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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: 1018616 (1 of 50)  

Synopsis 
C414 pilot reports inadvertently entering a fire fighting TFR when his G696 with XM 
does not depict an increase in the dimensions of the airspace that occurs after 
takeoff. 

ACN: 1014656 (2 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A PA22 pilot watched a TFR expire on his Garmin GPS as expected and departed for 
an airport previously below the TFR. Approaching destination he was advised that 
the TFR was still in effect. 

ACN: 1009732 (3 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A general aviation pilot reports inadvertently entering a TFR and landing at the 
nearest airport when a call is heard on guard frequency. An iPad with Foreflight 
application was used for planning and enroute navigation, but TFR did not appear. 

ACN: 1008942 (4 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A wide body aircraft departing FGSL turned right after takeoff and proceeded direct 
to TJJ as cleared prior to departure. Upon contact with DOULA control they were 
advised they were in "prohibited" area. 

ACN: 1003355 (5 of 50)  

Synopsis 
SR22 Instructor reports inadvertently entering a TFR beneath ORD Class B during a 
VFR flight to PWK. No TFR information appeared on the Garmin Perspective System 
until after several reboots, after the fact. 

ACN: 1003013 (6 of 50)  

Synopsis 
NCT Controller voiced concern regarding an IFR aircraft that was routed through a 
known unmanned rocket activity special airspace area, adding additional concern 
regarding Controller/Supervisor attitude regarding this procedure. 

ACN: 995466 (7 of 50)  

Synopsis 



Cessna pilot reports inadvertently entering a TFR after requesting the NOTAM on 
his iPhone, but not seeing the complete description due to gaps in the text 
message. 

ACN: 995263 (8 of 50)  

Synopsis 
C172 pilot discovers that his new iPAD moving map application does not include 
TFR's, after the fact. 

ACN: 993875 (9 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A PA28 possibly entered a TFR east of PHX that he was not aware of. The top of the 
TFR was into the base of the Class B making a flight to FFZ from the northwest 
difficult. 

ACN: 993206 (10 of 50)  

Synopsis 
ZKX Controller described the loss of RADAR on a military training jet in Class A 
airspace requiring re-identification of same by an adjacent facility. 

ACN: 992359 (11 of 50)  

Synopsis 
SR22 pilot discovers after a flight that she may have penetrated a law enforcement 
TFR earlier in the day. The FAA map did not display the TFR but a NOTAM did exist. 

ACN: 989394 (12 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A helicopter pilot was notified by a Homeland Security Officer after landing that he 
had violated a ZLA TFR but after discussing the issue with FSS it was confirmed 
that the TFR was not broadcast to pilots via preflight briefings or NOTAMS. 

ACN: 981309 (13 of 50)  

Synopsis 
SR22 pilot departing ILG reports possibly entering the VIP TFR 5 NM north during 
departure. G1000 MFD did not display the TFR until the reporter was inside the 
lateral boundry. 

ACN: 979670 (14 of 50)  

Synopsis 



An Instructor pilot entered a TFR around a stadium during a sporting event, but the 
TFR's existence was not documented in the preflight NOTAM briefing. 

ACN: 976327 (15 of 50)  

Synopsis 
The pilot of a light twin reports being diverted to BVU after filing an IFR flight plan 
to LAS, due to a VIP TFR over LAS. The reporter departs two hours later intending 
to pick up his IFR clearance airborne and is informed he has violated the TFR. The 
aircraft was equipped with a Garmin 880 MFD which did not display the TFR. 

ACN: 969520 (16 of 50)  

Synopsis 
C340 pilot reports missing a NOTAM establishing a TFR along his VFR route of 
flight. 

ACN: 969349 (17 of 50)  

Synopsis 
HS125 pilot reports violating a Presidential TFR at MVY after departing from a non-
gateway airport and landing at the airport without prior approval. 

ACN: 968639 (18 of 50)  

Synopsis 
An air carrier flight crew reported a possible P56 incursion during departure from 
Runway 01 at DCA. New procedures and a lower than expected ceiling led to the 
deviation. 

ACN: 968463 (19 of 50)  

Synopsis 
The pilot of an "electronic news gathering" helicopter expressed concern that area 
law enforcement agencies were improperly demanding that their operations over 
criminal activities and associated police actions be restricted by ATC. The reporter 
contends that a TFR must first be activated before news agencies can be excluded 
from the vicinity of any news worthy event, including those that put them 
potentially in harm's way from criminal activites. 

ACN: 968281 (20 of 50)  

Synopsis 
Following the failure of his alternator and loss of communication capability, the Pilot 
of a PA28 was intercepted by a Military Fighter upon entering a restricted TFR area. 
The PA28 was directed to land at a nearby airport. 



ACN: 965291 (21 of 50)  

Synopsis 
AA5 pilot reports inadvertently violating a TFR by not noticing it during an iPad 
preflight and forgetting to plug in the Garmin antenna during the flight. 

ACN: 962082 (22 of 50)  

Synopsis 
Light twin pilot discovers enroute that that the ForeFlight App on his ipad does not 
display TFR's. 

ACN: 950141 (23 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A light aircraft pilot reported a possible TFR violation when his XM Weather device 
failed to alert him to the area. The reporter mentioned lack of NOTAM and minimal 
assistance from ATC as factors. 

ACN: 948988 (24 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A pilot was told after landing that he may have violated a TFR near ORD, yet in his 
FSS briefing, while getting continuous XM weather updates in the aircraft and 
talking with ATC, he was never notified of an active TFR. 

ACN: 921895 (25 of 50)  

Synopsis 
Helicopter pilot inadvertently entered a TFR while using a GPS device calibrated in 
statute miles instead of nautical miles. 

ACN: 912333 (26 of 50)  

Synopsis 
An air carrier flight crew departed DCA Runway 1 for the very first time and did not 
immediately turn to the 328 Radial because neither the PDC nor ATC clearances 
directed that the noise abatement procedure be followed in order to avoid P56. 

ACN: 908153 (27 of 50)  

Synopsis 
The Pilot of an experimental single engine declared an emergency and diverted to a 
nearby airport when the engine began to run rough and lose power over 
mountainous terrain. The pilot and his passenger landed safely. 



ACN: 905684 (28 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A VFR pilot believed that he strayed into a TFR and while exiting the area was 
threateningly approached by three aircraft. 

ACN: 898743 (29 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A PA28 pilot was informed by ATC while in the Hudson VFR Corridor that a Yankee 
ballgame was in progress. Prior to flight he check NOTAMs/TFR's and other sources 
but did not see the TFR identified. 

ACN: 896384 (30 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A light plane pilot reported encroaching on P40 restricted airspace unknowingly, 
even thought the aircraft was equipped with advanced electronics. The Reporter 
cited the advanced electronics as a hindrance to situational awareness rather than 
a help. 

ACN: 894650 (31 of 50)  

Synopsis 
BE23 pilot reports sudden vibration and loss of control at 2500 feet. Control is 
regained but elevator trim is inoperative. A straight in no flap landing ensues on a 
long runway. 

ACN: 894498 (32 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A BE55 Pilot flew into a stadium TFR because he misunderstood that the TFR 
Regulation included prohibiting cruise flight transiting through a TFR as well as 
circling and loitering flight. 

ACN: 891683 (33 of 50)  

Synopsis 
VFR pilot is told to call TRACON after landing for a possible TFR violation. No 
information can be found concerning the TFR in question. 

ACN: 889802 (34 of 50)  

Synopsis 
ZHU controller described a TFR airspace incursion event claiming the addition of the 
temporary boundary marking on the facility's RADAR displays are confusing an 
unnecessary. 



ACN: 884846 (35 of 50)  

Synopsis 
ZID Controller voiced concern that a TFR covering VIP aircraft movements within 
CRW TRACON airspace was extended but no notification provided to controllers or 
pilots. 

ACN: 883645 (36 of 50)  

Synopsis 
Photo mission aircraft reported possible stadium TFR infraction operating in CVG's 
airspace, noting Flight Service TFR information was less than complete and CVG 
TRACON's instructions questionable. 

ACN: 865051 (37 of 50)  

Synopsis 
BFL controller described an airspace incursion event when he/she permitted an IFR 
aircraft to enter restricted airspace without prior approval, reporter alleging poor 
strip marking and training distractions as causal factors. 

ACN: 847280 (38 of 50)  

Synopsis 
General aviation pilot reports experiences electrical failure at 11500 feet and 
continues toward FME using hand held GPS unit. This unit fails 150 miles south of 
FME and the reporter elects to land at the first airport he encounters, a military 
field, which is located inside a restricted area. Along the way a TFR was also 
penetrated. 

ACN: 845396 (39 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A pilot departed UGN and entered a TFR which had changed positions relative to 
previous TFR's in the area and included an area immediately south of UGN. The 
pilot entered the TFR using previous TFR information which was not current. 

ACN: 844515 (40 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A pilot hired to take pictures of an auto race was cited for violating a special event 
TFR. 

ACN: 841459 (41 of 50)  

Synopsis 



C150 pilot departing JYO is distracted by the poor takeoff and climb performance 
on a hot day and forgets to monitor aircraft altitude and enters class B airspace. 
PCT offers a reminder. 

ACN: 840685 (42 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A helicopter enroute to an oil rig for night landing practice experienced a throttle 
control anomaly so the crew decided to return to the home base of maintenance, 
creating an ADIZ violation because a DVFR flight plan was not filed and the correct 
transponder code was not squawked. 

ACN: 838761 (43 of 50)  

Synopsis 
C414 pilot reports Class B and possible TFR violation departing SMO due to 
distraction from battery failure in his noise canceling headset.  

ACN: 836928 (44 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A pilot reports exercising due diligence during his preflight but not notified of 
Presidential TFR. The violation was discovered during a post flight news update.  

ACN: 829614 (45 of 50)  

Synopsis 
PCT Controller described airspace entry event, claiming the FAA established the 
subject restricted airspace via memo, did not issue any NOTAMs, or inform the user 
via any other methods. 

ACN: 819544 (46 of 50)  

Synopsis 
R44 PILOT IS NOTIFIED BY ATC THAT HE INCURRED A TFR THAT WAS NOT 
PROVIDED TO HIM DURING PREFLIGHT PLANNING THROUGH MULTIPLE 
RESOURCES INCLUDING ATC. 

ACN: 816540 (47 of 50)  

Synopsis 
LIGHT AIRCRAFT PILOT REPORTS FLYING THROUGH R3005C AT 8500 FT TO 
DISCOVER AFTER THE FACT THAT THE AREA IS HOT ABOVE THIS ALTITUDE. 
NOTAM CHECK PRIOR TO DEPARTURE DID NOT INDICATE THIS TO BE THE CASE. 

ACN: 813810 (48 of 50)  



Synopsis 
C182 PILOT DEPARTING HEF NORTHEAST BOUND FLIES INTO CLASS B AIRSPACE 
WITHOUT A CLEARANCE. 

ACN: 809493 (49 of 50)  

Synopsis 
A CORP PILOT DSNDING INTO ENV IS TOLD R-6406A IS NOT HOT. AT 8000 FT ATC 
STATED THAT SFC TO 11000 FT IS ALWAYS RESTRICTED. AVAILABLE 
PUBLICATIONS DO NOT STATE 11000 FT TO FL580 MAY BE RELEASED BY RANGE 
CTRL, BUT THAT SFC TO 11000 FT IS ALWAYS HOT. 

ACN: 805364 (50 of 50)  

Synopsis 
EWR IFR DEP DESCRIBED POSSIBLE TFR ENTRY WHEN COMPLYING WITH ATC DEP 
CLRNC. 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Report Narratives 
 



 

ACN: 1018616 (1 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201206 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : ZZZ.ARTCC 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 13000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility : Haze / Smoke 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 50000 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Center : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Chancellor 414A & C414 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : VFR 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Descent 
Route In Use : Visual Approach 
Airspace.Class E : ZZZ 

Component 

Aircraft Component : GPS & Other Satellite Navigation 
Aircraft Reference : X 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 1500 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 50 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 900 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 1018616 



Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Less Severe 
Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : FAR 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

A TFR was in effect over the foothills north west of the field. I was using in-plane 
Garmin 696 hardware receiving XM satellite updates displaying the graphical 
depiction of the TFR over a forest fire. I had departed for a one hour VFR flight and 
was curious if I could see my father-in-laws house which was near the fire. The XM 
satellite info depicted 12,000 MSL to surface TFR as well as a graphical area hashed 
in red. I flew over the TFR at 17,500 and circled down to 13,000 near the south 
eastern corner of the TFR. I was careful to not go below 13,000 in the hashed area 
I was displaying on the G696 navigator. We descended below 13,000 only after 
exiting the TFR displayed and landed. I was told to call Center by the attendant at 
the FBO. He informed me Center had increased the TFR to 13,000 MSL to surface 
and the area had increased. Those changes had occurred sometime that morning, 
he did not specify. I explained the XM satellite information had not updated or did 
not show the changes during my flight over the TFR, and if they had I would not 
have inadvertently entered the corner at 13,000 MSL. He explained no harm was 
done but to be aware that the area had increased in size and altitude for my 
departure. Upon departure the next day the G696 was showing the TFR larger and 
at FL180 to surface. He explained he was trying to make sure Center was getting 
info out to all areas of notification, and he wasn't sure why XM was not updated in 
a timely manner. Next time I will call the local Center and verify the TFR 
parameters before flying over it or near it. XM information is not always immediate 
as I had been led to believe. 

Synopsis 

C414 pilot reports inadvertently entering a fire fighting TFR when his G696 with XM 
does not depict an increase in the dimensions of the airspace that occurs after 
takeoff. 

  



 

ACN: 1014656 (2 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201206 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : DPA.Airport 
State Reference : IL 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 8 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1900 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 5000 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : C90 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : PA-20 Pacer/PA-22 Tri-Pacer 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Descent 
Route In Use : Visual Approach 
Airspace.Class E : C90 

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 : 1600 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 30 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 150 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 1014656 
Human Factors : Confusion 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : ATC 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 

Events 



Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
Result.Flight Crew : Requested ATC Assistance / Clarification 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Aircraft 
Contributing Factors / Situations : ATC Equipment / Nav Facility / Buildings 
Primary Problem : Ambiguous 

Narrative: 1 

Under VFR flight rules approaching from the south at 1,900 FT I called the Tower. 
They responded and asked me to contact Approach and that I was in restricted 
airspace due to a TFR. The local time was XB:30 CDT the TFR expired at XA:30 CDT 
as confirmed by my on board XM satellite information. This was also confirmed on 
Foreflight. Before flying and while on the ground I watched the TFR expire at XA:30 
local time and was no longer depicted on the Garmin satellite based GPS or on the 
Foreflight system. I called Approach; they gave me a transponder code which was 
entered. They acknowledged me on radar but stated that I was too low for them to 
see. I asked if they needed me further and if I could change frequencies back to 
Tower. Approach replied frequency change approved. I changed back to Tower and 
landed without incident, and was not requested to have further communication with 
any facility. 

Synopsis 

A PA22 pilot watched a TFR expire on his Garmin GPS as expected and departed for 
an airport previously below the TFR. Approaching destination he was advised that 
the TFR was still in effect. 

  



 

ACN: 1009732 (3 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201205 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 8 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1500 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : Marginal 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 5 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 1900 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
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 : Personal 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.Class D : ZZZ 
Airspace.TFR : ZZZ 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 420 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 25 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 370 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 1009732 
Human Factors : Human-Machine Interface 
Human Factors : Other / Unknown 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 



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

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : FAR 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : Police / Security Involved 
Result.Flight Crew : Landed As Precaution 
Result.Flight Crew : Diverted 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Airspace Structure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Chart Or Publication 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

[I] waited for weather to clear before setting off. Flying under cloud layer, VFR and 
inadvertently violated TFR airspace. Regular commuting route for low weather, 
flight planned and weather checked along route using Foreflight for iPad, but TFR 
was not displayed. Monitoring guard frequency I heard a garbled call for an 
airspace violation with a heading of 090; I was on 270 heading. Reviewed airspace 
and realized a TFR may be in effect, decided to divert to closest airport. Called the 
Tower and landed without incident. 

Synopsis 

A general aviation pilot reports inadvertently entering a TFR and landing at the 
nearest airport when a call is heard on guard frequency. An iPad with Foreflight 
application was used for planning and enroute navigation, but TFR did not appear. 

  



 

ACN: 1008942 (4 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201204 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : FGSL.Airport 
State Reference : FO 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
Aircraft Operator : Air Carrier 
Make Model Name : Widebody, Low Wing, 3 Turbojet Eng 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 121 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Flight Phase : Climb 

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 : 1008942 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Confusion 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : ATC 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
Were Passengers Involved In Event : N 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 



Contributing Factors / Situations : Chart Or Publication 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Airspace Structure 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

Dispatch filed us: DCT TJJ UA604.... Ground Control at FGSL issued us the 
clearance: cleared as filed, flight plan route, Climb FL400, after departure right turn 
on course. After departure and right turn direct to TJJ we were handed off to Doula 
Control and they said we were in prohibited airspace. We followed the ATC 
clearance that was issued to us by FGSL. Not much else to say. 

Synopsis 

A wide body aircraft departing FGSL turned right after takeoff and proceeded direct 
to TJJ as cleared prior to departure. Upon contact with DOULA control they were 
advised they were in "prohibited" area. 

  



 

ACN: 1003355 (5 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201203 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : GYY.Airport 
State Reference : IN 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1600 

Environment 

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

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : GYY 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : SR22 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.Class E : ZAU 

Component 

Aircraft Component : GPS & Other Satellite Navigation 
Aircraft Reference : X 
Problem : Malfunctioning 

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.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Glider 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Sea 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 9800 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 125 



Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 3200 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 1003355 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Human-Machine Interface 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 
Analyst Callback : Completed 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

Flew through TFR about 1 hour after it became active along Chicago shoreline in an 
SR22 with its owner/customer. IFR training to GYY; flight plan remarks and ATC 
informed of intention to fly VFR on to PWK as part of training mission. ATC said 
nothing about the TFR before or after reaching GYY (Chicago Approach or GYY 
Tower). After shooting ILS at GYY canceled IFR and continued up lake shore; GYY 
Tower dumped us without any comment on TFR (and they were not busy). Listened 
to Approach briefly, but because of speed and training discussions didn't call 
Approach again and switched to PWK ATIS (which had nothing on the TFR until 
AFTER our incident - then they added it to the ATIS info). Switched to PWK Tower 
frequency around downtown area; no one tried to call us. Called PWK at shoreline 
east of PWK inbound; again, no comments until approach called them after we 
landed and had us contact them by phone. That was our first information that we'd 
penetrated an active TFR. No TFR info appeared on the Garmin Perspective System. 
This info did appear later (the rings on the map) after a number of reboots and 
another 30 minutes of flying it farther north; a full 3 hours into the TFR period. 
Nothing was there after over an hour of flying previously on the way to Chicago. 
This data appeared immediately in ForeFlight and on another SR22 Avidyne system 
with XM booted up a few minutes after landing at PWK. I am contacting Garmin to 
see why this info was not displayed on the Perspective system properly - it doesn't 
make any sense; have not been able to reach tech support yet. 
 
