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The question of safety was raised by Issued in Washington, D.C., on De-
some commentators who felt that the in- cember 24, 1970.
crease in the use of 3,000 feet above the J.H. SHAFFER,
surface by traffic overflying the airport A_mfnfstrator.
tramc area would result in an increase [F.R. Doc. 71-89; Filed, Jan. 4, 1971;
in the risk of collision at that altitude. 8:50 a.m.]
This would, of course, be true of what-
ever altitude is used as the upper limit
of airport traffic areas. However, the fact
that transiting traffic would normally be
in level cruising flight, and well clear
of tramc pattern aircraft, would add

Title 14 AERONAUTICS AND considerab]y to its safety and minimize
the risk of collision.

SPACE _e Air Transport Association, whilesupporting the proposal to exPand the
area, objected to application of the 200-

Chapter ]---Federal Aviation Adminis- knot speed limit in the expanded area.
tration, Department of Transportation They suggested that the 250-knot Umtt
[Docket No. 10164; Amdt. No4. 1-20; 91-84] for aircraft operating below 10,000 feet

obviates the need for the 200-knot air-
PART 1--DEFINITIONS AND port tra_Zic area Hmit. Rescission of the

ABBREVIATIONS 2OO-knot airport tramc area 14m4tatton
was recommended. As an alternative, it

PART 91_GENERAL OPERATING was recommended that the 200-knot
AND FUGHT RULES ]J_Jtnot apply above Z,900 feet.

The FAA believes 'that the airport
Airport Tratfic Areas tramc area speed limit, along with the

The purpose of these amendments to two-way radio requirement, is an es-
the Federal Aviation Regulations is to sential part of the airport trafllc area
change the definition of an airport traf- regulation, and the benefit to be gained
tic area to include that airspace up to, from expanding the area would be sub-
but not including an altitude of 3,000 stanUally reduced if the speed controls
feet above the elevation of the airport, were not applicable In the expanded
and to amend the VFR cruising altitude areas.
or flight level rule to conform to the Interested persons have been afforded
change, an opportunity to participatein the

These amendments Were proposed in making of these amendments. Due con-
Notice 70-9 and published in the FZD_^L skleration has been given to all matters
P_aXSTr.R on March 7, 1970 (35 F.R. presented. In consideration of the fore-
4262). going, and for the reasons stated in No-

Public comments received in response rice 70-9, Parts 1 and 91 of the Federal
to Notice 70-9 were light and generally Aviation Regulations are amended as fol-
favorable. The consensus was that the lows, effective February 4, 1971:
addition of 1,00Ofeet to the airport traf- 1. Part 1 is amended by amending the
tic area would add greatly to safety and definition of "airport traffic area" in
would not be unduly restrictive. The con- | 1.1 to read as follows:

cept of measuring the airport traffc area § 1.1 General definitions.
from the airport elevation, in order to

S t# • • •
provide a level and measurable upper
]Imtt, was endorsed without reservation. "Airport traffic area" means, unless
There was some opposition to the pro- otherwise specifically designated in Part
posed amendment based on an antici- 93, that airspace within a horizontal re-
pated increase in frequency congestion dlus of 5 statute miles from the geo-
and controller workload. During the de- graphical center of any airport at which
velopment of Notice 70-9, however, the a control tower is operating, extending
question of controller workload was care- from the surface up to, but not including,
fully considered in arriving at an an altitude of 3,000 feet above the eleva-
optimum size for airport tra/_c areas. At- tion of the airport.
though an upward expansion of the area . . . . .
to 3,000 feet would create some increase
in controller workload, this increase 2. Part 91 is amended by amending
wouldbe minimal.Expansionbeyond the the introductoryparagraph of §91.109
proposed size,however, would probably toreadasfollows:

require an increase in manpower and § 91.109 VFR cruising altitude or flight
equipment atmost tower locations, level.

There was alsosome concernthatthe Exceptwhileholdingina holdingpat-
expanded area would cause Inconven- ternof2 minutesorless,or whileturn-
ienceto_ pilots,especiallywith low
ceilingsprevailing,and itwas recom- Ing,each person operatingan aircraft
mended thatthe exPanded airporttraf- under _ in levelcruisingflightat an
fiearea be designatedonlyatthoseair- altitudeof more than 3,000feetabove

portshavingsufficienthigh performance the surfacesl_allmaintain the appro°
aircraftto warrant the change.V/'nflepriatealtitudeprescribedbelow:
thiscourseof actionwould relievesome
of the inconvenience to certain op- * * * * •
erators,it would complicatethe rules (Secs.307and 313(a)oftheFederalAviation
far out of Proportion to the benefits Act of 1958; 49 U_.C. 1948, 1354(a), and
realized and lead to problems in publi- 8ec. 6(c) of the Department of Tran_por-
cation and charting, ration Act; 49UJS.C.1665(0) )


