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Capital Improvement Program 

 

The table below provides a summary of the projected pavement rehabilitation needs for the 
next 5 years of the capital improvement program, starting in 2013.  The estimated cost for the 
rehabilitation actions that provide the greatest increase in pavement service life is 
approximately $1.1 million in 2013 dollars.  If no action is taken, the overall PCI is projected to 
drop to 55 by 2017. 
 

Project Year Calendar Year Amount 

Year 1 2013 14,257  
Year 2 2014  11,406  
Year 3 2015  989,961  
Year 4 2016  115,462  
Year 5 2017  -    

5-Year Total $  1,140,086 
 

Maintenance 

 
Analysis of potential maintenance projects identified approximately 2,600 square feet of 
patching needs and approximately 85,000 linear feet of crack sealing and crack repair needs, at 
an estimated total cost of approximately $130,000.   
 
Specific recommendations to help prioritize airfield maintenance are found in chapter 4 of this 
report.  A summary of all identified maintenance needs is shown in the table below and in the 
figure on the following page. 
 

Work Item Quantity Unit Cost 

AC PATCH  2,587  SF $22,448  
AC RESTORATIVE CRACK REPAIR  81,978  LF $101,652  
AC SUSTAINING CRACK REPAIR  2,936  LF $2,540  

Total: $ 126,640 
AC = asphalt concrete; PCC = portland cement concrete; S.F. = square feet; L.F. = linear feet 
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 101 TAXIWAY B

2013 9-26-13 2015 

AC OVERLAY 74

54,267 56

22,500 66 FAIR

55  54 in  2015

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  101, TAXIWAY B

1979 - 3" BIT OVERLAY
1969 - 2" BIT SURFACE ON 5" AGGR. BASE
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  101

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

ALLIGATOR CRACKING MED 9 21  S.F.    7
DEPRESSION         MED 22 53  S.F.  5.1
DEPRESSION         LOW 30 72  S.F.  1.4
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK HIGH 8 19  L.F.  4.3
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 508 1,225  L.F. 33.4
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 331 798  L.F. 11.9
PATCH & UTILITY CUT LOW 1,216 2,932  S.F.   24
RAVELING           LOW 900 2,170  S.F. 12.6

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  23  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  52  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  25  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 101 TAXIWAY B

2013 9-26-13 2015 

AC OVERLAY 66 FAIR

1979  54 in  2015

55 0

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

STRUCTURAL OVERLAY $100,393  23 YEARS

SURFACE TREATMENT $22,706  3 YEARS

CRACK REPAIR $2,532  1 YEAR

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 102 TAXIWAY B

2013 9-26-13 2015 

AC OVERLAY 72

97,354 57

36,000 65 FAIR

55  53 in  2015

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  102, TAXIWAY B

1979 - 4.5" BIT. OVERLAY
1959 - WIDENING
1947 - 0.5" BIT. SURFACE TREATMENT ON 3" BASE
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  102

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

ALLIGATOR CRACKING LOW 18 48  S.F.  4.5
BLEEDING           N/A 4 10  S.F.    0
DEPRESSION         LOW 38 102  S.F.  1.3
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 844 2,282  L.F. 33.2
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 631 1,706  L.F. 13.2
PATCH & UTILITY CUT MED 140 378  S.F. 11.8
PATCH & UTILITY CUT LOW 1,900 5,138  S.F. 22.1
RAVELING           LOW 1,150 3,109  S.F. 10.6
RUTTING            LOW 6 16  S.F.  2.8

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  29  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  48  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  23  %

