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SPRINGFIELD-BECKLEY MUNICIPAL AIRPORT

FAA APPROVAL LETTER

e Detroit Airports District Office
US Departrment Metro Airport Center

of fansporiation 11677 5. Wayne Road, Ste. 107
Federal Aviation Romulus, Ml 48174
Administration

August 25,2021

Mr. Seth Timmerman

Airport Manager

Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport
76 East High Street

Springfield, 04 45502

Dear Mr. Timmerman:

springfield-Seckiey Municipal Airport (SGH)
Springfield, Ohio
Airport Layout Plan (ALP) Approval
2020-AGL-8256-NRA

The Master Plan (MP) documents for the Springfield Municipal Airport (SGH) are acceptable from a
contractual standpoint with respect to Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) planning policies,
applicable Advisory Circulars, and Standard Operating Procedures. The contents of the MP reflect the
views of the City of Springfield, the Airport Sponsor, who is responsible for the accuracy of the
document. The MP does not necessariy reflect the views or policies of the FAA, and the determination
of acceptability does not imply the FAA agrees with the MP conclusions and recommendations.

The FAA Reauthorization Act of 2018, Section 163(d), has limitec the FAA's review and aparoval
authority for ALPs. This Act limits the FAA’s authority to those portions of the ALP that:

a. Materally impact the safe and efficient operation of aircraft at, to, or from the airport;

b. Adversely affect the safety of people or property on the ground adjacent to the aiport as a
result of aircraft operations; or

c. Adversely affect the value of prior Federal investments to a significant extent.

FAA's approval of this ALP is limited to existing facilities only (or those specific areas that FAA retains
approval authority). The FAA has not made a determination on whether or not it retains review and
approval authority for any proposed facilities depicted on the ALP asscciated with this letier (unless
otherwise noted). Under Title 43 U.5.C. § 47107(a)(16) (as revised per section 163(d) of Pub.L 115-254),
FAA will separately determine whether it retains approval authority for each individual proposed
facility depicted on an ALP before construction starts.

operations at 5GH. Please be advised that any future projects will require a separate determination of
eligibility and justification, in response to COVID-19 impacts, before the FAA will concur with the project.

It is FAA policy that the Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) should be acquired in fee simple. It appears SGH
owns portions of the RPZ for runway ends 6/24 and 15/33. The FAA recommends the Airport Sponsor
have an avigation easement for those portions of the RPZ where fee simple ownership is not currently
identified. The Airport Sponsor should review the land use in the area and ensure that it has adequate
controls in place. The Airport Sponsor should ensure there is no congregation of people within the
RPZ. The September 27, 2012 “Interim Guidance on Land Uses Within a Runway Protection Zone”
requires the Airport Sponsor to develop an alternatives analysis when the following is proposed:

1. An airfield project (e.g., runway extension, runway shift)

2. Achange in the critical design aircraft that increases the RPZ dimensions

3. A new or revised instrument approach procedure that increases the RPE dimensions
4. A local development proposal in the RPZ {either new or reconfigured)

This Alternatives Analysis must be reviewed by the ADO, Regional Office, and APP-400.
An Exhibit "A” was included in ALP set and will require a separate review.

AWildlife Hazard Site Visit was completed in conjunction with the master plan update. The FAA provided
the review and acceptance of the report on August 22, 2019,

If any of the design critical aircraft or aircraft groups change, this ALP must be reevaluated.
There are no modification to design standards granted with this ALP,

FAA's approval does not infer or imply that the land in the airport vicinity is considered compatible
with airport operations. Federal requirements stipulate:

1. All development programs should be reasonably consistent with the plans of local and state
planning agencies for the development in the airport vicinity.

2. That fair consideration has been given to the interest of communities in or near the airport.

3. That development programs provide for the protection and enhancement of the environment.

The FAA offers no objection to the proposed ultimate airspace utilization as depicted on the ALF based
on considerations of safe and efficient use of airspace. The ALP has the status of “Plan on File” for the
purpose of 14 CFR Part 77, Obstruction Evaluation, and 14 CFR Part 152, Airport Aid Program. A review
of the airside landing area development was conducted according to the following 14 CFR's Parts: -77, -
152, -and —157, Notice of Construction, Alteration, Activation, and Deactivation of Airports (reference
Aeronautical Study Number [2020-AGL-8256-MRA]). It should be noted that FAA cannot prevent
erection of any structure near an airport. Airport environs can only be protected through state and
local zoning ordinances, building regulations, and like requirements.

