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the decision to accept or reject such 
offer must be provided to the previous 
owner within 15 days of receipt of the 
offer. 

(2) If the System institution accepts 
the offer to lease the property at less 
than the appraised rental value, it must 
notify the previous owner and lease the 
property to the previous owner. 

(3) If the institution rejects the offer, 
the System institution must notify the 
previous owner of this decision. The 
previous owner has 15 days after receipt 
of the notice in which to agree to lease 
the property at such rate or under such 
terms and conditions. The System 
institution may not lease the property to 
any other person: 

(i) At a rate equal to or less than that 
offered by the previous owner; or 

(ii) On different terms and conditions 
than those that were extended to the 
previous owner without first informing 
the previous owner by certified mail 
and providing an opportunity to lease 
the property at such rate or under such 
terms and conditions.

§ 617.7620 What should the System 
institution do when it decides to sell 
acquired agricultural real estate at a public 
auction? 

System institutions electing to sell or 
lease acquired agricultural real estate or 
a portion of it through a public auction, 
competitive bidding process, or other 
similar public offering: 

(a) Must notify the previous owner, by 
certified mail, of the availability of such 
property. The notice must contain the 
minimum amount, if any, required to 
qualify a bid as acceptable to the 
institution and any terms or conditions 
to which such sale or lease will be 
subject; 

(b) If the System institution receives 
two or more qualified bids in the same 
amount, the bids are the highest 
received, and one of the qualified bids 
is from the previous owner, the 
institution must accept the offer by the 
previous owner; and 

(c) The System institution must not 
discriminate against a previous owner 
in these proceedings.

§ 617.7625 Whom should the System 
institution notify? 

Each certified mail notice requirement 
in this section is fully satisfied by 
mailing one certified mail notice to the 
last known address of the previous 
owner or owners.

§ 617.7630 Does this Federal requirement 
affect any state property laws? 

The rights provided under section 
4.36 of the Act and this section do not 
affect any right of first refusal under the 

law of the state in which the property 
is located.

Dated: January 29, 2003. 
Jeanette C. Brinkley, 
Secretary, Farm Credit Administration Board.
[FR Doc. 03–2506 Filed 2–3–03; 8:45 am] 
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Airworthiness Directives; Boeing 
Model 747–100, 747SP, and 747SR 
Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
(NPRM). 

SUMMARY: This document proposes the 
adoption of a new airworthiness 
directive (AD) that is applicable to 
certain Boeing Model 747–100, 747SP, 
and 747SR series airplanes. This 
proposal would require repetitive 
inspections to find fatigue cracking 
between the seal ribs of the front spar 
web of the wing, and repair of cracked 
structure. This proposal also provides 
for an optional modification of a certain 
area. This action is necessary to find 
and fix such fatigue cracking, which 
could result in fuel leakage into the area 
of the inboard engines, and consequent 
increased risk of a fire. This action is 
intended to address the identified 
unsafe condition.
DATES: Comments must be received by 
March 21, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments in 
triplicate to the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), Transport 
Airplane Directorate, ANM–114, 
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2001–NM–
178–AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW., 
Renton, Washington 98055–4056. 
Comments may be inspected at this 
location between 9 a.m. and 3 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, except Federal 
holidays. Comments may be submitted 
via fax to (425) 227–1232. Comments 
may also be sent via the Internet using 
the following address: 9-anm-
nprmcomment@faa.gov. Comments sent 
via fax or the Internet must contain 
‘‘Docket No. 2001–NM–178–AD’’ in the 
subject line and need not be submitted 
in triplicate. Comments sent via the 
Internet as attached electronic files must 
be formatted in Microsoft Word 97 for 
Windows or ASCII text. 

The service information referenced in 
the proposed rule may be obtained from 
Boeing Commercial Airplane Group, PO 
Box 3707, Seattle, Washington 98124–
2207. This information may be 
examined at the FAA, Transport 
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind 
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Tamara L. Anderson, Aerospace 
Engineer, Airframe Branch, ANM–120S, 
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate, 
Seattle Aircraft Certification Office, 
1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, 
Washington 98055–4056; telephone 
(425) 917–6421; fax (425) 917–6590.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications shall 
identify the Rules Docket number and 
be submitted in triplicate to the address 
specified above. All communications 
received on or before the closing date 
for comments, specified above, will be 
considered before taking action on the 
proposed rule. The proposals contained 
in this action may be changed in light 
of the comments received. 

