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CLT NOTAM ProceduresRe:

FOR YOUR INFORMATION 2026-107/11-22

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.

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

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.

Becky L. Hooey, Director
NASA Aviation Safety Reporting System

To:

Info:

From:



ACN 2334580 

 DATE / TIME 

Date of Occurrence  202602 
Local Time Of Day  1801 to 2400 

 PLACE 

Locale  CLT.Airport 
State  NC 

 AIRCRAFT / EQUIPMENT X 

ATC / Advisory - Tower  CLT 
Make Model Name  Commercial Fixed Wing 
Operating Under FAR Part  121 

 PERSON 1 

Function - Flight Crew  Pilot Not Flying 
ASRS Report Number  2334580 

 EVENTS 

Anomaly Deviation / Discrepancy - Procedural -  Published 
Material / Policy 

Anomaly Ground Event / Encounter -  Ground Equipment Issue 
Detector - Person  Flight Crew 

 NARRATIVE 1 

This topic could have been raised before but I thought I would bring it to your attention. In Day 0 the FAA 
issued NOTAM for the CLT RNAV (GPS) Y Runway 36C. It is a NOTAM telling you to disregard the note about 
LNAV procedure NA during simultaneous operations. The issue I have is imbedded later on within the same 
NOTAM text it indirectly addresses a totally different approach, the ILS 36C. It says the I-DQG ILS or glideslope 
out of service. There are at least 2 or 3 other NOTAMs for Runway 36C but none of them call out the 
glideslope except for the RNAV NOTAM. You do not use the I-DQS ILS for the RNAV approach. 

 

Last night we were given a late runway change to the visual to 36C after setting up for and briefing the 
approach to 36L. The standard is usually to back up a visual approach with an ILS. We quickly reviewed the 
NOTAMs for 36C and the FO set it up and we briefed the visual backed up by the ILS 36C. We were vectored 
across the field coming in from the north to a right downwind for 36C. In the downwind vector, from a 
previous flight, I remembered there was a “trick” with 36C. As I re-reviewed the NOTAMs I caught the 
imbedded ILS glideslope note within the RNAV 36C NOTAM. We changed the approach again in the box to the 
RNAV 36C, re-briefed, and except for the Tower Controller talking to us during the touchdown and high speed 
rollout, we made an uneventful landing. 

 

My question is; why is this not a separate NOTAM for the ILS 36C highlighting the ILS or glideslope out of 
service and how can this concern be relayed to the FAA? 

 

Cause: The ILS 36C I-DQS ILS or glideslope out of service should be its own NOTAM for the ILS 36C; NOT 
imbedded within the RNAV 36C NOTAM. 



 SYNOPSIS 

Air carrier pilot reported the glideslope for CLT ILS 36C is out of service and instead of this being referenced 
within a NOTAM for RNAV 36C, it should have its own NOTAM for ILS 36C. 

 