Although section 163{d) has limited the FAA's review and approval authority of proposed projects
depicted on an ALP, airport sponsors must continue to maintain an up-to-date ALP in accordance with
Federal law, 49 U.S.C. § 47107(z)(16).

The 40:1 Departure Surface, as described in FAA Advisory Circular (AC) 150/5300-13, Airport Design,
Table 3-2, and as updated by Engineering Brief 99, Changes to Tables 3-2 and 3-4 of AC 150/5300-13,
Airport Design, was not evaluated as part of the ALP airspace review. This surface must be evaluated in
the future. Examples of projects which may trigger a review include the following: obstruction
removal, runway threshold changes, and land acquisition within the departure surface.

The airport sponsor is responsible for monitoring obstructions within the departure surface, If an
obstruction is identified, it is the airport sponsor’s responsibility to submit the obstruction to the
IOE/AAA system for an airspace evaluation and determination.

Enclosed is one (1) conditionally approved copy of the subject ALP, dated March 2020. This letter
cancels or supersedes all prior ALP approvals. The ALP approval is based upon recognition of and
adherence to the following:

The approval is not considered a commitment of Federal funding for the proposed development, The
FAA has concurred with the proposed I for planning purp only based on current safaety,
utility, and efficiency standards. Actual development should comply with approved standards applicable
atthe time of construction. The FAA approved forecast and critical aircraft approval dated April 19, 2017
recognizes the following:

1. The existing and future Critical Aircraft for Runway 6/24 is the Challenger 600,

2. Runway 6/24 designation based on Airplane Design Group (ADG) of Category C-Il,

3. The Airport Sponsor wishes to maintain the existing and future Critical Aircraft for Runway 15/33
as the Challenger 600. However, the current data provided in the Master Plan and ALP
development did not demonstrate the need for a crosswind runway beyond an A-/B-1 ADG.
Future projects on Runway 15/33 will require further evaluation of the critical aircraft and an
eligibility determination will be required.

. The Airport Sponsor wishes to maintain the existing and future Airplane Design Group of C-ll.

5. The Airport Sponsor was made aware of Airport Improvement Program (AIP) eligibility for
reconstruction of runways and a runway must be censtructed to the current design standard
which are justified. When reconstruction of either runway occurs the critical aircraft will need
to be re-evaluated.

6. The Airport Sponsor has identified an area on the airside for emerging and future aeronautical
activities, such as eVTOL  The FAA does not currently have design standards or other
requirements for this activity. The ALP only identifies a proposed area for this activity and this
approval does not imply the area meets FAA design and construction standards. Further
airspace review of any proposed structures will be required prior to initiating construction.

ES

This forecast was prepared and approved prior to the COVID-19 public health emergency; therefore, the
conclusions drawn from the forecast data do not reflect the potential impact of COVID-19 on airport

Development depicted on this ALP must comply with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of
1969 and State Environmental Laws. FAA environmental approval may be required for airport
development actions depicted on this ALP, Please check with the ADO to determine what
environmental action, if any, is required prior to starting construction. General requirements
concerning FAA approval can be found in FAA Order 5050.4B8 “National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions.™

To avoid conflicts with future development, the FAA recommends utilizing the ALP when preparing
leases. We further recommend providing copies to the local and state planning zoning boards and
county and city officials, and encouraging adoption of compatible land use criteria in and around the
airport. Coples should be distributed to Fixed Base Operators (FBOs) and airport users,

The Airport and Airway Improvement Act (49 USC 47107{a){16)[D)) requires the sponsor to eliminate
any adverse effects on Federal facilities, or bear all costs to relocate those facilities, that are a result of
an airport change. However, if AIP eligible construction/development items adversely affect FAA
facilities, the cost of relocating the facilities may be eligible under AIP.

This approval does gt include a detailed evaluation of actual construction. Prior to constructing any
development on the airport, notice {(FAA Form 7460-1) consistent with 14 CFR Part 77 must be filed
with this office. This approval does not include approval for temporary construction equipment, which
may be used during actual construction (e.g., cranes, equipment staging areas, site access routes, etc.).
A separate construction safety/phasing plan for any project should be reviewed by the FAA no less
than B0 days prior to beginning any project.

If development is planned without aviation trust fund ir that will change the status or
geometrics of runways, taxiways, aprons, or other operating alrport surfaces, the proponent must alert
the FAA by submitting an ALP.

We trust this letter provides a clear explanation of the conditions and terms of our approval. If you
desire further clarification, please contact this office at (734) 229-2500.

