
Tampa . , AVIATION AUTHORITY
International
Airport * petition for variance *

Tampa InternationalAirport Peter O. Knight Airport Plant CityAirport Tampa Executive /Urport
P.O. Box 22287, Tampa, FL 33622-2287

Provide a summary of request, activities involved and any other required or pertinent information as It pertains to any of the following
criteria which will be used to substantiate a variance to the height zoning regulations. Additional pages may be used If necessary.

• The regulated height would create an unnecessary hardship to the applicant.

• Special conditions and circumstances apply which are not applicable to other similarly situated property.
• The proposal will not create a substantial detriment to public good or impair the purposes of the intent of these regulations.

• The proposaI will not create a substantial adverse effect on the utility of the airport covered under these regulations.

A height variance is being requested for the construction of a multi-family housing tower In downtown
Tampa.The proposed structure, at approximately 288 ft AMSL, will not create a substantial adverse effect
to either the public good or the utility of the airport covered under these regulations. The applicable
conditions and circumstances have been seemingly bypassed by other towers within the vicinity of the
proposed structure. These same conditions and circumstances place unnecessary hardships for the
proposed development by restricting height to a limit below other towers within the vicinity.

Applicant acknowledges receipt of the applicable procedures and/or provisions pertaining to the above request and agrees that in
consideration of issuance of this variance to be bound by the terms and conditions of such documents and all other applicable laws,
rules, regulations, procedures and laws. The petitioner must forward to FOOT by certified mail, return receipt requested, a copy of the
permit package and petition for comment. The review of this petition for variance and variance process will proceed only upon the
receipt of FDOT's comments or waiver of that right. Include a copy of the certified mall receipt with the petition.

Date: 5/20/2019 Nearest Airport: Tampa International Overall Height (AMSl): 288 ft
Peter O Knight Airport

Under penalty of perjury, I hereby certify that the above statements are true and correct and I have full power and authority to act
on behalf of the Applicant's named firm, corporation or organization in the submission of this variance request.

Printed Name ofAuthorized Representative: Marilyn Mullen Healy,

Signature of Authorized Representative: ^ feate:
All activities performed under this variance are atappll^ts own expense an&ank, the Authority will not be held liable for any
Damages, losses or injuries resulting from or connected with this activity.

STATE OF Florida , COUNTY OF Hillsborough
Sworn to (or affirmed) and subscribed before me this 20th day of May , 2019 by Marilyn Mullen Healy
Personally Known y OR Produced Identification Type of Id Produced

(NOTARY SEAL)

. I MY COMMISSION #FF 96574#Notary Signature cwto n.. la.tlffl)
• BmUWnuUBUBMIIWIIVWWg"

THIS SEaiON TO BE COMPLETED BY AVIATION AUTHORITY REPRESENTTtIVE

n • i YES NOAirport Studv No. PCC' ^ I Variance Approval Q Q

FAAStudy Number:

Associated Aeronautical Study Numbers:

FOOT Concurrence: YES: Q NO: Q WAIVED: [~l In accordance with Resolution No. 20.

Board of Adjustment Chairman Date

PD-01



ampa
irrnternational

.Airport
AVIATION AUTHORITY

* PERMIT APPLICATION *
Tampa International Airport Peter0. Knight Airport Plant City Airport Tampa Executive Airport

P.O. Box 22287, Tampa, FL 33622-2287
Scope/Nature ofRequest: Provide summary of request, activities involved and any other required or pertinent information tofully
describe scope, submit drawings andspecification ifneeded. Additional pages may be used ifnecessary. The application must also
contain (1) an FAA Determination of No Hazard if theduration is greater than 72hrs. (2) site survey with anFAA accuracy code oflA, if
requested (3) a Variance application, ifapplicable (4) site plan with a building layout, if requested (5) building elevation plan, If
requested (6) any additional information requested by theAirport Zoning Director to determine whether ornotthe proposal will comply
with the Airport Zoning Regulations.

Project Name \ Description:
The project includes the demolition oftheexisting surface parking lot and small single story office bulWlng. Proposed
construction will Include a 172-unlt multi-family housingtowerwith associated leasing
office/lounge, singular restaurant space, rooftop pool.

Applicant acknowledges receipt of the applicable procedures and/or provisions pertaining to the above request and agrees that in
consideration of issuance ofthispermit to be bound bythe termsandconditions ofsuch documents and alt otherapplicable laws, rules,
regulations, procedures and laws.

Permanent (Height Zoning)

Temporary (Crane/Equip.)

"ET

•

Check type ofpermit
being requested

This application is required to be attached to the supplemental
data form for Permit request (see on-line application process).

Name/Company/Organization: Development Ventures Group, Inc.

Contact Person forRequested Activity: Marilyn Mullen Healy, Esq.

Project Location: '•02 E. Tyler St. Tampa, FL 33602 Marilyn.Healy@akerman.com

Phone: (813)209-5025

Under penalty of perjury, I hereby certify that the above statements and supplemental data are true and correct and I have full
powerandauthority to acton behalfof the abovenamedfirm, corporation or organization Inthe submission ofthisapplication.

PrintedName of Authorized Representative: Marilyn Mullen Healy, Es

Signature of Authorized Representative:

STATE OF Florida
Sworn to (oraffirmed) andsubscribed before me thIslSthdav of April

Marilyn Mullen Healv

COUNTY OF

Date: April 18, 2019

HillsboTough

Personally Known X OR Produced Identification Type of Id Produced
^VAHia

*jkq'jr _ My COMMISSION ||l|T985T4g
ixpiRtoApimMo '

BondtdTtniBudoilHotMySctvMM
fNOTARVSEALl

Notary Signature.

All activities performed under this permit are atapplicant's own expense and risk. The Authority wlit notbeheld liable for any damages, losses or
injuries resulting from orconnected with this activity. This permit does not relieve theapplicant from obtaining any other permits, approvals, or
determinations from other governmental agenciesas maybe requiredin accordance with law.

THISSECTION TO BECOMPLETED BYAVIATION AUTHORITY REPRESENTATIVE

Airport Study No. ao\^-1\
FAAStudy Number

Associated FAA Study Numbers

Reviewed By:

Zoning Director Date

YES / NO

' Variance Required: j |

Recommend Approval; • •

Coordinate with Airport Operations:

Coordinate with ATCT: • ^

Approved • Denied •

PD-17



Airport Study Number

[2019-71

Approval Date Expires

11/13/20

Review Summary

Permit Number Address

102 E Tyler St

Permit Type

Height Zoning

REVIEW PROCESS MSL [18 [ AGL [270 j AMSL [286 [ LAI [27-57-08.06 | LONG [82-27^1.73

77.9 Review

[Required Notice

77.19 Review

Iwthin Height Limits"

Analysis Summary

No Airspace or Navaid impacts identified

Coordination with ATCT

O Yos 0 No

Emergency Use

O Yes @ No

Objects affecting Navigable Airspace

(•) Yes Q No

Conditions

77.17 Review

Obstruction

TERPS OEI f62.S:11

Within Height Limits NA

Coordination with Operations

O Yes 0 No

Hazard Marking and/or Lighting

0 Yes O No

Exceeds Supportive Screening Criteria

O Yes 0 No

•Red Obstruction lighting required In accordance with the FAA Advisory Circular 70/7460-1 L, Change 2
•E-File FAA form 7460-2 with the FAA and Airport within 5days after the construction reaches its greatest height
•Occupants and/or owners of the units must be informed that the structure considered under this permit/variance lies in
proximity to an airport and occupants may be subjected to noise and light from aircraft operating to and from the airport.
•Obtain a temporary permit for any construction equipment that exceeds the height of the building.
' Any glint or glare issues identified from this project must be mitigated by the petitioner

RecommendApproval 0 Yes Q No

•i; 'f..
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Associated Points Data for Development Ventures 1971 • Report created on 5/21/2019 9-51 23 AM
Point

Number

Description Latitude Longitude X Y Site Elev.