PAGE 1



AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 102 TAXIWAY B

2013 9-26-13 2015 

AC OVERLAY 65 FAIR

1979  53 in  2015

55 0

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

STRUCTURAL OVERLAY $180,104  23 YEARS

SURFACE TREATMENT $40,797  3 YEARS

CRACK REPAIR $4,945  1 YEAR

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 105 TAXIWAY B

2013 9-26-13 2022 

AC 71

8,398 67

8,025 69 FAIR

55  54 in  2022

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  105, TAXIWAY B

1996 UNKNOWN P401 SECTION
*
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  105

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

ALLIGATOR CRACKING LOW 40 41  S.F. 24.8
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 171 178  L.F.   43
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 202 211  L.F.   21
PATCH & UTILITY CUT LOW 60 62  S.F.  5.4
RAVELING           LOW 45 47  S.F.  5.5

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  29  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  46  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  25  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 105 TAXIWAY B

2013 9-26-13 2022 

AC 69 FAIR

1996  54 in  2022

55  50

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

RESURFACING $12,093  23 YEARS

SURFACE TREATMENT $3,495  6 YEARS

CRACK REPAIR $482  2 YEARS

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55

PAGE 2
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 110 TAXIWAY  B6

2013 9-26-13 2015 

AC OVERLAY 67

9,928 65

9,565 66 FAIR

55  54 in  2015

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  110, TAXIWAY  B6

1979 4.5" P401 ON
1947 .5" P401 ON 3" BASE
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  110

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 220 228  L.F. 32.1
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 198 205  L.F. 13.8
PATCH & UTILITY CUT LOW 574 595  S.F. 24.3
RAVELING           MED 50 51  S.F.  9.1
RAVELING           LOW 850 882  S.F. 18.4
SWELL              LOW 27 28  S.F.    2

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  16  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  50  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  34  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 110 TAXIWAY  B6

2013 9-26-13 2015 

AC OVERLAY 66 FAIR

1979  54 in  2015

55 0

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

RESURFACING $14,296  23 YEARS

SURFACE TREATMENT $4,154  4 YEARS

CRACK REPAIR $536  1 YEAR

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 115 NORTH TEES

2013 9-26-13

AC 83

41,733 62

17,500 77 SATISFACTORY

55  77 in  2013

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  115, NORTH TEES

2003: 1.5" P401 Type C / 2.5" P401 Type A / 5.5" P209
*
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  115

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 320 763  L.F. 66.8
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 369 880  L.F. 33.1

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  0  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  67  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  33  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 115 NORTH TEES

2013 9-26-13

AC 77 SATISFACTORY

2003  77 in  2013

55  76

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 116 NORTH TEES

2013 9-26-13

AC 87

43,000 78

17,150 82 SATISFACTORY

55  82 in  2013

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  116, NORTH TEES

2006 AC Unknown section
*
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  116

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 330 827  L.F. 74.7
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 216 541  L.F. 25.2

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  0  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  67  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  33  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 116 NORTH TEES

2013 9-26-13

AC 82 SATISFACTORY

2006  82 in  2013

55  81

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 117 TAXIWAY B5

2013 9-26-13 2020 

AC 77

10,337 72

9,300 74 SATISFACTORY

55  55 in  2020

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  117, TAXIWAY B5

2006 AC Unknown section
*
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  117

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 268 297  L.F. 62.9
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 127 141  L.F. 18.1
RAVELING           LOW 320 355  S.F. 18.9

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  0  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  60  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  40  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 117 TAXIWAY B5

2013 9-26-13 2020 

AC 74 SATISFACTORY

2006  55 in  2020

55  70

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

RESURFACING $14,885  23 YEARS

SURFACE TREATMENT $4,399  8 YEARS

CRACK REPAIR $543  2 YEARS

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 120 TAXIWAY B4

2013 9-26-13 2015 

AC OVERLAY 62

9,887 60

9,300 61 FAIR

55  49 in  2015

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  120, TAXIWAY B4

1979 3" P401 ON
1969 .5" P401 ON 6" P208
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  120

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

LONG.& TRANS. CRACK HIGH 20 21  L.F. 11.1
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 226 240  L.F.   26
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 101 107  L.F.  7.8
PATCH & UTILITY CUT MED 16 17  S.F.  6.1
PATCH & UTILITY CUT LOW 1,018 1,082  S.F. 25.5
RAVELING           MED 25 26  S.F.  5.9
RAVELING           LOW 800 850  S.F. 15.4
SWELL              LOW 30 31  S.F.  1.8