Customer and aircraft owner is a licensed and current Private pilot working on 
instrument rating. I usually call FSS to check NOTAMs and customer's briefing data 
(almost every day!). The plane ran 4 hours late getting out of shop (not avionics 
related) and I was interrupted at least three times trying to call FSS. First time in a 
long time I didn't check via phone. Met customer at his plane and asked him for 
NOTAM info. He said there wasn't anything pertinent; saw DUATS info on his iPad 
and nothing there appeared to be pertinent to a training flight in good VMC. 
Scanned NOTAMS but missed TFRs embedded in FDC section (I thought they would 
be listed separately, so saw usual list of approach items but missed TFR entry - 



took 10 minutes to find it after landing at PWK). Didn't get any graphical TFR data 
via customer briefing data. Unfortunately chose this day to teach VOR/VHF 
navigation. Left iPad under the seat and didn't put waypoints into GPS, though it 
showed position and XM weather was otherwise working. But we didn't have 
ForeFlight up with its depiction of the TFR. We called XM right away. They could not 
confirm that TFR info was broadcast, but it did show up on other systems (Avidyne 
MFD in another SR22 and ForeFlight on an iPad). 
 
Summary: 
1) Missed personal voice briefing and trusted customer's DUATS briefing - after 
previously coaching him on why calling FSS is a better option. Didn't find TFR info 
buried in huge FDC NOTAM section. 
2) No display of TFR on Garmin Perspective - and it usually works. Need 
explanation of this! 
3) No mention of TFR by Chicago Approach or Gary Tower, etc. 
4) Didn't pull out iPad with ForeFlight because of training scenario. 
 
TFRs should not be part of FDC NOTAMS! They should be shown separately and 
more easily found. I never thought I'd even come close to busting a TFR - I am 
very aware of these and the frequency with which they pop up. I get briefings all 
the time; I use XM to confirm known TFRs and catch any surprises (they are 
usually displayed at least a day or two in advance). This situation is very frustrating 
- we really thought we were looking at necessary data to fly safely and 
appropriately. This was a hard way to learn about DUATS FDC NOTAM's 
organization for the first time. I am also concerned that ATC knew our intentions 
and didn't take a few seconds to ask if we knew about the TFR. I know it isn't 
necessarily their job with VFR operations but it sure wouldn't hurt, especially when 
our communicated intentions clearly could put us in the TFR. 

Callback: 1 

Calls were made to Garmin and XM to try and determine the cause of the late 
update of the Perspective System on the SR22. No explanations were forthcoming. 

Synopsis 

SR22 Instructor reports inadvertently entering a TFR beneath ORD Class B during a 
VFR flight to PWK. No TFR information appeared on the Garmin Perspective System 
until after several reboots, after the fact. 

  



 

ACN: 1003013 (6 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201204 
Local Time Of Day : 1801-2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : NCT.TRACON 
State Reference : CA 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 14000 

Aircraft 

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

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Facility : NCT.TRACON 
Reporter Organization : Government 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Departure 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Approach 
Qualification.Air Traffic Control : Fully Certified 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 1003013 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Other / Unknown 
Human Factors : Training / Qualification 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : ATC 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 
Analyst Callback : Completed 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued New Clearance 

Assessments 



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

Narrative: 1 

I had just completed a position relief briefing from previous Controller. A special 
airspace circle of 5 NM radius was depicted on the RADAR map located on the 
LIN113012 for unmanned rocket activity up to 15,300 FT. The special airspace zone 
mentioned above was active. I had taken RADAR on Aircraft X from the Sunol 
Sector and noticed the aircraft was descending below 16,000 FT; the route of flight 
went through the middle of the special use airspace. As I was attempting to call 
Sunol to correct this situation, Sunol called me to inform me that the Aircraft X has 
not been advised of the rocket activity. I instructed Sunol to turn the Aircraft X out 
to avoid the special use airspace and another voice gets on the line and says 
negative, the airspace is not a TFR, we don't have to avoid it. Apparently OJT was 
in progress. The Aircraft X checked on still on flight plan route, descending to 
14,000 FT headed into the active rocket airspace. I turned the Aircraft X westbound 
for avoidance and advised him why. The assigned vector was barely able to miss 
the rocket airspace due to speed and position of aircraft when I received 
communication. Sunol never did inform the pilot of the rocket activity. I gave the 
Sunol Controller a control instruction which was blatantly ignored. I immediately 
informed the Supervisor who went over to Area C to address the incident. 
Apparently, the Sunol Sector had been descending aircraft into the active rocket 
airspace since it went active, basically over an hour. Nothing had been addressed 
until I made a complaint. The Student came over shortly thereafter to talk with me. 
The Student said his/her Instructor was instructing that once a NOTAM has been 
issued, ATC did not need to or have to advise pilots of special use or restricted 
airspace because it is the pilot's responsibility to get the NOTAM and miss the 
airspace. The Instructor went on to explain that it is the pilot's responsibility to file 
IFR routing to avoid special use airspace. Because the special use airspace had not 
been designated a TFR, it was not necessary for ATC to ensure the aircraft avoid 
the area. Apparently the Area C Supervisor agreed with this interpretation as the 
Supervisor was aware of this situation and allowed it to continue. I asked the 
Student how he/she would respond if an aircraft was knowingly sent through 
airspace with active rocket launches and no advisory, and if a rocket hit the 
aircraft, destroyed the aircraft, killed all aboard and people on the ground. What 
would be his/her defense? After the incident with the Aircraft X, I instructed Sunol 
to either vector around the airspace, I didn't care what heading, or leave the 
aircraft at 16,000 FT. This was passed on to the relieving Controller as well. What is 
amazing to me is the complete disregard for human life and safety. To actually 
provide instruction that encourages reckless behavior is unbelievable. To actually 
provide instruction that promotes unsafe attitude and control actions is 
unbelievable. To instruct a student to knowingly send an aircraft into a known 
unsafe situation, especially since the airspace was so easily avoided, is 
unbelievable. To have an operational supervisor standby and watch it happen and 
do NOTHING to correct the problem is unbelievable. Why are we even here if this is 
the type of service that is provided? This conduct violates the public trust. A remark 
that came out of the Supervisor conversation was that the rockets were small and 
weren't expected to get very high, so going through the airspace wasn't that 
unsafe. Size matters where safety is concerned? The designated airspace for this 
rocket activity was from the surface up to 15,300 FT and not predicated on rocket 
size. Any size rocket could seriously damage or destroy an aircraft. Thanks to the 
Area D Supervisor who understood the problem and immediately corrected it. No 



pilot would want to fly through this type of airspace. No Controller concerned with 
safety would knowingly send aircraft into this type of activity. Pilots on IFR flight 
plans expect ATC to use vectors and/or altitude to avoid unsafe/restricted/special, 
etc. use airspace when needed. VFR aircraft should expect this as well. Another 
concern is how long this problem had been going on before it got to me. Why were 
the supervisors on duty at the time allowing this to happen? The Area D Supervisor 
who addressed the problem was doing other administrative duties prior and had 
just returned to the floor. I would also observe that FAA is providing not only a 
serious disservice to pilots, but also to the Student involved in this incident. 
Students represent future performance and service in the FAA for years to come. 
FAA instructors should be providing a sound foundation not only of correct 
procedure but emphasizing the importance of safety. The FAA would have no 
defense if an aircraft were impaled by rocket due to a control instruction or lack 
thereof by the FAA and that is the bottom line. What can one recommend when the 
FAA's operational supervisors are aware of and go along with this type of 
operation? 

Callback: 1 

The reporter voiced the same concerns expressed in the original submission. 

Synopsis 

NCT Controller voiced concern regarding an IFR aircraft that was routed through a 
known unmanned rocket activity special airspace area, adding additional concern 
regarding Controller/Supervisor attitude regarding this procedure. 

  



 

ACN: 995466 (7 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201202 
Local Time Of Day : 1801-2400 

Place 

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

Environment 

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

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
Make Model Name : Cessna Single Piston Undifferentiated or Other Model 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Takeoff 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class E : NCT 

Component 

Aircraft Component : Tablet 
Aircraft Reference : X 
Problem : Improperly Operated 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 3458 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 94 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 12 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 995466 
Human Factors : Human-Machine Interface 



Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

I reviewed the TFR below before departing to APC on a VFR night flight. I made the 
mistake of incorrectly reading the TFR on my iPhone as I read the first section 
regarding the 30 NM radius from the SFO VOR. When I got to the end of the lines 
referring to the 30 NM off SFO there was a blank section of 4 empty lines so I did 
not realize there was more to the TFR regarding the SAU VOR. I saw that I was 40 
NM from SFO and APC was 36NM from SFO. I then felt I would be clear of the TFR 
so I made the direct flight. Before departing I was able to pick up ASOS while 
taxing on the ground. ASOS informed me the Tower was closed, the weather 
conditions were VFR, that there was a TFR in the Bay Area; no mention of Napa 
being within the TFR. I know it is my responsibility to know before I go, however 
had I heard that Napa was within the TFR it could have been helpful and I would 
have called Center on the ground and requested to make the flight. I learned a 
hard lesson here as I should have contacting Center and requested a code because 
I was planning a flight so close to the TFR. As an instructor I teach my students to 
be in communications with ATC whenever possible and I have over 300 hours last 
year on IFR flights so I am very comfortable with the ATC system. I take this issue 
very seriously and will share with others my mistake. 
 
FAA TO ESTABLISH TFR OVER SAN FRANCISCO, CA  
==> 30 NM RADIUS TFR <==Location: SAN FRANCISCO VOR/DME(SFO) Surface 
to 17,999-FT-MSL 
(I did not read past this point because it looked as if this was the end of the 
message on my iPhone.) 
 
==> 10 NM RADIUS NO-FLY ZONE <==Location: SAN FRANCISCO VOR/DME (SFO) 
Surface to 17,999-FT-MSL  
==> 30 NM RADIUS TFR <==Location: On the SAUSALITO VORTAC (SAU) 113 
degree radial at 5.9 nautical miles Surface to 17,999-FT-MSL  
==> 10 NM RADIUS NO-FLY ZONE <==Location: On the SAUSALITO VORTAC 
(SAU) 113 degree radial at 5.9 nautical miles Surface to 17,999-FT-MSL 
 
==> AFFECTED PUBLIC USE AIRPORTS <==KSFO San Francisco Intl KSQL San 
Carlos KHAF Half Moon Bay KOAK Metropolitan Oakland Intl KHWD Hayward 
Executive KPAO Palo Alto Arpt of Santa Clara Co KSJC Norman Y. Mineta San Jose 
Intl KLVK Livermore Muni KCCR Buchanan Field KDVO Gnoss Field 0Q3 Sonoma 
Valley KAPC Napa County 0Q9 Sonoma Skypark O69 Petaluma Muni View the new 
NOTAM page. 

Synopsis 



Cessna pilot reports inadvertently entering a TFR after requesting the NOTAM on 
his iPhone, but not seeing the complete description due to gaps in the text 
message. 

  



 

ACN: 995263 (8 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201202 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : AVX.Airport 
State Reference : CA 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1000 

Environment 

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

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
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 : Cruise 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class E : SCT 
Airspace.TFR : ZZZ 

Component 

Aircraft Component : Tablet 
Aircraft Reference : X 
Problem : Improperly Operated 

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 : 408 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 11 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 408 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 995263 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Human-Machine Interface 

Events 



Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Detector.Person : Other Person 
When Detected.Other  
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

I rented a C-172 to fly out to Catalina Island (AVX). In the week prior to the trip, I 
purchased a new application for my iPhone/iPad and a GPS receiver for the device. 
This application provides moving map display of the aircraft on Sectional Charts 
and Displays positional data for various airspaces. I also utilized other iPhone/iPad 
apps as well as Internet data to obtain airport information, weather observations, 
forecasts, and flight planning data. This was my first trip using this new application 
and I was excited in knowing the situational awareness and relative position to 
airspace would be easily viewed. I was also able to plot my exact route using GPS 
coordinates and noted the various ATC agencies from which I would need to obtain 
clearances. I headed out over the open ocean to the south tip of Catalina Island. 
Visibility was 20 plus miles and I could see the island from the mainland. My 
altitude enroute varied between 800 FT and 1,200 FT. I landed Catalina and upon 
exiting the aircraft, a local pilot asked me from which direction I came and advised 
me of the nearby TFR. Upon reviewing my flight path and the TFR, I believe the 
incident occurred just south of Catalina Island as I may have penetrated the 60 NM 
diameter TFR which required ATC Clearance prior to transition. Based on my post 
flight review of my GPS Data and flight path, I likely entered the TFR on the 100 
degree radial of the Santa Catalina VOR (SXC) at approximately 34 NM and exited 
the TFR on the 110 radial of the Santa Catalina VOR (SXC) at approximately 7 NM. 
This would have placed me approximately 3.75 NM inside the 60 NM diameter TFR 
at the deepest point. The TFR was a 30 NM radius with center at 7 NM off the 229 
radial of the El Toro VOR on the mainland. Being excited about the new situational 
awareness capability of the device I was using, I made the error of assuming all 
airspace was portrayed, including any TFRs. Upon review of the application I used 
for navigation, I discovered my error in that it does NOT graphically display TFRs. 
The resolution to this problem is that I simply will never rely on new technology as 
the sole means of my flight planning data. Instead, I will continue the practice I 
used in my previous 25 years of flying and call Flight Service for a briefing. I will 
use the iPad/iPhone applications only as supplements to my flight planning data 
and not as the sole source of that data. 

Synopsis 

C172 pilot discovers that his new iPAD moving map application does not include 
TFR's, after the fact. 

  



 

ACN: 993875 (9 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201202 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : FFZ.Airport 
State Reference : AZ 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 4300 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 20 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 30000 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : P50 
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 : Descent 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.TFR : VIP 

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 : 220 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 25 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 160 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 993875 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Analyst Callback : Completed 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : FAR 



Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

Upon landing, I was notified by the Tower operators at FFZ that I needed to contact 
Phoenix Approach Control due to a possible pilot deviation. I immediately parked, 
shut down the aircraft and contacted Phoenix at the number given by the FFZ 
Tower. I spoke with Mr. X and explained I had been instructed to call due to a 
possible pilot deviation. I was told I may have violated a TFR between Phoenix and 
Scottsdale. As requested, I gave my name, address, contact phone number and 
pilot certificate number to Mr. X. I explained I was unaware of any TFR in my flight 
path. I was told that a VIP transport TFR was in place up to 4,100 FT MSL. I had 
planned that day to just fly around the pattern and do some touch and go landings. 
However, it was a beautiful day and I decided to venture further than planned. I 
flew out toward Maricopa, Arizona and then decided to head to Gila Bend. I 
continued to E63. After landing I decided to head back to FFZ via BXK and then 
across the valley. I carry a Garmin 695 GPS and took great care to avoid the 
airspace of GYR and GEU and stay out of the Class B airspace surrounding PHX 
passing north of the airport without having to contact PHX Approach to transition 
their airspace. A trip I have made in the past without incident. On my way across 
the valley I monitored each airports Tower frequencies including PHX Approach. I 
contacted FFZ Tower after descending below the 4,000 FT floor of the Class B 
airspace northwest of Falcon Field for landing instructions. Later, Mr. X from 
Phoenix commented on the very nice job I had done staying out of their Class B 
airspace as they were tracking me across the valley. Unfortunately, in doing so, I 
may have caught the edge of the TFR while descending to get under the 4,000 FT 
floor on the east edge of the TFR. This I discovered after arriving home and looking 
up the information regarding the restrictions. I should have contacted FSS and 
been informed for my flight. Even after being airborne and changing my plan, I 
should have contacted Prescott radio before continuing. I have relied too much on 
the regular e-mails I receive regarding things like this such as the President's visit 
only a short time ago. It was a poor choice and, regardless of the late nature of this 
VIP visit, I should have known better. I do know better. I can assure you this is a 
mistake I will not repeat. Pre-flight planning and changes in flight plan during flight 
require more professional behavior than I exhibited that day and the resources are 
available to avoid situations like this. Since this occurrence, I have reacquainted 
myself with the FAA web site and its resources, the ADDS (Aviation Digital Data 
Service) web site, and even called the Prescott FSS about setting up my profile so 
they'll know who I am by the number I call from. I have purchased and installed 
the Foreflight application for my IPAD and IPHONE where the TFR's are shown quite 
clearly right on the sectional and with a tap of the finger all pertinent information is 
right there. 

Callback: 1 



Reporter states that his Garmin 695 is not data link capable and could not display 
TFR's. 

Synopsis 

A PA28 possibly entered a TFR east of PHX that he was not aware of. The top of the 
TFR was into the base of the Class B making a flight to FFZ from the northwest 
difficult. 

  



 

ACN: 993206 (10 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201202 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : ZKC.ARTCC 
State Reference : KS 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 28000 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Center : ZKC 
Aircraft Operator : Military 
Make Model Name : Talon (T38) 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.Class A : ZKC 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Facility : ZKC.ARTCC 
Reporter Organization : Government 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Enroute 
Qualification.Air Traffic Control : Developmental 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 993206 
Human Factors : Other / Unknown 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Primary Problem : Procedure 

Narrative: 1 

I was working a T38 who was briefed to me as primary only. I lost RADAR on him 
just north of LBL and asked him for a position report. He then told me he was on 
the LBL355025, which is well within my airspace. Around this time I coordinated 
with ZDV to let them know of the primary only aircraft coming their way. A couple 
minutes later I was briefing a Controller for a break. The T38 was still in coast 



track, so the relieving Controller asked "where is he?" I then stated that I just got a 
report from him that he was just north of LBL, but I said I'll get another report. I 
asked the T38 his position again, this time he gave me the 3 different locations 
with the last on being the LAA100025, which is inside ZDV's airspace. I jumped on 
the line to coordinate his new location and that he just gave me with ZDV and to let 
them know that he was "RADAR contact lost". ZDV said OK, and I let them know 
that if they get him on RADAR again, they'll have to re identify him. I then switched 
the T38 to ZDV. Only aircraft with operating equipment should be allowed up in the 
Class A airspace. 

Synopsis 

ZKX Controller described the loss of RADAR on a military training jet in Class A 
airspace requiring re-identification of same by an adjacent facility. 