Submit comments using the following 
format: 

• Organize comments issue-by-issue. 
For example, discuss a request to 
change the compliance time and a 
request to change the service bulletin 
reference as two separate issues. 

• For each issue, state what specific 
change to the proposed AD is being 
requested. 

• Include justification (e.g., reasons or 
data) for each request. 

Comments are specifically invited on 
the overall regulatory, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposed rule. All comments 
submitted will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. A report 
summarizing each FAA-public contact 
concerned with the substance of this 
proposal will be filed in the Rules 
Docket. 

Commenters wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their comments 
submitted in response to this action 
must submit a self-addressed, stamped 
postcard on which the following 
statement is made: ‘‘Comments to 
Docket Number 2001–NM–178–AD.’’ 
The postcard will be date stamped and 
returned to the commenter. 

VerDate Dec<13>2002 17:27 Feb 03, 2003 Jkt 200001 PO 00000 Frm 00024 Fmt 4702 Sfmt 4702 E:\FR\FM\04FEP1.SGM 04FEP1

mailto:9-anm-nprmcomment@faa.gov


5611Federal Register / Vol. 68, No. 23 / Tuesday, February 4, 2003 / Proposed Rules 

Availability of NPRMs 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
NPRM by submitting a request to the 
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate, 
ANM–114, Attention: Rules Docket No. 
2001–NM–178–AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, 
SW., Renton, Washington 98055–4056. 

Discussion 

The FAA has received a report 
indicating that an operator found a 24-
inch crack in the front spar web of the 
right wing between front spar station 
inboard (FSSI) 637 through 662 on a 
Boeing Model 747–100 series airplane 
having accumulated 14,830 total flight 
cycles and 85,116 total flight hours. 
Metallurgical analysis of the cracked 
section of the web revealed three cracks 
originating from a hole common to a rib 
post located on the front spar at FSSI 
656 (wing station 642). The cracks were 
initiated by fatigue at the hole and were 
spread by fatigue for a short distance; 
then the cracks separated by a 
combination of fatigue and ductile 
separation. The cracks resulted in a fuel 
leak which was found after post-flight 
inspection revealed fire damage to the 
exhaust sleeve of the inboard engine 
turbine. Another operator reported 
finding a crack in the web at 
approximately FSSI 694, just outboard 
of a web section recently replaced per 
AD 99–10–09, amendment 39–11162 (64 
FR 25194, June 15, 1999). Such fatigue 
cracking, if not found and fixed, could 
result in fuel leakage into the area of the 
inboard engines and consequent 
increased risk of a fire. 

Related Rulemaking 

This AD is related to the following 
rulemaking actions, which require the 
actions in the related service bulletins 
specified in Boeing Special Attention 
Service Bulletin 747–57–2313, Revision 
1, including Appendices A and B, dated 
February 21, 2002: 

• AD 95–10–16, amendment 39–9233 
(60 FR 27008, June 21, 1995). That AD 
references Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 
747–54A2159, dated November 3, 1994, 
as the appropriate source of service 
information for accomplishment of the 
modification of the nacelle strut and 
wing structure. That AD is applicable to 
certain Boeing Model 747 series 
airplanes equipped with Pratt & 
Whitney Model JT9D series engines 
(excluding Model JT9D–70 engines). 
The AD requires modification of the 
nacelle strut and wing structure, 
inspections and checks to detect 
discrepancies, and correction of 
discrepancies. The modification 
specified in the AD also constitutes 
terminating action for the repetitive 

inspections required by certain other 
ADs, including AD 98–15–21, 
amendment 39–10672 (63 FR 39487, 
July 23, 1998), which references Boeing 
Service Bulletin 747–57A2266 as the 
appropriate source of service 
information for accomplishment of the 
specified actions; and AD 90–17–18, 
amendment 39–6702 (55 FR 33279, 
August 15, 1990), which references 
Boeing Service Bulletin 747–57A2259 as 
the appropriate source of service 
information for accomplishment of the 
specified actions. 

