis 

C172 pilot reports a NMAC with a Piper while over flying the HBI airport at 2,000 FT 
using CTAF procedures. The reporter discovers his radio volume has been turned 
down to talk with passengers and not returned to a listenable level. 

  



 

ACN: 988532 (41 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 1 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 900 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 20 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 4000 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : VFR 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Route In Use : Visual Approach 
Airspace.Class D : ZZZ 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
Make Model Name : Cessna 150 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Airspace.Class D : ZZZ 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 330 



Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 15 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 10 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 988532 
Human Factors : Distraction 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Confusion 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 300 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 150 
Were Passengers Involved In Event : N 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

I took off from a nearby airport about ten minutes prior to the incident. I was 
taking my friend on the left seat, and giving him a recreational flight vicinity of the 
town. About six miles out, I made an initial radio contact to our destination Tower, 
and requested touch-and-go at the field. Tower goes "Touch-and-go approved, 
report left base for Runway 30. You are following C-150 ahead." 
 
I immediately found the aircraft about two to three miles ahead of us, and told 
Tower, "I have traffic in sight." When I flew into the airspace, about three to four 
miles out, I saw the aircraft was making a left base entry. After a minute or so, I 
started to turn for base entry at where I believed the traffic ahead made the left 
base entry, and then I made a radio call. "Report left base established". I tried to 
make the same space traffic pattern. Shortly after I made the left base entry, I lost 
sight of the aircraft. However I continued to decend at approximately 80 KTS with 
decent rate of 400-500 FPM.  
 
Then just prior to make a turn to final, I saw an airplane flying towards us at 
normal approaching speed. I knew they were below us, thus I immediately added 
full-power and executed steep climb. At the same time, I heard a radio call from 
Tower, "Maintain North Heading." Then, I complied with it. When I saw the traffic, 
it was about two O'clock and 100-200 FT below us. It was right before I was 
making a turn to final; I took a quick glance at the right side for extended final. A 
probable cause of the incident could be my scanning after establishing base entry; I 
was spending too much time orienting myself by keeping an eye on the runway. 
Also, my division of attention between looking at the airport and traffic was getting 
poor.  
 
I wonder why the traffic suddenly disappeared from my sight after I established left 
base, and it took so long for them to establish final approach. Only I can think of is 
they are doing 360 turn or something for spacing. Although this incident could be 
an FAA-defined NMAC, due to the uncertain distance between the two airplanes, I 



hesitated to complete NMAC report to FAA. Thank you for your time and please feel 
free to contact if you have any farther questions. 

Synopsis 

A C-172 and a C-150 experienced an NMAC while entering the traffic pattern at a 
controlled airport. 

  



 

ACN: 988226 (42 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : SWF.Airport 
State Reference : NY 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 290 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 4 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 4000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 30 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : N90 
Aircraft Operator : Corporate 
Make Model Name : Global Express (BD700) 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Ferry 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class E : N90 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : N90 
Make Model Name : Cessna Single Piston Undifferentiated or Other Model 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Flight Plan : VFR 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.Class E : N90 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Corporate 
Function.Flight Crew : Captain 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Not Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 



Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 13900 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 90 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 2000 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 988226 
Human Factors : Physiological - Other 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Confusion 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Automation : Aircraft RA 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 200 
Were Passengers Involved In Event : N 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Airspace Structure 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

Approximately 6 NM prior to our NMAC we were issued VFR traffic at 12 o'clock, 
opposite direction, maintaining 4,500 FT MSL. Our TCAS confirmed the approximate 
location of the issued target and of an aircraft indicating 500 FT ABOVE our altitude 
of 4,000 FT MSL. Shortly after the traffic was issued, we obtained visual contact 
with a single engine Cessna type aircraft and advised the Controller that this traffic 
was in sight.  
 
At a TCAS range of 2.5 NM, suddenly and without ANY indication from the intruder 
aircraft, we observed the nose of the Cessna pitching rapidly down (10-15 degrees) 
and rolling slightly to his right. We received an RA to descend, followed 
immediately by an RA to increase descent. As the intruder aircraft disappeared 
under the nose of our aircraft, we received a climb RA. We responded to the climb 
RA and advised New York Approach of the RA maneuver.  
 