  



 

ACN: 992359 (11 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : RFD.Airport 
State Reference : IL 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2800 

Environment 

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

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
Aircraft Operator : FBO 
Make Model Name : SR22 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Ferry 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.TFR : LAW ENFORCEMENT 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : FBO 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 3150 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 89 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 219 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 992359 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Analyst Callback : Completed 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : FAR 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 



When Detected : Routine Inspection 
Result.Flight Crew : Became Reoriented 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

The aircraft owner and I had flown to his home airport that morning and I flew the 
aircraft solo on a north heading back to our FBO for servicing. Prior to his picking 
me up, I checked the FAA national map showing Temporary Flight Restrictions to 
see if anything would affect the ferry flight. I also checked local NOTAMs for the 
departure and destination airports, which is something I always do before such 
flights. No TFRs were indicated on the map along the route I was to fly. Enroute 
from Illinois, I followed the direct route as indicated on the GPS, flying between 
2,500 and 2,900 FT. Somewhere near the state line, the traffic watch on the 
aircraft indicated 2 or 3 aircraft ahead of my position, near and below my altitude. I 
altered my course to the left and did a slight climb, which seemed to be the best 
course of action at the time, as some of the traffic appeared to be descending to a 
nearby airport that was off to my right. It was hazy at altitude and difficult to 
visually see traffic, so I relied heavily on the traffic watch screen for avoidance. The 
rest of the 35-minute flight was uneventful. 
 
When I was preparing for a subsequent flight an hour later, I again checked the 
TFR map but for some reason I also pulled up the accompanying list and spotted 
one for northern Illinois, near the state line, 31 NM northeast of the Rockford VOR. 
It was posted by local law enforcement earlier in the day for a cadaver search in 
the area, and the TFR was for a 6-mile ring below 3,000 FT. I realized I might have 
inadvertently flown into the designated search area when I altered course for 
traffic, potentially interfering with said operations and causing a traffic hazard. I 
also realized that the TFR map has limitations in that it does not necessarily mark 
every single TFR. I plan to improve my preflight planning by checking multiple 
sources for TFR's. 

Callback: 1 

The reporter states that the aircraft had the capability to receive TFR updates to 
the map display in flight but it may not have been operating at the time. 

Synopsis 

SR22 pilot discovers after a flight that she may have penetrated a law enforcement 
TFR earlier in the day. The FAA map did not display the TFR but a NOTAM did exist. 

  



 

ACN: 989394 (12 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201201 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

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

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Helicopter 
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 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 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Rotorcraft 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 5000 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 60 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 2500 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 989394 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Confusion 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Events 



Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Detector.Person : Other Person 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : Police / Security Involved 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Airspace Structure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Chart Or Publication 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Primary Problem : Procedure 

Narrative: 1 

In early January, I was planning a sightseeing flight in my helicopter to the East 
Basin area. Before takeoff I checked with FSS for any NOTAMS or TFR's in the area, 
to find out there were none. I took off mid afternoon and departed to the east. 
After approximately 45 minutes of flying the area I returned for landing at my 
departure airport. At this point a Homeland Security helicopter landed behind me 
and the Officers reported to me that they observed me penetrating the 3-mile TFR 
over a football game. When I told them that FSS did not mention any TFR's in the 
area and they refused to believe it. We called FSS via my cell phone in their 
presence and the Briefer again confirmed that there were no TFR's in the system 
for this area. The HSS Officer was surprised and asked the FSS Briefer for his ID 
Number. As a veteran helicopter pilot flying the area for many years, I am aware of 
the fact that sport event TFR's are not published by FSS. If the FAA cannot inform 
pilots of an existing TFR how does the FAA expect us to avoid one? 

Synopsis 

A helicopter pilot was notified by a Homeland Security Officer after landing that he 
had violated a ZLA TFR but after discussing the issue with FSS it was confirmed 
that the TFR was not broadcast to pilots via preflight briefings or NOTAMS. 

  



 

ACN: 981309 (13 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201111 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ILG.Airport 
State Reference : DE 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2000 

Environment 

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

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ILG 
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 : Initial Climb 
Airspace.TFR : VIP 

Component 

Aircraft Component : AHRS/ND 
Aircraft Reference : X 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 630 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 35 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 30 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 981309 
Human Factors : Human-Machine Interface 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 



Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Less Severe 
Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Detector.Automation : Aircraft Other Automation 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

On climb following takeoff, G1000 TFR circle was not present on the MFD. I believe 
I climbed out higher than the 1,500 FT AGL TFR at ILG, and did not hear from ILG 
Tower that I had not done so, but since I cannot confirm I thought it best to submit 
this report. When the TFR circle did appear on the G1000 MFD, I was over top of it, 
and believe I was above 2,000 FT MSL, but cannot confirm. I did not receive any 
indication from ILG Tower that I had violated the TFR. When climbing out of ILG 
VFR, I have always had the TFR present on the MFD and avoid it rather than climb 
over it. For some reason the TFR had not downloaded from XM by the time of 
takeoff (first time this has happened). I did not discover that it had not downloaded 
until in takeoff climb. For corrective action, I should confirm while on the ground 
that all information has downloaded to the G1000 before taking off. 

Synopsis 

SR22 pilot departing ILG reports possibly entering the VIP TFR 5 NM north during 
departure. G1000 MFD did not display the TFR until the reporter was inside the 
lateral boundry. 

  



 

ACN: 979670 (14 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201111 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : NCT.TRACON 
State Reference : CA 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : NCT 
Aircraft Operator : FBO 
Make Model Name : Small Aircraft, High Wing, 1 Eng, Fixed Gear 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase : Cruise 

Component 

Aircraft Component : Other Documentation 
Problem : Improperly Operated 
Problem : Design 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : FBO 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 3500 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 120 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 3000 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 979670 
Human Factors : Confusion 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 



Human Factors : Time Pressure 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Other 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Other / Unknown 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Exited Penetrated Airspace 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued Advisory / Alert 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

While giving local flight instruction and an area familiarization flight, I inadvertently 
entered a stadium TFR while on a discrete code with Norcal. The fact that there was 
a game going on at the stadium was not something found in the weather briefing 
and it completely caught me off guard. I assumed there would be no game due to 
baseball season being over. I am still not sure how pilots are supposed to know the 
stadium game schedules other than working with the controller and being advised 
of such, or knowing the entire schedule for all stadiums where they fly (this, of 
course, is just not practical). I was advised that the stadium TFR was in effect, but 
by this time I was already within the lateral boundary. I immediately exited the 
TFR. As a prudent pilot, it is expected that the pre-flight planning prevents any 
unnecessary surprises and therefore preserve the safety of the flight. However, this 
seems to me a hole in the pre-flight briefing system. It is easy to imagine how such 
a surprise in the cockpit could lead to a further chain of events such as busting 
airspace or unsafe maneuvering at the last minute. Any surprises in the cockpit 
have the potential for progressing into a dangerous situation and at the very least, 
this ambiguity leads to an uncertain mentality and erodes confidence.  

Synopsis 

An Instructor pilot entered a TFR around a stadium during a sporting event, but the 
TFR's existence was not documented in the preflight NOTAM briefing. 

  



 

ACN: 976327 (15 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201110 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : L30.TRACON 
State Reference : NV 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 1000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 20 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 25000 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : L30 
Aircraft Operator : Government 
Make Model Name : Small Transport, Low Wing, 2 Turboprop Eng 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Passenger 
Flight Phase : Initial Climb 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class E : BVU 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Government 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 4400 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 90 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 3100 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 976327 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Other / Unknown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : ATC 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 



Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : FAR 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued Advisory / Alert 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued New Clearance 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

I [was] enroute to LAS. After departure, I received my IFR clearance from Denver 
Center. I was cleared to LAS via direct Dove Creek and the Grandpa 1 arrival 
(DVC.GRNPA1). Approximately an hour into the two point one hour flight, Denver 
Center advised that due to a TFR I would be unable to land at Mc Carran, North Las 
Vegas or Henderson airports. I was informed that the TFR was in place until 2300 
Zulu. They asked what my intentions were. After a couple of minutes, I told them I 
would like to go to Boulder City Airport (BVU). I was then cleared direct present 
position direct Boulder City Airport. As I was switched to Los Angeles Center, I was 
re-routed direct MEADS V562 to Las Vegas direct Boulder City. I asked the 
controller if the TFR was going to be in effect until 2300 Zulu and was told there 
were no issues with my current flight plan, which was to Boulder City Airport. Prior 
to MEADS Intersection I was given a heading of 210 to fly from Las Vegas Approach 
Control and to expect a visual approach into Boulder City. At Approximately 20 
miles out from Boulder City Airport, I was told to fly heading 240. I started my 
right turn to that heading and advised Boulder City Airport in sight. Las Vegas 
Approach cleared me for the visual and report canceling in the air or on the ground 
through Flight Service. I went ahead and canceled at that time in the air. Las Vegas 
Approach cleared me for the visual and told me to maintain current discrete code 
and change to advisory. I did and landed. 
 
I departed (before 2300 Zulu) Boulder City Airport enroute back to Kansas. As I 
was getting ready to depart, I heard a Citation Jet on UNICOM inbound for the 
airport nine miles to the north. I got visual on the inbound Citation and departed 
Runway 9R to the east. As I was climbing out, I switched over to Las Vegas 
Departure Control on and attempted to pick up my IFR flight plan. I heard no 
response from Departure but the Citation who was on downwind for Runway 9R did 
cancel their IFR flight plan with Las Vegas Approach Control. I did hear Approach 
cancel their flight plan. I reattempted to contact Departure Control to pick up my 
IFR flight plan. Departure did acknowledge and informed me that I should have 
contacted them prior to departure for a discrete code because of the TFR. I 
apologized for the confusion and was given a number to call when I landed. I was 
told to maintain VFR and climb to 9,500 which I did. I was then told to climb to 
17,500 and maintain VFR. I was switched over to Los Angeles Center and was 
given my IFR clearance.  
 
After landing, I immediately called the TRACON and talked with the supervisor, who 



was extremely polite about the situation. He told me that it was out of his hands 
but since I violated the VIP Movement TFR a report has been filed reference the 
incident. He asked and I gave him my personal information, aircraft information, 
and pilot certificate number. He asked if I had received a preflight briefing through 
Flight Service and I told him no not by phone. He asked if I had checked the 
NOTAMs and I told me no since my original destination was Mc Carran and not 
Boulder City and I was rerouted while in flight. I did tell him that I also did not 
check the NOTAMs prior to departure from Boulder City since I did not think the 
airport was affected by the TFR. I told him that it was my impression and belief 
that Boulder City Airport was not affected by the TFR only Mc Carran, North Las 
Vegas and Henderson Airports. He did tell me that no fighter aircraft were 
scrambled reference the incident. The aircraft is equipped with a Garmin 880 Multi 
Function Display with down loadable weather. It is my understanding that when a 
TFR goes in affect through the weather up link it will display the TFR on the MFD. I 
did not see any indications on the MFD that the Boulder City Airport was affected by 
the TFR. I was also allowed to cancel my IFR flight plan prior to landing in the air 
and was cleared for the visual. I know that I was told to maintain the current 
discrete code but have been told the same thing in the past at other airports when 
canceling my IFR flight plan when no TFR existed. It was also my impression and 
belief that Boulder City Airport was not affected since the only mentioned airports 
were Mc Carran, North Las Vegas, and Henderson. Nothing was mentioned about 
Boulder City Airport being affected and I was cleared direct to the airport and was 
told there were no issues with my flight plan from Los Angeles Center after being 
rerouted to Boulder City Airport. In the future, if a TFR is in place and even close to 
my departure airport I will call Flight Service and verify what needs to be done prior 
to departure. 

Synopsis 

The pilot of a light twin reports being diverted to BVU after filing an IFR flight plan 
to LAS, due to a VIP TFR over LAS. The reporter departs two hours later intending 
to pick up his IFR clearance airborne and is informed he has violated the TFR. The 
aircraft was equipped with a Garmin 880 MFD which did not display the TFR. 

  



 

ACN: 969520 (16 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201109 
Local Time Of Day : 1801-2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : ZID.ARTCC 
State Reference : IN 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 13500 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 30 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 20000 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Center : ZID 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Cessna 340/340A 
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 : ZID 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Instructor 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 6700 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 120 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 200 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 969520 
Human Factors : Other / Unknown 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : ATC 



Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 
Analyst Callback : Completed 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : FAR 
Detector.Automation : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

I was flying a Cessna 340 for currency and I had checked the weather, NOTAMS, 
TFR's, and all other information I thought was pertinent. I checked the information 
using three different websites. I had filed an IFR flight plan to and from an airport 
but the weather was a clear and I never get the chance to fly VFR so I thought it 
would be a nice change to enjoy the day without the normal IFR restrictions. On 
the way home I was teaching a student and because of traffic and ATC being a little 
busy on the radio, I did not pick up flight following or my IFR clearance and 
continued enroute. I did have traffic avoidance, terrain, and weather onboard the 
aircraft and as I continued to teach I became complacent that there was no reason 
to contact ATC as we had already leveled off and the flight would be rather normal.  
 
It wasn't until after I landed and was instructed to call Approach Control that I 
thought anything had gone wrong. I was told to call Indy Center who told me I had 
violated a TFR. I checked a different web service and there was one TFR I had 
missed. I usually will call flight service for any NOTAMS or TFR's that I might have 
missed on the internet, and that was one of the few days I did not. There is a 
benefit to flying on a flight plan; ATC usually will keep you clear of any MOA's, 
TFR's, restricted areas and any other hazards to aviation. ATC is not a fail safe, but 
I strongly urge everyone to always check with FSS for any updates and not rely 
solely on the internet for all information for your flight. There may be something 
you are missing that may keep you safe. Also, use all available services at your 
disposal. It may seem great to relax and not talk to ATC, but that communication 
could save you some headaches and even save your life. 

Callback: 1 

The reporter states that the TFR was penetrated during descent and was 
established for VIP movement. He is not sure if the TFR Notam was overlooked 
during preflight or not presented on the websites that he checked. On post flight it 
was clearly described. 

Synopsis 

C340 pilot reports missing a NOTAM establishing a TFR along his VFR route of 
flight. 

  



 

ACN: 969349 (17 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201108 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : ZBW.ARTCC 
State Reference : NH 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Center : ZBW 
Aircraft Operator : Corporate 
Make Model Name : HS 125 Series 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Passenger 
Flight Phase : Landing 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Corporate 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Not Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 3700 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 150 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 1500 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 969349 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Other 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Detector.Person : Other Person 



Were Passengers Involved In Event : Y 
When Detected.Other  
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Primary Problem : Procedure 

Narrative: 1 

Presidential TFR restricted the use of access to the MVY airport with access allowed 
through gateway airports. The TFR indicated that ATC would approve certain IFR 
operations into the MVY airport with approval from designated Security. ATC 
cleared our aircraft to depart from a non-gateway airport and arrive at the MVY 
airport. It was our understanding that the FAA approval to land at the airport was 
approved through the required security measures as we were cleared by the FAA to 
proceed directly to the MVY airport. The TFR was unclear in its ability to describe 
how this authorization took place (whether it happened behind the scenes, or if the 
pilot was directly contacted with regards to the ability of the FAA to clear aircraft to 
the MVY airport). Our understanding is that the FAA is the final authority to 
regulating aircraft operations and thus we trusted that our authorization to operate 
was in compliance with all ATC rules and regulations.  

Synopsis 

HS125 pilot reports violating a Presidential TFR at MVY after departing from a non-
gateway airport and landing at the airport without prior approval. 

  



 

ACN: 968639 (18 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201109 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : DCA.Airport 
State Reference : DC 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 3 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1000 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : DCA 
Aircraft Operator : Air Carrier 
Make Model Name : Large Transport, Low Wing, 3 Turbojet Eng 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 121 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Passenger 
Flight Phase : Initial Climb 
Route In Use.Other  
Airspace.Class B : DCA 

Component 

Aircraft Component : Compass (HSI/ETC) 
Aircraft Reference : X 
Problem : Improperly Operated 

Person : 1 

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) 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Engineer 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 14900 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 195 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 15 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 968639 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Person : 2 



Reference : 2 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Air Carrier 
Function.Flight Crew : First Officer 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 10500 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 230 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 15 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 968955 
Human Factors : Human-Machine Interface 
Human Factors : Confusion 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Track / Heading : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Became Reoriented 
Result.Flight Crew : Returned To Clearance 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Aircraft 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Chart Or Publication 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Company Policy 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

We were dispatched with an MEL item that rendered the VNAV inoperative. Heavy 
rains showers at departure time were moving through the DCA area. As we pushed 
back, a rain shower came over the field, but it stopped raining before our takeoff. 
At takeoff time, the weather was reported as 1,500 FT OVC with surface winds out 
of the east. No thunderstorms existed within three miles of the field, but a line of 
weather was west to northwest of DCA. At the gate prior to push back, we planned 
a departure on DCA Runway 01. We discussed the airline's specific departure 
procedure for both VMC and IMC. During that briefing (approximately 30 minutes 
before push back), the weather was good enough to follow the airline's specific 
VMC procedure and follow the river visually, and if VMC is lost, to follow the DCA 
XXX radial to 2.7 DME, then turn to intercept the DCA 328 radial. However, we did 
reiterate, in the pre-departure briefing that if we went IMC, we would pick up the 
appropriate radials and continue with the procedure based on the radials. In 
preparation for departure, we tuned the DCA VOR. The First Officer was pilot flying, 
so we put the XXX radial on the First Officer side, and we put the 328 radial on the 



Captain (pilot not flying) side. We set the heading indicator to 330. I selected ARC 
mode, but failed to notice that the pilot flying was still in map mode, and therefore 
unable to see the radials on his NAV display. There were many threats to this 
departure which we briefed. The runway is short and was reported wet. P56 needed 
to be avoided. Neither of us had flown the airline's new specific departure 
procedure utilizing the XXX radial to 2.7 DME. The aircraft was heavy. The VNAV 
was inoperative, requiring us to utilize an alternate climb out process on the Digital 
Flight Guidance Control panel which we don't often use. Heavy rain showers were in 
the departure area, requiring us to use the weather radar on departure. Neither of 
us has used this weather radar before (due to low time in this model aircraft). 
Although I thought we were thoroughly briefed for the departure, the pilot flying 
failed to select ARC mode when we were planning to use raw data to accomplish 
departure procedure. Therefore, he could not monitor the necessary radials. I failed 
to notice that mistake. I also incorrectly assumed, based on our pre-departure 
briefing that the First Officer was planning on intercepting the XXX radial RATHER 
than attempting to visually track the river. Neither of us comprehended the 
distraction that would be caused by simultaneously entering the unexpected cloud 
layer AND having to accomplish the "alternate" clean up procedure on the Digital 
Flight Guidance Control Panel due to VNAV being inoperative. Although the airline's 
departure procedures discuss "VMC procedure" and "IMC procedure", they do not 
talk about specific weather to define "VMC" and "IMC". Since the weather was 
reported as 1,500 FT OVC, the pilot flying initiated the "VMC" procedure and was 
planning to track the river visually, at least initially. I, on the other hand, knew that 
we would enter the clouds quickly on climb out, so I was expecting to turn to 
intercept the XXX radial without much concern for visually following the river. The 
combination of VNAV INOP, unexpected low ceilings at the departure end and an 
unfamiliar (new to us) airline departure procedure lead to our deviation. HOWEVER, 
it appears that intercepting the XXX radial set us up very close to P56 with little 
room for error.  
 