(AMSL)
Struct Height

(AGL)
Overall Height

(AMSL)
Down & Over

From Closest Runway
1 Bidg corner 27" 57' 8.06" N 82® 27' 41.73" W 507,149.1597 1,315,621.4405 18.00 270.00 288.00

Oown(-f-): 12,177.04 Over(-): 2,887.17
Distance from RW 18: 12.514.63

2 Bidg corner 27" 57' 8.49" N 82® 27' 40.47" W 507,262.3168 1,315,664.4395 18.00 270.00 288.00
Down(+): 12,206.38 Over(-): 2,769.72
Distance from RW 18: 12,516.67

3 BIdg corner 27" 57' 8.21" N 82" 27' 39.85" W 507,317.8100 1,315,635.9526 18.00 270.00 288.00
Down( + ): 12,171.53 Over(-): 2,717.98
Distance from RW 18: 12,471.31

4 Bidg corner 27® 57' 6.98" N 82" 27' 39.32" W 507,364.8705 1,315,511.5561 18.00 270.00 288.00
Down(-f }: 12,042.45 Over(-): 2,685.94
Distance from RW 18: 12,338.35

5 Bidg corner 27" 57* 6.33" N 82" 27' 41.18" W 507,197.8226 1,315,446.5421 18.00 270.00 288.00
Down(-f): 11,997.62 Over(-): 2,859.50
Distance from RW 18: 12,333.68

6 Bidg corner 27® 57' 6.82" N 82" 27' 41.51" W 507,168.4158 1,315,496.1388 18.00 270.00 288.00
Down(-f ): 12,050.34 Over(-): 2,882.84
Distance from RW 18: 12.390.38

7 Bidg corner 27® 57' 7.21" N 82" 27' 41.69" W 507,152.4226 1,315,535.5857 18.00 270.00 288.00
Down(+); 12,091.40 Over(-}: 2,894.07
Distance from RW 18: 12,432.93
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Mail Processing Center Aeronautical Study No.
Federal Aviation Administration 2019-ASO-14851-OE

Southwest Regional Office
Obstruction Evaluation Group
10101 Hillwood Parkway
Fort Worth, TX 76177

Issued Date: 05/13/2019

Dennis Biggs, Pres. & CEO
Development Ventures Group, Inc.
350 Fifth Avenue

Suite 5340

New York, NY 10118

** DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administrationhas conducted an aeronautical study under the provisionsof 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Building Tampa/Tyler
Location: Tampa, FL
Latitude: 27-57-08.06N NAD 83

Longitude: 82-27-41.73W
Heights: 18 feet site elevation (SE)

270 feet above ground level (AGL)
288 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure would have no substantial adverse effect on the safe
and efficient utilization of the navigable airspace by aircraft or on the operation of air navigation facihties.
Therefore, pursuant to the authority delegated to me, it is hereby determined that the structure would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s) is(are) met:

As a condition to this Determination, the structure is to be marked/lighted in accordancewith FAA Advisory
circular 70/7460-1 L Change 2, Obstruction Marking and Lighting, red lights - Chapters 4,5(Red),&12.

Any failure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its position, should be reported immediately to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airmen
(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

It is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, be e-filed any time the
project is abandoned or:

At least 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part 1)
X Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part 2)

See attachment for additional condition(s) or information.

The structure considered under this study lies in proximity to an airport and occupantsmay be subjected to
noise from aircraft operating to and from the airport.
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This determination expires on 11/13/2020 unless:

(a) the construction is started (not necessarily completed) and FAA Form 7460-2, Notice ofActual
Construction or Alteration, is received by this office.

(b) extended, revised, or terminated by the issuing office.
(c) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission

(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO

SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is subject to review ifan interested party files a petition that is received by the FAA on or
before June 12,2019. In the event a petition for review is filed, it must contain a full statementof the basis upon
which it is made and be submitted to the Manager of the Airspace Policy Group. Petitions can be submitted via
mail to Federal Aviation Administration, 800 Independence Ave, SW, Room 423, Washington, DC 20591, via
email at OEPetitions@faa.gov, or via facsimile (202) 267-9328.

This determination becomes final on June 22, 2019 unless a petition is timely filed. In which case, this
determination will not become final pending disposition of the petition. Interested parties will be notified of
the grant of any review. For any questions regarding your petition, please contact Airspace Policy Group via
telephone - 202-267-8783.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates, heights,
fi-equency(ies) and power. Any changes in coordinates, heights and firequencies or use of greater power, except
those frequencies specified in the Colo Void Clause Coalition; Anteima System Co-Location; Voluntary Best
Practices, effective 21 Nov 2007, will void this determination. Any future construction or alteration, including
increase to heights, power or the addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to die FAA. This
determination includes all previously filed frequencies and power for diis structure.

If construction or alteration is dismantled or destroyed, you must submit notice to the FAA within 5 days after
the construction or alteration is dismantled or destroyed.

This determinationdoes include temporaryconstruction equipmentsuch as cranes, derricks, etc., whichmay be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires separate notice to the
FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aircraft and does not reheve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

This aeronautical study consideredand analyzed the impact on existing and proposed arrival, departure, and
en route procedures for aircraft operatingunder both visual flight rules and instrument flight rules; the impact
on all existing and planned public-use airports, military airports and aeronautical facilities; and the cumulative
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impact resulting from the studied structure when combined with the impact of other existing or proposed
structures. The study disclosed that the described structure would have no substantial adverse effect on air
navigation.

An account of the study findings, aeronautical objections received by the FAA during the study (if any), and the
basis for the FAA's decision in this matter can be found on the following page(s).

If we can be of further assistance, please contactMichael Blaich, at (404) 305-6462, or mike.blaich@faa.gov.
On any future correspondence concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2019-
ASO-14851-OE.

Signature Control No: 403725173-405588091 (DNH)
Mike Helvey
Manager, Obstruction Evaluation Group

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Map(s)
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Additional information for ASN 2019-ASC)-14851-OE

TPF = Peter O Knight Airport
ASN = Aeronautical Study Number
AGL = Above Ground Level

AMSL = Above Mean Sea Level

NM = Nautical Miles

ARP = Airport Reference Point
RWY ^ Runway
IFR = Instrument Flight Rule

The proposedbuilding developmentproject is representedby 7 ASNs, representingdifferentpoints of the
project. The building project is under ASNs 2019-ASO-14845-OE through 14851) and were submitted at a
height of 270 feet AGL, 288 feet AMSL. The building point closest to the TPF ARP is located approximately
2.27 NM north. This location represents the southwest part ofproject, which is the point with the greatest
potential effect to the airport. The building project will be located approximately 2.27 to 2.30 NM north of the
TPF ARP and extends from 343.50 degrees azimuth clockwise to 344.32 degrees azimuth.

The proposal would exceed the Obstruction Standards ofTitle 14, Code of Federal Regulations (14 CFR), Part
77 as follows:

Section 77.17 (a)(2) TPF — > Exceeds by 70 feet.

The proposal was not circularized for public comment because current FAA obstruction evaluation policy
exempts from circularization those proposals that exceed the above cited obstruction standard. This is provided
the proposal does not lie within an airport traffic pattem. This policy does not affect the public's right to
petition for review determinations regarding structures, which exceed the subject obstruction standards.

Part 77 Obstruction Standards are used to screen the many proposals submitted in order to identify tfiose
which warrant further aeronautical study in order to determine if they would have significant adverse effect
on protected aeronautical operations. While the obstruction standards trigger a formal aeronautical study,
including circularization, they do not constitute absolute or arbitrary criteria for identification ofhazards to air
navigation. Accordingly, the fact that a proposed structure exceeds an obstruction standard of Part 77 does not
provide a basis for a determination that the structure would be a hazard to air navigation.

Details of the structure were not circularized to the aeronautical public for comment.

AERONAUTICAL STUDY FOR POSSIBLE INSTRUMENT FLIGHT RULES (IFR) EFFECT DISCLOSED
THE FOLLOWING:

> The proposed structure would have no effect on any existing or proposed IFR arrival/departure routes,
operations, or procedures.

> The proposed structurewould have no effect on any existing or proposed IFR en route routes, operations,or
procedures.

> The proposed structure would have no effect on any existing or proposed IFR minimum flight altitudes.
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AERONAUTICAL STUDY FOR POSSIBLE VISUAL FLIGHT RULES (VFR) EFFECT DISCLOSED THE
FOLLOWING;

> The proposed structure would have no effect on any existing or proposed VFR arrival or departure routes,
operations or procedures.

> The proposed structure would not conflict with airspace required to conduct normal VFR traffic pattern
operations at any known public use or military airports.