• AD 99–10–09, amendment 39–
11162. That AD references Boeing 
Service Bulletin 747–57A2303, Revision 
1, dated September 25, 1997, as the 
appropriate source of service 
information for accomplishment of the 
actions specified. That AD is applicable 
to certain Boeing Model 747–100, –200, 
and 747–SP series airplanes and 
military type E–4B airplanes, and 
requires repetitive inspections to detect 
cracking of the wing front spar web, and 
repair of cracked structure. That AD also 
provides for optional terminating action 
for the repetitive inspections. 

Explanation of Relevant Service 
Information 

We have reviewed and approved 
Boeing Special Attention Service 
Bulletin 747–57–2313, Revision 1, 
including Appendices A and B, dated 
February 21, 2002. The service bulletin 
describes procedures for repetitive 
inspections to find fatigue cracking of 
the front spar web of the wing, and 
repair of cracked structure, as follows: 

• For airplanes on which the optional 
modification specified in AD 99–10–09 
has not been done, the affected area is 
divided into two zones (A and B). Zone 
A is the area previously modified per 
the requirements specified in AD 95–
10–16 for the wing front spar; and Zone 
B is the remaining area between FSSI 
628 and 711.

• For airplanes on which the optional 
modification specified in AD 99–10–09 
has been done, the affected area is 
divided into three zones (A, B, and C). 
Zone A is the area previously modified 
per the requirements specified in AD 
95–10–16 for the wing front spar, and is 
not affected by the requirements 
specified in AD 99–10–09; Zone C is the 
area affected by AD 99–10–09; and Zone 
B is the remaining area between FSSI 
628 and 711. 

• The inspection specified in Part 1 of 
the service bulletin is for Zone A, B, or 
C, as applicable. If no cracking is found, 
the inspections are repeated at the 
intervals specified in Figure 1 of the 
service bulletin. If cracking is found, the 
inspections are also repeated at the 

intervals specified in Figure 1 after the 
cracking is repaired. 

• The modification specified in Part 2 
of the service bulletin is for Zone B 
only. The modification includes 
removing the existing fasteners of the 
web to chord, web to rib post, and web 
to stiffener; straightening the holes; and 
doing an open-hole rotating probe high 
frequency eddy current inspection for 
cracking in the web. If no cracking is 
found, the service bulletin directs 
oversizing the holes and installing 
tension type fasteners in the holes; if 
any cracking is found, the service 
bulletin specifies contacting the 
manufacturer for repair instructions. 

The service bulletin recommends 
prior or concurrent accomplishment of 
Boeing Service Bulletins 747–57A2259, 
747–57A2266, and 747–54A2159. Those 
service bulletins are referenced in the 
related rulemaking described 
previously. 

Explanation of Requirements of 
Proposed Rule 

Since an unsafe condition has been 
identified that is likely to exist or 
develop on other products of this same 
type design, the proposed AD would 
require accomplishment of the actions 
specified in the service bulletin 
described above, except as discussed 
below. 

Difference Between Service Information 
and Proposed Rule 

Although the service bulletin 
specifies that the manufacturer may be 
contacted for disposition of certain 
repair conditions, this proposal would 
require the repair of those conditions to 
be done per a method approved by the 
FAA, or per data meeting the type 
certification basis of the airplane 
approved by a Boeing Company 
Designated Engineering Representative 
who has been authorized by the FAA to 
make such findings. 

Cost Impact 
There are approximately 109 

airplanes of the affected design in the 
worldwide fleet. The FAA estimates that 
59 airplanes of U.S. registry would be 
affected by this proposed AD, that it 
would take approximately 25 work 
hours per airplane to accomplish the 
proposed inspections, and that the 
average labor rate is $60 per work hour. 
Based on these figures, the cost impact 
of the proposed AD on U.S. operators is 
estimated to be $88,500, or $1,500 per 
airplane, per inspection cycle. 

The cost impact figure discussed 
above is based on assumptions that no 
operator has yet accomplished any of 
the proposed requirements of this AD 
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action, and that no operator would 
accomplish those actions in the future if 
this proposed AD were not adopted. The 
cost impact figures discussed in AD 
rulemaking actions represent only the 
time necessary to perform the specific 
actions actually required by the AD. 
These figures typically do not include 
incidental costs, such as the time 
required to gain access and close up, 
planning time, or time necessitated by 
other administrative actions. 

