The Michigan Aeronautics Commission’s
annual Awards of Excellence were
presented on September 27, 2001.
Each year, one individual and one

group are recognized for their contributions to aviation

in Michigan. The Awards of Excellence are the highest
honor bestowed by the commission.

William Blake is the Great Lakes Regional Representa-
tive for the Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association (AOPA).
He was recognized in the individual category for a con-
tinuing commitment to improving air transportation in
Michigan and the Great Lakes Region by acting as an ad-
vocate for aviation safety, airport preservation, and the pro-
tection of aeronautical resources and infrastructure. Mr.
Blake practices law in Peoria, Illinois and is a former di-
rector of the Illinois Division of Aeronautics.
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The Mackinac County Board of Commissioners
and Airport Manager, Paul Fullerton were the
award winners in the group category. They were
recognized for the leadership and dedication nec-
essary to accomplish many recent projects at the
Mackinac County Airport. Among the improve-
ments were the lengthening and resurfacing of the
runway, construction of a parallel taxiway, expan-
sion of the aircraft ramp, and construction of a new
terminal building. During winter months, air ser-
vice from the airport provides the only access to
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The Michigan Aeronautics
Commission met on September
27,2001 in Gaylord. The meeting
was held in conjunction with the
fall meeting of the Michigan As-
sociation of Airport Executives.
Commission chairman, Robert
Bender, and director, William
Gehman, presented the
commission’s annual awards of
excellence. William Blake, Great
Lakes regional representative for
the Airport Owners and Pilots As-
sociation, was the award recipient
in the individual category.
Mackinac County Airport Man-
ager, Paul Fullerton, and the
Mackinac County Airport Com-
mission were honored in the
group category (see back cover).

In other action, commission-
ers approved funding for airport
improvements across the state.
Some projects have federal, state,
and local funding, while others are
funded from state and/or local
sources alone. Commission ap-
proval for federally funded
projects authorizes state participa-
tion, subject to issuance of a fed-
eral grant. Federal and state dol-
lars for airport development are
primarily from restricted, user
generated funds. The primary
sources of revenue are aviation
fuel and passenger taxes, as well
as aircraft registration fees. Fol-
lowing are the approved projects:

ADRIAN

Lenawee County Airport - an al-
location of $1,469,667 to acquire
land for a future runway extension
project. The proposed budget con-
sists of $1,322,670 federal and
$146,997 local funds.

ALLEGAN

Padgham Field - an allocation of
$20,000 for design work for a fu-
ture project to rehabilitate Run-
way 10/28. The proposed budget
consists of $18,000 federal, $1,000
state, and $1,000 local funds.

BELLAIRE

Antrim County Airport - an allo-
cation of $33,000 for design work
to improve the runway safety ar-
eas and to install fencing. The pro-
posed budget consists of $29,700
federal, $1,650 state, and $1,650
local funds.

DETROIT

Willow Run Airport - an allocation
of $1,931,000 for the second phase
of a security equipment installa-
tion project. The proposed bud-
get consists of $1,452,000 federal
and $479,000 local funds.

HILLSDALE

Hillsdale Municipal Airport - an
allocation of $90,000 for an envi-
ronmental assessment necessary
for a future runway extension
project. The proposed budget con-
sists of $81,000 federal, $4,500
state, and $4,500 local funds.

JACKSON

Jackson County - Reynolds Field
- an allocation of $166,666 for de-
sign work for the rehabilitation of
two taxiways. The proposed bud-
get consists of $150,000 federal,
$8,333 state, and $8,333 local
funds.

STATEWIDE

Michigan Department of Transpor-
tation - an allocation of $84,000 in
federal funds for airport safety in-
spections.

Photo credits front and back cover: MDOT Photo Services, Tim Burke

COMMISSION ACTION

MARLETTE

Marlette Township Airport - an
allocation of $86,666 to construct
taxistreets and to rehabilitate the
apron tie-downs. The proposed
budget consists of $78,000 federal,
$4,333 state, and $4,333 local
funds.

OSCODA

Oscoda-Wurtsmith Airport - an
allocation of $5,386,667 to rehabili-
tate the runway and taxiways, air-
port lighting, animal-control fenc-
ing, and the instrument landing
system. The proposed budget
consists of $4,848,000 federal,
$269,333 state, and $269,334 local
funds.

PONTIAC

Oakland County International Air-
port - an allocation of $1,666,667
for land acquisition in the runway
protection zone. The proposed
budget consists of $1,500,000 fed-
eral funds and $166,667 local
funds.

ST. IGNACE

Mackinac County Airport - an al-
location of $345,000 to acquire land
for wetland mitigation. The pro-
posed budget consists of $310,500
federal, $17,250 state, and $17,250
local funds.