> The proposed structurewould not penetrate those altitudes that are normally considered availableto airmen
for VFR en route flight.

> The proposed structurewill be appropriatelyobstructionmarked and lighted to make it more conspicuous to
airmen flying in VFR weather conditions at night.

The proposed structures' proximity to the airport was considered and found to be acceptable.

The impact on arrival, departure, and en route procedures for aircraft operating under VFR/IFR conditions
at existing and planned public use and military airports, as well as aeronautical facilities, was considered
during the analysis of the structure. The aeronautical study disclosed that the proposed structure would have no
substantial adverse effect upon any terminal or en route instrument procedure or altitude.

The cumulative impact (IFRAT^R) resulting for the structure, when combined with the impact of other existing
or proposed structures was considered and found to be acceptable.

Therefore, it is determined ftiat the proposed structure would not have a substantial adverse effect upon the safe
and efficient utilization of the navigable airspace by aircraft or on any navigation facility and would not be a
hazard to air navigation.
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TOPO Map for ASN 2019-ASO-14851-OE
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Sectional Map for ASN 2019-ASO-14851-OE
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Mail Processing Center Aeronautical Study No.
Federal Aviation Administration 2019-ASO-14845-OE

Southwest Regional Office
Obstruction Evaluation Group
10101 Millwood Parkway
Fort Worth, TX 76177

Issued Date: 05/13/2019

Dennis Biggs, Pres. & CEO
Development Ventures Group, Inc.
350 Fifth Avenue

Suite 5340

New York, NY I0II8

** DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Building Tampa/Tyler
Location: Tampa, FL
Latitude: 27-57-08.49N NAD 83

Longitude: 82-27-40.47W
Heights: 18 feet site elevation (SE)

270 feet above ground level (AGL)
288 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure would have no substantial adverse effect on the safe
and efficient utilization of the navigable airspace by aircraft or on the operation of air navigation facilities.
Therefore, pursuant to the authority delegated to me, it is hereby determined that the structure would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s) is(are) met:

As a condition to this Determination, the structure is to be marked/lighted in accordance with FAA Advisory
circular 70/7460-1 L Change 2, Obstruction Marking and Lighting, red lights - Chapters 4,5(Red),&12.

Any failure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its position, should be reported immediately to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airmen
(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

It is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice ofActual Construction or Alteration, be e-filed any time the
project is abandoned or:

At least 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part 1)
X Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part 2)

See attachment for additional condition(s) or information.

The structure considered under this study lies in proximity to an airport and occupants may be subjected to
noise from aircraft operating to and from the airport.
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This determination expires on 11/13/2020 unless:

(a) the construction is started (not necessarily completed) and FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual
Construction or Alteration, is received by this office.

(b) extended, revised, or terminated by the issuing office.
(c) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission

(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribedby the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO

SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is subject to review if an interested party files a petition that is received by the FAA on or
before June 12, 2019. In theevent a petition forreview is filed, it must contain a full statement of the basis upon
which it is made and be submitted to the Manager of the AirspacePolicy Group. Petitions can be submittedvia
mail to Federal AviationAdministration, 800 Independence Ave, SW, Room 423, Washington, DC 20591, via
email at OEPetitions@faa.gov, or via facsimile (202) 267-9328.

This determination becomesfinal on June 22, 2019 unless a petition is timely filed. In which case, this
determination will not become final pending disposition of the petition. Interested parties will be notifiedof
the grant of any review. For anyquestions regarding yourpetition, please contactAirspace PolicyGroup via
telephone - 202-267-8783.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates, heights,
ffequency(ies) and power. Anychanges in coordinates, heights and frequencies or use of greater power, except
those frequencies specified in the ColoVoid Clause Coalition; Antenna System Co-Location; Voluntary Best
Practices, effective 21 Nov 2007, will void thisdetermination. Any future construction or alteration, including
increase to heights, power or the addition of other transmitters, requires separatenotice to the FAA. This
determination includes all previously filed frequencies and power for this structure.

If construction or alteration is dismantled or destroyed, you must submit notice to theFAA within 5 days after
the construction or alteration is dismantled or destroyed.

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, etc., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shallnot exceed the overall heights as
indicatedabove. Equipmentwhich has a height greater than the studied structure requires separatenotice to the
FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safeandefficient useof navigable airspace
by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

This aeronautical study considered and analyzed the impact on existing andproposed arrival, departure, and
en route procedures for aircraft operating underboth visual flight rules and instrument flight rules; the impact
on all existing and planned public-useairports,military airports and aeronautical facilities; and the cumulative
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impact resulting from the studied structure when combined with the impact of other existing or proposed
structures. The study disclosed that the described structure would have no substantial adverse effect on air
navigation.

An account of the study findings, aeronautical objectionsreceivedby the FAA during the study (if any), and the
basis for the FAA's decision in this matter can be found on the following page(s).

If we can be of further assistance, please contact Michael Blaich, at (404) 305-6462, or mike.blaich@faa.gov.
On any future correspondence concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2019-
ASO-14845-OE.

Signature Control No: 403725166-405588090 (DNH)
Mike Helvey
Manager, Obstruction Evaluation Group

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Map(s)
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Additional information for ASN 2019-ASO-14845-OE

TPF = Peter O Knight Airport
ASN = Aeronautical Study Number
AGL = Above Ground Level

AMSL = Above Mean Sea Level

NM = Nautical Miles

ARP = Airport Reference Point
RWY = Runway
IFR = Instrument Flight Rule

The proposed building development projectis represented by 7 ASNs, representing different points of the
project. The building project is under ASNs 2019-ASO-14845-OE through 14851) and were submitted at a
height of 270 feet AGL, 288 feet AMSL. The building point closest to theTPF ARP is located approximately
2.27 NM north. This locationrepresents the southwestpart of project, which is the point with the greatest
potential effect to the airport. The building project will be located approximately 2.27 to 2.30 NM north of the
TPF ARP and extends from 343.50 degrees azimuth clockwise to 344.32 degrees azimuth.

The proposal would exceedthe ObstructionStandardsof Title 14, Code of FederalRegulations (14 CFR), Part
77 as follows:

Section 77.17 (a)(2) TPF — > Exceeds by 70 feet.

The proposal wasnot circularized for public comment because current FAA obstruction evaluation policy
exempts from circularization those proposals that exceed the above citedobstruction standard. This is provided
the proposal does not lie within an airport traffic pattem. This policy does not affect the public's right to
petition for review determinations regarding structures, which exceed the subject obstruction standards.

Part 77 ObstructionStandards are used to screen the many proposalssubmitted in order to identifythose
which warrant further aeronautical study in order to determine if they would have significantadverseeffect
on protected aeronautical operations. While the obstructionstandards trigger a formal aeronautical study,
including circularization, they do not constitute absolute or arbitrary criteria for identification of hazards to air
navigation. Accordingly, the fact that a proposed structure exceeds an obstruction standard of Part 77 does not
provide a basis for a determination that the structure would be a hazard to air navigation.

Detailsof the structure were not circularizedto the aeronautical public for comment.

AERONAUTICAL STUDY FOR POSSIBLE INSTRUMENT FLIGHT RULES (IFR) EFFECT DISCLOSED
THE FOLLOWING:

> The proposed structure would haveno effect on any existing or proposed IFRarrival/departure routes,
operations, or procedures.

> The proposed structure would haveno effecton any existing or proposed IFR en route routes, operations, or
procedures.

> The proposed structure would haveno effecton any existing or proposed IFR minimum flightaltitudes.
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AERONAUTICAL STUDY FOR POSSIBLE VISUAL FLIGHT RULES (VFR) EFFECT DISCLOSED THE
FOLLOWING:

> The proposed structure would have no effect on any existing or proposed VFR arrival or departure routes,
operations or procedures.

> The proposed structure would not conflict with airspace required to conduct normal VFRtraffic pattern
operations at any known public use or military airports.

> The proposed structure would not penetrate those altitudes that are normally considered available to airmen
for VFR en route flight.

> The proposed structure will be appropriately obstruction marked and lighted to make it more conspicuous to
airmen flying in VFR weather conditions at night.

The proposed structures' proximity to the airport was considered and found to be acceptable.