In the future, I will do the following to avoid this mistake. 
-Prior to takeoff, make sure we clarify with each other whether we are visually 
following the river, or turning to intercept the radial without concern for the river. 
-Assure both pilots are in ARC mode with the pilot flying on XXX course, and the 
heading bug on an appropriate heading to intercept. 
-If VNAV is inoperative, prior to takeoff (while taxiing), I will verbally review step-
by-step the things that we need to accomplish to simultaneously clean up while 
intercepting the radial. I believe the airline should delete the use of the XXX radial 
and reinstate the airline's old procedures using the 328 radial. The current use of 
the XXX radial leaves little room for error, and it does not agree with the 
Commercial Chart Procedure, which still just talks about intercepting the 328 radial 
(with no mention of the XXX radial). If the airline insists on using the XXX radial, I 
think the airline should rewrite the airline-specific pages to include specific weather 
criteria. I suggest, when ceilings are below 3,000 FT, follow the IMC procedure. I 
think we should rewrite the "IMC procedure" to eliminate the separate "All Engine" 
category. The IMC procedure page should read, "All Engine/Engine Out". I suggest 
that when the weather is reported below 3,000 FT ceilings, the pilots should not 
plan on following the river visually at all. Instead, pilots should plan on immediately 
turning to intercept the XXX radial. Also, we should define the airline's "IMC 
procedure" by a specific weather criteria; I suggest "when weather is below 3,000 
FT ceilings and/or below three miles visibility". On our flight, because the weather 
at our departure was reported as VFR, we followed the "VMC procedure". But when 



we unexpectedly entered the clouds at 700 FT, we got behind in our attempt to 
track the XXX radial, which led to our deviation. 

Narrative: 2 

I was the flying pilot on a flight departing from DCA on Runway 01. We were 
dispatched with an inoperative VNAV. Our clearance was to depart via the noise 
abatement procedure for Runway 01. My airline has its own procedure for this, 
which was recently changed and it was the first time the Captain and I had flown 
the procedure. There is a VMC procedure and an IMC procedure. I briefed the 
departure procedure for VMC and also briefed it for IMC as the weather got worse. 
We set the VOR course to the XXX degree radial from the DCA VOR. We planned to 
fly the VMC procedure, which is to turn left and follow the river and then intercept 
and track the DCA XXX degree radial outbound if we loose sight of the river. Once 
tracking the XXX degree radial the procedure is to fly to the 2.7 DME fix and then 
turn left to intercept the DCA 328 degree radial. 
 
After we took off from Runway 01, I turned left to follow the river. As I was about 
lined up with the river we entered the clouds at around 700 FT, which was well 
before I expected to loose sight of the river. The reported ceiling at the time of 
departure was 1,500 FT and the visibility was 10 SM. I continued to turn left 
towards an intercept heading to track outbound on the XXX degree radial. As I 
transitioned to the instruments my natural tendency was to fly the flight directors, 
which was giving me false information. In our normal takeoff sequence we select 
either heading, NAV, or VOR select at 400 FT. Since we were following the river at 
400 FT, none of these were selected because they didn't apply at the time. This 
caused me to shallow out my bank. At about the same time we reached 1,000 FT 
where I called for climb power, flaps up, IAS 250 and speed bug to 250. This 
temporarily distracted me because this is an abnormal procedure for us due to the 
VNAV being inoperative. The Captain was monitoring the course and told me I had 
to come more to the left for the intercept. He indicated that I was about a dot to 
the right. We had set a 330 heading for the intercept but at this point had not set 
heading select. As I evaluated why the flight director was giving me false 
information I called for arming the VOR and continued to turn manually for the 
intercept. As we got on the XXX degree radial I noticed the speed bug was still at 
V2 and not 250, again due to the VNAV being inoperative and our focus on getting 
on course. As I focused on getting the speed bug set we passed the 2.7 DME fix. I 
noticed at about 3.5 DME and then I turned to intercept the 328 degree radial. 
Soon after that we were given a turn to 210 degree.  
 
After a thorough review of this event, I believe that the combination of the new 
departure procedure, the weather and the inoperative VNAV was a perfect setup for 
failure. I believe that just following the green page VFR procedure in marginal VFR 
conditions can set up this scenario to reoccur in the future and is most likely the 
reason this scenario has occurred several times in the last couple days. In our case, 
the situation was compounded by the fact that the actual weather was IFR and that 
we had to deal with inoperative equipment at a critical moment. As I found out 
from this event, it is imperative that you intercept the XXX degree radial as soon as 
possible. There is no room for error as this radial runs so close to the prohibited 
area. 
 
Because the weather was marginal VFR, I was led to follow the VFR procedure, 
which is to follow the river until losing sight of it, and then intercept and track 
outbound on the XXX degree radial. Following this procedure leaves you in a bad 



position when you enter IMC because you disregard the flight directors while you 
follow the river, so the flight directors are not set up for the transition. Even 
without the distractions that we had, this can be very distracting and misleading 
and at the very least cause a delay in getting on course. Again, there is no room for 
delay or error due to the close proximity of the course to the prohibited area. In the 
future if I have to follow this procedure in marginal VFR conditions I will plan to 
turn immediately to an intercept heading and disregard the river. 
 
To prevent other crews from falling into this trap I think that the IFR procedure on 
the company pages should be changed to both IFR and Marginal VFR. This will 
prevent crews from following the VFR procedure in marginal weather. It also 
concerns me that the new procedure takes you so close to the prohibited areas, 
which leaves no room for error. The old procedure to immediately intercept and 
track the DCA 328 degree radial kept you well away from it. I don't know the 
reason for the change, but if it could be changed back I think it would be beneficial. 
So many variables can cause small errors. 

Synopsis 

An air carrier flight crew reported a possible P56 incursion during departure from 
Runway 01 at DCA. New procedures and a lower than expected ceiling led to the 
deviation. 

  



 

ACN: 968463 (19 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201109 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 700 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : Marginal 
Weather Elements / Visibility : Rain 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 8 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 1400 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Corporate 
Make Model Name : Eurocopter AS 350/355/EC130 - Astar/Twinstar/Ecureuil 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Photo Shoot 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class B : ZZZ 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Government 
Make Model Name : Eurocopter AS 350/355/EC130 - Astar/Twinstar/Ecureuil 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Traffic Watch 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.Class B : ZZZ 

Person 

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



Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Rotorcraft 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 4180 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 94 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 2011 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 968463 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Confusion 
Human Factors : Distraction 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Conflict : Airborne Conflict 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 200 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 500 
Were Passengers Involved In Event : N 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Exited Penetrated Airspace 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

I was the pilot of a news gathering helicopter dispatched to gather video of a store 
robbery where a police officer had been shot and two suspects were on the run.  
 
I contacted a nearby airport's Tower and advised that I was en-route to a scene on 
the eastern edge of their airspace. The Controller advised me the State Police had 
requested that the Tower keep the airspace clear of traffic. I asked the Tower if 
there were any TFRs in effect and he said no. I said that I would check with my 
News Desk to see how they wish to proceed and I'd get back to him. I told my 
Photographer to call "The Desk" while I called the closest FSS to double check 
TFRs.  
 
Before I had the opportunity to call the Tower back the Controller advised me to 
remain clear of their Class "D" airspace. I acknowledged and changed my course, 
departing the Class "D". I overheard the State Police helicopter say there was a guy 
on the ground with a "long gun". 
 



At this point in the flight I was class "G" airspace hovering south of a nearby golf 
course. I had the State Police helicopter in sight circling the scene and was 
maintaining visual separation. The Controller then advised me that the State Police 
wanted me to depart the area. I again queried the Controller about any TFRs, but 
the Controller again instructed me to depart the area to the south. I complied with 
their request while I made another radio call to the FSS and requested information 
regarding TFRs in my immediate area. The Briefer replied that there were no 
published TFR's at the time but advised there were not any flight restrictions in an 
area to the north.  
 
The Controller cleared me to fly north but advised the State Police helicopter that I 
was en-route to his location. I arrived at the north side of the area and came to a 
hover less that 1 NM from the actual scene at 700 FT AGL. I had the State Police 
helicopter in sight and was maintaining visual separation. I observed the Police 
helicopter in an orbit at 1,100-1,200 AGL when he passed in front of me and almost 
directly above me. The State Police helicopter pilot advised me that he was passing 
over me and that I MUST DEPART THE AREA IMMEDIATELY. At no point did I feel 
that the Police helicopter was dangerously close to me and no evasive action was 
taken. 
 
Right after the officer instructed me to leave ATC also instructed me to leave 
because a TFR was about to go into effect. I complied with the instructions. As I 
flew southeast I queried the Controller about the TFR dimensions and FDC NOTAM 
number and he replied that they were waiting on a fax. 
 
I flew in a large circle around the City then headed northeast. Upon departing the 
Class "B" I contacted Approach and queried the Controller about the TFR, its 
number and dimensions. He told me that there was indeed a TFR and to "Stay out 
of there" to which I replied affirmative. Upon landing the ATC advised me of the 
FDC NOTAM number, the location of the TFR, its dimensions and effective times.  
 
This incident comes only three weeks after a similar situation (shooting) that took 
place within the Class "B". No TFR was issued; however, ATC again instructed me 
that I must remain clear of the airspace for police activity. After this flight I called 
the Tower and spoke with the Supervisor on duty. He informed me that he made a 
decision to have me move based on police information which in his opinion 
impacted the safety of the flight. 
 
The next day I called the Tower again and, luckily for me, I spoke with the previous 
Supervisor's Supervisor. I explained what had happened and asked him to 
reference the regulation which grants ATC the authority to have aircraft move due 
to a Law Enforcement request. He said that he would get back to me. He eventually 
did get back to me and said that he spoke with his superiors at the Tower, the local 
FSDO, the State Aeronautics Commission as well as the State Police and he 
informed me that everyone came to the agreement that ATC does not have the 
authority to have an aircraft move or depart the airspace due to a request from 
Law Enforcement. 
 
This leaves me somewhat confused. This Supervisor is telling me that they do not 
have the authority to have me move yet the local area Tower Controller is 
instructing me to remain clear of their airspace. As far as I know, The State Police 
have no authority over aircraft while in flight. I ultimately have a customer and 
employer to answer to and I am just trying to operate legally and as safely as 



possible. 
 
In order to prevent this sort of scenario in the future I feel that three things need 
to happen. 1. The local airport's ATC staff must be fully aware of their responsibility 
and limitations regarding Law Enforcement requests. 2. Electronic news gathering 
pilots must be fully briefed on how to deal with police requests. 3. The local Law 
Enforcement Agencies must communicate effectively with the news stations and 
electronic news gathering pilots and without delay, relay these potential perceived 
threats from the ground or in the air. 

Synopsis 

The pilot of an "electronic news gathering" helicopter expressed concern that area 
law enforcement agencies were improperly demanding that their operations over 
criminal activities and associated police actions be restricted by ATC. The reporter 
contends that a TFR must first be activated before news agencies can be excluded 
from the vicinity of any news worthy event, including those that put them 
potentially in harm's way from criminal activites. 

  



 

ACN: 968281 (20 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201109 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : ZZZ.Tower 
State Reference : US 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 10 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 6500 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : Marginal 
Weather Elements / Visibility : Haze / Smoke 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 3 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 5000 

Aircraft : 1 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
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 : Personal 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.TFR : ZZZ 

Aircraft : 2 

Reference : Y 
Aircraft Operator : Military 
Make Model Name : Eagle (F-15) 

Component 

Aircraft Component : AC Generator/Alternator 
Aircraft Reference : X 
Problem : Failed 

Person 

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



Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 2900 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 15 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 400 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 968281 

Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Critical 
Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Were Passengers Involved In Event : N 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Diverted 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

We had departed to visit my wife's mother in a nursing home. About one hour into 
the flight, the alternator on the plane failed and we lost all radios. We were VFR on 
top, in the clear above the clouds, and I continued my flight since we had plenty of 
fuel. I decided not to return to our departure airport since the weather was 
marginal there and in a high traffic area. I was doing my best to avoid the 60 mile 
radius defining the restricted zone, when I must have flown into the TFR area. I 
was using my i-Pad for navigation since I had no radios. It was a route I had flown 
before without incident.  
 
When the Military Fighter intercepted us, I thought that I must be in a training 
area, but when they made a second pass, I then assumed they were trying to 
contact us. I remembered a hand held backup radio and contacted the jet pilot on 
121.5, they asked if I wanted to Declare an Emergency and I said no, They then 
asked several questions which I answered. I was then told to contact ZZZ Tower 
and proceed to the airport and land, which we did.  

Synopsis 

Following the failure of his alternator and loss of communication capability, the Pilot 
of a PA28 was intercepted by a Military Fighter upon entering a restricted TFR area. 
The PA28 was directed to land at a nearby airport. 

  



 

ACN: 965291 (21 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201108 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : S56.TRACON 
State Reference : UT 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 8000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : S56 
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 : Cruise 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class E : S56 

Component 

Aircraft Component : Electronic Flt Bag (EFB) 
Aircraft Reference : X 
Problem : Improperly Operated 

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 : 1350 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 40 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 850 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 965291 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Other / Unknown 
Human Factors : Human-Machine Interface 

Events 



Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : FAR 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Became Reoriented 
Result.Flight Crew : Requested ATC Assistance / Clarification 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued Advisory / Alert 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

I took a sightseeing flight today from my home field. Before the flight I looked up a 
number of charts and data on my iPad using Fore Flight, which I have only used for 
a couple of months. I looked at the Fore Flight TFR screen for Utah and failed to see 
the TFR. I rely as a backup on my Garmin 496, with XM, which shows TFR's. Today, 
for the first time ever, I failed to connect the Garmin antenna to the receiver and I 
did not notice. I took off unaware of the TFR, and flew over it at about 8,000 FT 
climbing up over the Wasatch Mountains. Approximately 30 minutes later, I 
returned over Corner Canyon to the Salt Lake Valley, and again violated the TFR. I 
flew northbound and contacted S56 Approach for flight following while we flew over 
a passenger's house south of downtown Salt Lake City. Then we returned south, 
and the Controller asked if I was familiar with the TFR, I replied I was not. Puzzled, 
I checked the Garmin, connected the cable, and returned under radar surveillance 
not violating the TFR again. After getting back on the ground I checked the TFR 
chart again on Fore Flight, and it was there, but difficult to see due to the TFR 
being nearly the same orange color as the background.  
 
I consider myself a conscientious pilot and recognize I am responsible for finding 
out all information available before a flight. I have never violated a TFR and plan 
not to again. I have recently found that for short local flights, checking the data 
online and with my iPad is better and faster than getting a briefing from Flight 
Service. But it looks like I need to mend my ways and go back to calling them to 
make certain I don't miss local TFRs again. (I clearly would not have missed this 
had I called them.) I also will check my antenna cable on my Garmin each flight, 
again only to use the Garmin as a convenient graphical backup for FAA TFR 
information. 

Synopsis 

AA5 pilot reports inadvertently violating a TFR by not noticing it during an iPad 
preflight and forgetting to plug in the Garmin antenna during the flight. 

  



 

ACN: 962082 (22 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201107 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : SCT.TRACON 
State Reference : CA 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 9000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 20 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 20000 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Cessna 310/T310C 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Descent 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class E : SCT 

Component 

Aircraft Component : Electronic Flt Bag (EFB) 
Aircraft Reference : X 
Problem : Design 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 1393 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 18 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 315 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 962082 



Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Training / Qualification 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Exited Penetrated Airspace 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Chart Or Publication 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

For my flight to CRQ I received a weather briefing, on my ipad, through the 
ForeFlight app. I normally use DUATS golden eagle, on my computer, which 
graphically shows TFR's on the flight plan map. I didn't realize that the ForeFlight 
app doesn't display TFR's on the moving map. While I was descending from 10,500 
FT MSL I saw the smoke from a fire, on the ground, and realized there probably 
was a TFR in the area. I think I was down to 9000-9500 FT and I pulled up 
immediately to 11 or 12000 FT. When I got home I checked on DUATS and saw 
there was a TFR on my flight path with a top of 10000 FT. From now on I'll take my 
computer with me and also read the TFR Notam's or call FSS.  

Synopsis 

Light twin pilot discovers enroute that that the ForeFlight App on his ipad does not 
display TFR's. 

  



 

ACN: 950141 (23 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201105 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : MDW.Airport 
State Reference : IL 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 090 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 15 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2500 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 50 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 25000 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : C90 
Aircraft Operator : Corporate 
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 : IFR 
Mission : Passenger 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.Class E : C90 

Component 

Aircraft Component : Safety Instrumentation & Information 
Aircraft Reference : X 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Corporate 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 2927 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 230 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 850 



ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 950141 
Human Factors : Human-Machine Interface 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Less Severe 
Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Exited Penetrated Airspace 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued Advisory / Alert 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

I filed an IFR plan for [my flight to] RRL and obtained a legal flight briefing through 
the internet. While flying through South Bend Approach [area] I requested 
cancellation of my IFR plan and VFR flight following from my present position and 
very specific to follow the Chicago coastline At 2,500 FT. South Bend told me to 
remain on my squawk code and proceed on my new heading while descending from 
6,000 FT. While approaching the lake, South Bend terminated services with no 
hand off to Chicago. I continued on my heading while descending under the 
Chicago Class B and monitoring Chicago approach. Upon approaching the 
downtown Chicago area I was alerted on the radio by Approach pinpointing my 
position that I was approaching a restricted area, and to turn east immediately, 
which I did. I had checked NOTAMs and did not find any for that area and also my 
airplane is equipped with XM weather alerting me on the moving map of any 
possible TFR which it was not showing. I was vectored around the TFR and back on 
route to my destination and asked to call the controlling agency once I landed. 
They said by their records I was 1/2 mile inside the TFR as best as they could tell. I 
understand that it is ultimately my responsibility to obtain all information regarding 
this flight and to my ability I thought I had. I feel that in this chain of events it 
could have been avoided if South Bend could have advised me of the TFR and not 
let me proceed as well as them canceling services with no hand off. Chicago could 
have called me sooner if they saw my present track and thought I might penetrate 
the TFR. On my side I should have insisted on a frequency hand off for further 
services but was caught off guard and thought I could continue the flight without. I 
will never [again] rely on XM weather to depict the TFR areas. 

