12/31/2025 FOR YOUR INFORMATION 2025-340/5-116
To: Airport Manager, Grand Junction Reg'l Airport (GJT), CO, FAA (ANM-600, 2305879
ATM GJT Tower)

Info: FAA (AAS-1, AJV-A, AVP-1, AVP-200, AFS-260, AFS-200, Director of Air Traffic
Operations CSA, Runway Safety Team), A4A, ALPA, AMFA, APA, ASAP, ATSG,
CAPA, IAM, IATA, ICASS, IFALPA, IPA, NTSB, PAMA, SWAPA, TWU, Jeppesen
Sanderson Inc.

From: Becky L. Hooey, Director
NASA Aviation Safety Reporting System

Re:  GJT Runway 11 Aligned Taxiway Confusion

We recently received ASRS reports describing a safety concern that may involve your area of
operational responsibility. We do not have sufficient details to assess either the factual accuracy or
possible gravity of the report. It is our policy to relay the reported information to the appropriate
authority for evaluation and any necessary follow-up. We feel you should be aware of the enclosed
deidentified report.

To properly assess the usefulness of our alert message service, we would appreciate it if
you would take the time to give us your feedback on the value of the information that we
have provided. Please contact Dr. Becky Hooey at (408) 541-2854 or email at
becky.l.hooey@nasa.gov.

Aviation Safety Reporting System
P.O. Box 189 | Moffett Field, CA | 94035-0189




ACN 2305879

DATE / TIME

Date of Occurrence
Local Time Of Day

202511
0601 to 1200

PLACE

Locale GJT.Airport

State co

Altitude - AGL 0

ENVIRONMENT

Flight Conditions VMC

AIRCRAFT / EQUIPMENT X

ATC / Advisory - Tower GJT

Make Model Name Commercial Fixed Wing

Operating Under FAR Part 121

PERSON 1

Function - Flight Crew Captain

Function - Flight Crew Pilot Not Flying

ASRS Report Number 2305879

EVENTS

Anomaly ATC Issue - All Types

Anomaly Deviation / Discrepancy - Procedural - FAR

Anomaly Deviation / Discrepancy - Procedural - Published
Material / Policy

Anomaly Deviation / Discrepancy - Procedural - Weight and
Balance

Detector - Automation Aircraft Other Automation

Detector - Person Flight Crew

NARRATIVE 1

Prior to the occurrence at the gate, an appropriate briefing took place which also took into account a review of
the 10-7 pages and airport NOTAMs. There was nothing remarkable about the taxi out or takeoff from Runway
11 noted on the 10-7 nor any NOTAM s alluding to anything unusual for Runway 11. A quick glance at the
airport diagram showed what would look like an uneventful taxi to Runway 11. No further briefing was done
as it relates to any special taxi or takeoff roll considerations for Runway 11 based on a quick glance at the
Airport Moving Map (AMM) chart, and thoroughly reviewing the 10-7 pages. The taxi out and takeoff occurred
just prior to the sun coming up over the mountains, but with adequate daylight available. The airport surface
lights were not on during taxi and takeoff.

As we began taxiing out to Runway 11 via Taxiway Alpha, | took my time as we waited for our 5-minute engine
warm up time. As we moved towards the end of the runway, | saw on the AMM chart that Taxiway Alpha
continued past Taxiway A2. However, Taxiway Al was just greyed out on the AMM chart. | then saw A2 went
onto the runway, and the threshold was a bit further down. At a glance | made an assumption that there was a
displaced threshold at play, and that A2 was just the new beginning point for Runway 11. | asked the First
Officer (FO) if he saw what | saw on the diagram that A2 was the beginning even though Taxiway Alpha



showed pavement beyond A2 on the AMM. At that point, the FO pointed out ahead of us that there were in
fact taxiway lights blocking the path on Taxiway Alpha beyond A2.

As we got to Taxiway A2 we had the appropriate runway hold short markings, and a sign that read Runway 11
along with Runway 11 notated on the pavement. As procedure requires, we made our verbal “Runway 11
verified” callout. We held short for a moment waiting for Tower to clear us for takeoff, and shortly thereafter
we received our takeoff clearance for Runway 11. As we got onto the runway, | saw the old runway markings
that had been removed and with the way the ambient lighting was, | did not notice taxiway lights or yellow
taxiway edge markings | just saw what looked like the runway centerline where the markings had actually
been removed, and in that moment of confirmation bias it looked like the yellow taxiway lead-on line was just
that and did not extend beyond the turn onto the runway. We began our takeoff roll from A2, and passing
through 40 knots the system began calling out “ON TAXIWAY ON TAXIWAY” approximately 200 feet from the
Runway 11 threshold markings. By the time | registered the callout, | knew we were on the runway and called
out “continue.” It quickly became apparent in my mind that it was not a displaced threshold, but must have
been a taxiway leading up to the threshold of Runway 11 as | now understand the FAA designates as an
“aligned taxiway.”

After the flight, | began digging through the airport 10-9 taxi diagram, the 10-9A airport info, the 10-7/10-7A
airport info pages, looked further at the FAA’s Airport and Facility/Directory (AFD), and double-checked the
NOTAMSs to make sure | had not missed any kind of information that would allude to an aligned taxiway prior
to the actual beginning of Runway 11. There was zero information about this aligned taxiway aside from taking
a much more careful look at the AMM and 10-9 airport diagram charts. The only information that | found was
online.

This document outlines that new construction is being accomplished for a new runway being built 600 feet
north of the current Runway 11/29. My assumption is that the runway is shortened in preparation for
construction equipment working around and behind the new runway threshold and likely is to mitigate jet
blast behind that portion of the old runway. On this link it specifies the following: “Note: The new threshold is
east of the intersection of Taxiway A2 and Runway 11. Aircraft will taxi a short distance along the old Runway
11 to the threshold. The Grand Junction Airport Authority has specified that departing aircraft are not to use
the old Runway 11 surface, west of the new threshold, for takeoff procedures.”

| began looking at historical ADS-B data on a website, and | found that 100% of the aircraft that | looked at
departing Runway 11 were beginning their takeoff from A2 rather than rolling to the Runway 11 threshold at
taxi speeds before applying takeoff thrust. | was able to notate that every single 121 airline operating out of
GJT, as well as corporate jets, and military aircraft were all beginning their takeoff roll hitting the beginning of
the actual Runway 11 at speeds between 40 and 60 knots ground speed. The ADS-B data specific to our flight
shows us hitting the beginning of the actual Runway 11 at 53 knots ground speed. It is likely this issue has
gone unnoticed or unreported.

In summary, | do not think that this aligned taxiway has been properly addressed to provide information to all
pilots during preflight planning for operating out of GJT off Runway 11, that there is in fact an aligned taxiway
and not displaced threshold leading up to the threshold of Runway 11. Furthermore, getting this warning at



such a critical phase of flight can be distracting and potentially lead to an inadvertent rejected takeoff, and
pilots should be properly made aware of this potential threat at GJT.

SYNOPSIS

Air carrier Captain reported there is a lack of officially published information regarding an aligned taxiway at
GJT.