It is my firm belief that had we initially responded to both descent guidance 
commands we would have not been able to avoid the Cessna vertically. The only 
reason that descent guidance was not followed was that we had that aircraft in 
sight and realized he was committed to an unwarranted extreme avoidance 
maneuver of his own. After receiving a clear of conflict advisory, I requested an 
explanation from the Controller who queried the Cessna pilot for a reason for his 
action. It was at that point that I realized he was actually being flight followed by 
New York Approach and in contact with that Controller. The pilot of the Cessna 
stated that we "appeared to be at his altitude". The Controller responded, "Sir you 
just dove through his altitude".  
 
In this instance, "see and avoid" proved to provide the only fail-safe method of 
avoidance. The pilot of the other aircraft who was operating VFR and maintaining 



an appropriate VFR altitude elected to maneuver contrary to his originally correct 
orientation without verifying with the Controller flight following him of our altitude 
assignment. 

Synopsis 

A close encounter--the result of authorized 500 FT vertical IFR/VFR separation--
turned into an NMAC when the pilot of a light plane, apparently believing their 
altitudes to be equal, initiated aggressive avoidance maneuvers with respect to the 
reporter's Global Express. The reporter expressed his belief that, based on his 
visual observations, the initial TCAS RAs which resulted would have aggravated the 
event. 

  



 

ACN: 988215 (43 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : OAK.Airport 
State Reference : CA 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility : Haze / Smoke 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 9 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : OAK 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Airspace.Class C : OAK 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : OAK 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.Class C : OAK 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 



Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 6400 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 155 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 3400 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 988215 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 80 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 200 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued New Clearance 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued Advisory / Alert 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

I was instructing a pilot who was conducting a practice OAK RNAV Y 27L approach. 
The pilot was wearing a view-limiting device and we had been handed off to 
Oakland Tower from NORCAL a few minutes earlier. The GPS in the aircraft did not 
have vertical guidance capability. I was coaching the pilot on how to manage the 
aircraft configuration and speed while complying with the crossing altitudes. He had 
been maintaining 110 KTS indicated during the descent on the approach. 
Descending through about 2,400 FT the Tower pointed out a Cessna at 10 to 11 o-
clock at 2,000, same direction of flight. I reported the traffic in sight. The Tower 
informed the other Cessna of our location and the pilot reported us in sight. As we 
continued to descend, it was clear we were on converging courses and our altitudes 
would merge. I was considering how to best resolve this when the other pilot asked 
the Tower how he should cross the final approach paths for 27L and 27R. The 
Tower instructed him to pass behind us. I saw the other Cessna enter a bank, but 
the haze made it hard to see. I initially assumed he was banking left to do a 360 
degree turn, given our close proximity. After a few seconds, I realized he was 
banking right toward us as our altitudes were converging. Since we were 
approaching the final approach fix, the pilot I was instructing reduced power and 
configured flap 10 to begin slowing to 90 KTS, per our SOP. I announced I had the 
flight controls, added full power and pitched for a maximum performance climb as 
the other Cessna passed underneath us. Looking behind us, I saw the other aircraft 
was now at our 5 to 6 o'clock and still quite close. As our paths diverged, I returned 
control to the pilot I was instructing and he resumed the practice approach.  
 
I asked the Tower for the Cessna's tail number because I thought I recognized it 
and wanted to contact the owner/operator. The Tower told me to ask Ground after 
landing. Ground told us to call the Tower and I did. The manager on duty said he 
couldn't tell me the tail number. I told the manager on duty that had the Tower 
Controller simply told the other Cessna to make a LEFT 360, the conflict would 
have been avoided. In the past, the OAK Tower Controllers have given more 



explicit instructions to resolve conflicts between traffic watch aircraft that 
frequently transition Oakland's airspace and other aircraft. I had assumed that with 
one aircraft conducting a practice approach, Tower would have provided more 
explicit and timely separation. My impression was that the Tower Controller was a 
Developmental Controller or had not been working at Oakland for very long. I 
suspect he assumed that it was enough for two aircraft to have each other in sight. 
Contributing factors were the haze and the other aircraft being a high-wing aircraft 
with limited visibility. 

Synopsis 

C172 Instructor reports a NMAC with another C172 during a practice approach to 
Runway 27L at OAK. Each pilot had the other in sight and the Tower Controller had 
them on Radar. 

