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Presentation Topics

ÅKAIP Update

ÅInstrument Approach Study

ÅKS Long Range Transportation Plan Update

ÅFederal Legislation Update

ÅKansas Air Tour

ÅQuestions and Comments



KAIP Update
1. 39 newgrant applications received for FY 09

2. 58 being reconsidered from last yearôs non-select 

list

3. Selection committee to convene late Nov

4. The Secretary has expressed her intent to continue 

funding KAIP beyond FY 09



Kansas Airport Improvement Program
Applications Received

FY No. Amount

2000 33 $12,321,445

2001 44 $11,536,073

2002 33 $  8,905,582 

2003 44 $14,166,218

2004 37 $  9,906,349

2005              37                       $10,264,892

2006 64 $17,391,617

2007 77 $15,879,780

2008 85 $13,735,833

2009 97 $18,087,628
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Avg. Pavement Condition Index
1999 - 49

2000 - 57

2001 - 68 

2002 - 72

2003 - 74

2004 - 73

2005 ï75

2006 ï76

2007 - 77

86 - 100  Excellent 41 - 55    Fair

71 - 85    Very Good 28 - 40    Poor

56 - 70    Good 12 - 27    Very Poor

0 - 11    Failed
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Statewide

Instrument Approach Study







Statewide

Instrument Approach Study

What weôre looking for:

ÅMost appropriate IAP for each arpt

ÅControlling obstacles and how can they be mitigated

ÅAchievable minimums

ÅLevel of FAA design standards compliance



Statewide

Instrument Approach Study

What weôre looking for (cont.)é

ÅType of  FAA 405 survey needed

ÅAre AWOS, GCO or apch lighting justifiable?

ÅApproach development priority

ÅLocations where it is simply not feasible/reasonable 

to establish an apch

ÅA systemperspective to apch development



Statewide

Instrument Approach Study

A Collaborative Effort

Between

KDOT Division of Aviation
&

Mr. Ron Price
QED Airport & Aviation Consultants



Statewide

Instrument Approach Study

Study Process:

ÅAirport site visits

ïPhysical layout

ïObstacle identification, location and 

elevation

ÅTERPS feasibility evaluation

ïControlling obstacle

ïApproach minimums with / without RASS



Statewide

Instrument Approach Study

Study Process (cont.):

ÅAirport compliance assessment

ÅBenefit / cost assessment

ÅAWOS and GCO evaluations

ÅAviation system performance review

ÅAirport Situation Record preparation

ÅAirport Sponsor review meetings



Airport Situation Record



Airport Situation Record

Airport ID Block:



Airport Situation Record

20-Year Present Value Block:

Annual Acft Operations Block:



Airport Situation Record

TERPS Results Block:



Airport Situation Record

TERPS Results Block (cont.):



Airport Situation Record

Compliance with Landing Surfaces Rqmnts Block:


