. : Action: Task Type:  |Date Open: Task #: Request #:
Flight Procedure Tracking Form ! yp p equ

AMENDMENT 1AP 06/15/2015 2015061530183701001 20150615301837
Airport ID: Airport: Reimbursable #:
P : RNAYV (GPS) RWY 14 AMDT OA
rocedure (GPS) 0 KOXAS 74 RANCH NO
City: CAMPBELLTON ST: TX GPS#: Estimated Chart Date: 06/20/2019 FICO #
FacID: N/A Fac. Type: Specialist: CHRISTINE BAY SE
Procedure Review
Rec'd Rel'd Full Name Comments
L ead: 06/24/2015 06/06/2017 MIKE MELSSEN Digitally signed by 0\3”‘“’;_
OA: 06/06/2017 WARDELL HENNING 41
L iaj.son' Mar 04, 2079 O’YEC\("Q
Procedure Comments: ENROUTE-NON|Remark Type: INFORMATION
SPECIAL

ABBREVIATED AMENDMENT

PROCESSED IAW AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS GROUP (AJW-33_MEMO, OCTOBER 3, 2018, SUBJECT: FLIGHT INSPECTION REVIEW NOT
REQUIRED.

CONTACT: PAT MULQUEEN 405-954-4073 OR WARDELL HENNING 405-436-1902

VN8200-6 (05/26/2005) Dataasof: 02/04/2019 10:41:10 AM




NIM 7 14 2.1 2|a
] 5 T : 3 T
FT 42000 84000 126000 168000

fpodhi | xa5

H

T

a:;":m:! \

ﬁ it twis &

7.
t7Es

i
= 7 P e N < f’
e .x. B Z88, l\ ~

Inav14 (PROD) | 28 Oct 2010 15:51:08 | 1" = 41666.7 feet (MAP)

LY

§%

Potast (t‘&\)\ 28 < :

{odo ds(EASANTOMN
¥ -~ - 1

i i

JEETS

i
.

KINGSVI

sas
2e7 T

PAISANG (oo

i.ﬁﬁ = A

{LE3 MOA /

[

Airport ID: : KO)(A5 55 o
; Apt Name: 74 RANCH No SEGMENT OBSTRUCTION ~ ELEV["
Ciy CAMPBELLTON 1 MILET FEEDR TOWER
- A see X 3 YEVUK INITIAL AAO
| 34 Proc D RNAV (GPS) RWY 14 13 HOLD IN LIEU TOWER
. Amdt#: ORIG 5 LEMIG INITIAL TOWER
S 1012512010 7 | INTERMEDIATE ARG
& Soale: % LNAV FINAL AAO
e Scale, 1:500,000 11 | LNAV STEPDOWN TREE
MA LEVEL SFC AAO
MA HOLDING TOWER 737
=) = [ . i
5 { ; £ * S . 1o
K "1 B B ns San Anfonio,

N g o
i L

M s8s

ALY AL S
THags iversi  He.
114 CRS THX R )
[SARAKGED

€

A

o Blewm e

3

3 e el




i 1 2 g ] 2 g 1 §
r T T T T T
FT 8000 16000 24000 32000 40000 48000

fpodhl | xa5Inav14l (PROD) | 28 Oct 2010 15:49:49 | 1" = 8333.3 feet (MAP) '
\ \ _ \ ™ s

i

<

|
r
|
|
i
o
4

\

¢ i
|

i

B

K/L%&&ngl.iingj (

{193

T [AiportiD:

KOXAS

Apt Name:

74 RANCH

No

oy

SEGMENT

OBSTRUCTION

ELEV |

= City: CAMPBELLTON 9 LP FINAL AAO 539
F i State: X 10 LP STEPDOWN TREE 345 “'f-
NiL ] ProciD: RNAV (GPS) RWY | H
Amdt #: ORIG
F T e 10/25/2010
9 Scale: 1:500,000
¥ i il )
| L] i E ¥ ’
e ey

g, o
Vs
N
A
3
by
LY
5
b "
RRE B o
Y
S
£ Y
| ,




NM

1

2

4

8

o

¥
FT

e
i

y

T
8000

YO

{
]

16600
fpodh! l xaSlnav14 (PROD) | 28 Oct 2010 1
© L4 Christine i

'I
24000

83 X

32000
5:44:20 | 1" = 8333.3 feet (MAP) |

ang g

Sy

&4

o i 7 ‘i;?
3T bt } Faal b g aill
Airport ID: KOXAS
‘Apt Name: 74 RANCH No SEGMENT OBSTRUCTION ELEV{.
City: CAMPBELLTON 9 LNAV FINAL AAO 539 |
¢ State: ™ 1" LNAV STEPDOWN TREE 355 o, W0
ProciD: RNAV (GPS) RWY 14 17 CIRCLING CAT A TREE 385 !
¥
Amdt # ORIG 18 CIRCLING CATB TREE 395 i
Date: 10/25/2010 15 MA LEVEL SFC AAO 597 b
Scale: 1:100,000 ¥
R 3 _‘f"f-__x y j : ,_A,,..A.‘-_-..}‘g:.' 4 l.{~ Lod S e
§ i 1 20" £y
\ s + Ty ; ‘\‘ -




Federal Aviation
Administration

Memorandum
Date: MAR 03 2011

EILE

To:
From: ei"eg %wmoto, Manager, Terminal Procedures and Charting Services,

Central Team, AIV-353

Subject: ACTION: Documentation of a Categorical Exclusion Under Order 1050.1

A. Proposed Action: Established a standard instrument approach procedure (IAP) titled RNAV
(GPS) RWY 14, 74 Ranch (KOXAS), Campbellton, TX.