  



 

ACN: 988165 (44 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 0001-0600 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1500 

Environment 

Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Ceiling.Single Value : 3000 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Air Carrier 
Make Model Name : B737-800 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 121 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Passenger 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Airspace.Class D : ZZZ 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
Make Model Name : Any Unknown or Unlisted Aircraft Manufacturer 
Airspace.Class D : ZZZ 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Air Carrier 
Function.Flight Crew : Captain 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 988165 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Events 

Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 



Detector.Automation : Aircraft RA 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 400 
Were Passengers Involved In Event : N 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : FLC complied w / Automation / Advisory 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Airport 
Primary Problem : Ambiguous 

Narrative: 1 

Due to miscommunication with ATC we were high on approach to the runway. No 
problem really as weather was at least 3,000 overcast and visibility 10 plus miles. 
On contact with Tower at three miles out and 1,500 MSL we asked for a 360 degree 
turn to reacquire the profile. Still not a problem as they approved a right turn. As I 
was in the turn Tower then commanded a LEFT turn; as I rolled out spotted traffic 
below at 11 o'clock and low. At that time a TCAS RA commanded a climb as traffic 
was about 2 miles and 200 FT below us. Responded to RA and initiated a climb. 
Passed traffic with about 400 FT separation. Reacquired final and landed normally 
on the runway. 

Synopsis 

A B737 flight crew, high on the approach to the runway at their destination, 
requested a 360 degree turn to lose altitude and experienced a TCAS RA with 
another aircraft while doing so. 

  



 

ACN: 987813 (45 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : FDK.Airport 
State Reference : MD 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 400 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 12000 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : PCT 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Cessna Super Skywagon/Super Skylane 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Takeoff 
Route In Use : Vectors 
Airspace.Class D : FDK 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : PCT 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, Low Wing, 2 Eng, Retractable Gear 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Flight Phase : Landing 
Airspace.Class D : FDK 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 416.7 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 10.3 



Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 295.2 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 987813 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : Airborne Conflict 
Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 400 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

I departed FDK today, under an IFR flight plan to return to my home airfield. I 
taxied to the hold-short area for Runway 23, double checked preparations, and 
then made a call to Potomac Clearance Delivery. I received my clearance: EMI, 
Radar Vectors to Belts, climb and maintain 3,000 FT, expect 4,000 FT 10 minutes 
after departure. Departure Frequency 125.52, Transponder Code XXYZ. The 
Controller asked that I advise him when ready for departure. I entered the flight 
plan, made final checks, and told the Controller I was ready to depart, but that 
there was several planes in the pattern at FDK and it might take a few minutes to 
depart while waiting on landing traffic. I remained at the Hold-Short line and I 
watched and heard the radio call of a single engine Cessna do a low approach and 
go-around. I then watched a second aircraft, a larger single engine vintage yellow 
plane with "Navy" on the side of the fuselage, land. I waited until that aircraft 
cleared Runway 23. I then announced on the UNICOM that I was taking the active 
Runway 23 for departure. I heard no aircraft announce they were on final. I did 
observe that the Cessna that had done a go-around was now abeam the numbers 
but still on the downwind leg of the pattern for Runway 23. I looked for landing 
traffic, saw none, and heard none. I entered the runway and proceeded with a 
normal takeoff. Several hundred feet down the runway, just the plane was 
becoming airborne; I looked up and saw the underside of a large twin aircraft. I 
estimate it was about 400-500 above me, slightly off to the left side of me and the 
runway and it was turning left away from the runway. I was already airborne and 
proceeded straight out to continue to open the distance between me and the twin. I 
quickly lost sight of the twin. I contacted Potomac Approach on the assigned 
Departure Frequency, turned towards EMI, and was subsequently vectored without 
incident. After turning towards EMI, I looked again for the twin or other traffic and 
saw none. If I inadvertently shifted to the wrong frequency, such as Clearance 
Delivery, then I never heard Potomac announce that I was on their frequency when 
I made the announcement of entering Runway 23 for departure. 

Synopsis 



C205 pilot reports a conflict with a light twin while taking off from Runway 23 at 
FDK. The reporter did not hear the light twin self announcing nor did he see it as he 
checked final taking the runway. 