Synopsis 

A light aircraft pilot reported a possible TFR violation when his XM Weather device 
failed to alert him to the area. The reporter mentioned lack of NOTAM and minimal 
assistance from ATC as factors. 

  



 

ACN: 948988 (24 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201105 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : ZAU.ARTCC 
State Reference : IL 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2800 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Center : ZAU 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Military Trainer 
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.TFR : ZAU 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 3500 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 25 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 350 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 948988 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Other 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Events 



Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued Advisory / Alert 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

I called Flight Service, asked for a complete briefing. There was no mention of TFRs 
in the brief at all. I took off and flew IFR for most of the flight, canceled with 
Chicago Center, telling them I was going to run the Lakeshore up to the north; 
again, no mention of any TFRs. I also had the XM weather in the cockpit, which 
normally shows TFRs, none shown. Upon landing I was asked to call Chicago Center 
and they advised me that I was involved in a possible pilot deviation. They asked 
for my name and phone number. I gave them both and am waiting to hear from 
them. Summary: I think the government, briefing system (and or briefers), The 
system to inform GPS-XM real time services of TFR, and Local ATC controllers all 
knew or should have known and had an obligation to inform me a TFR existed on 
my flight path but failed to do so despite my proper good pilot practice preflight, 
briefing and inflight actions. Several members of an airshow team that I belong to 
had performed the previous day were returning home and due to weather 
overnighted. Three members had similar flight paths and two had almost identical 
paths to return home. Each of those three, including myself called the Flight 
Briefing that morning before departing and received a full standard briefing 
including all NOTAMs that should have included area TFRs. We all discussed our 
briefings and plans prior to flight. During my briefing during the NOTAMs that 
include TFRs my briefer said, "There is a TFR but it is way west of your flight route 
do you want to hear about it?" I replied, "If it [was] way west, then there is no 
need (I knew that the president was way west of my flight path).  
 
Due to weather I filed direct at 6,000 FT (there was reports of icing 6,000-11,000). 
I fully expected to break out of IFR conditions somewhere north but not until then 
and had explained once I got to VFR I would probably cancel. Why when three of us 
made individual briefing calls were we not a single one of us told there was TFR in 
Chicago that was in our destination area, but instead were told of one "way 
west"...I believe the briefer failed all three of us...even though we each had 
different briefers and individual briefings. Either Flight Service did not have the 
data or all three briefers failed to give it to us. I continually fly with a Garmin that 
is XM linked in real time weather and TFRs. The device has never failed to show 
TFRs before. Continuously during the flight I checked and no TFR showed in the 
Chicago area. Many pilots depend, especially on long flights, on their GPS-XM 
system (mine is a 496) to graphically map TFRs. Why did the TFR not show up on 
my GPS and I have checked with other pilots that day, and a teammate using the 
same equipment just 20 minutes behind me, all failed to show the TFR. Could it be 
it was not posted to the service so XM could broadcast it? I kept my IFR flight plan 
until after Grissom Approach, just short of Gary, Indiana I was handed off to 



Chicago ATC...I checked in and received the altimeter setting. I replied, Chicago 
when you have time I has a request. ...ATC said "state your request." (It was CAVU 
not a cloud in the sky and low humidity.) "Chicago, I would like to cancel IFR at this 
time and continue VFR to the north" ...ATC replied, "cancellation received squawk 
VFR, have a good flight." I pushed over to get under the Chicago Class B airspace 
but still remain over Gary Airport Traffic Area (3,200 FT)....I then continued to 
descend below 3,000 down to 1,900 and fly from Gary to the north and my 
destination. I know an ATC controller does not have to inform you of on going TFR 
NOTAMs, but the Chicago Controller that took my IFR cancellation knew I was 
overflying Gary going to the north, could he not have said, "are you aware there is 
a TFR just a few miles north of Gary, Indiana and you will be in it in less than 2 
minutes? I suggest you should keep your IFR flight plan" ...that would have 
prevented the violation. But no, I was trying to help ATC out, since it was a 
perfectly CAVU conditions, I chose to be a nice guy and reduce their workload and 
handle my own traffic and airspace clearances (well airspaces that I knew of, that 
being Class B)  
 
I did not know of any TFR despite my efforts to learn of it by: 1. the full Flight 
Service briefing, 2. GPS-XM and 3. Perhaps the last chance was the Chicago 
Controller that took my IFR cancellation just minutes before the violation occurred. 
I personally review my actions, admit I flew through a TFR, certainly I made 
several efforts as I do every flight to learn of any TFRs but was not informed that 
there was a TFR or aware in any way there was any TFR except one 250 miles west 
of my departure the briefer told me a little about. I believe I made good airman 
briefing, preflight and inflight decisions regarding TFRs and it was the Government 
Briefing, Systems to update GPS-XM TFR warnings and ATC Chicago controllers that 
failed me. It is very upsetting that I could be charged with a violation for taking 
reasonable actions to find out about a TFR but the government and its contractors, 
that had or should have had the information, failed to inform me of it. It is the old 
saying...if a mechanic makes a mistake, it is the pilot that still dies, if a briefer 
makes a mistake, it is still the pilot that dies, if a controller makes a mistake, it is 
still the pilots who dies. In my case it is the pilot who is subject for being cited for 
flying through a TFR that many others could have and should have informed me 
existed. Thank you so much for this system to help make aviation safer! 

Synopsis 

A pilot was told after landing that he may have violated a TFR near ORD, yet in his 
FSS briefing, while getting continuous XM weather updates in the aircraft and 
talking with ATC, he was never notified of an active TFR. 

  



 

ACN: 921895 (25 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201012 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 10 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 6000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Air Taxi 
Make Model Name : Helicopter 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 135 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Ambulance 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class E : ZZZ 
Airspace.TFR : ZZZ 

Component 

Aircraft Component : GPS & Other Satellite Navigation 
Aircraft Reference : X 
Problem : Improperly Operated 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Air Taxi 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 7000 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 60 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 2000 



ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 921895 
Human Factors : Human-Machine Interface 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

I was the pilot in command of a lifeguard helicopter. I had a flight nurse, flight 
paramedic, and patient on board the helicopter. I was taking the patient from a 
small rural hospital to a specialized facility. During our shift briefing we brief with 
the crew any TFR's that might pertain to us. I briefed with the crew that morning 
that the local AFB would have a TFR in effect throughout our shift at an altitude of 
1,600 FT to 18,000 FT. I noticed my flight path would take me close to that 
restricted airspace. As I passed by the airspace I made sure I was greater than 10 
miles away from the AFB. As I was landing at the hospital I was told by the Tower 
to contact local Approach Control. I called Approach Control and spoke with a lady 
that asked me if I had just flown through the TFR. I told her I had remained greater 
than 10 miles away. She told me the Controller told her I had "clipped" the corner 
of the restricted airspace. I asked her what I needed to do. She took down my 
personal information and said she would be forwarding the information to the local 
FSDO and I should expect a call from them in a couple of days. On my 45-minute 
flight back to base I was racking my brain trying to figure out what had happened. 
As I was looking at my GPS I noticed the GPS I was using was in STATUTE miles 
not nautical miles. At a distance of 10 miles my error could be as large as 1.15 
miles! Lessons learned: Make sure you are comparing apples to apples and oranges 
to oranges. Distance given in TFR's are given in nautical miles make sure your are 
measuring distance in nautical miles not statute miles. 

Synopsis 

Helicopter pilot inadvertently entered a TFR while using a GPS device calibrated in 
statute miles instead of nautical miles. 

  



 

ACN: 912333 (26 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201010 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : DCA.Airport 
State Reference : DC 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : PCT 
Aircraft Operator : Air Carrier 
Make Model Name : Commercial Fixed Wing 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 121 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Passenger 
Flight Phase : Climb 
Flight Phase : Initial Climb 
Airspace.Class B : DCA 

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) 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 8600 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 23 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 120 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 912333 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Confusion 
Human Factors : Time Pressure 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Track / Heading : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Clearance 



Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Returned To Clearance 
Result.Flight Crew : Became Reoriented 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued New Clearance 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

I am submitting this report primarily as a awareness and teaching lesson for our 
Training Department and other flight crews. This was my first departure out of DCA 
and my First Officer's as well. We received our PDC via ACARS and the clearance 
was from DCA to the first fix and on from there. The clearance did not list a 
departure procedure. The First Officer and I discussed the clearance and departure, 
noting the caution on page 3 of our DCA airport directory, "When departing to the 
north, it is imperative to start turns as quickly as practicable (especially with a west 
wind present) in order to avoid the prohibited areas north of the field. It was a VFR 
day and we were under radar contact so we briefed it would be a "speed mode-
heading" departure and to anticipate ATC giving us a turn to the west. We were 
cleared for takeoff on Runway 1 without being given a heading. At that point I 
should have requested one from Tower but I assumed it was just runway heading. 
While we had been waiting to takeoff everyone in front of us had left being cleared 
to takeoff without a heading or RNAV fix so I assumed Departure was giving 
everyone the left turn we saw them making over the river. So we took off and 
climbed out on the runway heading. We were over the Potomac when we were 
handed off to Departure and, on initial contact; they issued us a heading to 
intercept the DCA 328 degree radial. We turned to the assigned heading but I 
asked about the radial because it was not listed in our clearance or a part of our 
flight plan. That caused me a bit of initial confusion and when I queried ATC they 
left us on an assigned heading until clearing us directly to a fix on our flight 
planned route. The next morning we were back in DCA but this time we were 
unable to get our PDC via ACARS. When we called for our clearance on the radio 
the Controller specifically said to comply with the noise abatement and prohibited 
area P-56 avoidance procedures. So we looked those up on the 10-4 and 10-4A 
pages and, for our departure to the northwest, saw the specific guidance about 
following the Potomac River to 4 DME then join the DCA 328 degree radial. Thanks 
to getting our clearance over the radio and the Controller telling us what procedure 
to follow we knew exactly what was expected of us this time. Our possible deviation 
into prohibited area P-56 and failure to follow the expected departure procedure 
was due to a lack of our familiarity with DCA, a clearance via ACARS that made no 
mention of the departure procedure, and the procedure itself being listed under a 
noise abatement procedure rather than as a departure. I did not pay attention to 
the obstacle departure 10-9A since it was day VFR and we were under radar 
contact. We reviewed our engine failure procedures via the release and ACARS, but 
it wasn't pertinent to our plan unless we lost an engine and regardless, it didn't 
contain any reference to the procedure we were expected to follow. Nor do our 
airport qualification pages 19-02 or 19-03 specifically for Runway 1 mention the 
expected departure procedure. Our airport directory mentions the prohibited areas 



and the necessity of a quick left turn, but it doesn't reference the procedure on 10-
4A either. And though I had great Initial Operating Experience (IOE) instructors 
and I'm sure my First Office did too, neither of us had been briefed about DCA 
procedures. This event would not have occurred if our PDC had referenced 
compliance with the noise abatement and prohibited area avoidance procedures, if 
either of us had received specific training on DCA operations, the airport directory 
included a reference to page 10-4A, or the procedure was part of an actual 
departure. Normally in radar contact, in controlled airspace, and in communication 
with ATC I assume their vectors will keep me in compliance with airspace 
restrictions. Without being issued a specific departure I assumed that was the case 
this time too. 

Synopsis 

An air carrier flight crew departed DCA Runway 1 for the very first time and did not 
immediately turn to the 328 Radial because neither the PDC nor ATC clearances 
directed that the noise abatement procedure be followed in order to avoid P56. 

  



 

ACN: 908153 (27 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201009 
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 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Center : ZZZ 
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 : Climb 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class G : ZZZ 

Component 

Aircraft Component : Engine 
Aircraft Reference : X 
Problem : Malfunctioning 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 780 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 8 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 230 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 908153 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 



Human Factors : Troubleshooting 
Human Factors : Distraction 

Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Critical 
Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Were Passengers Involved In Event : Y 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : Declared Emergency 
Result.Flight Crew : Landed in Emergency Condition 
Result.Flight Crew : Diverted 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Aircraft 
Primary Problem : Aircraft 

Narrative: 1 

Climbout was normal but when almost at planned cruise of 10,500 FT the engine 
coughed and started to run very rough. I immediately turned around and headed 
via the highway below towards ZZZ, in case a total engine failure occurred. I called 
ATC and declared an emergency in case I had to land on the highway and needed 
assistance. There was a TFR off to my left about 1 mile (I am not sure if active, but 
it showed on my GPS) of about 1 mile diameter close to my path, I assume for a 
forest fire watch. I came close but don't think I entered the TFR. I had difficulty 
maintaining level altitude and was worried about losing the engine so I came close 
to minimize the distance to the airport. 
 
I made it over ZZZ with some altitude to spare. The approach and landing were 
normal with a good touchdown. We tied the airplane down and departed with the 
local Sheriff's department, who responded. The airplane is currently under 
investigation by an A&P, and it looks like it was a combination of a restricted 
injector nozzle on 1 cylinder and a magneto failure. 

Synopsis 

The Pilot of an experimental single engine declared an emergency and diverted to a 
nearby airport when the engine began to run rough and lose power over 
mountainous terrain. The pilot and his passenger landed safely. 

  



 

ACN: 905684 (28 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201008 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 20 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 1000 

Environment 

Weather Elements / Visibility : Haze / Smoke 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 7 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 2000 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : ZZZ 
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 : Cruise 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class E : ZZZ 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 3200 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 60 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 2100 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 905684 
Human Factors : Workload 
Human Factors : Time Pressure 



Human Factors : Confusion 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Conflict : NMAC 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : FAR 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Miss Distance.Horizontal : 200 
Miss Distance.Vertical : 0 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Took Evasive Action 
Result.Flight Crew : Diverted 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

The flight in question originated from a remote landing strip with no communication 
facilities. Due to restricted flight visibility, a precautionary landing was made 
enroute. Flight Service was contacted by phone and I was briefed on the existence 
of TFR in the vicinity. The flight continued approximately one hour later under 
slightly improved conditions. Based on the winds and the blowing smoke from the 
fire, I determined to proceed to the area well west of the TFR and when I was south 
of the TFR, continue direct to my destination. The visibility remained poor at 6 to 8 
miles. I was only generally familiar with the terrain enroute and utilized no 
electronic navigation aids other than GPS. I believed I had successfully avoided the 
TFR and that it was well west of my course when a burnt out area suddenly 
appeared below me. I immediately turned east as I believed that would be the 
quickest exit from the TFR if indeed I had stumbled into it. As I exited the area of 
the fire, three aircraft made repeated passes at my airplane. They were a Beech 
King Air, a Piper Aerostar, and a Beech Baron. I immediately monitored the guard 
frequency (121.5) as well as local frequency, but heard no calls. At no point did any 
of the three aircraft initiate any published intercept procedures. Approximately six 
passes each of which consisted of a tight high speed descending turn directly in 
front of me with banks of what appeared to be 90 deg were conducted. The closest 
pass was approximately 200 FT from my aircraft. The repeated passes resulted in 
screams from my right seat passenger and at one point forced me to take negative 
G evasive action to prevent a potential mid air. All three airplanes left when I was 
approximately 5 miles clear of the burnt area. The flight continued uneventfully to 
the previously mentioned destinations. My future corrective actions will be to 
establish a GPS way point prior to proceeding in the vicinity of any TFR. This will 
insure that I will not lose situational awareness even in reduced visibility. My 
commentary on the assumed government aircraft intercept is that it was 
unwarranted and unsafe. Once my presence was established I made no attempt to 
conceal it and immediately left the area. The fire did not appear to be active and I 
did not observe any suppression activity so I do not believe I was an immediate 
threat. The aircraft could have easily obtained my N-number by coming along side 



in an established intercept procedure and by making radio contact. The tight high 
speed passes bordered more on harassment rather than legal intercept. 

Synopsis 

A VFR pilot believed that he strayed into a TFR and while exiting the area was 
threateningly approached by three aircraft. 

  



 

ACN: 898743 (29 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201007 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : N90.TRACON 
State Reference : NY 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 2.5 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 800 

Environment 

Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 10000 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : N90 
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 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.TFR : SPORTS EVENT 

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 : 152 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 15.2 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 152 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 898743 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Training / Qualification 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Track / Heading : All Types 



Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

The flight was VFR in the Hudson River corridor. Prior to flight both pilots checked, 
AOPA and FAA NOTAM's/TFR. Upon reading all of those none outlined TFR's in the 
VFR corridor. The flight was carried on, and we reached the Hudson. Not until we 
pasted the George Washington Bridge was it announced that a ball game was going 
on, and numerous single engine planes were passing through the northern part of 
the Hudson River. I estimate we where 2.5 -- 3 NM from the stadium, and it is 
possible that we touched the edge of a TFR. What caused this issue was the fact 
that stadium and event TFR's are not given as much attention along with not high 
lighted like other TFR's. On this same day, numerous aircraft where seen passing 
through the TFR. This is something that needs to be addressed because many 
people are not seeing this TFR. To prevent this recurrence, I feel that this TFR 
should be added into the FAA safety training on the VFR corridor because this is 
something that a lot of people do not know and realize. Also the FAA should publish 
the TFR and make them easy to find because stadium/event TFR's are treated 
almost to be non existent. The easiest fix for this is make this a major TFR or make 
the TFR around this stadium smaller, like 2 to 1 miles in size. This will continue to 
be an ongoing issue because of the current presentation, and knowledge that 
people have about the Hudson River VFR corridor. This is a fun trip that can keep 
people out of trouble if the information is presented better. 

Synopsis 

A PA28 pilot was informed by ATC while in the Hudson VFR Corridor that a Yankee 
ballgame was in progress. Prior to flight he check NOTAMs/TFR's and other sources 
but did not see the TFR identified. 

  



 

ACN: 896384 (30 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201007 
Local Time Of Day : 0001-0600 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : HGR.Airport 
State Reference : MD 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 115 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 17 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 3800 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility : Turbulence 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 20 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 20000 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : HGR 
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 : Personal 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class D : HGR 
Airspace.TFR : P40 

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 : 1500 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 25 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 25 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 896384 
Human Factors : Human-Machine Interface 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Confusion 



Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

I departed Leesburg airport (JYO) intending to practice an ILS 27 approach at 
Hagerstown (HGR). This is a new aircraft and is equipped with an electronic 
representation of the approach plate. I wanted to gain some experience with the 
Chart View in VMC conditions before using it in IMC. When I was 20 miles South of 
the airport, I contacted the Tower requesting the practice approach. They granted 
the request and asked me to report HAIGS intersection (an IAF west of the airport). 
I activated the approach on the G1000, began flying direct to HAIGS and turned on 
the CHART VIEW which appeared on the MFD in place of the normal navigation map 
page. I became somewhat fixated on flying the ILS with the CHART VIEW and was 
not aware of my proximity to Camp David (P40) which extends from the surface to 
5,000 MSL. I penetrated the airspace at 3,800 while in radio contact and radar 
contact with the Tower at HGR. This incident was an example of how a pilot with 
advanced avionics which are designed to increased situational awareness can 
ironically have less. Turning on the chart turned off the normal navigation map on 
the MFD which normally clearly depicts P40. Since I didn't see P40 on the flight 
chart, I presumed that it was not a factor. In addition, I was lulled into a false 
sense of security by being in radar and voice contact with the Tower, even though I 
knew that I was VFR and should not have relied on them to keep me out of the 
prohibited airspace. My strong advice to other pilots using electronic approach 
plates on their MFD's is to toggle back and forth between the chart and the normal 
navigation map to prevent a loss of awareness of the surrounding airspace and 
terrain that is not depicted on the electronic chart. 