Should an operator elect to do the 
optional modification of Zone B, it 
would take approximately 480 work 
hours to accomplish at an average labor 
rate of $60 per work hour. Parts cost 
would be approximately $16,652. Based 
on these figures, the cost impact of the 
proposed modification is estimated to 
be $45,452 per airplane. 

Regulatory Impact 

The regulations proposed herein 
would not have a substantial direct 
effect on the States, on the relationship 
between the national Government and 
the States, or on the distribution of 
power and responsibilities among the 
various levels of government. Therefore, 
it is determined that this proposal 
would not have federalism implications 
under Executive Order 13132. 

For the reasons discussed above, I 
certify that this proposed regulation (1) 
Is not a ‘‘significant regulatory action’’ 
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not 
a ‘‘significant rule’’ under the DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact, positive or negative, 
on a substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft 
regulatory evaluation prepared for this 
action is contained in the Rules Docket. 
A copy of it may be obtained by 
contacting the Rules Docket at the 
location provided under the caption 
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation 
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the 
authority delegated to me by the 
Administrator, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend part 
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1. The authority citation for part 39 
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§ 39.13 [Amended] 
2. Section 39.13 is amended by 

adding the following new airworthiness 
directive:
BOEING: Docket 2001–NM–178–AD.

Applicability: Model 747–100, 747SP, and 
747SR series airplanes, as listed in Boeing 
Special Attention Service Bulletin 747–57–
2313, Revision 1, including Appendices A 
and B, dated February 21, 2002; certificated 
in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane 
identified in the preceding applicability 
provision, regardless of whether it has been 
modified, altered, or repaired in the area 
subject to the requirements of this AD. For 
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or 
repaired so that the performance of the 
requirements of this AD is affected, the 
owner/operator must request approval for an 
alternative method of compliance in 
accordance with paragraph (f) of this AD. The 
request should include an assessment of the 
effect of the modification, alteration, or repair 
on the unsafe condition addressed by this 
AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not been 
eliminated, the request should include 
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless 
accomplished previously. 

To find and fix fatigue cracking between 
the seal ribs of the front spar web of the wing, 
which could result in fuel leakage into the 
area of the inboard engines, and consequent 
increased risk of a fire; accomplish the 
following: 

Compliance Times
(a) Where the compliance times in the 

service bulletin specify a compliance time 
interval calculated ‘‘after the release of this 
service bulletin,’’ this AD requires 
compliance within the interval specified in 
the service bulletin ‘‘after the effective date 
of this AD.’’ In addition, where the 
compliance time for the initial inspection in 
Tables 1 through 3 of Figure 1 of the service 
bulletin specifies ‘‘flight hours,’’ this AD 
requires a compliance time of ‘‘total flight 
hours.’’ 

Initial and Repetitive Inspections 
(b) Do detailed, high frequency eddy 

current and ultrasonic inspections to find 
cracking of the front spar web of the wing as 
specified in paragraphs (b)(1) and (b)(2) of 
this AD, per the Accomplishment 
Instructions of Boeing Special Attention 
Service Bulletin 747–57–2313, Revision 1, 
including Appendices A and B, dated 
February 21, 2002. 

(1) Do the applicable initial or post-
modification inspection at the times 
specified for the inspections in Tables 1 
through 3 of Figure 1 of the Accomplishment 
Instructions or Appendix A of the service 
bulletin. 

(2) After doing the applicable initial or 
post-modification inspection specified in 
paragraph (b)(1) of this AD: Repeat that 
inspection within the applicable intervals 
specified in Tables 1 through 3 of Figure 1 
of the Accomplishment Instructions or 
Appendix A of the service bulletin. 

Repair 

(c) If any cracking is found during any 
inspection required by this AD: Before 
further flight, repair per a method approved 
by the Manager, Seattle Aircraft Certification 
Office (ACO), FAA; or per data meeting the 
type certification basis of the airplane 
approved by a Boeing Company Designated 
Engineering Representative who has been 
authorized by the Manager, Seattle ACO, to 
make such findings. For a repair method to 
be approved, the approval must specifically 
reference this AD. 