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  21  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  50  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  29  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 120 TAXIWAY B4

2013 9-26-13 2015 

AC OVERLAY 61 FAIR

1979  49 in  2015

55 0

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

RESURFACING $14,237  23 YEARS

SURFACE TREATMENT $4,179  3 YEARS

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 130 TAXIWAY B3

2013 9-26-13 2014 

AC OVERLAY 66

7,921 50

7,600 58 FAIR

55  52 in  2014

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  130, TAXIWAY B3

1979 3" P401 ON
1969 .5" P401 ON 6" P208
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  130

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 75 78  L.F. 16.8
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 112 116  L.F.    9
PATCH & UTILITY CUT MED 5 5  S.F.    6
PATCH & UTILITY CUT LOW 263 274  S.F. 15.3
RAVELING           MED 159 165  S.F. 17.7
RAVELING           LOW 520 541  S.F. 14.7
SWELL              MED 80 83  S.F. 18.3
SWELL              LOW 30 31  S.F.  1.9

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  14  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  55  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  30  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 130 TAXIWAY B3

2013 9-26-13 2014 

AC OVERLAY 58 FAIR

1979  52 in  2014

55  4

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

RESURFACING $11,406  23 YEARS

SURFACE TREATMENT $3,185  3 YEARS

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55

PAGE 2

PROJECTED PERFORMANCE

20

40

60

80

100

 2014  2024  2034  2044  2054



AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 140 TAXIWAY B2

2013 9-26-13

AC 39

9,901 35

9,000 37 VERY POOR

55  37 in  2013

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  140, TAXIWAY B2

1979 3" P401 ON
1969 .5" P401 ON 6" P208
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  140

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

ALLIGATOR CRACKING LOW 10 11  S.F.  5.5
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK HIGH 43 47  L.F. 13.2
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 483 531  L.F.   25
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 117 128  L.F.  4.7
PATCH & UTILITY CUT LOW 1,092 1,201  S.F. 15.1
RAVELING           HIGH 189 207  S.F. 24.2
RAVELING           MED 90 99  S.F.  5.1
WEATHERING         MED 500 550  S.F.  2.7
WEATHERING         LOW 5,900 6,490  S.F.    4

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  16  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  46  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  39  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 140 TAXIWAY B2

2013 9-26-13

AC 37 VERY POOR

1979  37 in  2013

55  25

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

RESURFACING $14,257  23 YEARS

SURFACE TREATMENT $4,578  4 YEARS

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 150 TAXIWAY B

2013 9-26-13

AC 84

60,081 76

24,000 79 SATISFACTORY

55  79 in  2013

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  150, TAXIWAY B

2006 AC
*
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  150

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

ALLIGATOR CRACKING MED 3 7  S.F.  6.2
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK HIGH 5 12  L.F.  8.7
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 380 951  L.F. 47.1
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 813 2,035  L.F. 37.8

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  6  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  62  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  31  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 150 TAXIWAY B

2013 9-26-13

AC 79 SATISFACTORY

2006  79 in  2013

55  81

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 201 TAXIWAY A

2013 9-26-13 2020 

AC OVERLAY 82

224,697 54

48,000 66 FAIR

55  53 in  2020

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  201, TAXIWAY A

2001: 4" P401 C /
1982: 2" BIT. SURFACE / 6" CRUSHED AGG. BASE
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  201

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

DEPRESSION         LOW 15 70  S.F.   .3
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK HIGH 122 571  L.F. 19.4
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 1,794 8,398  L.F. 46.4
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 1,362 6,375  L.F. 19.6
RAVELING           MED 8 37  S.F.  1.1
RAVELING           LOW 1,950 9,128  S.F. 12.9

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  0  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  62  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  38  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 201 TAXIWAY A