The impact on arrival, departure, and en route procedures for aircrafi operating under VFR/IFR conditions
at existing and planned public use and military airports, as well as aeronautical facilities, was considered
during the analysis of the structure. The aeronautical study disclosed that the proposed structure would have no
substantial adverse effect upon any terminal or en route instrument procedure or altitude.

The cumulativeimpact (IFRWFR) resulting for the structure, when combinedwith the impactof other existing
or proposed structures was considered and found to be acceptable.

Therefore, it is determined that the proposed structure would not have a substantial adverse effect upon the safe
and efficient utilization of the navigable airspace by aircraft or on any navigation facility and would not be a
hazard to air navigation.
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Mail ProcessingCenter Aeronautical StudyNo.
Federal Aviation Administration 2019-ASO-14846-OE
Southwest Regional Office
Obstruction Evaluation Group
10101 Hillwood Parkway
Fort Worth, TX 76177

Issued Date: 05/13/2019

Dennis Biggs, Pres. & CEO
Development Ventures Group, Inc.
350 Fifth Avenue

Suite 5340

New York, NY 10118

** DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal AviationAdministrationhas conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14of the Codeof Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning;

Structure: Building Tampa/Tyler
Location: Tampa, FL
Latitude: 27-57-08.2 IN NAD 83

Longitude: 82-27-39.85W
Heights: 18 feet site elevation (SE)

270 feet above ground level (AGL)
288 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure would have no substantial adverse effect on the safe
and efficient utilization of Ihenavigable airspace by aircraft or on the operation of air navigation facilities.
Therefore, pursuant to the authority delegated to me, it is hereby determined that the structure would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s) is(are) met:

As a condition to this Determination, the structure is to be marked/lighted in accordance with FAA Advisory
circular 70/7460-1 L Change 2, Obstruction Marking andLighting, red lights - Chapters 4,5(Red),&12.

Anyfailure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty(30)minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its position, should be reported immediatelyto (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airmen
(NOTAM)can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

It is required thatFAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, be e-filed any time the
project is abandoned or:

At least 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part 1)
X Within 5 days aftertheconstruction reaches itsgreatest height (7460-2, Part2)

See attachment for additional condition(s) or information.

Thestructure considered under this study lies in proximity to an airport andoccupants maybe subjected to
noise from aircraft operating to and from the airport.
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This determination expires on 11/13/2020 unless:

(a) the construction is started (not necessarily completed) and FAA Form 7460-2, Notice ofActual
Constmction or Alteration, is received by this office.

(b) extended, revised, or terminated by the issuing office.
(c) the constmction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission

(FCC) and an application for a constmction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 monthsof the date of this determination. In such case, the determinatione?qpires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of constmction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO

SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is subject to review if an interested party files a petition that is received by the FAA on or
before June 12,2019. In the eventa petitionfor review is filed, it must contain a full statement of the basisupon
which it is made and be submitted to the Manager of the Airspace Policy Group. Petitions can be submitted via
mail to Federal Aviation Administration, 800 IndependenceAve, SW, Room 423, Washington, DC 20591, via
email at OEPetitions@faa.gov, or via facsimile (202) 267-9328.

This determination becomes final on June 22,2019 unless a petition is timely filed. In which case, this
determination will not become final pending disposition of the petition. Interested parties will be notified of
the grant of any review. For any questions regarding your petition, please contactAirspace Policy Group via
telephone - 202-267-8783.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates,heights,
ffequency(ies) and power. Any changes in coordinates, heights and frequencies or use of greaterpower, except
those frequencies specified in the Colo Void Clause Coalition; Antenna System Co-Location; Voluntary Best
Practices, effective 21 Nov 2007, will void this determination. Any future constmction or alteration, including
incre^e to heights, power or the addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA. This
determination includes all previously filed frequencies and power for this stmcture.

If constmction or alterationis dismantled or destroyed, you must submit notice to the FAA within 5 days after
the constmction or alteration is dismantled or destroyed.

This determinationdoes include temporary constmction equipment such as cranes, derricks, etc., which may be
used during actual constmctionof the stmcture. However, this equipment shall not exceed die overall heights as
indicated above. Equipmentwhich has a height greater than the studied stmcture requires separatenotice to the
FAA.

This determination concerns the effectof this stmcture on the safeand efficient use of navigable airspace
by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

This aeronautical studyconsidered and analyzed the impacton existing andproposed arrival, departure, and
en route procedures for aircraft operating under bothvisual flight mles and instmment flight mles; the impact
on all existing and plannedpublic-use airports, military airports and aeronautical facilities; and the cumulative
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impact resulting from thestudied structure when combined with the impact of other existing orproposed
structures. The study disclosed that the described structure would have no substantial adverse effect on air
navigation.

Anaccount of the study findings, aeronautical objections received by theFAAduring thestudy (if any), andthe
basis for the FAA's decision in this mattercan be found on the following page(s).

If wecanbe of further assistance, please contact Michael Blaich, at (404) 305-6462, ormike.blaich@faa.gov.
On any future correspondence concerning this matter, pleaserefer to Aeronautical StudyNumber 2019-
ASO-14846-OE.

SignatureControl No: 403725167-405588094 (DNH )
Mike Helvey
Manager, Obstruction Evaluation Group

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Map(s)

Page 3 of7



Additional information for ASN 2019-ASO-14846-OE

TPF - Peter O Knight Airport
ASN = Aeronautical Study Number
AGL = Above Ground Level

AMSL = Above Mean Sea Level

NM = Nautical Miles

ARP = Airport Reference Point
RWY = Runway
IFR = Instrument Flight Rule

The proposed building development project is represented by 7 ASNs, representing different points ofthe
project. The building project is under ASNs 2019-ASO-14845-OE through 14851) and were submitted at a
height of270 feet AGL, 288 feet AMSL. The building point closest to the TPF ARP is located approximately
2.27 NM north. This location represents the southwest part ofproject, which is the point with the greatest
potential effect to the airport. The building project will be located approximately 2.27 to 2.30 NM north of the
TPF ARP and extends from 343.50 degrees azimuth clockwise to 344.32 degrees azimuth.

The proposal would exceed the Obstruction Standards of Title 14, Code ofFederal Regulations (14 CFR), Part
77 as follows:

Section 77.17 (a)(2) TPF — > Exceeds by 70 feet.

The proposal was not eircularizedfor public commentbecause current FAA obstruction evaluationpolicy
exempts from circularization those proposals that exceed the above cited obstruction standard. This is provided
the proposal does not lie within an airport traffic pattern. This policy does not affect the public's right to
petition for review determinations regarding structures, which exceed the subject obstruction standards.

Part 77 Obstruction Standards are used to screen the many proposals submitted in order to identify those
which warrant further aeronautical study in order to determine if they would have significant adverse effect
on protected aeronautical operations. While the obstruction standards trigger a formal aeronautical study,
including circularization, they do not constitute absolute or arbitrary criteria for identification of hazards to air
navigation. Accordingly, the fact that a proposed structure exceeds an obstruction standard of Part 77 does not
provide a basis for a determination that the structure would be a hazM^d to air navigation.

Details of the structure were not circularized to the aeronautical public for comment.

AERONAUTICAL STUDY FOR POSSIBLE INSTRUMENT FLIGHT RULES (IFR) EFFECT DISCLOSED
THE FOLLOWING:

> The proposed structure would have no effect on any existing or proposed IFR arrival/departure routes,
operations, or procedures.

> The proposed structurewould have no effect on any existing or proposed IFR en route routes, operations,or
procedures.

> The proposed structurewould have no effect on any existing or proposed IFR minimum flight altitudes.

Page 4 of7



AERONAUTICAL STUDY FOR POSSIBLE VISUAL FLIGHT RULES (VFR) EFFECT DISCLOSED THE
FOLLOWING:

> The proposed structure would have no effect on any existing or proposed VFR arrival or departure routes,
operations or procedures.

> The proposed structure would not conflict with airspace required to conduct normal VFR traffic pattern
operations at any known public use or military airports.

> The proposed structure would not penetrate those altitudes tiiat are normally considered available to airmen
for VFR en route flight.

> The proposed structure will be appropriately obstruction marked and lighted to make it more conspicuous to
airmen flying in VFR weather conditions at night.

The proposed structures' proximity to the airport was considered and found to be acceptable.