Optional Modification 

(d) Accomplishment of the modification of 
Zone B per Part 2 of the Accomplishment 
Instructions of Boeing Special Attention 
Service Bulletin 747–57–2313, Revision 1, 
including Appendices A and B, dated 
February 21, 2002, would extend the 
threshold recommended in Tables 1 through 
3 of Figure 1 of the Accomplishment 
Instructions or Appendix A of the service 
bulletin for the repetitive inspections of Zone 
B, to the new threshold specified in Tables 
1 through 3 of Figure 1 of the service 
bulletin. 

Previously Accomplished Inspections and 
Modifications 

(e) Inspections and modifications done 
before the effective date of this AD per 
Boeing Special Attention Service Bulletin 
747–57–2313, including Appendices A and 
B, dated April 19, 2001, are considered 
acceptable for compliance with the 
applicable actions specified in this AD.

Note 2: Boeing Special Attention Service 
Bulletin 747–57–2313, Revision 1, including 
Appendices A and B, dated February 21, 
2002, recommends prior or concurrent 
accomplishment of Boeing Service Bulletins 
747–57A2259; 747–57A2266; and 747–
54A2159. The modifications in those service 
bulletins are required by AD 95–10–16, 
amendment 39–9233.

Alternative Methods of Compliance 

(f) An alternative method of compliance or 
adjustment of the compliance time that 
provides an acceptable level of safety may be 
used if approved by the Manager, Seattle 
Aircraft Certification Office (ACO), FAA. 
Operators shall submit their requests through 
an appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance 
Inspector, who may add comments and then 
send it to the Manager, Seattle ACO.

Note 3: Information concerning the 
existence of approved alternative methods of 
compliance with this AD, if any, may be 
obtained from the Seattle ACO.

Special Flight Permit 

(g) Special flight permits may be issued in 
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the airplane to 
a location where the requirements of this AD 
can be accomplished.
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Issued in Renton, Washington, on January 
29, 2003. 
Ali Bahrami, 
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 03–2495 Filed 2–3–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–13–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration 

14 CFR Part 71 

[Airspace Docket No. 97–AWA–2] 

RIN 2120–AA66 

Proposed Modification of the Tampa 
Class B Airspace Area; FL

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Proposed rule; withdrawal.

SUMMARY: This action withdraws a 
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM) 
published in the Federal Register on 
November 18, 1998. In that action, the 
FAA proposed to modify the Tampa, FL, 
Class B airspace area by renaming two 
existing subareas, configure the 
boundaries of three subareas, and create 
an additional subarea. However, the 
conditions that prompted the 
development of the proposal did not 
fully materialize. Therefore, the FAA 
has determined that withdrawal of the 
proposed rule is warranted in order to 
best serve aviation safety and the 
efficient management of aircraft 
operations in the Tampa terminal area.
DATES: This withdrawal is made as of 
February 4, 2003.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Paul 
Gallant, Airspace and Rules Division, 
ATA–400, Office of Air Traffic Airspace 
Management, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20591; 
telephone: (202) 267–8783.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

The basis for the proposed 
modification of the Tampa Class B 
airspace area was a 1991 
recommendation by the Defense Base 
Realignment and Closure Commission 
that MacDill Air Force Base (AFB) be 
closed and the 56th Tactical Fighter 
Wing located there be deactivated. That 
action prompted the FAA to conduct a 
staff study of the Tampa terminal area 
to determine if any modifications to the 
Tampa Class B airspace area were 
warranted. The staff study resulted in a 
recommendation to raise the floor of 
Class B airspace over Tampa Bay south 

of MacDill AFB to the boundary of 
Sarasota-Brandenton Class C airspace 
area from the current 1,200 feet mean 
sea level (MSL) to 3,000 feet MSL. The 
airspace floor in that area was 
established at 1,200 feet MSL in 1990 as 
an additional safety measure between 
civil aircraft operating in the vicinity of 
Tampa International Airport and the F–
16 fighter aircraft based at MacDill AFB. 

In 1995, however, the Commission 
amended its findings and recommended 
that MacDill AFB remain open and 
continue to host an active flying 
mission. The F–16 unit, formerly 
assigned to the base, was replaced by an 
air refueling wing comprised of KC–135 
heavy jet aircraft. 