2013 9-26-13 2020 

AC OVERLAY 66 FAIR

2001  53 in  2020

55  61

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

RESURFACING $323,563  23 YEARS

SURFACE TREATMENT $98,753  8 YEARS

CRACK REPAIR $19,026  3 YEARS

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55

PAGE 2

PROJECTED PERFORMANCE

20

40

60

80

100

 2020  2030  2040  2050  2060



AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 205 TAXIWAY A3

2013 9-26-13

AC + 80

7,150 80

7,150 80 SATISFACTORY

55  78 in  2013

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  205, TAXIWAY A3

1996 UNKNOWN P401 SECTION
*
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  205

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 70 70  L.F. 51.8
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 133 133  L.F. 27.9
RAVELING           LOW 140 140  S.F. 20.2

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  0  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  60  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  40  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 205 TAXIWAY A3

2013 9-26-13

AC + 80 SATISFACTORY

1996  78 in  2013

55  78

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 210 TAXIWAY A2

2013 9-26-13 2018 

AC 63

6,136 63

5,120 63 FAIR

55  54 in  2018

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  210, TAXIWAY A2

1996 UNKNOWN P401 SECTION
*
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  210

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 74 88  L.F. 23.9
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 90 107  L.F. 11.3
PATCH & UTILITY CUT MED 27 32  S.F. 16.1
PATCH & UTILITY CUT LOW 165 197  S.F. 16.3
RAVELING           HIGH 12 14  S.F. 16.8
RAVELING           LOW 300 359  S.F. 15.4

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  22  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  45  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  33  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 210 TAXIWAY A2

2013 9-26-13 2018 

AC 63 FAIR

1996  54 in  2018

55  58

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

RESURFACING $8,835  23 YEARS

SURFACE TREATMENT $2,502  7 YEARS

CRACK REPAIR $241  1 YEAR

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 215 TAXIWAY A2

2013 9-26-13

AC OVERLAY 79

8,911 75

7,200 77 SATISFACTORY

55  75 in  2013

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  215, TAXIWAY A2

2001: 4" P401 C /
1982: 2" P401 / 6" P209
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  215

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

LONG.& TRANS. CRACK HIGH 11 13  L.F. 19.4
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 58 71  L.F. 35.8
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 75 92  L.F. 17.2
RAVELING           LOW 400 495  S.F. 27.5

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  0  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  57  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  43  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 215 TAXIWAY A2

2013 9-26-13

AC OVERLAY 77 SATISFACTORY

2001  75 in  2013

55  71

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 220 TAXIWAY A1

2013 9-26-13

AC + 96

8,708 76

7,200 86 GOOD

55  84 in  2013

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  220, TAXIWAY A1

2001: 4" P401 C /
1982: 2" P401 / 6" P209
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  220

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

LONG.& TRANS. CRACK HIGH 7 8  L.F. 27.2
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 67 81  L.F. 40.1
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 79 95  L.F. 29.2
WEATHERING         LOW 325 393  S.F.  3.3

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  0  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  66  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  34  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 220 TAXIWAY A1

2013 9-26-13

AC + 86 GOOD

2001  84 in  2013

55  84

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 225 TAXIWAY A1

2013 9-26-13 2021 

AC 67

6,209 67

5,120 67 FAIR

55  54 in  2021

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  225, TAXIWAY A1

1996 UNKNOWN P401 SECTION
*
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  225

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

LONG.& TRANS. CRACK HIGH 40 48  L.F. 37.4
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 77 93  L.F. 25.5
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 128 155  L.F.   16
RAVELING           LOW 500 606  S.F. 20.9

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  0  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  60  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  40  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 225 TAXIWAY A1