Sincerely,
Digitally signed by JOHN L. MAYFIELD JR
JOHN L. MAYFIELD JR 202106 25 075033 -0400
John L. Mayfield, Ir.
Manager

Detroit Airports District Office

Ce: Woolpert
QDOT Aviation

SPRINGFIELD, OHIO

AIRPORT LAYOUT PLAN

AIP 3-39-0072-024-2016
MARCH 2020

VICINITY MAP

AIRPORT LOCATION MAP

=
B\ \Eldean
A\

\Trov

[ WACO Air Museum $

an;
d;%&

|
|
=
295, 4
- A

25

L T
e

SRR

i

BECKLEY
~ MUNICIPAL AIRPORT

des =

3
.

F3

= 4

e D bl il N gk

<

y Li

Terre Haute

Cedar
| Bog

sz

i Ol Brown

Weoserioe: 4 -@-

' Buck Creek

e S0

' ;w '
yn taummerford
§London Il MAPS
¥ ;:?’cxrrwmnm

Pitchin
W«w—‘#\&
wa M

wﬁ*&%‘v S;__Cha ' stoﬁj
Lol

Q] i

el

L= P

b Y TThs
‘ oo | L SPRINGFIELD-BECKLEY
=Bryan MUNICIPAL AIRPOR

. ‘, %& Wl‘ﬂ:ﬁm‘,.w Eg* I L *} ANt b _ r

edarvill

+ oY Cantral State
fwnQ-niversity |
e o e Nfadiomel AP
ubagorc Americen Museum”

Wilberforde B

_ldniversity

N\

New Jasper

NOT TO SCALE

Sheet List Table

Sheet Number

Sheet Title

COVER SHEET

AIRPORT DATA SHEET

AIRPORT LAYOUT PLAN — EXISTING CONDITION

AIRPORT LAYOUT PLAN — FUTURE CONDITION

AIRPORT AIRSPACE DRAWING

RUNWAY 06 END EXISTING AND FUTURE APPROACHES

RUNWAY 24 END EXISTING AND FUTURE APPROACHES

OiIN|O|O | P WIN|—

RUNWAY OBSTRUCTION TABLES

(o]

RUNWAY 15 END EXISTING AND FUTURE APPROACHES

—_
(@]

RUNWAY 33 END EXISTING AND FUTURE APPROACHES

—_—
—_

RUNWAY OBSTRUCTION TABLES

-
N

TERMINAL PLAN SOUTHWEST

(6]

TERMINAL PLAN CENTRAL

—_
»

TERMINAL PLAN NORTHEAST

—_
6.}

LAND USE MAP

EX1

AIRPORT PROPERTY INVENTORY MAPS

EX2

AIRPORT PROPERTY INVENTORY MAPS

EX3

AIRPORT PROPERTY INVENTORY MAPS

|

A 1

CLARK —

COUNTY '

STATE COUNTY MAP

OHIO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, OFFICE OF AVIATION

Lumberton

BB

gy

SOURCE: ODOT MAPS RESOURCE
http://lwww.dot.state.oh.us/maps/Pages/default.aspx

PAGE -

Jawmes £, Bryand, Administrator, Office of Aviation

N\-& 20\

N Dy
7

SGH—-SPRINGFIELD—BECKLEY MUNICIPAL AIRPORT, FAA AIP 3-39-0072-024-2016

FAA DISCLAIMER

"THE PREPARATION OF THIS DOCUMENT MAY HAVE BEEN SUPPORTED, IN PART,
THROUGH THE AIRPORT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE FROM THE
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION (AIP 3-18-0064-11) AS PROVIDED UNDER TITLE 49
U.S.C., SECTION 47104. THE CONTENTS DO NOT NECESSARILY REFLECT THE OFFICIAL
VIEWS OR POLICY OF THE FAA. ACCEPTANCE OF THIS REPORT BY THE FAA DOES
NOT IN ANY WAY CONSTITUTE A COMMITMENT ON THE PART OF THE UNITED STATES
TO PARTICIPATE IN ANY DEVELOPMENT DEPICTED THEREIN NOR DOES IT INDICATE
THAT THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT IS ENVIRONMENTALLY ACCEPTABLE OR WOULD
HAVE JUSTIFICATION IN ACCORDANCE WITH APPROPRIATE PUBLIC LAWS."

CITY OF SPRINGFIELD, OHIO

SPRINGFIELD—BECKLEY MUNICIPAL AIRPORT

APPROVED AND ADOPTED

DATE APPROVED
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ASSISTAN/ CITYWANAGER

AIRPORT MANAGER

333 North Alabama Street
AV Y / Suite 200
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