SOUTH HAVEN

South Haven Area Regional Air-
port - an allocation of $45,000 to
update the airport layout plan.
The proposed budget consists of
$40,500 federal, $2,250 state, and
$2,250 local funds.
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FDC 170329 (and FDC 170330 Int'l version) FDC U.S.
NATIONAL AIRSPACE SYSTEM INTERCEPT PROCE-
DURES.

UNTIL FURTHER NOTICE ALL AIRCRAFT OPERAT-
ING IN THE U.S. NATIONAL AIRSPACE, IF CAPABLE,
WILL MAINTAIN A LISTENING WATCH ON VHF
GUARD 121.5 OR UHF 243.0. IT IS INCUMBENT ON
ALL AVIATORS TO KNOW AND UNDERSTAND
THEIR RESPONSIBILITIES IF INTERCEPTED. REVIEW
"AERONAUTICAL INFORMATION MANUAL" SEC-
TION 6, 5-6-2 FOR INTERCEPT PROCEDURES.

AIM 5-6-2 INTERCEPT PROCEDURES
a. General

1. Identification intercepts during peacetime operations
are vastly different than those conducted under increased
states of readiness. Unless otherwise directed by the con-
trol agency, intercepted aircraft will be identified by type
only. When specific information is required (i.e. markings,
serial numbers, etc.) the interceptor aircrew will respond
only if the request can be conducted in a safe manner.
During hours of darkness or Instrument Meteorological
Conditions (IMC), identification of unknown aircraft will
be by type only. The interception pattern described below
is the typical peacetime method used by air interceptor air-
crews. In all situations, the interceptor aircrew will use
caution to avoid startling the intercepted aircrew and/or
passengers.

b. Intercept phases (See FIG 5-6-1).

1. Phase One - Approach Phase: During peacetime, in-
tercepted aircraft will be approached from the stern. Gen-
erally two interceptor aircraft will be employed to accom-
plish the identification. The flight leader and wingman will
coordinate their individual positions in conjunction with
the ground controlling agency. Their relationship will re-
semble a line abreast formation. At night or in IMC, a com-
fortable radar trail tactic will be used. Safe vertical separa-
tion between interceptor aircraft and unknown aircraft will
be maintained at all times.

2. Phase Two - Identification Phase: The intercepted air-
craft should expect to visually acquire the lead interceptor
and possibly the wingman during this phase in visual me-
teorological conditions (VMC). The wingman will assume
a surveillance position while the flight leader approaches
the unknown aircraft. Intercepted aircraft personnel may
observe the use of different drag devices to allow for speed
and position stabilization during this phase. The flight
leader will then initiate a gentle closure toward the inter-
cepted aircraft, stopping at a distance no closer than abso-
lutely necessary to obtain the information needed. The in-
terceptor aircraft will use every possible precaution to avoid
startling intercepted aircrew or passengers. Additionally,
the interceptor aircrews will constantly keep in mind that
maneuvers considered normal to a fighter aircraft may be

considered hazardous to passengers and crews of nonfighter
aircraft. When interceptor aircrews know or believe that an
unsafe condition exists, the identification phase will be ter-
minated. As previously stated, during darkness or IMC iden-
tification of unknown aircraft will be by type only. Positive
vertical separation will be maintained by interceptor aircraft
throughout this phase.

3. Phase Three - Post Intercept Phase: Upon identifica-

tion phase completion, the flight leader will turn away from
the intercepted aircraft. The wingman will remain well clear
and accomplish a rejoin with the leader.
¢. Communication interface between interceptor aircrews and
the ground controlling agency is essential to ensure success-
ful intercept completion. Flight Safety is paramount. An air-
craft which is intercepted by another aircraft shall immedi-
ately:
1.Follow the instructions given by the intercepting
aircraft, interpreting and responding to the visual signals.
2. Notify, if possible, the appropriate air traffic services unit.
3. Attempt to establish radio communication with the inter-
cepting aircraft or with the appropriate intercept control unit,
by making a general call on the emergency frequency 243.0
MHz and repeating this call on the emergency frequency
121.5 MHz, if practicable, giving the identity and position of
the aircraft and the nature of the flight.

FIG 5-6-1 Interception Procedures

INTERCEPTION PATTERNS FOR IDENTIFICATION
OF INTERCEPTED AIRCRAFT
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4. If equipped with SSR transponder, select MODE 3/A
Code 7700, unless otherwise instructed by the appropriate
air traffic services unit. If any instructions received by radio
from any sources conflict with those given by the intercept-
ing aircraft by visual or radio signals, the intercepted air-
craft shall request immediate clarification while continuing
to comply with the instructions given by the intercepting air-
craft.

As always, obtain and understand a thorough pre-flight
briefing before attempting any operation in the National Air-
Space System.