B. This action qualifies for consideration as a categorically excluded action as it falls under the
specific categorical exclusion provision: Publishing of Instrument Procedures conducted over
noise sensitive arcas; modifications to currently approved instrument procedures conducted
below 3,000 feet AGL that do not increase minimum altitudes and landing minima.

C. Other supporting information:
ASO-220 Memorandum dated April 5, 1989
AFS-1 Memorandum dated September 21, 1994
AVN-100 Memorandum dated July 23, 1996

D. Review and analysis by the FAA does not indicate that any extraordinary circumstances listed
in Order 1050.1 or other reasons exist that would cause undersigned to believe that the proposed
action might have the potential for causing significant environmental impacts upon its
implementation. The proposed action does not individually or cumulatively have a significant
cffort on the human environment and, therefore, is determined to be categorically excluded from
further environmental documentation according to Order 1050.1.

Originated by: Tom Lattimer Date: 9/28/09
Title: FPO Manager




CHECKLIST OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT CATEGORIES IN SUPPORT OF A CATEGORICAL
EXCLUSION (CE) DETERMINATION:

Airport:74 Ranch(0XA3) Projeci/Action: GPS Approach

Preparer: Jim Kane Signn%&rz:ﬁ%f’}u Date:9/28/2009

i P
L/Prf?é)::;;i Comments / Follow-up
Circumstance oente See attached comments if
needed.
Yes No

Section 106 Historic Propertics
I ne properties in_ or eligible for inclusion in. the
Mativnal Register of Historic Phices have been identiticd
within the area of proposed action, it mmy be considered %
that there is no impuct polential.

DOT Act, Section (4} Lands
1§ 1o land is being taken, or ased by the propesed action,
it snay b considered that theny: is no dmpact potential.

<

Caontroversy on Envirenmental Grouads

I no controversy is Known or expected based on the
proposed action. it may be considered that there s ne x"
impact potential.

Natuvral Resourees, Energy Supply and Sustainable
Design

1fthe overflight of aircrafl as a result of the propused
action would have no effect on this circumstance, it may
he considered that there is o lmpact potential,

Fish, Wildlife and Plants

if the overflight of aireraft as a result of the proposed
action would have no effect on this circumstance, it may
be considercy that there is no impact potential.

Wetlansds

If the overflight of aircrafl as a eesult of the proposcd
action would hove my ¢flect on this circumstance, By
be considered that there is so impact potential.

Floodplains

I the overflight of aircratt as a result of the proposed
action would have no eflect on this circumstance. it may
be considersd that there is no impaet potential.

Coastal Resources

H the overtlight of aireratt as 2 resubt of e proposcd
action wouhd have no effcct o this circumstance, it may
be considered that thers is o impact potential,

Prime/Unique Farmiand

IF thye overflight of aircrafl as a result of this proposed
action would have no eifect on this circumsiance. it may
he comsidered that there s noe impact potential.

Light Emissions and Visual lmpacts

I the proposed action would have no sigoificant impiet

o this circumstasice, i1 may he considered thit there s no
mpact potential —

Controversy Regarding Retocation Housing

I 0o reloeatton housing would be required as a resuit of

the proposed dction, it may be considersd that there is no

itnpact petential,

R U U VI A VR N




Circumstance

Impaet
Potential

Yes No

Comments/Follow-up

See attached
comments H needed.

Counstruclion Impacts

H 1he proposed action would cause ne significant
disnuption, it may be considered that there is no impact
potential.

X

Traffic Congestion

Ifhe proposed action would cause no significant
increase, oF create ground tafic congestion, it may be
considered that there is no inpact potential,

Moise Impact/Naise Scasitive Areus

Refer tu your lelter Lo us in regponse to the 1i6ih pamgraph
ot our Envirommenta! himpact Study/Asscssment letter oy
ALl

Air Quality

17 the overflight of airerafi us a result of the proposed
action woudd have no effect on this circumstance, it may
be considered that there is no impact potential.

Water Quality

1f the overflight of airezall as a result of the proposed
action would buve no offect on this circantanee. it ma
b considered that there is no impaet potential,

~ w0 X

Hazardous Materiais, Pollution Prevention and Solid
Waste

IT the proposed gction woukld have no significant impact
on this ciccumstance. #t may be considered that there is no
impact patential.

s

Compatible Land Use

Ifthe proposed action would nat result in conflicting land
use {with the excepiion of airpent property ). it may be
considered that there is no impact potential.

Secondary (Induced) Impacts

W ihe proposed action woutdd nni induee any significant
itapacts, it may be considered that there i no impact
poiential.

K

Wild and Scenic Rivers

I the overtlight of aircrall as 2 resuli of the proposed
activn would have no offect un Hiis circomstance. it unity
be considered that there is no impact petential,

Cumulative Impascts

{1'1he proposed action would not result in a sipnificant
cumulative tmpecl. @ may be considered tut there is no
impact potcntial,

Inconsistent with Other Environmental Laws

I the proposed action is not inconsistent with other
eavironmental Taws, it may be considercd that there s no
impacl potential,

Sociceconamic impacts, Eovironmenta Justice and

Children’s Environmental Health and Safety Risks

H the proposad action has not been designed w overly or

avoid specitic areas based on underlying area cconomic

comsiderutives. i1 may be considered that there is no
impact potential.






