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FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

Airport Ddstrict Office 
P.O. BJx 9000 

Shreveport ll Louisiana 71109 •
November 25, 1964 

• It~ '[PlY 

REfER TO 

Mr. Frank Sloan 
Attorney at law 
Professional Building 
Jefferson at Union 
Jonesboro, Arkansas 

Subject:	 Construction of Ill1lding
 
near Jonesboro Airport
 

Lear Mr. Sloan: 

Reference is made to your letter of October rr, 1964, and previous 
correspondence concerning the construction of a building for 
blending of fertilizer near the Jonesboro Airport. 

After your client, Robert Rees, filed notice of construction of 
this building on form FAA-1l7, this agency circularized the pro­
posal to interested persons for aeronautical comment and conducted 
l\ study to determine the effect of the structure on the use of 
navigable airspace by aircraft. The aeronautical study disclosed 
that the proposed construction would not ~e6ult in a hazard to 
air navigation provided the structure was obstruction marked and 
lighted in accordance with applicable standards and ~l1e8. We 
understand that your client, Mr. Robert Rees, was notified by 
phone on November 23, 1964, by representatives from our Regional 
Office and that he was furnished a copy of the Study No. SYI-OE-7] 69. 

We are furnishing you a copy of this study for your files. 

Sincerely yours, 

L. A. Winkler 
District Airport Engineer 

Attachment 



• 

, FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 
Sou tlno'es t Regi 011 In reply 

P. O. BC'x. 1689 refer to 
Fort Worth, T~xaY 76101 Study No. SW-0E-7169 

PROPONf<:NT: Robert Rees 
STR"CTURE: Sheetmetal Building LOCATION: Place Jonesboro, Arkansas 
HF.H:lt1' Above Cround: 57 feet LatItude 35°49'45" 

Above HSL 321 feet Longi tude: 90°38'45" 

The Ff'deral Aviation Agency has circllIEHized the precedi.ng proposal to 1ntere~ted 

person!'! for aeronautical comment and ha~ conductt>d a Rtlldy to dl.'telmine thf' effect 
of the strllcture on the 11!'!f' of navlgable alrspace by alrcrflft. 

No substantial aeronautical objections were received as a result of the circularization. 
The aeronautical study disclosed the proposed structure would exceed the criteria 
delineated in Federal Aviation Regulations, Part 77, Subpart C, 77.27(b)(2), as 
applied to Runway 36 of the Jonesboro, Arkansas. Municipal Airport. An on-the-site 
evaluation of the aeronautical effects of the structure further disclosed it would 
impose no further restrictions to aircraft operations than are already imposed by 
the existence of a higher elevator also located within the approach area to Runway 36; 
however, it cannot be considered shielded by the higher elevator due to the location 
of the two structures in relation to the flow of traffic utilizing Runway 18/36. 
Theae facts are not in themselves limiting once an aeronautical study haa been initi­
ated. In this instance, the aeronautical study disclosed the proposed structure 
would have no substantial adverse effects on aeronautical operations, procedures, 
or minimum flight altitudes. 

Therefore, in accordance with Subpart n. 77_]~(b). it Is the detcrmindtion of 
this Agency that the proposed construction would not result in a hazard to air 
navigation provided the structure be obstrurtion marked ~nd lighted In accordance 
with aprllcahle st8nc1al-ds <1nd rtllf's. TlH' rrnporl"Tlt is hprehy rE>quested to givl' 
81lpplcml'ntl'l1 nut I ficslion ttl t.ht: AY,f'IlCY pI i"r tu l'OInmellcing construction or if 
the proposed construction Ls abandnnf'd. Unless ot.herwi~e revlRed or terminate<1, 
this dett-1rminlltion will expire on __ May 23, 1966 or upon the 
abandonment of the proposed constructi.on, \.'hichever may occur sooner (Part 77, 
Subpart D, 77.41(8), Federal Aviation Regulations). 

Palll W. Robinson 
" Chief, Airspace l1til ization 

'~I Procedo'os B,.nCh~,.1X -\' 
cc: 
FCC (Washington) 
Issued in Fort Worth, TexBH, on November ~3.4 r /\, \ \ 
SW Form 711 (7-64) I~ \ 

j (7460) 