The decision that MacDill AFB would 
remain open with a continuing flying 
mission was acknowledged in the 
NPRM. The FAA elected to proceed 
with the proposal to modify the Class B 
airspace area because it was anticipated 
that the termination of the fighter 
mission would lead to fewer operations 
at MacDill AFB, as well as less high-
speed, low-altitude military aircraft 
operations over Tampa Bay. 

It is with this in mind that, on 
November 18, 1998, the FAA published 
an NPRM in the Federal Register (63 FR 
64016) proposing to amend 14 CFR part 
71 to modify the Tampa, Florida Class 
B airspace area. Interested parties were 
invited to participate in the rulemaking 
process by submitting written data, 
views, or arguments regarding the 
proposal. 

The FAA received a total of nine 
comments on the proposal. The Aircraft 
Owners and Pilots Association (AOPA) 
wrote in support of the proposal stating 
that the elimination of Class B airspace 
below 3,000 feet MSL as proposed 
would result in more efficient use of the 
airspace by segments of the general 
aviation community. The United States 
Air Force (USAF) submitted two 
comments opposing the proposal. The 
USAF was concerned that the proposal 
to raise the floor of Class B airspace 
area, from 1,200 feet MSL to 3,000 feet 
MSL, south of MacDill AFB would pose 
a hazard to flight operations in the area. 
Another commenter also opposed the 
proposal stating that the existing 1,200-
foot floor is necessary based on the 
amount of aircraft operations in the 
area, the number of airports located 
within a few miles of each other, and 
weather conditions over Tampa Bay that 
reduce long-range visibility much of the 
time. Five other commenters supported 
the proposal stating that the changes 
would benefit general aviation. 

As a result of the NPRM, however, 
questions arose regarding the impacts of 
the change on the efficiency and safety 

of operations in the Tampa terminal 
area if the floor of Class B airspace area 
was raised from the current 1,200 feet 
MSL to 3,000 feet MSL, as proposed. 
These concerns were based on the fact 
that MacDill AFB did not close and that 
the airspace over Tampa Bay 
encompasses high density traffic 
operating to and from six airports in the 
vicinity. 

Airspace Study 
In January 2002, the FAA conducted 

a thorough review of the proposed 
Tampa, FL, Class B airspace area 
modifications to better evaluate these 
concerns. The review included an 
analysis of traffic flows within the 
Tampa Approach Control airspace, with 
special emphasis given to that segment 
of Class B airspace from MacDill AFB 
south to the boundary of the Sarasota-
Bradenton Class C airspace area. In its 
review, the FAA considered the 
following information: MacDill AFB 
remains open and hosts a variety of 
aircraft operations including KC–135 
heavy jets, aviation elements of the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration and the Department of 
Agriculture, and routine transient 
aircraft. In addition, fighter aircraft from 
other locations frequently deploy to, 
and operate from, MacDill AFB to 
conduct training in the nearby off-shore 
and over-land military special use 
airspace areas. The MacDill AFB aircraft 
operations count for the year 2001 
totaled more than 30,000 operations, 
contributing to the overall complexity of 
airspace in the Tampa terminal area. 

The Tampa Class B airspace area was 
configured to provide Class B airspace 
protection for air carrier aircraft serving 
the Tampa International Airport (the 
primary airport) and to enhance the 
management of air traffic operations in 
this high-density terminal area. Air 
traffic control makes extensive use of 
the Class B airspace segment over 
Tampa Bay to ensure the safe and 
efficient management of aircraft 
operations in the terminal area. Raising 
the floor of Class B airspace to 3,000 feet 
MSL, as proposed, would place a 
significant portion of traffic in the 
Tampa terminal area outside of Class B 
airspace during critical phases of flight. 
For example, arrivals to Runways 36L/
36R at Tampa International Airport are 
descended to 2,600 feet MSL to be at the 
approach intercept altitude. This 
altitude is 1,000 feet above the approach 
intercept altitude of 1,600 feet MSL 
used for Runway 04 at MacDill AFB. 
This altitude difference provides the 
required instrument flight rules 
separation between Tampa and MacDill 
arrivals. Aircraft departing Runway 22 
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