Synopsis 

A light plane pilot reported encroaching on P40 restricted airspace unknowingly, 
even thought the aircraft was equipped with advanced electronics. The Reporter 
cited the advanced electronics as a hindrance to situational awareness rather than 
a help. 

  



 

ACN: 894650 (31 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201006 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 350 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 10 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2500 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 5000 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Sundowner 23 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class E : ZZZ 

Component 

Aircraft Component : Elevator Trim System 
Aircraft Reference : X 
Problem : Failed 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 2200 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 25 



Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 300 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 894650 
Human Factors : Confusion 
Human Factors : Human-Machine Interface 

Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Critical 
Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Inflight Event / Encounter : Loss Of Aircraft Control 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : Maintenance Action 
Result.Flight Crew : Regained Aircraft Control 
Result.Flight Crew : Landed in Emergency Condition 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Aircraft 
Primary Problem : Aircraft 

Narrative: 1 

While in cruise north northeast of prohibited airspace my Beech 23 suddenly shook 
violently and started to climb rapidly, losing airspeed. The shaking caused my 
portable GPS to be thrown back and on the floor with the battery being removed. I 
reduced power and exerted forward pressure on the yoke while decreasing power 
to stabilize the aircraft. While stabilizing and getting the GPS to work once again 
with one hand, I planned for a possible emergency landing by staying at 1000 feet. 
After testing the elevator and rudder (found to be ok), I suspected a trim control 
problem. It is possible during this period of stabilizing the aircraft that I may have 
penetrated the eastern and/or northeastern portion of the prohibited area. After 
keeping reduced power and finding the aircraft once again controllable with heavy 
forward pressure on the yoke, I called on CTAF and requested pilots in the pattern 
to grant me "priority" to the long runway (they acknowledged). I landed without 
flaps on the centerline and "greased it in" and taxied to the ramp; my thanks to the 
pilots in the pattern for their help. Upon landing and post flight inspection, I found 
a completely severed trim actuator rod, the break being about midway between the 
connections. 

Synopsis 

BE23 pilot reports sudden vibration and loss of control at 2500 feet. Control is 
regained but elevator trim is inoperative. A straight in no flap landing ensues on a 
long runway. 

  



 

ACN: 894498 (32 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201006 
Local Time Of Day : 1801-2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 10 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2100 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : ZZZ 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Baron 55/Cochise 
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.TFR : ZZZ 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 20000 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 200 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 80 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 894498 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Training / Qualification 
Human Factors : Confusion 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 



Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Other / Unknown 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Airspace Structure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Chart Or Publication 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Environment - Non Weather Related 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Ambiguous 

Narrative: 1 

I flew through stadium TFR for a baseball game. I did not know I did anything 
wrong until Tower told me to phone Approach. I told Approach that I did not see 
any TFR's online which I checked prior to flight. Approach said there is a permanent 
TFR for ballgames. When I got home I looked up and printed out twenty eight 
pages from a pilot website. It talked about monitoring 121.5 and not circling or 
loitering over dams, power plants, etc. It then goes into individual states. The only 
reference to a three mile and 3000 FT restriction was under Florida and California 
for Disneyland and Disneyworld. This did not add up. I called the FSS. They 
directed me to FAA.gov, which did not work on three tries. Once it redirected to a 
search engine, once it listed fifteen pages of options and once it wanted inputs I did 
not know. I asked the FSS to read the FDC and he said it was 9/5151. I went back 
to the pages I have read in the past which I previously monitored and it is titled. 
9/5151, but it's twenty eight pages and does not mention the sports TFR. The light 
bulb then went on and I clicked on 9/5151 and a two page report on the three mile, 
3000 FT sports TFR came up. I was not negligent of the regulation; I had read it 
many times but the way it is presented in AOPA I believed that it was OK to fly by a 
sports event in cruise as long as you did not loiter or circle. AOPA gives no 
guidance that you need to click on 9/5151 to get the sports TFR and the FAA site 
was totally unusable. I was not trying to do anything wrong. I was talking to Tower 
right before flying by the game and then went right to Tower. No ATIS nor did 
Tower gave any indication of the TFR. I was following the regulation as I had read 
it. I just did not know that I needed to click on what I thought was the title of the 
twenty eight pages online to learn of the sports TFR. 

Synopsis 

A BE55 Pilot flew into a stadium TFR because he misunderstood that the TFR 
Regulation included prohibiting cruise flight transiting through a TFR as well as 
circling and loitering flight. 

  



 

ACN: 891683 (33 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201005 
Local Time Of Day : 0601-1200 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : HTO.Airport 
State Reference : NY 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 5 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1500 

Environment 

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

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : N90 
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 : Descent 
Route In Use : Visual Approach 
Airspace.Class E : HTO 

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 : 980 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 25 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 750 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 891683 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Confusion 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : ATC 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Flight Crew 

Events 



Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Automation : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

Upon entering the office to pay the landing fee, I was told to call TRACON that I 
violated a TFR. Earlier that morning I obtained DUATS briefing online and NOTAMS 
are listed at the end of the DUATS session and this TFR did not appear. I spoke to 
someone in the office who also said they did not see this NOTAM. Additionally, I get 
email notification from a pilot website concerning TFR's and I did not get an email 
about this one. Someone in the office also indicated they did not as well. The 
Unicom office started looking for a TFR notice and found something for South 
Hampton and it said 'no airports affected.' After learning of this I started searching 
for information and found an airspace NOTAM for HTO which said, 'airspace see 
flight data center,' with a link to a phone number which was out of service. A 
search of the FAA website for the issue date days earlier, which is when this TFR 
was issued results in no such TFR. At the time of this writing I have been thus far 
unable to find any more information about this TFR. I believe this TFR violation 
occurred because the TFR was poorly published. 

Synopsis 

VFR pilot is told to call TRACON after landing for a possible TFR violation. No 
information can be found concerning the TFR in question. 

  



 

ACN: 889802 (34 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201005 
Local Time Of Day : 1801-2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : ZHU.ARTCC 
State Reference : TX 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 34000 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Center : ZHU 
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 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class A : ZHU 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Facility : ZHU.ARTCC 
Reporter Organization : Government 
Qualification.Air Traffic Control : Fully Certified 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 889802 
Human Factors : Human-Machine Interface 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : ATC Equipment / Nav Facility / Buildings 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Primary Problem : Procedure 

Narrative: 1 

The LEV sector has two additional airspace boundaries drawn on the scope to depict 
a TFR and an Advisory area. These areas are used by aircraft at and below 3000 



feet to assist in the oil spill in the Gulf of Mexico. The southern boundaries of these 
areas parallel the LEV and Oceanic northern boundary. I accepted a hand off of 
Aircraft X from the Oceanic Sector, (Sector 72). Aircraft X was at FL340, 
northbound on A6262 RO HRV. Previous aircraft were deviating around HRV due to 
weather. Aircraft X checked on my frequency at FL340 with a request. I responded 
with "Aircraft X, Houston Center, expect direct IRW in 5 miles, if your request is 
other than that, go ahead". Direct IRW would avoid the weather around HRV. 
Aircraft X asked for FL360. I told him to expect FL360 in 5 miles. I was looking at 
the boundary of the Oil Spill TFR and not the LEV/Oceanic boundary. When Aircraft 
X crossed the TFR boundary, I cleared him direct IRW, climb and maintain FL360. I 
was also working a oil spill support aircraft that was holding east and west in Sector 
72 airspace, south of my airspace. That aircraft was south of the LEV/Oceanic 
boundary, but North of the TFR boundary. When Aircraft X crossed the TFR 
boundary, he was in the area the oil spill support aircraft was holding, which may 
have led me to believe Aircraft X was in my airspace. Recommendation, eliminate 
the temporary boundaries we are placing on our scopes for the oil spill. The only 
aircraft we control in those areas are offshore helicopters, and they have 
permission to enter and traverse the area. We do not clear any other aircraft in or 
out of the TFR's. We are looking at several boundaries, and did lead to confusion in 
my case. Several other controllers have stated they almost did the same thing. The 
mistake was mine, but it would not have happened if I did not have these extra 
boundaries on my scope.  

Synopsis 

ZHU controller described a TFR airspace incursion event claiming the addition of the 
temporary boundary marking on the facility's RADAR displays are confusing an 
unnecessary. 

  



 

ACN: 884846 (35 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201004 
Local Time Of Day : 1801-2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : BKW.Airport 
State Reference : WV 
Altitude.AGL.Single Value : 0 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Center : ZID 
Aircraft Operator : Military 
Make Model Name : Any Unknown or Unlisted Aircraft Manufacturer 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Passenger 
Flight Phase : Initial Climb 
Airspace.TFR : BKW 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Facility : ZID.ARTCC 
Reporter Organization : Government 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Supervisor / CIC 
Qualification.Air Traffic Control : Fully Certified 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 884846 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : ATC 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.ATC Issue : All Types 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

A TFR over BKW airport was scheduled to void at XA00z. At XA01z I asked the R-
Controller at AZQ LOW if the VIP aircraft had departed. He stated that he had seen 
neither depart. BKW is part of CRW Approach, but ZID owns 110 and above over 



BKW. I called CRW Approach and they verified that both VIP aircraft were still on 
the ground. Do we extend the TFR? CRW Approach said yes. So I verified that we 
would extend the TFR until further advised. On the ground at BLF was an aircraft 
waiting for the TFR to end so that he could fly from BLF to BKW. He knew when the 
TFR was scheduled to end, and wisely checked with the AZQ LOW Controller before 
departing for BKW. Several minutes later, CRW Approach APPRED'ed one VIP 
aircraft departing off of BKW and asked for higher than 100; the AZQ LOW 
Controller released it to FL210. A few minutes later, a limited data block squawking 
the code assigned to the VIP aircraft was observed just south of BKW, climbing and 
turning east. We then observed on URET (User Request Evaluation Tool) that the 
flight had been handed off to ZDC Sector 22. There was no coordination from CRW 
Approach about bypassing the AZQ LOW sector, and no call that the first VIP 
aircraft had cleared our airspace. Recommendation, ZID should have been advised 
well before the TFR timed out that it was still needed. It should have been 
coordinated with the watch desk, who would have advised the affected sectors. 
Additionally, there should have been some notification sent via the NOTAMS to 
warn pilots that the TFR was being extended. CRW Approach should have handed 
the first VIP aircraft off to the AZQ LOW sector, rather than bypassing it without 
coordination. 

Synopsis 

ZID Controller voiced concern that a TFR covering VIP aircraft movements within 
CRW TRACON airspace was extended but no notification provided to controllers or 
pilots. 

  



 

ACN: 883645 (36 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 201004 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : LUK.Airport 
State Reference : OH 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 330 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 4.5 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 3100 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : CVG 
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 : Photo Shoot 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class B : CVG 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 1750 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 20 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 1700 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 883645 
Human Factors : Confusion 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 



Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

I obtained a briefing from 800-WX-BRIEF and specifically asked if there were any 
TFRs in the areas I had photo sites. En route, CVG TRACON told me there was a 
TFR but that I could climb to 3,100 FT and be above the TFR. To be safe, I climbed 
to 3,200 FT and shot photos of my site. As I was leaving the area, I was invited by 
CVG TRACON to descend and shoot at my initial requested altitude of 2,000 FT, 
which I declined due to the presence of a TFR which I did not think existed. Upon 
my return to home, I looked up the information on stadium TFR's and see that I 
was possibly in violation at the direction of TRACON because stadium TFR's go to 
3,000 AGL. Flight Service should never say "No TFRs across your route" unless they 
have checked stadium TRF's and clarified this point. I feel I was not given accurate 
information, however I also now know to decline offers by TRACON that are under 
the 3,000 FT AGL limits. 

Synopsis 

Photo mission aircraft reported possible stadium TFR infraction operating in CVG's 
airspace, noting Flight Service TFR information was less than complete and CVG 
TRACON's instructions questionable. 

  



 

ACN: 865051 (37 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 200912 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : BFL.TRACON 
State Reference : CA 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 9000 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : BFL 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Bonanza 36 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.Class D : BFL 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Facility : BFL TRACON 
Reporter Organization : Government 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Departure 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Flight Data / Clearance Delivery 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Handoff / Assist 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Approach 
Qualification.Air Traffic Control : Fully Certified 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 865051 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : ATC 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

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



Narrative: 1 

When I opened the position I was briefed on the situation with Aircraft X. He was at 
9000 direct PMD VORTAC. The route and altitude was not compatible with the 
Isabella MOA. I was also training someone on the Hand Off position, while I was 
working the AR position. Several minutes later, I called Joshua Approach, Isabella 
sector, for the hand off. At that time the controller at Isabella asked me what the 
aircraft was doing. It was at that time I realized the aircraft was IFR, and needed to 
be turned away from the MOA. I asked the controller for a point-out, which he 
approved. However, the separation with the air space had already been lost. I put 
the aircraft on a vector clear of the airspace. Recommendation, better strip marking 
requirements/enforcement - there was a red W in the strip, but it was very small 
and lightly written, making it hard to see. Strip marking (or lack there of) is a huge 
problem in our facility. Nothing is being done to correct the problem. Not working a 
position while training on another - trying to provide proper training on HO1 was a 
huge distraction from my duties at AR. 

Synopsis 

BFL controller described an airspace incursion event when he/she permitted an IFR 
aircraft to enter restricted airspace without prior approval, reporter alleging poor 
strip marking and training distractions as causal factors. 

  



 

ACN: 847280 (38 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 200908 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : NUI.Airport 
State Reference : MD 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 11500 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility : Turbulence 
Weather Elements / Visibility : Rain 
Weather Elements / Visibility : Thunderstorm 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 10 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling.Single Value : 3000 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : PXT 
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 : Personal 
Nav In Use : GPS 
Flight Phase : Descent 
Flight Phase : Final Approach 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class E : PXT 

Component 

Aircraft Component : AC Generator/Alternator 
Aircraft Reference : X 
Problem : Failed 

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 : 1600 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 25 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 25 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 847280 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Critical 
Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Inflight Event / Encounter : Weather / Turbulence 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Landed As Precaution 
Result.Flight Crew : Diverted 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

I was flying VFR to FME with a planned fuel stop outside of the 
Washington/Baltimore airspace. I was receiving flight following when I noticed a 
drain of electricity on my ammeter. Soon after I lost my electrical system and 
contact with ATC. I had a back up GPS so I elected to continue on the 450 mile 
track. Weather was worse than expected so I spent a lot of time concentrating on 
flying and ended up flying into a moving TFR (Presidential). As I flew closer to my 
destination 150 miles from FME the battery in my hand held GPS died. So with no 
communication, navigation and storms getting worse I elected to land at the first 
airport I came to. The airport ZZZ ended up being in restricted airspace and a 
Naval Air Station. The contributing factors are loss of the electrical system. I forgot 
about the TFR over Raleigh, NC, thunderstorms over my entire route and not 
looking at the chart long enough to determine the airspace and airport I was going 
to. I didn't really have a corrective action since I was doing the safest thing for the 
flight but if this occurs again, I'll land ASAP instead of continuing the flight.  

Synopsis 

General aviation pilot reports experiences electrical failure at 11500 feet and 
continues toward FME using hand held GPS unit. This unit fails 150 miles south of 
FME and the reporter elects to land at the first airport he encounters, a military 
field, which is located inside a restricted area. Along the way a TFR was also 
penetrated. 

  



 

ACN: 845396 (39 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 200907 
Local Time Of Day : 1801-2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : UGN.Airport 
State Reference : IL 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2200 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Dusk 
Ceiling.Single Value : 10.0 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Center : ZAU 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : UGN 
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 : Cruise 
Route In Use : Visual Approach 
Airspace.Class D : UGN 
Airspace.TFR : PRES 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 1150 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 15 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 320 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 845396 
Human Factors : Confusion 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Other 



Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : FAR 
Detector.Automation : Air Traffic Control 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued Advisory / Alert 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Airspace Structure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Chart Or Publication 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Human Factors 

Narrative: 1 

During personal flight, I inadvertently entered TFR as defined by NOTAM 9/0041. I 
had earlier reviewed applicable NOTAM and diagram associated with TFR, but 
misinterpreted outer limits of protected area. At approximately XA:15, I departed 
UGN and flew south for personal flight during sunset as I have in the past cruising 
at 2200 FT MSL. Unlike past TFR's for the Chicago area that restricted airspace over 
central Chicago area, and centered on Chicago, the July TFR limited airspace to 
edge of UGN. I had reviewed the TFR and was aware of the 30 NM radius and 
elevation limit of ground to 17,999 FT MSL limits, but based on my understanding 
of earlier NOTAMS (i.e., 9/5583 and 9/4875) for the area, I had believed the July 
23 NOTAM would also allow some margin south of UGN. I had expected, based on 
the past NOTAM layouts for the Chicago area and use of language indicating this 
those earlier NOTAMS were 'recurring', I anticipated that the northern TFR limit on 
the 23rd would be 8 to 10 miles south of UGN. Also, text information I reviewed 
prior to the flight about the NOTAM did not include UGN as an affected airport. This 
incursion was discussed with FAA after returning to UGN. If TFR is to be 'recurring' 
event for a certain area, it is recommended that the TFR limits relative to the 
radius, center point, elevations, etc, remain unchanged to avoid misunderstandings 
and inadvertent incursions.  

Synopsis 

A pilot departed UGN and entered a TFR which had changed positions relative to 
previous TFR's in the area and included an area immediately south of UGN. The 
pilot entered the TFR using previous TFR information which was not current. 

