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2087076Airport Manager, Birmingham-Shuttlesworth Intl, (BHM), AL, FAA (ATM 

BHM TRACON, AJV-A, AAS-1)

FAA (AAS-300, AVP-1, AVP-200, AJI-144, ASO-600, AFS-260, AFS-200, Director of Air
Traffic Operations ESA South), A4A, AAAE, ALPA, AOPA, APA, ASAP, CAPA, ATSAP,
ATSG, IATA, IBT, ICAO, ICASS, IFALPA, IPA, NATCA, NBAA, NTSB, RAA, SWAPA

BHM RNAV 36 Approach AnomalyRe:

FOR YOUR INFORMATION

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 2087076 

 DATE / TIME 

Date of Occurrence   202402 
Local Time Of Day   1201 to 1800 

 PLACE 

Locale   BHM.Tower 
State   AL 

 AIRCRAFT / EQUIPMENT X 

ATC / Advisory ‐ Tower   BHM 
Make Model Name   Commercial Fixed Wing 
Operating Under FAR Part   121 

 COMPONENT 1 

Aircraft Component   GPWS/EGPWS 

 PERSON 1 

Function ‐ Flight Crew   First Officer 
ASRS Report Number   2087076 

 EVENTS 

Anomaly  Aircraft Equipment Problem ‐  Less Severe 
Anomaly  Deviation / Discrepancy ‐ Procedural ‐  Published 

Material / Policy 
Detector ‐ Automation   Aircraft Terrain Warning 
Result ‐ Flight Crew   FLC Overrode Automation 

 NARRATIVE 1 

BHM daytime VFR/VMC RNAV 36 approach was executed with a stabilized approach and according to the 
charted descent profile when a GPWS “obstacle” caution was activated. The Captain was the Pilot Flying 
during the whole flight  properly arrested the descent rate. The crew was in VMC conditions for the entire 
approach, and visual contact with terrain and obstacles was maintained at all times. The GPWS caution was 
triggered inside of the charted FAF with a stabilized descent of around 700 FPM. Leading up to the GPWS, the 
CA/PF requested that I carefully monitor the altitude inside of the FAF to ensure that the airplane was on the 
correct profile using various resources. The airplane was at no point in time below the charted profile, and at 
no point did the airplane go below the snowflake and/or any of the altitudes in the “recommended altitudes” 
box published on the approach chart. In accordance with company procedures, the crew determined that it 
was safe to continue after having arrested the descent rate when the GPWS caution occurred. 

 

Upon termination of the flight, the crew verified that other crews, one of them being another company 
aircraft, had experienced the same GPWS caution despite flying the approach as charted. There were no 
company specific notes restricting flying the BHM RNAV 36 approach. I believe more research on this specific 
instrument approach by the company is warranted, as the approach was seemingly flown to the charted 
profile. The company technique was briefed and used properly. A stabilized approach was undoubtedly 
established in accordance with company policies, procedures, and rules. I would suggest that the company 
research this instrument approach so hopefully the pilot community can gain knowledge as to why flying this 
specific approach as published would cause a GPWS caution event. 

 SYNOPSIS 



Air carrier pilot reported a GPWS obstacle warning on the RNAV 36 approach to BHM. The aircraft was on the 
charted descent profile and continued the approach. 

 