2013 9-26-13 2021 

AC 67 FAIR

1996  54 in  2021

55  52

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

RESURFACING $8,940  23 YEARS

SURFACE TREATMENT $2,596  8 YEARS

CRACK REPAIR $367  4 YEARS

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 240 TAXIWAY A

2013 9-26-13 2018 

AC 69

70,888 58

25,000 64 FAIR

55  53 in  2018

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  240, TAXIWAY A

2001: 4" P401 C / 5" P401 A / 6" P209 CABC
*
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  240

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

BLOCK CRACKING     MED 180 510  S.F.  6.6
BLOCK CRACKING     LOW 180 510  S.F.  4.7
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK HIGH 6 17  L.F.  2.9
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 1,284 3,640  L.F.   49
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 505 1,431  L.F. 13.7
RUTTING            LOW 377 1,069  S.F. 22.8

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  15  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  51  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  33  %

PAGE 1



AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 240 TAXIWAY A

2013 9-26-13 2018 

AC 64 FAIR

2001  53 in  2018

55  66

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

RESURFACING $102,078  23 YEARS

CRACK REPAIR $7,068  2 YEARS

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 3005 RAMP

2013 9-26-13 2016 

AC 68

62,412 45

28,000 59 FAIR

55  53 in  2016

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  3005, RAMP

1997 UNKNOWN P401 SECTION
*
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  3005

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

ALLIGATOR CRACKING MED 166 370  S.F. 20.6
ALLIGATOR CRACKING LOW 134 298  S.F. 13.6
DEPRESSION         LOW 29 64  S.F.   .7
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK HIGH 66 147  L.F.  7.3
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 750 1,671  L.F. 24.3
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 2,501 5,574  L.F. 31.3
RUTTING            LOW 2 4  S.F.  1.9

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  36  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  43  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  21  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 3005 RAMP

2013 9-26-13 2016 

AC 59 FAIR

1997  53 in  2016

55  63

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

STRUCTURAL OVERLAY $115,462  23 YEARS

CRACK REPAIR $9,166  1 YEAR

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 3010 RAMP

2013 9-26-13 2020 

AC 72

10,417 61

6,200 66 FAIR

55  54 in  2020

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  3010, RAMP

1997 UNKNOWN P401 SECTION
*
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  3010

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

ALLIGATOR CRACKING MED 11 18  S.F. 17.9
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK HIGH 20 33  L.F. 14.8
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 281 472  L.F. 43.4
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 280 470  L.F. 23.7

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  18  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  55  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  27  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 3010 RAMP

2013 9-26-13 2020 

AC 66 FAIR

1997  54 in  2020

55  56

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

RESURFACING $15,000  23 YEARS

CRACK REPAIR $1,209  3 YEARS

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 3015 RAMP

2013 9-26-13 2022 

AC 71

25,197 62

15,000 68 FAIR

55  53 in  2022

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  3015, RAMP

1997 UNKNOWN P401 SECTION
*
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  3015

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

ALLIGATOR CRACKING MED 13 21  S.F. 16.7
ALLIGATOR CRACKING LOW 91 152  S.F. 27.4
DEPRESSION         LOW 44 73  S.F.  3.6
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 238 399  L.F. 25.2
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 659 1,107  L.F. 25.5
PATCH & UTILITY CUT LOW 6 10  S.F.  1.3

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  45  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  38  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  17  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 3015 RAMP

2013 9-26-13 2022 

AC 68 FAIR

1997  53 in  2022

55  52

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

RESURFACING $36,283  23 YEARS

CRACK REPAIR $1,867  1 YEAR

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 55
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 5005 RUNWAY 18-36

2013 9-26-13 2015 

AC OVERLAY 78

44,470 55

18,750 66 FAIR

60  54 in  2015

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  5005, RUNWAY 18-36

1979 3" P401 ON
1969 2" P401 ON 5" P208
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  5005

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

ALLIGATOR CRACKING LOW 30 71  S.F.    7
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK HIGH 6 14  L.F.  2.9
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 258 611  L.F. 20.5
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 669 1,586  L.F.   19
PATCH & UTILITY CUT MED 15 35  S.F.  2.7
PATCH & UTILITY CUT LOW 2,103 4,987  S.F. 27.7
RAVELING           LOW 495 1,174  S.F.  5.6
RUTTING            LOW 47 111  S.F. 10.3
SWELL              LOW 175 415  S.F.  3.9