The impact on arrival, departure, md en route procedures for aircraft operating under VFR/IFR conditions
at existing and planned public use and military airports, as well as aeronautical facilities, was considered
during the analysis of the structure. The aeronautical study disclosed that the proposed structure would have no
substantial adverse effect upon any terminal or en route instrument procedure or altitude.

The cumulative impact (IFRWFR) resulting for the structure, when combined with the impact of other existing
or proposed structures was considered and found to be acceptable.

Therefore, it is determined that the proposed structure would not have a substantial adverse effect upon the safe
and efficient utilization of the navigable airspace by aircraft or on any navigation facility and would not be a
hazard to air navigation.
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Mail Processing Center Aeronautical Study No.
Federal Aviation Administration 2019-ASO-14847-OE

Southwest Regional Office
Obstruction Evaluation Group
10101 Hillwood Parkway
FortWorth,TX 76177

Issued Date: 05/13/2019

Dennis Biggs, Pres. & CEO
Development Ventures Group, Inc.
350 Fifth Avenue

Suite 5340

New York, NY 10118

** DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administrationhas conductedan aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section44718 and if applicable Title 14of the Codeof Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Building Tampa/Tyler
Location: Tampa, FL
Latitude; 27-57-06.98N NAD 83

Longitude: 82-27-39.32W
Heights: 18 feet site elevation (SE)

270 feet above ground level (AGL)
288 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure would have no substantial adverse effect on the safe
and efficient utilization of the navigable airspace by aircraft or on the operation of air navigation facilities.
Therefore, pursuant to the authority delegated to me, it is hereby determined that the structure would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s) is(are) met:

As a condition to this Determination, the structure is to be marked/lighted in accordance withFAAAdvisory
circular 70/7460-1 L Change 2, Obstruction Marking andLighting, redlights - Chapters 4,5(Red),&12.

Any failure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its position, should be reported immediately to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airmen
(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

It is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice ofActual Constructionor Alteration, be e-filed any time the
project is abandoned or:

At least 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part 1)
X Within5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height(7460-2, Part 2)

See attachment for additional condition(s) or information.

Thestructure considered under this studylies in proximity to an airport and occupants maybe subjected to
noise from aircraft operatingto and from the airport.
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This determination expires on 11/13/2020 unless:

(a) the construction is started (not necessarily completed) and FAA Form 7460-2, Notice ofActual
Construction or Alteration, is received by this office.

(b) extended, revised, or terminated by the issuing office.
(c) Ihe construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission

(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO

SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is subject to review if an interested party files a petition that is received by the FAA on or
before June 12,2019. In the event a petition for review is filed, it must contain a full statement of the basis upon
which it is made and be submitted to the Manager of the Airspace Policy Group. Petitions can be submitted via
mail to Federal Aviation Administration, 800 Independence Ave, SW, Room 423, Washington, DC 20591, via
email at OEPetitions@faa.gov, or via facsimile (202) 267-9328.

This determination becomes fmal on June 22,2019 unless a petition is timely filed. In which case, this
determination will not become final pending disposition of the petition. Interested parties will be notified of
the grant of any review. For any questions regarding your petition, please contact Airspace Policy Group via
telephone - 202-267-8783.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates, heists,
frequency(ies) and power. Any changes in coordinates, heights and frequencies or use of greater power, except
those frequencies specified in the Colo Void Clause Coalition; Antenna System Co-Location; Voluntary Best
Practices, effective 21 Nov 2007, will void this determination. Any fiiture construction or alteration, including
increase to heights, power or the addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA. This
determination includes aU previously filed frequencies and power for this structure.

If construction or alteration is dismantled or destroyed, you must submit notice to the FAA within 5 days after
the construction or alteration is dismantled or destroyed.

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, etc., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires separate notice to the
FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safe and efficient use ofnavigable airspace
by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

This aeronautical study considered and analyzed the impact on existing and proposed arrival, departure, and
en route procedures for aircraft operating under both visual flight rules and instrument flight rules; the impact
on all existing and planned public-use airports, military airports and aeronautical facilities; and the cumulative
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impact resulting from the studied structure when combined with the impact of other existing or proposed
structures. The study disclosed that the described structure would have no substantial adverse effect on air
navigation.

An account of the study findings, aeronautical objections received by the FAA during the study (if any), and the
basis for the FAA's decision in this matter can be found on the following page(s).

If we can be of further assistance, please contact Michael Blaich, at (404) 305-6462, or mike.blaich@faa.gov.
On any future correspondence concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2019-
ASO-14847-OE.

Signature Control No: 403725168-405588093 (DNH)
Mike Helvey
Manager, Obstruction Evaluation Group

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Map(s)
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Additional information for ASN 2019-ASO-14847-OE

TPF = Peter O Knight Airport
ASN = Aeronautical Study Number
AGL = Above Ground Level

AMSL = Above Mean Sea Level

NM = Nautical Miles

ARP = Airport Reference Point
RWY = Runway
IFR = Instrument Flight Rule

The proposed building development project is represented by 7 ASNs, representing different points of the
project. The building project is under ASNs 2019-ASO-14845-OE through 14851) and were submitted at a
height of 270 feet AGL, 288 feet AMSL. The building point closest to the TPF ARP is located approximately
2.27 NM north. This location represents the southwest part of project, which is the point with the greatest
potential effect to the airport. The building project will be located approximately 2.27 to 2.30 NM north of the
TPF ARP and extends from 343.50 degrees azimuth clockwise to 344.32 degrees azimuth.

The proposal would exceed the Obstruction Standards of Title 14, Code ofFederal Regulations (14 CFR), Part
77 as follows:

Section 77.17 (a)(2) TPF — > Exceeds by 70 feet

The proposal was not circularized for public comment because current FAA obstruction evaluation policy
exempts from circularization those proposals that exceed the above cited obstruction standard. This is provided
the proposal does not lie within an airport traffic pattern. This policy does not affect the public's right to
petition for review determinations regarding structures, which exceed the subject obstruction standards.

Part 77 Obstmction Standards are used to screen the many proposals submitted in order to identify those
which warrant further aeronautical study in order to determine if they would have significant adverse effect
on protected aeronautical operations. While the obstruction standards trigger a formal aeronautical study,
including circularization, they do not constitute absolute or arbitrary criteria for identification of hazards to air
navigation. Accordingly, the fact that a proposed structure exceeds an obstruction standard of Part 77 does not
provide a basis for a determination that the structure would be a hazard to air navigation.

Details of the structure were not circularized to the aeronautical public for comment.

AERONAUTICAL STUDY FOR POSSIBLE INSTRUMENT FLIGHT RULES (IFR) EFFECT DISCLOSED
THE FOLLOWING;

> The proposed structure would have no effect on any existing or proposed IFR arrival/departure routes,
operations, or procedures.

> The proposed structure would have no effect on any existing or proposed IFR en route routes, operations, or
procedures.

> The proposed structurewould have no effect on any existing or proposed IFR minimum flight altitudes.
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AERONAUTICAL STUDY FOR POSSIBLE VISUAL FLIGHT RULES (VFR) EFFECT DISCLOSED THE
FOLLOWING:

> The proposed structure would have no effect on.any existing or proposed VFR arrival or departure routes,
operations or procedures.

> The proposed structure would not conflict with airspace required to conduct normal VFR traffic pattem
operations at any known public use or military airports.

> The proposed structure would not penetrate those altitudes that are normally considered available to airmen
for VFR en route flight.

> The proposed structure will be appropriately obstruction marked and lighted to make it more conspicuous to
airmen flying in VFR weather conditions at night.

The proposed structures' proximity to the airport was considered and found to be acceptable.

The impact on arrival, departure, and en route procedures for aircraft operating under VFR/IFR conditions
at existing and planned public use and military airports, as well as aeronautical facilities, was considered
during the analysis of the structure. The aeronautical study disclosed that the proposed structure would have no
substantial adverse effect upon any terminal or en route instrument procedure or altitude.

The cumulative impact (JFRATR) resulting for the structure, when combined with the impact of other existing
or proposed structures was considered and foimd to be acceptable.