  



 

ACN: 844515 (40 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 200907 
Local Time Of Day : 1801-2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 115 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 6 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 3000 

Environment 

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

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Corporate 
Make Model Name : Cardinal 177/177RG 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Photo Shoot 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.Class E : ZZZ 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Corporate 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 3188 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 32.5 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 2288 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 844515 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 



Were Passengers Involved In Event : N 
When Detected : In-flight 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

I was hired by the lighting company who had installed the lighting system at the 
racetrack to shoot the automobile race held later in the week. Two or three days 
prior to the flight I called both TRACON and 1 800 WX-Brief and asked if there were 
any NOTAMS or TFR's that would prevent me from flying this event and they said 
"No". I then contacted TRACON shortly after takeoff and asked for flight following, 
telling them where I was going. After transferring me to the next sector's 
frequency, they asked, "Did you talk to anyone about this?", and I told them I had 
called TRACON a couple of days before, after which they provided me with flight 
following. I stayed above 3,000 FT AGL for part of the event, then got a bit closer 
at the end to take a few shots of the grandstands with a telephoto lens (always 
keeping at least 500 FT above or 1 mile distant from the Blimp operation over the 
stadium). After getting the sunset & lighting shots requested by my clients, I 
departed the airspace back to the airport and landed. I was then contacted by a 
representative of the local FSDO and was told that I had violated an FDC NOTAM 
for sporting events that ATC was not required to tell me about, even though I had 
asked them. This was entirely inadvertent in that I was led to believe by ATC that 
there were no TFR's, SINCE I HAD ASKED. I am now filing this report within 2 
hours of that contact. This is at best confusing - what use is calling for a briefing if 
the information is withheld?  

Synopsis 

A pilot hired to take pictures of an auto race was cited for violating a special event 
TFR. 

  



 

ACN: 841459 (41 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 200906 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : JYO.Airport 
State Reference : VA 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 070 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 5 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2300 

Environment 

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

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : PCT 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Cessna 150 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : SVFR 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Climb 
Route In Use : None 
Airspace.Class B : IAD 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 1400 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 20 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 1400 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 841459 
Human Factors : Distraction 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 

Events 



Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Automation : Air Traffic Control 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Exited Penetrated Airspace 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued Advisory / Alert 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

I was leaving Leesburg. I had filed an ADIZ flight plan, gotten my squawk code, 
and contacted departure. I was planning to go up by Gaithersburg to avoid the FRZ 
then through the VFR corridor between BWI and Andrews. Leaving Leesburg the 
winds where about 9 gusts to 18 coming down over the mountain. They where 
veering around, but most of the time favored 35. So I started my takeoff roll and 
could see the windsock shift to where they had turned to a slight tailwind. In 
addition the density altitude at the 400 foot airport was 2,400. Between all of this, 
once I got off the ground after about a 1,500 takeoff roll it took longer than usual 
for the air speed to come up to 70 MPH. At first I could only coax 100 FPM out of 
the plane. When I crossed the end of the 5,000 foot runway I was still only 100 FT 
AGL. And there are hills around. So I was really focused on putting some space 
between the ground and me, and steering towards flat ground with no obstructions, 
and where I would be out of the down draft coming down off the mountain. When I 
finally got a decent climb established I totally forgot about the 1,500 floor of the 
Class B for the first few miles and kept going right up to 2,300 where I leveled off. 
Then I heard Potomac Approach, "Confirm your altitude is 2,300". Me, "That's 
affirmative". Them "The floor of the Class B in your area is 1,500. Please descend 
immediately" Which I did.  

Synopsis 

C150 pilot departing JYO is distracted by the poor takeoff and climb performance 
on a hot day and forgets to monitor aircraft altitude and enters class B airspace. 
PCT offers a reminder. 

  



 

ACN: 840685 (42 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 200906 
Local Time Of Day : 1801-2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 130 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 50 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 2250 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 15 
Light : Night 
Ceiling.Single Value : 20000 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Air Taxi 
Make Model Name : Sikorsky Helicopter Undifferentiated or Other Model 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 121 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Training 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Route In Use : Direct 
Airspace.Class E : ZZZ 
Maintenance Status.Maintenance Type : Unscheduled Maintenance 

Component 

Aircraft Component : Throttle/Power Level 
Aircraft Reference : X 
Problem : Improperly Operated 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Air Taxi 
Function.Flight Crew : Captain 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 9000 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 22 



Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 550 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 840685 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Human Factors : Distraction 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Training / Qualification 
Human Factors : Troubleshooting 
Human Factors : Human-Machine Interface 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Attendant 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Dispatch 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : ATC 

Events 

Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Less Severe 
Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Security 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Automation : Aircraft Other Automation 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.General : Maintenance Action 
Result.General : Police / Security Involved 
Result.Flight Crew : Became Reoriented 
Result.Flight Crew : Overcame Equipment Problem 
Result.Flight Crew : Returned To Departure Airport 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued Advisory / Alert 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

At local XA30 local my helicopter with a crew of four proceeded offshore to the 
southeast of the airport on a training mission to an oil rig located 125 miles 
southeast. The purpose of the trip was to conduct night landing training on the oil 
rig. As the aircraft proceeded offshore (about 30 miles southeast of our departure 
airport), we experienced a caution segment light '#2 ENG NOT FLY' which indicates 
that the aircraft systems does not recognize the throttle position as being fully 
forward in the fly position. The light flickered once and the pilots referred 
immediately to the aircraft Emergency Checklist. The caution light was not listed in 
the checklist and the ensuing discussion between the pilots distracted us to the 
point of forgetting to switch the transponder code to the company discreet code as 
required by our Certificate of Waiver to FAR 99.11 from Center. As we continued 
enroute to the oil rig, in the next 30 minutes, the light flickered several times and 
then came on steady for about 10 seconds. During this time the pilots referred to 
the flight manual where again there was no reference to the caution light either in 
the emergency section or the engine section of the manual. Unable to find 



reference to the caution indication and unclear of its repercussions, it was decided 
to abort the training flight and return to the airport for maintenance action. The 
aircraft turned around toward our departure airport at approximately XB15 (25 
miles short of the oil rig). Realizing our oversight on the squawk code, we 
immediately selected 121.5 on #1 radio and Approach on the #2 radio. We 
contacted Approach and they were aware of the situation. We confirmed with 
Approach that we were cleared to land and terminated the flight. The next morning 
we reported the incident to our company Director of Operations and Chief Pilot. 
Since this incident, we have incorporated 'ransponder Code' as a checklist item in 
our aircraft Cruise Checklist. We also conducted an extensive de-briefing with the 
crew and other pilots. We have de-briefed our flight following and Dispatch agency 
as a back-up. Having discovered on landing that our Dispatcher had neglected to 
file DVFR flight plan for us, we have also taken training and operations actions to 
insure a flight plan is filed for all offshore flights. I believe these actions will prevent 
a recurrence of this incident. I believe that we have taken corrective actions to 
insure this will never happen again.  

Synopsis 

A helicopter enroute to an oil rig for night landing practice experienced a throttle 
control anomaly so the crew decided to return to the home base of maintenance, 
creating an ADIZ violation because a DVFR flight plan was not filed and the correct 
transponder code was not squawked. 

  



 

ACN: 838761 (43 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 200906 
Local Time Of Day : 1801-2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : SMO.Airport 
State Reference : CA 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 3000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : SCT 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Chancellor 414A & C414 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Climb 
Airspace.Class B : LAX 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Location In Aircraft : Flight Deck 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 950 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 3 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 120 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 838761 
Human Factors : Distraction 
Human Factors : Human-Machine Interface 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Troubleshooting 
Human Factors : Confusion 

Events 



Anomaly.Aircraft Equipment Problem : Less Severe 
Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Flight Deck / Cabin / Aircraft Event : Other / Unknown 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : FAR 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
When Detected : In-flight 
Result.Flight Crew : Overcame Equipment Problem 
Result.Flight Crew : Exited Penetrated Airspace 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued Advisory / Alert 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

I departed SMO on a routine VFR departure. Within one minute of being airborne I 
heard a loud bang and the noise in the cockpit became very loud so hearing traffic 
on the radio was difficult. I had been given a frequency for SoCal by SMO but had 
not yet called when the noise occurred. I thought I lost a window or the door had 
come open. I made a check of the cabin and found nothing amiss but compared to 
the normal sounds in the cockpit it was very loud and disorienting. Within a minute 
I discovered it was the battery of my noise canceling headset that had expired. I 
was shocked that it would cease to power the device all at once. By this time I was 
at 3000 FT MSL and had called SoCal. Subsequently a SoCal Controller (the second 
one after hand off) told me I was in Class B and that I had penetrated the TFR at 
Dodger Stadium as well. I don't think I passed within a mile of Dodger Stadium but 
I must have. Throughout I was having difficulty hearing ATC and I was disoriented 
by the noise. I also was distracted by 1) Trying to identify the problem. 2) Solve 
the problem by changing headsets. 3) Change the battery.  

Synopsis 

C414 pilot reports Class B and possible TFR violation departing SMO due to 
distraction from battery failure in his noise canceling headset.  

  



 

ACN: 836928 (44 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 200905 
Local Time Of Day : 1801-2400 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ZZZ.Airport 
State Reference : US 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 200 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 30 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1300 

Environment 

Weather Elements / Visibility.Visibility : 6 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
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 : Landing 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
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 : Pilot Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 14000 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 150 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 5000 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 836928 
Human Factors : Situational Awareness 
Human Factors : Communication Breakdown 
Communication Breakdown.Party1 : Flight Crew 
Communication Breakdown.Party2 : Other 

Events 



Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : FAR 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Were Passengers Involved In Event : N 
When Detected.Other  
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Procedure 
Primary Problem : Procedure 

Narrative: 1 

I fly over the ocean locally for up to 12 hours in a day. I did not know that a TFR 
was issued for my area. I had received an e-mail alert notification from an aviation 
organization for the TFR in another area and the updated times also. I did not 
receive an e-mail alert for the TFR that affected my area from the aviation 
organization. I left my home at XA:00 and arrived at the airport 20 minutes later. 
There was no TFR notification at the gate entry. I taxied to the fuel pit and put fuel 
in from XA:30 to XA:50. There was no notification at the fuel pit. As I put in my 
fuel I spoke with the airport maintenance person and he said nothing about the TFR 
for the day. I departed at approximately XA:50 for a day of spotting. I was at a 
fixed over water location for about 8 hours. After my day of spotting I went home 
to my departure/home airport, which has no tower, ATIS, or AWOS. I flew in 
landed and went home not knowing that a TFR was in effect until I got home and 
read that the President was in town. I was shocked to find this out. No notifications 
at the airport and none from the aviation organization. I follow the rules as best I 
can but when I fly as long as I do, I can't always get updates when I am off shore. 
I can't always contact FSS until I get close to the shoreline, and when I get to the 
shoreline and the weather is fair, I don't need to check with FSS because I fly out 
of a non-towered airport and can see that the weather is fine. I did not know that 
TFR's can pop-up at a moments notice. 

Synopsis 

A pilot reports exercising due diligence during his preflight but not notified of 
Presidential TFR. The violation was discovered during a post flight news update.  

  



 

ACN: 829614 (45 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 200903 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Navaid : DCA.VOR 
State Reference : DC 
Relative Position.Angle.Radial : 194 
Relative Position.Distance.Nautical Miles : 9 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 10000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : PCT.TRACON 
Make Model Name : DC-9 Undifferentiated or Other Model 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 121 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Passenger 
Flight Phase : Descent 
Route In Use.STAR : OTT 
Airspace.Class B : DCA.B 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Facility : PCT.TRACON 
Reporter Organization : Government 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Approach 
Qualification.Air Traffic Control : Fully Certified 
Experience.Air Traffic Control.Radar : 18 
Experience.Air Traffic Control.Time Certified In Pos 1 (yrs) : 5 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 829614 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Airspace Structure 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Company Policy 



Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Ambiguous 

Narrative: 1 

I was working the DEALE sector at the Potomac TRACON. This sector works arrivals 
to BWI from the southwest. ACR X, navigating via the OTT6 STAR, entered the 
restricted airspace that is within a 10-mile radius of the DCA VOR. The FAA 
established this airspace restriction on Feb/2009. The restriction was implemented 
by a memorandum from the FAA to Air Traffic Controllers at Potomac TRACON and 
only applies to U.S. Air Carriers. There is no NOTAM advising pilots to stay clear of 
this airspace. The FAA has not told Air Traffic Controllers why U.S. Air Carriers are 
prohibited from flying within 10 miles of DCA or has the FAA made this restriction 
known to the general public. The memorandum from the FAA to Air Traffic 
Controllers are available on request. 

Synopsis 

PCT Controller described airspace entry event, claiming the FAA established the 
subject restricted airspace via memo, did not issue any NOTAMs, or inform the user 
via any other methods. 

  



 

ACN: 819544 (46 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 200901 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : CA50.Airport 
State Reference : CA 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 10000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Weather Elements / Visibility : Turbulence 
Light : Dawn 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.CTAF : ZZZ 
Aircraft Operator : Corporate 
Make Model Name : Robinson R44 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Flight Plan : None 
Mission : Photo Shoot 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.Class G : ZZZ.G 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Reporter Organization : Corporate 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 1300 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 110 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 252 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 819544 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : FAR 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Other / Unknown 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Chart Or Publication 
Primary Problem : Chart Or Publication 



Narrative: 1 

APPROX XA30 LOCAL TIME. PRIOR TO MY FLT I CHECKED FOR LOCAL WEATHER, 
TFR'S OR ANY NOTAMS UTILIZING RESOURCES SUCH AS 1-800-WX BRIEF AND 
WWW.FAA.GOV. NO TFR'S OR NOTAMS WERE IN EFFECT DURING MY PLANNED 
PHOTO FLIGHT FROM XA30 TO XC00. IN FACT, WAS GIVEN CONFIRMATION FROM 
DISPATCH TO CONFIRM THAT NOTAM NUMBER FDC 09/803 ISSUED JAN/2009 AT 
XZ03 UTC WAS IN FACT CANCELLED AND WAS SUPERSEDED BY NOTAM NUMBER 
FDC 9/0892 ISSUED JAN/2009 AT XW54 ZULU. DISPATCH CALLED IN TO CENTER 
AT APPROX XA45 WHO AGAIN CONFIRMED THAT THERE WERE NO TFR'S. ARRIVED 
ON LOCATION WITH A PHOTOGRAPHER ON BOARD TO TAKE PHOTOS OF A 
WEDDING EVENT. PRIOR TO ARRIVAL ON STATION -- I MADE A POSITION REPORT 
AND EVENTUALLY JOINED IN WITH 3 OTHER HELICOPTERS ALREADY ON STATION 
TO PHOTOGRAPH EVENT. APPROX 20-30 MINS INTO THE FLIGHT A LAW 
ENFORCEMENT HELICOPTER ARRIVED ON STATION -- HOWEVER, LAW 
ENFORCEMENT PILOTS DID NOT GIVE INDICATION OF A TFR OR OF ANY ISSUE 
WITH OUR OPERATION ON STATION. AFTER COMPLETING THE PHOTO MISSION I 
RETURNED TO MY BASE AND LANDED. UPON RETURN TO MY BASE -- I WAS 
INFORMED THAT ONE OF THE OTHER PILOTS THAT WAS ALSO ON STATION IN ZZZ 
HAD RECEIVED COMS FROM ATC IN REGARD TO VIOLATING A TEMPORARY FLIGHT 
RESTRICTION. MY CONCERNS ARE THAT THERE WERE NO PUBLISHED OR 
CURRENT TFR'S IN EFFECT THAT I WAS ABLE TO FIND. 

Synopsis 

R44 PILOT IS NOTIFIED BY ATC THAT HE INCURRED A TFR THAT WAS NOT 
PROVIDED TO HIM DURING PREFLIGHT PLANNING THROUGH MULTIPLE 
RESOURCES INCLUDING ATC. 

  



 

ACN: 816540 (47 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 200812 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.ATC Facility : SAV.TRACON 
State Reference : GA 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 8500 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 
Ceiling : CLR 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
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 : Personal 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.Class E : ZJX.E 
Airspace.Special Use : R3005.Restricted 

Person : 1 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 11400 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 30 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 200 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 816540 

Person : 2 

Reference : 2 
Location Of Person.Facility : SAV.TRACON 
Reporter Organization : Government 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Supervisor / CIC 

Events 



Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : FAR 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

THE FAA SUA WEBSITE WITH INTERACTIVE MAP HAS BEEN A REAL IMPROVEMENT 
OVER MULTIPLE CALLS TO FLT SERVICE FOR THE 'LATEST' NOTAM INFO 
REGARDING RESTRICTED AREAS THAT ARE ACTIVE BY NOTAM. LIKE THE PHONE 
BRIEFING, HOWEVER, APPARENTLY COMPUTERS ARE NOT INFALLIBLE, EITHER. IT 
WAS A BEAUTIFUL DAY FOR A VFR FLT TO GREENVILLE, SC. FLYING THIS ROUTE 
SEVERAL TIMES A YEAR FOR THE PAST 20 YEARS, I AM FAMILIAR WITH THE 
RESTRICTED AREA 3005, AND ITS INTERMITTENT OPS BY NOTAM, AND HAVE 
FOUND THE WEBSITE VERY HELPFUL FOR FLT PLANNING SINCE ITS INCEPTION 
SEVERAL YEARS AGO. NEVER HAVE I FOUND THE RESTRICTED AREA ACTIVE 
ABOVE 8000 FT. IN DECEMBER, THE FAA SUA SITE LISTED R3005 B&C ACTIVE 
SURFACE TO 8000 FT AND D&E SURFACE TO 7000 FT FOR MOST OF THE DAY 
WHEN CHECKED AT XA00. WHEN I ATTEMPTED TO CONFIRM WITH JAX CENTER AT 
XB30 DEPARTING ARPT, THEY WERE EITHER TOO BUSY OR DIDN'T HEAR ME AS 
THIS IS AN AREA OF WEAK RECEPTION. WITH THE SPECIFIC TIMES AND 
ALTITUDES OBTAINED FROM THE PREVIOUSLY RELIABLE FAA WEBSITE AND 
NUMEROUS TRANSITS PAST 20 YEARS WITH THE RESTRICTED AREA NEVER 
ABOVE 8000 FT, AND THE WX SEVERE CLEAR. I PROCEEDED DIRECT GREENVILLE 
AT 8500 FT, ABOVE ALL THE RESTRICTED AIRSPACE PER NOTAM AT FAA SUA 
WEBSITE FOR JAX CTR AND 3005 SPECIFICALLY. GREENVILLE GND ASKED ME TO 
CALL SAV APCH UPON ARR, WHICH I DID IMMEDIATELY. THE SUPVR ON DUTY DID 
NOT SEEM TO BE AWARE OF THE FAA WEBSITE, BUT WAS COURTEOUS AND 
UNDERSTANDING ONCE I EXPLAINED MY CAREFUL PREFLT PLANNING AND THE 
SOURCE OF SPECIFIC INFO ABOUT R3005. HE SAID THAT ALTHOUGH R3005 HAD 
BEEN EXTENDED TO AN UNUSUALLY HIGH ALT AT THE TIME OF MY TRANSIT, NO 
OPERATIONS WERE IN PROGRESS OR AFFECTED. HE HAD NO EXPLANATION FOR 
THE LACK OF THIS INFO ON THE OFFICIAL FAA WEBSITE. AFTER 40 YEARS AND 
11000 HOURS OF FLYING, GPS NAV AND INTERNET FLIGHT PLANNING ARE TWO 
REAL IMPROVEMENTS FOR ALL OF US. DEPENDING ON A BRIEFER TO HAVE THE 
VERY LATEST INFO FOR EVERY NOTAM REMAINS A VARIABLE EXPERIENCE. SEEMS 
LIKE THE FAA WEBSITE WOULD HAVE THE VERY LATEST INFO. WITH AN 
INTERACTIVE MAP THAT ALLOWS SELECTION BY CENTER AND TIME, IT HAS 
WORKED VERY WELL IN THE PAST. GIVEN YESTERDAY'S EXPERIENCE, HOWEVER, 
GUESS THE ONLY SURE WAY TO KNOW THE STATUS OF A RESTRICTED AREA IS 
TO CONTACT THE CONTROLLING FACILITY. IT IS HARD TO UNDERSTAND WHY THE 
INFORMATION ON THE FAA WEBSITE SHOULD NOT BE CORRECT. HOPEFULLY THAT 
WILL IMPROVE. I WILL CONTINUE TO USE THAT INFO FOR PLANNING -- BUT IT'S 
NOT VERY USEFUL IF NOT CORRECT -- SO WILL ALSO CONTACT ATC BEFORE 
OVER-FLIGHT IN THE FUTURE. 

