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GOVERNMENT/INDUSTRY AERONAUTICAL CHARTING  
Charting Group 

Meeting 07-01 – May 2-3, 2007 
 

RECOMMENDATION DOCUMENT 
 

 
Subject:  Charting and AFD Information Re: Class E Surface Areas 
 
Background/Discussion:  At airports that have part-time control towers, in some cases the Class D 
surface airspace becomes a Class E Surface Area during the hours the tower is closed.  In other cases 
the Class D airspace becomes Class G airspace.  These variables also can affect airport-associated 
Class E extensions that protect terminal instrument procedures. 
 
Figure 1 shows McClellan/Palomar, CA (KCRQ) as depicted on the Los Angeles Sectional.  Note the 
Class E Surface Area extensions.  Figure 2 shows the KCRQ AFD information.  Note that the Class D 
airspace becomes Class G when the tower is closed.  But, no information is provided for the Class E 
Surface Area extensions so it can be inferred that those areas are either full-time or they also become 
Class G airspace when the tower is closed.  The Part 71 rule suggests these Class E Surface Area 
extensions are not full-time. 
 
Figure 3 shows Prescott, AZ (KPRC) as depicted on the Phoenix Sectional.  Figure 4 shows the KPRC 
AFD information.  Note that the Class D airspace becomes Class E Airspace when the tower is closed; 
presumably surface airspace, although the AFD does not make this clear.  The AFD does not mention 
the Class E 700-foot extensions so presumably those are full-time. 
 
Recommendations: Where part-time Class D airspace becomes a Class E Surface Area when the 
tower is closed, the graphical airport airspace circle should be neither blue nor magenta, rather it 
should be something distinctive, that symbolizes Part-time Class D Airspace that reverts to Class E 
Surface Airspace when the control tower is closed.   
 
 The AFD should specify when Class E extensions are part-time.  For example, it would remove all 
ambiguities if the airspace statement in the AFD for KCRQ read: “AIRSPACE: CLASS D AND CLASS 
E Extensions svc 1500-0600Z other times CLASS G” 
 
The AFD should make it clear where part-time Class D airspace becomes a Class E Surface Area 
when the control tower is closed.  For example, it would remove all ambiguities if the airspace 
statement in the AFD for KPRC read: “AIRSPACE: CLASS D svc (1300-0500Z) other times Class E 
Surface Area.” 
 
Comments:  These recommendations affect VFR Aeronautical Charting and the Airport Facilities 
Directory 
 
Submitted by:  Steve Bergner 
Organization:  National Business Aviation Association 
Phone:  202-783-9000 
FAX:  202-331-8364    
E-mail: Bergners@granitelp.com 
Date:  April 5, 2007 
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Figure 1 - KCRQ Sectional Depiction 
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Figure 2 - KCRQ AFD Information 
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Figure 3  - KPRC Sectional Depiction 
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Figure 4 - KPRC AFD Information 
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MEETING 07-01: Mr. John Moore, NACO, recapped this issue by stating airports that 
have part-time control towers, in some cases the Class D surface airspace becomes a 
Class E Surface Area during the hours the tower is closed.  In other cases the Class D 
airspace becomes Class G airspace.  These variables also can affect airport-associated 
Class E extensions that protect terminal instrument procedures. 
 
Mr. Richard Boll, NBAA, provided examples including Carlsbad Airport. The A/FD should 
address both classes of airspace. His recommendation was that the A/FD be specific in 
addressing the extensions. 
 
Ms. Debbie Copeland, Manager, Data Evaluation Sub-Team, NACO, had the legal 
description for the two airports in question. The A/FD states “NOTE: AIRSPACE SVC 
‘TIMES’ INCLUDE ALL ASSOCIATED EXTENSIONS. Arrival extensions for instrument 
approach procedures become part of the primary core surface area. These extensions 
may be either Class D or Class E airspace and are effective concurrent with the times of 
the primary core surface area. “ 
 
Mr. Richard Boll, NBAA wasn’t aware of A/FD legend note.  He recommended changing 
the note in A/FD to eliminate any confusion. 
 
ACTION: John Timmerman to ask what the rulemaking aspect is. 
 
ACTION: Scott Jerdan, Manager NACO Aeronautical Information Team will see if there 
are any exceptions. 
 
 
MEETING 07-02: Mr. John Moore, NACO, recapped this issue.   At some airports that 
have part-time control towers, the Class D surface airspace becomes a Class E Surface 
Area during the hours the tower is closed.  At other airports, the Class D airspace 
becomes Class G (uncontrolled) airspace.  These variables also can affect airport-
associated Class E extensions that protect terminal instrument procedures.  For some 
time (since the Airspace Redesign) it has been assumed that “Arrival extensions for 
instrument approach procedures become part of the primary core surface area.  These 
extensions may be either Class D or Class E airspace and are effective concurrent with 
the times of the primary core surface area.”  A number of exceptions to this convention 
have been identified.  Scott Jerdan will supply Pamela Coopwood, Air Traffic, with a 
listing of the exceptions (approximately 13?).  She has agreed to verify them and report 
back to Mr. Jerdan. 
 
Additionally, Mr. Richard Boll, NBAA, recommended that when part time Class D 
airspace becomes Class E when the tower is closed, there should be a distinctive 
indication on VFR Sectional Charts and specifically indicated in the A/FD. 
 
A follow up report will be given at the next forum. 
 