  



 

ACN: 987490 (46 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 3 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 3000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Route In Use : Visual Approach 
Airspace.Class D : ZZZ 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
Make Model Name : Cessna 152 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Flight Phase : Initial Climb 
Airspace.Class D : ZZZ 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 800 



Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 100 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 760 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 987490 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 150 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued Advisory / Alert 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Procedure 

Narrative: 1 

I was training a private pilot student in the C172. I was approaching the airport 
with a clearance to descend into the left downwind for Runway 1. I was about 5 
miles out approaching about 100 KTS indicated airspeed and descending from 
4,000 FT AGL. As we were descending I overheard Tower giving a caution to a 
departing aircraft that we were descending into the downwind. The Controller 
seemed like he had everything under control and convinced the pilot of the C152 
that he would be making sure there was adequate separation. The C152 was 
cleared to make a left turn to depart from the traffic pattern and was also given a 
traffic advisory (12 - 1 o'clock) descending out of 3,200 FT. We were about 4 miles 
out now and when I heard that over the radio I decided to stop the descent of the 
aircraft for two reasons. I knew that we were 3,000 FT AGL and a C152 couldn't 
possibly climb up to that altitude within 3 miles from the field, and I did not want to 
descend into an area where there was traffic without having a visual on that 
aircraft. We never saw the aircraft, it was painted black, and so I continued to 
focus on my scan.  
 
The C152 finally reported that he had us in sight, and jokingly the Tower Controller 
said, "Try not to hit him." I didn't respond with any remarks over the radio because 
I was focused on finding this aircraft. My student looked to the left and from his 
reaction I knew he found the airplane. In fact this aircraft continued to climb right 
into us. I saw the aircraft and determined there wouldn't be a collision so I did not 
make evasive actions to avoid the aircraft. I simply took the flight controls and 
pulled the nose up a few degrees to establish a slow climb. The aircraft passed 
right under us from left to right, directly below us, and about 150 FT between each 
aircraft. I believe in this situation it was both the Controller's fault, and the C152 
pilot. I also could have been better in my decision making by not allowing the 
aircraft to pass us so close, and I believe if I was more active with the radios I 
could have reminded the Tower a few times that we did not have the traffic in sight 
while he was clearing him to make the turn into us. The C152 was very minimal 
when it came to radio communication and I understand that it may have been a 
Private Pilot student and that is fully understandable. 

Synopsis 



C172 Flight Instructor with student on downwind entry at 3,000 FT reports a NMAC 
with a C152 departing on a left crosswind. Both aircraft were in contact with the 
Radar equipped Tower. 

  



 

ACN: 987352 (47 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 1801-2400 

Place 

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

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Skyhawk 172/Cutlass 172 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : VFR 
Flight Phase.Other  
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class D : ZZZ 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
Flight Plan : VFR 
Flight Phase.Other  
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class D : ZZZ 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Facility : ZZZ.Tower 
Reporter Organization : Government 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Ground 
Qualification.Air Traffic Control : Fully Certified 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 987352 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : ATC 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Events 

Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 100 



Miss Distance.Vertical : 200 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued Advisory / Alert 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

I was working Ground Control. Traffic volume for the Local Control 1 was busy and 
traffic volume for Local Control 2 was moderate. The CIC made a comment to the 2 
local controllers that alerted me to look at the situation. The CIC was asking the 
local controllers what was being done about a Cessna and a helicopter that were 
crossing the field midfield side by side at the same approximate altitude. When the 
CIC questioned, the two controllers issued traffic to their aircraft. The CIC asked 
what the altitudes of the 2 aircraft were and I observed via the STARS that the 
Cessna indicated 2,000 FT MSL and the helicopter indicated 1,800 FT MSL. I 
estimate that the 2 had approximately 100 FT lateral separation. The two aircraft 
got into this situation because the Local Control 1 Controller allowed his arriving 
Cessna to descend unrestricted from the north to cross over the field for right 
traffic to his Runway XXR. The Local Control 2 Controller had the helicopter on a 
transition from north to south, which put him at 1,900 FT by LOA. 
Recommendation, the SOP stipulates all aircraft will cross overhead at 3,000 FT, 
unless coordinated. I recommend that the option, through coordination, to descend 
aircraft crossing the field be removed from the SOP. There is no reason to take the 
risk of an aircraft descending through the other Local Control's airspace becoming a 
factor with that controller's pattern aircraft at 2,400 FT or helicopter traffic at 1,900 
FT. 