Synopsis 



LIGHT AIRCRAFT PILOT REPORTS FLYING THROUGH R3005C AT 8500 FT TO 
DISCOVER AFTER THE FACT THAT THE AREA IS HOT ABOVE THIS ALTITUDE. 
NOTAM CHECK PRIOR TO DEPARTURE DID NOT INDICATE THIS TO BE THE CASE. 

  



 

ACN: 813810 (48 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 200811 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : HEF.Airport 
State Reference : VA 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 1200 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : HEF.Tower 
ATC / Advisory.TRACON : PCT.TRACON 
Aircraft Operator : Personal 
Make Model Name : Skylane 182/RG Turbo Skylane/RG 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 1 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : VFR 
Mission : Personal 
Flight Phase : Cruise 
Airspace.Class B : IAD.B 
Airspace.Special Use : DCA.Prohibited 

Person : 1 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Reporter Organization : Personal 
Function.Flight Crew : Single Pilot 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Instrument 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Private 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 3000 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 15 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 2900 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 813810 

Person : 2 

Reference : 2 
Location Of Person.Facility : PCT.TRACON 
Reporter Organization : Government 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Approach 

Events 



Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 
Result.Flight Crew : Exited Penetrated Airspace 
Result.Air Traffic Control : Issued Advisory / Alert 

Assessments 

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

Narrative: 1 

I FILED AN ADIZ FLT PLAN BEFORE DEPARTING, GOT A SQUAWK CODE, DEPARTED 
AND FLEW NE FROM HEF. TWR HANDED ME OFF TO POTOMAC APCH AND THEY 
ADVISED ME TO STAY CLEAR OF CLASS B AIRSPACE. I FLEW AT 1200 FT TO STAY 
BELOW THE CLASS B AIRSPACE, AND THE NEXT CTLR ASKED IF I HAD BEEN TOLD 
TO STAY CLEAR OF CLASS B AIRSPACE, AND I SAID I HAD BEEN AND WAS BELOW 
THE AIRSPACE AT 1200 FT. HE INFORMED ME I WAS IN THE CLASS B AIRSPACE 
THAT THERE WAS NO FLOOR. I THEN FLEW N TOWARD WOOLY GATE AND CLRED 
THE ADIZ AT WOOLY. CTLR ASKED ME TO CALL WHEN ON THE GND. I THOUGHT I 
HAD FOLLOWED ALL THE ADIZ PROCS AND WOULD BE BELOW THE CLASS B 
AIRSPACE BUT APPARENTLY THE VFR CORRIDOR E OF DULLES DOESN'T EXIST, 
EVEN THOUGH IT WAS ON THE CURRENT SECTIONAL. EVEN THOUGH I HAD TAKEN 
THE FAA ONLINE DC ADIZ COURSE 1 MONTH PRIOR, I WAS UNAWARE OF THE VFR 
CORRIDOR BEING ELIMINATED. I FLEW INTO HEF IFR BUT, BECAUSE I HAD BEEN 
VECTORED SO FAR W, I THOUGHT I'D SAVE TIME DEPARTING VFR -- BIG 
MISTAKE! 

Synopsis 

C182 PILOT DEPARTING HEF NORTHEAST BOUND FLIES INTO CLASS B AIRSPACE 
WITHOUT A CLEARANCE. 

  



 

ACN: 809493 (49 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 200810 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : ENV.Airport 
State Reference : UT 
Altitude.MSL.Single Value : 11000 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Center : ZLC.ARTCC 
Aircraft Operator : Corporate 
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 : Passenger 
Flight Phase : Initial Approach 
Route In Use : VFR Route 
Airspace.Special Use : R6406A.Restricted 

Person : 1 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Reporter Organization : Corporate 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Function.Flight Crew : Captain 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Commercial 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 16500 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 95 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 220 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 809493 
Analyst Callback : Completed 

Person : 2 

Reference : 2 
Location Of Person.Facility : ZLC.ARTCC 
Reporter Organization : Government 
Function.Air Traffic Control : Enroute 

Events 



Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Detector.Person : Air Traffic Control 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 

Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Chart Or Publication 
Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Chart Or Publication 

Narrative: 1 

THIS REPORT WILL CONTAIN TWO PARTS: THE FIRST WILL DEAL WITH THE 
FACTS, WHILE THE SECOND WILL CONTAIN MY OBSERVATIONS AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS. THIS INCIDENT OCCURRED ON OCTOBER/2008 AT ABOUT 
XA00 MDT WITHIN THE GEOGRAPHICAL CONFINES OF SUA'S DESIGNATED R-
6406A, R-6407 AND R-6402A. WHEN APPROXIMATELY 25 MILES NORTH OF DTA 
VOR I ATTEMPTED TO CALL CLOVER CONTROL FOR FLIGHT FOLLOWING TO ENV 
VIA THE SEIVER B/D MOA'S. (CLOVER CONTROL IS THE CHARTED 1ST CONTACT 
FOR TRAFFIC DESIRING TO TRANSIT THE SUA'S NOTED ABOVE.) WHEN UNABLE 
TO CONTACT CLOVER CONTROL, I CALLED SLC CENTER FOR FLIGHT FOLLOWING 
AND THE STATUS OF THE ABOVE MENTIONED SUA'S. CENTER ADVISED THAT ALL 
THE RESTRICTED AREAS WERE INACTIVE AND AVAILABLE FOR TRANSIT. WELL 
BEFORE ENTERING THE GEOGRAPHICAL BOUNDS OF SAID AIRSPACE I CALLED 
SLC CENTER A SECOND TIME TO VERIFY THE INACTIVITY (COLD STATUS) OF ALL 
RESTRICTED AREAS ALONG MY INTENDED ROUTE OF FLIGHT. UPON BEING 
INFORMED (A SECOND TIME) THAT ALL THE RESTRICTED AREAS WERE COLD 
(INACTIVE) I INFORMED THE CENTER THAT I WOULD TRAVERSE SAID AIRSPACE 
ON A DIRECT ROUTE TO ENV. ABOUT 16 MINUTES OUT OF ENV I COMMENCED MY 
DECENT FROM 12500 FT TO THE ENV TRAFFIC PATTERN ALTITUDE, WHEN 
PASSING THROUGH 8000 FT CENTER CALLED TO ADVISE THAT I HAD ENTERED 
RESTRICTED AIRSPACE THAT EXTENDED FROM THE SURFACE TO 11000 FT. I 
QUESTIONED THE CONTROLLER HOW THIS COULD BE SINCE HE WAS THE ONE 
WHO INFORMED ME (TWICE) THAT ALL THE RESTRICTED AREAS WERE INACTIVE. 
HE THEN INFORMED ME THAT THE AIRSPACE BELOW 11000 FT WAS ALWAYS 
RESTRICTED, EVEN WHEN THE RESTRICTED AREAS WERE INACTIVE. 
FURTHERMORE, HE INFORMED ME THAT THIS INFORMATION WAS NOTED ON ALL 
NAVIGATIONAL CHARTS. TO THIS DAY I HAVE BEEN UNABLE TO FIND ANY 
INFORMATION ON MY WAC CHARTS & THROUGH ONLINE SOURCES (EG, REAL-
TIME FLIGHT PLANNERS CURRENT AND CONTINUALLY UPDATED NOTAM 
DATABASE) CONCERNING THE ALLEGED SURFACE TO 11000 FT FULL-TIME 
RESTRICTED AIRSPACE. ALL INFORMATION THAT I HAVE BEEN ABLE TO ACCESS 
ONLY INDICATES THAT FLIGHTS THROUGH THE SUA'S NOTED ABOVE ARE 
RESTRICTED FROM THE SURFACE TO FL580 UNLESS CLEARED BY CLOVER 
CONTROL OR SLC CENTER. IN ADDITION, PRIOR TO MY FLIGHT I HAD RECEIVED A 
FULL BRIEFING ON THE WX-BRIEF 800# LINE WHICH INCLUDED MY INQUIRY 
ABOUT ALL NOTAMS THAT WOULD BE APPLICABLE TO MY ROUTE OF FLIGHT 
INCLUDING MY DEPARTURE AND DESTINATION AIRPORTS. I WAS PROVIDED NO 
INFORMATION INDICATING FLIGHTS WERE RESTRICTED AT ALL TIMES BELOW 
11000 FT REGARDLESS OF THE ACTIVITY OR INACTIVITY OF THE ABOVE NOTED 
RESTRICTED AREAS. AT THIS POINT I AM LESS CONCERNED WITH THE LEGALITY 
ISSUES AS I AM WITH THE SAFETY ISSUES. I HAVE A STRONG AVERSION TO 
BECOMING A STATISTIC (INJURY OR FATALITY). I AM AT A LOSS TO UNDERSTAND 
HOW ANY RATIONAL PERSON COULD CONCLUDE THAT ANY PART OF THE SUA'S IN 



QUESTION COULD BE AT THE SAME TIME BOTH ACTIVE AND INACTIVE WHEN 
INFORMED THAT ALL RESTRICTED AREAS ARE INACTIVE. EVEN IF THE 
CONTROLLER IS CORRECT (AND I HAVE NO INFORMATION THAT HE IS) IT WOULD 
SEEM PRUDENT IN THE INTEREST OF SAFETY TO HAVE ANSWERED MY INQUIRY BY 
SAYING RESTRICTED AREAS XWZ ARE INACTIVE ABOVE 11000 FT MSL OR 
SOMETHING SIMILAR TO MAKE IT CLEAR THAT FLIGHTS BELOW 11000 ARE NOT 
ONLY PROHIBITED BUT LIFE THREATENING IF ONE SHOULD INTRUDE INTO THAT 
REGION. MY SECOND RECOMMENDATION IS THAT IN CASES SUCH AS THIS, THE 
QUALIFYING INFORMATION SHOULD BE INCLUDED ON WAC AND SECTIONAL 
CHARTS AS WELL AS THROUGH ONE'S FLIGHT BRIEFER WHEN FLIGHTS ARE 
BEING PLANNED AROUND/THROUGH RESTRICTED AREAS. 
 
CALLBACK CONVERSATION WITH RPTR REVEALED THE FOLLOWING INFO: THE PLT 
STATED THAT IN CONVERSATIONS WITH CLOVER CONTROL, THE OWNER OF THE 
AIRSPACE, THE RESTRICTED AREAS R-6402A, R-6402B, R-6405, R-6406A, AND R-
6407 MAY BE IN USE 11000 FT AND BELOW AT ANY TIME FOR UAV OPERATIONS, 
WEAPONS FIRING OR OTHER MILITARY USE. THEREFORE THE AIRSPACE 11000 FT 
AND BELOW IS ALWAYS HOT. IF ATC HAS BEEN NOTIFIED AND IS CERTAIN THAT 
THE AREA IS NOT IN USE AND SO IS RELEASED, ATC HAS THAT AIRSPACE AND 
MAY ALLOW ACFT INTO IT ABOVE 

Synopsis 

A CORP PILOT DSNDING INTO ENV IS TOLD R-6406A IS NOT HOT. AT 8000 FT ATC 
STATED THAT SFC TO 11000 FT IS ALWAYS RESTRICTED. AVAILABLE 
PUBLICATIONS DO NOT STATE 11000 FT TO FL580 MAY BE RELEASED BY RANGE 
CTRL, BUT THAT SFC TO 11000 FT IS ALWAYS HOT. 

  



 

ACN: 805364 (50 of 50) 

Time / Day 

Date : 200809 
Local Time Of Day : 1201-1800 

Place 

Locale Reference.Airport : EWR.Airport 
State Reference : NJ 

Environment 

Flight Conditions : VMC 
Light : Daylight 

Aircraft 

Reference : X 
ATC / Advisory.Tower : EWR.Tower 
Aircraft Operator : Corporate 
Make Model Name : Learjet 55 
Crew Size.Number Of Crew : 2 
Operating Under FAR Part : Part 91 
Flight Plan : IFR 
Mission : Passenger 
Flight Phase : Takeoff 
Route In Use.SID : NEWARK 
Airspace.Class B : EWR.B 
Airspace.Special Use : ZZZ.Restricted 

Person 

Reference : 1 
Location Of Person.Aircraft : X 
Reporter Organization : Corporate 
Function.Flight Crew : Captain 
Function.Flight Crew : Pilot Flying 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Air Transport Pilot (ATP) 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Flight Instructor 
Qualification.Flight Crew : Multiengine 
Experience.Flight Crew.Total : 6500 
Experience.Flight Crew.Last 90 Days : 50 
Experience.Flight Crew.Type : 2000 
ASRS Report Number.Accession Number : 805364 

Events 

Anomaly.Airspace Violation : All Types 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : FAR 
Anomaly.Deviation - Procedural : Published Material / Policy 
Detector.Person : Flight Crew 
Result.General : None Reported / Taken 



Assessments 

Contributing Factors / Situations : Human Factors 
Primary Problem : Ambiguous 

Narrative: 1 

A TFR HAS BEEN ISSUED COVERING THE TIME PERIOD OF OUR DEP. THE TFR 
ENCOMPASSES AN AREA SURROUNDING THE BUILDING IN NYC INCLUDING MOST 
OF EWR'S EASTERN AIRSPACE AND DIRECTLY ON THE EWR 7 DEP FOR RWY 4L. 
CLRNC DELIVERY WAS QUERIED ABOUT GA ACFT DEP PROCS DUE TO THE TFR. 
CREW WAS ADVISED A HDG WOULD BE ASSIGNED BY GND CTL IN ORDER FOR GA 
TO REMAIN OUTSIDE THE TFR. (THIS WAS WITNESSED ON LNDG, AN HS125 
DEPARTED AND WAS GIVEN A L TURN TO 340 DEGS DEPARTING FROM RWY 4L). 
ACFT WAS CLRED TO TAXI VIA TXWY Z, TXWY S, TXWY P, TXWY PA, SHORT OF 
TXWY PD. ACFT WAS HELD ON TXWY PA SHORT OF TXWY PD FOR 1 HR 28 MINS IN 
VMC DUE TO INDEFINITE DELAYS FOR GA DEPS. NO INFO OR TIME WAS GIVEN 
FOR DEP. AFTER THE DELAY, GND CTL ANNOUNCED THAT RELEASES WERE GIVEN 
AND THE ACFT WAS INSTRUCTED TO CONTACT TWR, NO HDG ASSIGNMENT WAS 
GIVEN. TWR CLRED THE ACFT INTO POS, AND FOR TKOF. FLT CREW REQUESTED A 
HDG. TWR'S RESPONSE 'FLY THE PUBLISHED SID.' FLT CREW ASKED WHETHER 
THE TFR WAS STILL ACTIVE. TWR'S RESPONSE 'FLY THE PUBLISHED SID.' ACFT 
TKOF WAS INITIATED, AND PF INITIATED A MAX EFFORT V2 IN AN ATTEMPT TO 
CLB BEYOND THE VERT BOUNDARY OF THE TFR. DEP CTLR GAVE THE FIRST 
INDICATION OF WHAT WAS OCCURRING. HE STATED THAT GA WERE BEING 
RELEASED THROUGH THE TFR ON A DISCRETE BASIS. WE ARE NOT POSITIVE AS 
TO WHETHER THE TFR WAS ENTERED -- ACFT CLB RATE AND DEP CTLR TURN MAY 
HAVE ALLOWED US NOT TO ENTER. WE ARE ALSO UNSURE ABOUT ATC'S AUTH TO 
ALLOW US TO TRANSIT THE TFR, ALTHOUGH AIRLINERS DO SO EVERY DEP. THIS 
IS A CLASSIC EXAMPLE OF POOR COM EXHIBITED BY MANY CTLRS IN SITUATIONS 
WHICH ARE NOT WITHIN NORMAL OPS. WE OPERATE AT EWR AND JFK ACTIVELY 
AND ARE FAMILIAR WITH THESE OPS. NEW YORK AREA TWR AND GND CTLRS 
TEND TO NOT COMMUNICATE WITH FLT CREWS EFFECTIVELY. IF QUESTIONS ARE 
ASKED, THEIR TYPICAL RESPONSE CAN BE HOSTILE AT TIMES. WE REALIZE THE 
ENORMOUS STRESS AND NEED TO MOVE ACFT, BUT ALL IN AVIATION ARE 
TASKED WITH THE SAFETY AND SECURITY OF OPS. IN THIS INCIDENT, A 
STATEMENT BY THE TWR CTLR THAT GA WAS RELEASED ON A DISCRETE BASIS 
WOULD HAVE BEEN SUFFICIENT. WE STILL NEED TO CLARIFY THEIR LEGAL AUTH 
TO DO SO FOR FUTURE OCCURRENCES. THE INCREASING USE OF TFR'S TO LIMIT 
GA TFC WHILE ALLOWING ACR OPS SHOULD BE A CONCERN FOR ALL IN 
AVIATION. CPR AVIATION MAINTAINS A SAFETY AND SECURITY RECORD 
COMPARABLE TO THE MAJOR AIRLINES. YET WE ARE SINGLED OUT AS A HIGHER 
THREAT, AND OUR OPS BECOME LESS SAFE WHILE ATTEMPTING TO COMPLY WITH 
TFR RESTRS WHICH CHANGE CONSTANTLY. 

Synopsis 

EWR IFR DEP DESCRIBED POSSIBLE TFR ENTRY WHEN COMPLYING WITH ATC DEP 
CLRNC. 

 