Therefore, it is determined that the proposed structure would not have a substantial adverse effect upon the safe
and efficient utilization of the navigable airspace by aircraft or on any imvigation facility and would not be a
hazard to air navigation.
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TOPO Map for ASN 2019-ASO-14847-OE
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Mail Processing Center Aeronantical Study No.
Federal Aviation Administration 2019-ASO-14848-OE
Southwest Regional Office
Obstruction Evaluation Group
10101 Hillwood Parkway
Fort Worth. TX 76177

Issued Date: 05/13/2019

Dennis Biggs, Pres. & CEO
Development Ventures Group, Inc.
350 Fi^ Avenue
Suite 5340

New York, NY 10118

** DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

TheFederal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under theprovisions of 49U.S.C.,
Section 44718 andif applicable Title 14 of theCode of Federal Regulations, part77, conceming:

Structure: Building Tampa/Tyler
Location: Tampa, FL
Latitude: 27-57-06.33N NAD 83

Longitude: 82-27-41.18W
Heights: 18 feet site elevation (SE)

270 feet above ground level (AGL)
288 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure would have no substantial adverse effect on the safe
and efficient utilization of the navigable airspace by aircraft or on the operation of air navigation facilities.
Therefore, pursuant to the authority delegated to me, it is hereby determinedthat the structurewould not be a
hazard to air navigationprovided the following condition(s) is(are) met:

As a condition to this Determination, the structure is to bemarked/lighted in accordance with FAA Advisory
circular 70/7460-1 L Change 2, Obstruction Marking andLighting, red lights - Chapters 4,5(Red),&12.

Anyfailure ormalfimction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its position, shouldbe reported immediatelyto (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airmen
(NOTAM) can be issued.As soon as the normal operationis restored, notify the same number.

It is required thatFAAForm 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction orAlteration, be e-filed anytimethe
project is abandoned or:

At least 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part 1)
X Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part2)

See attachment for additional condition(s) or information.

Thestructure considered underthisstudy lies in proximity to an airport andoccupants maybe subjected to
noise from aircraft operatingto and from the airport.

Page 1 of 7



This determination expires on 11/13/2020 unless:

(a) the construction is started (not necessarily completed) and FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual
Construction or Alteration, is received by this office.

(b) extended, revised, or terminated by the issuing office.
(c) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission

(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO

SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE

ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is subject to review if an interested party files a petition that is received by the FAA on or
before June 12,2019. In the event a petition for review is filed, it must contain a full statement of the basis upon
which it is made and be submitted to the Manager of the Airspace Policy Group. Petitions can be submitted via
mail to Federal Aviation Administration, 800 Independence Ave, SW, Room 423, Washington, DC 20591, via
email at OEPetitions@faa.gov, or via facsimile (202) 267-9328.

This determination becomes final on June 22,2019 unless a petition is timely filed. In which case, this
determination will not become final pending disposition of the petition. Interested parties will be notified of
the grant of any review. For any questions regarding your petition, please contact Airspace Policy Group via
telephone —202-267-8783.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates, heights,
frequency(ies) and power. Any changes in coordinates, heights and frequencies or use of greater power, except
those frequencies specified in the Colo Void Clause Coalition; Anteima System Co-Location; Voluntary Best
Practices, effective 21 Nov 2007, will void this determination. Any future construction or alteration, including
increase to heights, power or the addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA. This
determination includes all previously filed frequencies and power for this structure.

If construction or alteration is dismantled or destroyed, you must submit notice to the FAA within 5 days after
the construction or alteration is dismantled or destroyed.

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, etc., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires separate notice to the
FAA.

This determination concems the effect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

This aeronautical study considered and analyzed the impact on existing and proposed arrival, departure, and
en route procedures for aircraft operating under both visual flight rules and instrument flight rules; the impact
on all existing and planned public-use airports, military airports and aeronautical facilities; and the cumulative
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impact resulting from the studied structure when combined withthe impact of otherexisting orproposed
structures. The study disclosed that the described structure would have no substantial adverse effect on air
navigation.

Anaccount of thestudy findings, aeronautical objections received by the FAAduring thestudy (if any), and the
basis for the FAA'sdecision in this mattercan be found on the following page(s).

If wecanbe of further assistance, please contact Michael Blaich, at (404) 305-6462, or mike.blaich@faa.gov.
On any future correspondence concerning this matter, pleasereferto Aeronautical StudyNumber 2019-
ASO-14848-OE.

SignatureControlNo: 403725169-405587205 ( DNH)
Mike Helvey
Manager, Obstruction Evaluation Group

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Map(s)
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Additional information for ASN 2019-ASO-14848-OE

TPF = Peter O Knight Airport
ASN = Aeronautical Study Number
AGL = Above Ground Level

AMSL = Above Mean Sea Level

NM = Nautical Miles

ARP = Airport Reference Point
RWY = Runway
IFR = Instrument Flight Rule

The proposed building development project is represented by 7 ASNs, representing diffCTent points of the
project. The building project is under ASNs 2019-ASO-14845-OE through 14851) and were submitted at a
height of 270 feet AGL, 288 feet AMSL. The building point closest to the TPF ARP is located approximately
2.27 NM north. This location represents the southwest part ofproject, which is the point with the greatest
potential effect to the airport. The building project will be located approximately 2.27 to 2.30 NM norfli of the
TPF ARP and extends from 343.50 degrees azimuth clockwise to 344.32 degrees azimuth.

The proposal would exceed the Obstruction Standards of Title 14, Code of Federal Regulations (14 CFR), Part
77 as follows:

Section 77.17 (a)(2) TPF — > Exceeds by 70 feet.

The proposal was not circularized for public commentbecause current FAA obstruction evaluationpolicy
exempts from circularization those proposals that exceed the above cited obstruction standard. This is provided
the proposal does not lie within an airport traffic pattern. This policy does not affect the public's right to
petition for review determinations regarding structures, which exceed tiie subject obstruction standards.

Part 77 Obstruction Standards are used to screen the many proposals submitted in order to identify those
which warrant further aeronautical study in order to determine if they would have significant adverse effect
on protected aeronautical operations. While the obstruction standards trigger a formal aeronautical study,
including circularization, they do not constitute absolute or arbitrary criteria for identification ofhazards to air
navigation. Accordingly, the fact that a proposed structure exceeds an obstruction standard ofPart 77 does not
provide a basis for a determination that the structure would be a hazard to air navigation.

Details of the structure were not circularized to the aeronautical public for comment.

AERONAUTICAL STUDY FOR POSSIBLE INSTRUMENT FLIGHT RULES (IFR) EFFECT DISCLOSED
THE FOLLOWING;

> The proposed structurewould have no effect on any existing or proposedIFR arrival/departure routes,
operations, or procedures.

> Theproposed structure wouldhave no effecton any existing or proposed IFR en route routes, operations, or
procedures.

> The proposed structure would have no effect on any existing or proposed IFR minimum flight altitudes.
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AERONAUTICAL STUDY FOR POSSIBLE VISUAL FLIGHT RULES (VFR) EFFECT DISCLOSED THE
FOLLOWING:

> The proposed structure would have no effect on any existing or proposed VFR arrival or departure routes,
operations or procedures.

> The proposed structure would not conflict with airspace required to conduct normal VFR traffic pattern
operations at any known public use or military airports.

> The proposed structure would not penetrate those altitudes that are normally considered available to airmen
for VFR en route flight.

> The proposed structure will be appropriately obstruction marked and lighted to make it more conspicuous to
airmen flying in VFR weather conditions at night.

The proposed structures' proximity to the airport was considered and found to be acceptable.

The impact on arrival, departure, and en route procedures for aircraft operating under VFR/IFR conditions
at existing and planned public use and military airports, as well as aeronautical facilities, was considered
during the analysis of the structure. The aeronautical study disclosed that the proposed structure would have no
substantial adverse effect upon any terminal or en route instrument procedure or altitude.

The cumulative impact (IFRA^FR) resulting for the structure, when combined with the impact of other existing
or proposed structures was considered and found to be acceptable.

