Re“Three Clear-Deck Landings in One” (July ’ 00)

Washington, D.C.—Just finished ravaging the July
2000issue. I'mcurrently inasmall, mainly civilian
officein D.C., chomping at the bit to get back ina
cockpit. One story (“Three Clear-Deck Landings
inOne”) jumped out for acouplereasons. First, it
waswritten by an HSL-51 Warlord and former
squadronmate. And second, the article begged for
further commentary on how one might preparefor
such an aircraft system casualty.

The article describes an SH-60B that |lost its
Automatic Flight Control System (AFCS) hafway
into amission. Of course, thisoccurred at night, in
the goo, with ajunior crew, off the back of asmall-
boy, with noland or large-deck available. In other
words, typical Light Airborne Multi-Purpose
System (LAMPS) Mk-I11 ops.

For the uninitiated, when theAFCS on an SH-
60B isup and sweet (whichis99.9 percent of the
time), flying the Seahawk islikedriving aCadillac
with ahighly tuned cruise control and an“On Star”
button: Your 93-year-old grandmacould fly it. On
the other hand, during that .1 percent of thetime
whenyou lose AFCS, flying the SH-60B islike
trying to balance on agreased beach ball inthe
middleof anice-skating rink.

Thecrew inthearticledid agreat job getting a
broken aircraft safely back to mother. Good head-
work and crew coordination saved asituation that
easily could haveturned disastrous within asecond
or two. What could they have doneto preparefor
such ascenario? How about doing several of their
annualy required instrument approaches (whilein
therel atively benign environment of the home-field
instrument pattern) with the AFCS off? 1’ m not
surewhat instructor or OinC inmy fledgling
LAMPS days nudged meinto thishabit, but I’ ve
been doing it for several yearsnow. Itisan
excellent way to keep my instrument scan tuned
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and instrument air work smooth and accurate.
Properly briefed, it'sasafe, efficient way of
preparing for noAFCSon that dark night, inthe
goo, off the boat, with no other landing options
avalable.
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HTML versus PDF

Regarding your request for feedback on
HTML versus PDF versionson theweb: | prefer
PDF. | can download for future reading and can
read the entire magazine without calling up each
article separately.

By theway, | am aretired Air Force chief
master sergeant (E-9) and ex-maintenance
superintendent who has enjoyed reading Approach
(when | could get acopy) for many years. Even
though you naval aviatorsoccasiondlly takea
swipe at those of usin the*baby” service, | have
learned and applied many alesson on the care and
feeding of fightersand fighter pilots.
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Other readers prefer HTML, because it is
quicker to download, easier to cut-and-paste,
and lends itself to word searches. We will
continue to put both versions on our site—Ed.