ACTION: Pamela Coopwood, Air Traffic will contact Service Centers to determine if 
these Airspace descriptions are correct. 
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MEETING 08-01:  Mr. Richard Boll, NBAA, recapped the issue asking what happens to 
the underlying airspace when the core airspace goes away. When part time Class D 
airspace becomes Class E (when the tower is closed), there should be a distinctive 
indication on VFR Sectional Charts and specifically indicated in the A/FD. 
 
Ray Nussear, FAA/NACO Airspace, concluded that this was primarily a charting issue. 
Airspace core and underlying areas should be the same. The airspace may not be 
described correctly but is depicted corrected. Mr. Nussear identified discrepancies at 
more than 50 locations where Class D core hours did not correlate to part time hours for 
Class E extensions. Airspace around military fields was looked at also. Mr. Nussear will 
work with the FAA’s Airspace & Rules group to address and clarify questionable 
situations with focus on the data and affected documentation. Any changes would 
eventually be reflected in the charts. There would be no change in chart notes. Legal 
descriptions would need to be revised. 
 
ACTION: Ray Nussear to report back at the next forum. 
 
 
MEETING 08-02:  Mr. Ray Nussear, FAA/NACO, recapped the issue at the ACF. 
 
As the data was examined, various problems were discovered.  For example, some 
airspace areas had two legal descriptions instead of just one. Airspace extensions 
haven’t been keeping up with airports that have an added instrument approach 
procedures.   
 
Based on the lengthy discussion it was obvious that there is a significant amount of work 
involved in reviewing the relationships and correlation of part time hours between related 
Class D and E airspaces. Legal documentation and airspace descriptions will be 
involved.  
 
The clean up process will take some time to resolve for FAA/Airspace and Rules. Mr. 
Nussear believes these actions will address and eventually resolve the original issue. 
Once NACO begins to see the legal descriptions cleaned-up, pilots will see the charts 
change. This may take a number of charting cycles to resolve. A revised legend for the 
A/FD is also required and perhaps addition of some verbiage in the AIM Chapter 3 to 
prevent confusion. The A/FD will continue to publish the hours of part-time airspace, but 
will provide a more correct introductory explanation of the relationship between part time 
Class C or D airspace with and without a full or part time Class E surface core 
w/extensions.  Also, Order 7400.9 may need to be changed. Mr. Paul Gallant, FAA/AJR-
33, is overseeing coordination within the affected offices of the FAA. 
 
ACTION: Mr. Paul Gallant, FAA/Airspace & Rules, to parse out discrepancies to the 
regions for clarification and report back at the next forum. 
 
ACTION: Mr. Ray Nussear and Ms. Valerie Watson to coordinate with Airspace and 
Rules for exact A/FD Extension note wording and report back at the next forum. 
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MEETING 09-01: Mr. Ray Nussear, FAA/NACO, recapped the issue at the ACF.  NACO 
sent a list of affected locations to the FAA/Airspace & Rules Group which sent a memo 
to the Service Area Managers tasking them to start rulemaking action to “clean-up” the 
airspace legal descriptions. A specific time-line was not set. Mr. Paul Gallant, 
FAA/Airspace & Rules, reported that appropriate changes will remedy any 
misapplications related to Class E airspace extension areas. 
 
Ms. Valerie Watson, FAA/NACO, said there’s a revised version describing the status of 
extensions now published in the A/FD Legend. Issue to remain open until the AIM, 
Chapter 3 is re-written by FAA/Airspace & Rules.  
 
ACTION:  Paul Gallant, FAA/Airspace & Rules, will re-write the AIM Chapter 3 and will 
report back at the next ACF. 
 
 
MEETING 09-02:  Mr. Paul Gallant, FAA/Airspace & Rules, was not present to provide 
an update. 
 
ACTION:  Paul Gallant, FAA/Airspace & Rules, will re-write the AIM Chapter 3 and will 
report back at the next ACF. 
 
 
MEETING 10-01: Mr. Paul Gallant, FAA/Airspace & Rules, was not present to provide 
an update. 
 
ACTION:  Paul Gallant, FAA/Airspace & Rules, will re-write the AIM Chapter 3 and will 
report back at the next ACF. 
 
 
MEETING 10-02: Mr. Paul Gallant, FAA/AJR-33, was unable to attend. Mr. Moore, 
FAA/AJV-3B,  briefed that Mr. Gallant had sent him an email stating that the AIM 
Chapter 3 re-write was about 50% complete.  
 
ACTION:  Mr. Paul Gallant, will report back at the next ACF. 
 
 
MEETING 11-01: Mr. Paul Gallant, FAA/AJV-11, was unable to attend.  Mr. Moore, 
FAA/AJV-3B, briefed that Mr. Gallant had informed him that the appropriate text 
changes were being coordinated for incorporation into the AIM, Chapter 3, and the 
7400.2.   
 
ACTION:  Mr. Gallant, FAA/AJV-11, will report back at the next ACF. 
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MEETING 11-02: Mr. Paul Gallant, FAA/AJV-11, was unable to attend. No update was 
provided at this ACF.  
 
STATUS: OPEN 
 
ACTION:  Mr. Gallant, FAA/AJV-11, to provide update at next ACF. 
 
 
MEETING 12-01: Mr. Paul Gallant, FAA/AJV-11, was not in attendance. No update was 
provided. 
  
STATUS: OPEN 
 
ACTION:  Mr. Gallant, FAA/AJV-11, to provide update at next ACF. 
 
 
MEETING 12-02: Mr. Paul Gallant, FAA/AJV-11, was not in attendance. No update was 
provided. 
  
STATUS: OPEN 
 
ACTION:  Mr. Gallant, FAA/AJV-11, to provide update at next ACF. 
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