Therefore, it is determined that the proposed structure would not have a substantial adverse effect upon the safe
and efficient utilization of the navigable airspace by aircraft or on any navigation facility and would not be a
hazard to air navigation.
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Mail Processing Center
Federal Aviation Administration

Southwest Regional Office
Obstruction Evaluation Group
10101 Hillwood Parkway
Fort Worth, TX 76177

Issued Date: 05/13/2019

Dennis Biggs, Pres. & CEO
Development Ventures Group, Inc.
350 Fifth Avenue

Suite 5340

New York, NY 10118

Aeronautical Study No.
20I9-ASO-14849-OE

** DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure:

Location:

Latitude:

Longitude:
Heights:

Building Tampa/Tyler
Tampa, FL
27-57-06.82NNAD83

82-27-41.5 IW

18 feet site elevation (SE)
270 feet above ground level (AGL)
288 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure would have no substantial adverse effect on the safe
and efficient utilization of the navigable airspace by aircraft or on the operation of air navigation facilities.
Therefore, pursuant to the authority delegated to me, it is hereby determined that the structure would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s) is(are) met:

As a condition to this Determination, the structure is to be marked/lighted in accordance with FAA Advisory
circular 70/7460-1 L Change 2, Obstruction Marking and Lighting, red lights - Chapters 4,5(Red),&12.

Any failure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its position, should be reported immediately to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airmen
(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

It is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice ofActual Construction or Alteration, be e-filed any time the
project is abandoned or:

At least 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part 1)
X Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part 2)

See attachment for additional condition(s) or information.

The structure considered under this study lies in proximity to an airport and occupants may be subjected to
noise fi-om aircraft operating to and from the airport.
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This determination expires on 11/13/2020 unless:

(a) the construction is started (not necessarily completed) and FAA Form 7460-2, Notice ofActual
Construction or Alteration, is received by this office.

(b) extended, revised, or terminated by the issuing office.
(c) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission

(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE; REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO

SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is subject to review if an interested party files a petition that is received by the FAA on or
before June 12, 2019. In the event a petition for review is filed, it must contain a full statementof the basis upon
which it is made and be submittedto the Manager of the AirspacePolicy Group. Petitionscan be submitted via
mail to Federal Aviation Administration, 800 IndependenceAve, SW, Room 423, Washington, DC 20591,via
email at OEPetitions@faa.gov, or via facsimile (202) 267-9328.

This determination becomes final on June 22,2019 unless a petition is timely filed. In which case, this
determination will not become final pending disposition of the petition. Interested parties will be notified of
the grantof any review. For any questions regarding yourpetition, pleasecontact Airspace PolicyGroup via
telephone - 202-267-8783.

Thisdetermination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates, heights,
fi-equency(ies) andpower. Anychanges in coordinates, heights and frequencies or use of greaterpower,except
those frequencies specified in the Colo Void Clause Coalition; Antenna System Co-Location; VoluntaryBest
Practices, effective 21 Nov 2007, will void this determination. Any future constmction or alteration, including
increase to heights, power or the addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA. This
determination includes all previously filed frequencies and power for this structure.

If constructionor alteration is dismantledor destroyed, you must submit notice to the FAA within 5 days after
the construction or alteration is dismantled or destroyed.

Thisdetermination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, etc.,whichmaybe
used during actual constructionof the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicatedabove. Equipmentwhich has a height greater than the studied structure requires separatenotice to the
FAA.

Thisdetermination concems the effectof this structure on the safeand efficient use of navigable airspace
by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

This aeronautical study considered and analyzed the impacton existing andproposed arrival, departure, and
en routeprocedures for aircraft operating under bothvisual flight mles and instrument flightrules; the impact
on all existing and planned public-use airports, military airports and aeronautical facilities; and the cumulative
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impact resulting from the studied structure when combinedwith the impact of other existing or proposed
structures. The study disclosed that the described structure would have no substantial adverse effect on air
navigation.

An account ofthe study findings, aeronautical objections received by the FAA during the study (if any), and the
basis for the FAA's decision in this matter c^ be foimd on the following page(s).

If we can be of further assistance, please contactMichael Blaich, at (404) 305-6462,or mike.blaich@faa.gov.
On any future correspondence concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2019-
ASO-14849-OE.

Signature Control No: 403725170-405588089 ( DNH)
Mike Helvey
Manager, Obstruction Evaluation Group

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Map(s)
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Additional information for ASN 2019-ASO-14849-OE

TPF = Peter O Knight Airport
ASN = Aeronautical Study Number
AGL = Above Ground Level

AMSL = Above Mean Sea Level

NM = Nautical Miles

ARP = Airport Reference Point
RWY = Runway
IFR = Instrument Flight Rule

The proposed building developmentproject is representedby 7 ASNs, representingdifferentpoints of the
project. The building project is under ASNs 2019-ASO-14845-OE through 14851) and were submitted at a
height of 270 feet AGL, 288 feetAMSL. Thebuilding point closestto the TPF ARP is located approximately
2.27 NM north. This location represents the southwest part ofproject, which is the point with the greatest
potential effect to the airport. The building project will be located approximately 2.27 to 2.30 NM north ofIhe
TPF ARP and extends from 343.50 degrees azimuth clockwise to 344.32 degrees azimuth.

The proposal would exceedthe ObstructionStandards ofTitle 14, Code ofFederal Regulations (14 CFR), Part
77 as follows:

Section 77.17 (a)(2) TPF — > Exceeds by 70 feet.

The proposal was not circularizedfor public comment because current FAA obstruction evaluation policy
exempts from circularizationthose proposals that exceed the above cited obstructionstandard. This is provided
die proposal does not lie within an airport traffic pattern. This policy does not affect the public's right to
petition for review determinations regarding structures, which exceed the subject obstruction standards.

Part 77 Obstruction Standards are used to screen the many proposals submitted in order to identify those
which warrant further aeronautical study in order to determine if they would have significant adverse effect
on protected aeronauticaloperations. While the obstruction standards trigger a formal aeronautical study,
including circularization, tiiey do not constitute absolute or arbitrary criteria for identification ofhazards to air
navigation. Accordingly, the fact that a proposed structure exceeds an obstruction standard of Part 77 does not
provide a basis for a determination diat the structurewould be a hazard to air navigation.

Details of the structure were not circularized to the aeronautical public for comment.

AERONAUTICAL STUDY FOR POSSIBLE INSTRUMENT FLIGHT RULES (IFR) EFFECT DISCLOSED
THE FOLLOWING:

> The proposed structure would have no effect on any existing or proposedIFR arrival/departure routes,
operations, or procedures.

> The proposed structurewould have no effect on any existing or proposed IFR en route routes, operations,or
procedures.

> The proposed structurewould have no effect on any existing or proposed IFR minimum flight altitudes.
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AERONAUTICAL STUDYFOR POSSIBLE VISUALFLIGHT RULES (VFR) EFFECT DISCLOSED THE
FOLLOWING:

> Theproposed structure would haveno effect on anyexisting orproposed VFR arrival or departure routes,
operations or procedures.

> The proposed structure would notconflict with airspace required to conduct normal VFR traffic pattern
operations at any known public use or military airports.

> Theproposed structure wouldnot penetrate those altitudes that are normally considered available to airmen
for VFR en route flight.

> The proposed structure will be appropriately obstruction marked and lighted tomake it more conspicuous to
airmen flying in VFR weather conditionsat night.

The proposed structures' proximity to theairport was considered and found to be acceptable.

The impacton arrival, departure, and en routeprocedures for aircraft operating under VFR/IFR conditions
at existing andplannedpublicuse and militaryairports, as well as aeronautical facilities, wasconsidered
during theanalysis of thestructure. Theaeronautical study disclosed that theproposed structure would have no
substantial adverse effectupon any terminal or en route instrument procedure or altitude.

The cumulative impact (IFRATR) resulting for the structure, when combined with the impact ofoflier existing
or proposed structures was considered and found to be acceptable.

Therefore, it is determined that theproposed structure would nothave a substantial adverse effect upon the safe
and efficient utilization of the navigable airspace by aircraft or on any navigation facilityandwouldnot be a
hazard to air navigation.
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Mail Processing Center Aeronautical Study No.
Federal Aviation Administration 2019-ASO-14850-OE

Southwest Regional Office
Obstruction Evaluation Group
10101 Hillwood Parkway
Fort Worth, TX 76177

Issued Date: 05/13/2019

Dennis Biggs, Pres. & CEO
Development Ventures Group, Inc.
350 Fifth Avenue

Suite 5340

New York, NY 10118

** DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code ofFederal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Building Tampa/Tyler
Location: Tampa, FL
Latitude: 27-57-07.2 IN NAD 83

Longitude: 82-27-41.69W
Heights: 18 feet site elevation (SE)

270 feet above ground level (AGL)
288 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure would have no substantial adverse effect on the safe
and efificient utilization of the navigable airspace by aircraft or on the operation of air navigation facilities.
Therefore, pursuant to the authority delegated to me, it is hereby determined that the structure would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s) is(are) met:

As a condition to this Determination, the structure is to be marked/lighted in accordance withFAAAdvisory
circular 70/7460-1 L Change 2, ObstructionMarking and Lighting, red lights - Chapters 4,5(Red),&12.