Synopsis 

A Ground Controller noted a conflict between a helicopter and Cessna crossing the 
airport apparently unnoticed by the two Local Controllers. The reporter 
recommended changes to the SOP procedures to prevent future events. 

  



 

ACN: 986934 (48 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201112 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : EMT.Airport 
State Reference : CA 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 359 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 2 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 800 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 30 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 12000 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : EMT 
Aircraft Operator : FBO 
Make Model Name : DA40 Diamond Star 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Route In Use : Visual Approach 
Airspace.Class D : EMT 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : EMT 
Make Model Name : Skylane 182/RG Turbo Skylane/RG 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Airspace.Class D : EMT 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : FBO 
Function.Flight Crew : Instructor 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 



Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 550 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 220 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 150 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 986934 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 500 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 50 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

I would like to report a near mid air collision at the El Monte airport between myself 
in a Diamond DA40 and a Cessna Skylane. I was cleared number two behind 
another Cessna, while I was about to turn final, I happened to look to my left and 
saw that within a few hundred feet was the Skylane also on final. I then had to use 
an evasive action to avoid the Cessna, which was cleared behind me. I am a little 
upset with the El Monte Tower for not catching this incident before it happened and 
the Skylane pilot for not following the Controller's instructions. I did get a delayed 
TIS message about the traffic after I had turned away. 

Synopsis 

General Aviation pilot being handled by EMT Tower experienced an NMAC with 
other pattern traffic, the reporter voicing concern with the ATC handling as well as 
the non-compliance with ATC by the other aircraft involved. 

  



 

ACN: 986302 (49 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201112 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : CMA.Airport 
State Reference : CA 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1100 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 25 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : CMA 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Cessna 180 Skywagon 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Initial Climb 
Airspace.Class D : CMA 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
Make Model Name : Cessna Twin Piston Undifferentiated or Other Model 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Airspace.Class D : CMA 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 26000 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 12 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 325 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 986302 

Events 



Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 400 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 200 
Were Passengers Involved In Event : N 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Airport 
Primary Problem : Ambiguous 

Narrative: 1 

After completing a turn to the downwind leg at CMA we observed a twin engined 
Cessna pass 300 to 500 feet in front of us and approximately two hundred feet 
above us, [and] at a ninety degree course to our direction of flight. At no time were 
we informed that there might be traffic in our area. 

Synopsis 

A C-180 pilot reported an NMAC with a twin engine Cessna while turning downwind 
in the pattern at CMA. ATC had provided no traffic advisories prior to the event. 

  



 

ACN: 981564 (50 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201111 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : OAK.Airport 
State Reference : CA 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 5 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : NCT 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Cessna Aircraft Undifferentiated or Other Model 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : None 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : NCT 
Make Model Name : Champion Citabria Undifferentiated 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 2805.1 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 21.5 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 15.9 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 981564 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 



Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Events 

Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 0 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 200 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued Advisory / Alert 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

Flying southeast bound at 2,500 FT on a flight to PAO, [I was] given, "Traffic, 
Citabria 5 miles 2 o'clock eastbound." I responded, "Looking for traffic - negative 
contact." [I was] given, "Traffic two miles, three o'clock eastbound, restricted 
above you." I saw a plane crossing right to left far enough away that I could not tell 
whether it was a Citabria or not. Still I called out "in sight." This was a mistake 
which I immediately wished I had not made. Very worried now because the 
Controller thinks I have the traffic in sight, but the spotted traffic was clearly 
further than two miles away. I said nothing (mistake #2). The plane shortly 
appeared at the top of the windshield about 200 FT above me crossing my path. I 
know that the clock system has to be adjusted for the difference between the track 
which the Controller sees and the heading. I did not expect the traffic to be so far 
off the call. Also, I was flying a high wing plane and could not have seen this 
aircraft which came from essentially my four o'clock to pass in front of me. I did 
not want to admit that I did not in fact have the traffic I had previously called, 
which gave rise to a very dangerous situation. In [the] future I will be conservative 
calling traffic in sight. Distance, altitude, track and type will have to match the 
reported traffic. I need to be more aware that upward visibility is very restricted in 
a high-wing airplane. But especially I will notify ATC if I no longer have traffic. 

Synopsis 

A C162 pilot experienced an NMAC inbound to PAO when he mis-identified ATC 
issued traffic. 




