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L Seanen t | E Object Obstructed Object Proposed
1 | [ S ¥y Description/Elevation Part 77 Surface Penetration Object Disposition
| y s % i 1. GROUND-EL 1065 PRIMARY SURFACE 13 REQUEST GROUND TO BE GRADED
e § — 2. GROUND-EL 1049.6 PRIMARY SURFACE 25 REQUEST GROUND TO BE GRADED
[ 12 3. GROUND-EL 1046.3 PRIMARY SURFACE 34 REQUEST GROUND TO BE GRADED
| 3 4. OLGSANT-EL 1078.8 PRIMARY SURFACE 42.6' NO ACTION
5. TREES-EL 1047.6 PRIMARY/TRANSITIONAL UP TO 9.4' TRIM/REMOVE ALL TREES
6. TREES-EL 1063.2 TRANSITIONAL SURFACE UPTO9.1' TRIM/REMOVE ALL TREES
7. TREES-EL 1105.6 TRANSITIONAL SURFACE UPT015.3' TRIM/REMOVE ALL TREES
8. TREES-EL 1068.1 TRANSITIONAL SURFACE UP TO 11.9 TRIM/REMOVE ALL TREES
i 9. TREES-EL 1079.9 PRIMARY SURFACE UPTO2' TRIM/REMOVE ALL TREES
10. OL ANT-EL 1229.4 HORIZONTAL SURFACE 14' NO ACTION
11. TREES-EL 1103.4 34:1 APPROACH SURFACE UP TO 4.7 TRIM/REMOVE ALL TREES
| 12. TREES-EL 1097.7 50:1 APPROACH SURFACE UPTO8.3' TRIM/REMOVE ALL TREES
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| i [z A | APPROACH SURFACE WIDTH AT ss0| wo| sco| soo| vooo| 1000
{ § 5T 1. Depiction of features and objects, including r}e‘IateG elevations and clearapces, within the B ::::IUSESEHN'XGNHL SURFACE | 5.000] 5.000| 5.000
4 2 Part 77 Approach Surfaces and Threshold Siting Surfaces (TSS) are depicted on the — E ™
: INNER PORTION OF RUNWAY APPROACH SURFACE DRAWINGS. AFFROMCH | INSTRLS
Fa 2. Details concerning terminal improvements depicted on the TERMINAL AREA DRAWING.
| 3. Recommended land uses within the airport environs are depicted on the AIRPORT . . - gt s . —
LAND USE DRAWING. © | APPROACH SURFACE WIDTH AT END| 00| 4.000| 16,000
4. NAVD 88 Datum was used for all vertical elevations and NAD 83 for all horizontal elevations. 2 ::::gﬁ: :Eg;:“ LEMGTH '"':‘"'I’
5. Depiction of features and objects, including related elevations and clearances, within
the Runway Departure Surfaces and Glideslope Qualification Surface (GQS) A- UTILITY PRINWAYES
i are depicted on the DEPARTURE SURFACE DRAWINGS. B OUMRAE LADGRE DUMBITIMTY. .
. N - . . - VISIBILITY MINIMUMS GREATER THAN 3/4 MILE
6. Topeka Municipal Code, Chapter 18.205, Forbes Field and Philip Billard Airports Hazard Zoning, 0~ VISIBILITY MINIMUMS AS LOW AS /4 MILE
provides airspace protection for the airport. * - PRECISION INSTRUMENT APPROACH SUDPE IS 50:1 FOR INNER 10,000
FEET AND 40:1 FOR AN ADDITIONAL 40,000 FEET
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I SOURCE: 14 CFR Part 77, Section 77.25, Civil Airport Imaginary Surlaces.
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