Any failure or malftmction that lastsmore than thirty(30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its position, should be reported immediately to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airmen
(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

It is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, be e-filed any time the
project is abandoned or:

At least 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part 1)
X Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part 2)

See attachment for additional condition(s) or information.

The structure consideredunder this study lies in proximity to an airport and occupantsmay be subjected to
noise fi"om aircraft operating to and fi"om the airport.
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This determination expires on 11/13/2020 unless:

(a) the construction is started (not necessarily completed) and FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual
Constmction or Alteration, is received by this office.

(b) extended, revised, or terminated by the issuing office.
(c) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission

(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determinationexpireson the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction,or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO

SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is subject to review if an interested party files a petition that is received by the FAA on or
before June 12, 2019. In the event a petition for review is filed, it must contain a full statementof the basis upon
which it is made and be submitted to the Manager of the Airspace Policy Group. Petitions can be submitted via
mail to Federal Aviation Administration, 800 Independence Ave, SW, Room 423, Washington, DC 20591, via
email at OEPetitions@faa.gov, or via facsimile (202) 267-9328.

This determination becomes final on June 22, 2019 imless apetition is timely filed. In which case, this
determinationwill not become final pending disposition of the petition. Interestedparties will be notified of
the grant of any review. For any questions regardingyour petition, please contact AirspacePolicy Group via
telephone - 202-267-8783.

This determinationis based, in part, on the foregoing descriptionwhich includes specific coordinates, heights,
fi-equency(ies) andpower. Anychanges in coordinates, heights and fi-equencies or use of greater power,except
those frequencies specifiedin the Colo Void Clause Coalition; Antenna System Co-Location; VoluntaryBest
Practices, effective21 Nov 2007, will void this determination. Any future constructionor alteration, including
increase to heights, power or the addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA. This
determination includes all previously filed fi-equencies and power for this structure.

If construction or alterationis dismantled or destroyed, you must submit notice to the FAA within 5 days after
the construction or alteration is dismantled or destroyed.

This determinationdoes includetemporary construction equipmentsuch as cranes, derricks, etc., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipmentwhich has a height greater than the studied structure requires separatenotice to the
FAA.

This determination concerns the effectof this structure on the safeand efficient use of navigable airspace
by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of complianceresponsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

This aeronautical studyconsidered and analyzed the impacton existing andproposed arrival, departure, and
en routeprocedures for aircraft operating underbothvisual flightrules and instrument flight rules; the impact
on all existing and planned public-use airports, military airports and aeronautical facilities; and the cumulative
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impact resulting from the studied structure when combined with the impact of other existing or proposed
structures. The study disclosed that the described structure would have no substantial adverse effect on air
navigation.

An account ofthe study findings, aeronautical objections received by the FAA during the study (if any), and the
basis for the FAA's decision in this matter can be found on the following page(s).

If we can be of further assistance,please contact Michael Blaich, at (404) 305-6462,or mike.blaich@faa.gov.
On any future correspondence concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2019-
ASO-14850-OE.

Signature Control No: 403725172-405588092 (DNH)
Mike Helvey
Manager, Obstruction Evaluation Group

Attachraent(s)
Additional Information

Map(s)
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Additional information for ASN 2019-ASO-14850-OE

TPF = Peter O Kaight Airport
ASN = Aeronautical Study Number
AGL = Above Ground Level

AMSL = Above Mean Sea Level

NM = Nautical Miles

ARP = Airport Reference Point
RWY = Runway
IFR - Instrument Flight Rule

The proposed building development project is represented by 7 ASNs, representing different points of the
project. The building project is under ASNs 2019-ASO-14845-OE through 14851) and were submitted at a
height of270 feet AGL, 288 feet AMSL. The building point closest to the TPF ARP is located approximately
2.27 NM north. This location represents the southwest part ofproject, which is the point with the greatest
potential effect to the airport. The building project will be located approximately 2.27 to 2.30 NM north of the
TPF ARP and extends from 343.50 degrees azimuth clockwise to 344.32 degrees azimuth.

The proposal would exceed the Obstruction Standards ofTitle 14, Code ofFederal Regulations (14 CFR), Part
77 as follows:

Section 77.17 (a)(2) TPF — > Exceeds by 70 feet.

The proposal was not circularized for public comment because current FAA obstruction evaluation policy
exempts from circularization those proposals that exceed the above cited obstruction standard. This is provided
the proposal does not lie within an airport traffic pattern. This policy does not affect the pubhc's right to
petition for review determinations regarding structures, which exceed the subject obstruction standards.

Part 77 Obstruction Standards are used to screen the many proposals submitted in order to identify those
which warrant further aeronautical study in order to determine if they would have significant adverse effect
on protected aeronautical operations. While the obstruction standards trigger a formal aeronautical study,
including circularization, they do not constitute absolute or arbitrary criteria for identification ofhazards to air
navigation. Accordingly, the fact that a proposed structure exceeds an obstruction standard of Part 77 does not
provide a basis for a determination that the structure would be a hazard to air navigation.

Details of the structure were not circularized to the aeronautical public for comment.

AERONAUTICAL STUDY FOR POSSIBLE INSTRUMENT FLIGHT RULES (IFR) EFFECT DISCLOSED
THE FOLLOWING:

> The proposed structure would have no effect on any existing or proposed IFR arrival/departure routes,
operations, or procedures.

> The proposed structure would have no effect on any existing or proposed IFR en route routes, operations, or
procedures.

> The proposed structure would have no effect on any existing or proposed IFR minimum flight altitudes.
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AERONAUTICAL STUDY FOR POSSIBLE VISUAL FLIGHT RULES (VFR) EFFECT DISCLOSED THE
FOLLOWING;

> The proposed structure would have no effect on any existing or proposed VFR arrival or departure routes,
operations or procedures.

> Theproposed structure would not conflict withairspace required to conductnormal VFRtrafficpattern
operations at any known public use or military airports.

> The proposed structurewould not penetrate those altitudesdiat are normally consideredavailableto airmen
for VFR en route flight.

> The proposed structure will be appropriately obstruction marked and lighted to make it more conspicuous to
airmen flying in VFR weather conditions at night.

The proposed structures' proximity to the airport was consideredand found to be acceptable.

The impact on arrival, departure, and en route procedures for aircraft operating under VFR/IFR conditions
at existing and planned public use and military airports, as well as aeronautical facilities, was considered
during the analysis of the structure. The aeronautical study disclosedthat the proposed structurewould have no
substantial adverse effect upon any terminal or en route instrument procedure or altitude.

The cumulative impact (IFRATR) resulting for the structure, whencombined with the impact of otherexisting
or proposed structures was considered and found to be acceptable.

Therefore, it is determined that the proposed structure wouldnot havea substantial adverse effectuponthe safe
and efficientutilization of the navigable airspaceby aircraft or on any navigation facility and would not be a
hazard to air navigation.
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From: Tonv Manteona

To: Greg Jones fareQ.fonestadQt.tfatP flnQ^

Subject: Permit review 2019-71
Date: Wednesday, May22, 2019 9:28:00 AM
Attachments: 2Ql9-7l-redijfPd.ivlf

Greg:
In accordance with Florida Statutes, Chapter 333, the Aviation Authority is forwarding a
completed permit application to the department so that it can be evaluated for technical
consistency.
Hearing is scheduled for June 28, 2019.

FAA Study 2019-ASO-14845-14851-OE
Airport Study number - 2019-71
Development Ventures Group, Inc.

Tony Mantegna / Tampa International Airport / Height Zoning &Land Use Manager
Primary: 813-870-7863 1 Email: tmantegnaiStampaalrDort rnm