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  34  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  48  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  18  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 5005 RUNWAY 18-36

2013 9-26-13 2015 

AC OVERLAY 66 FAIR

1979  54 in  2015

60 0

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

STRUCTURAL OVERLAY $82,269  20 YEARS

SURFACE TREATMENT $18,118  2 YEARS

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 60
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 5015 RUNWAY 18-36

2013 9-26-13 2015 

AC OVERLAY 77

297,526 64

48,750 69 FAIR

60  57 in  2015

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  5015, RUNWAY 18-36

1979 3" P401 ON
1969 .5" to 2" P401 ON 6" P208
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  5015

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

ALLIGATOR CRACKING LOW 5 30  S.F.  1.5
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 426 2,599  L.F. 22.1
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 1,549 9,453  L.F. 23.4
PATCH & UTILITY CUT MED 68 415  S.F.  6.9
PATCH & UTILITY CUT LOW 3,332 20,335  S.F. 24.6
RAVELING           LOW 1,625 9,917  S.F. 12.4
RUTTING            LOW 195 1,190  S.F.  7.2
SWELL              LOW 120 732  S.F.  1.5

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  27  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  49  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  23  %
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 5015 RUNWAY 18-36

2013 9-26-13 2015 

AC OVERLAY 69 FAIR

1979  57 in  2015

60 0

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

STRUCTURAL OVERLAY $550,423  20 YEARS

SURFACE TREATMENT $119,257  3 YEARS

CRACK REPAIR $14,944  1 YEAR

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 60
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 5025 RUNWAY 18-36

2013 9-26-13 2015 

AC OVERLAY 71

30,940 65

15,000 69 FAIR

60  57 in  2015

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  5025, RUNWAY 18-36

1979 3" P401 ON
1969 .5" P401 ON 6" P208
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  5025

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

LONG.& TRANS. CRACK HIGH 3 6  L.F.  3.9
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 214 441  L.F. 26.6
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 506 1,043  L.F. 21.5
PATCH & UTILITY CUT MED 60 123  S.F. 13.4
PATCH & UTILITY CUT LOW 1,300 2,681  S.F. 30.6
RAVELING           LOW 175 360  S.F.  3.7

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  29  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  51  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  20  %

PAGE 1



AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 5025 RUNWAY 18-36

2013 9-26-13 2015 

AC OVERLAY 69 FAIR

1979  57 in  2015

60 0

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

STRUCTURAL OVERLAY $57,239  20 YEARS

SURFACE TREATMENT $12,620  3 YEARS

CRACK REPAIR $1,847  1 YEAR

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 60
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 6010 RUNWAY 9-27

2013 9-26-13 2019 

AC 78

556,603 52

80,000 68 FAIR

60  59 in  2019

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  6010, RUNWAY 9-27

1996 UNKNOWN P401 SECTION
*
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  6010

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

ALLIGATOR CRACKING LOW 15 104  S.F.  1.8
DEPRESSION         LOW 33 229  S.F.   .3
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK HIGH 60 417  L.F.    7
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 2,370 16,489  L.F. 40.5
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 3,415 23,760  L.F. 28.1
PATCH & UTILITY CUT HIGH 11 76  S.F.  2.3
PATCH & UTILITY CUT MED 36 250  S.F.  2.1
PATCH & UTILITY CUT LOW 67 466  S.F.    1
RAVELING           HIGH 24 167  S.F.  2.4
RAVELING           MED 92 640  S.F.  2.3
RAVELING           LOW 2,330 16,211  S.F. 11.7

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  5  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  58  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  36  %

PAGE 1



AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: OPTIMIZED FOR: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 6010 RUNWAY 9-27

2013 9-26-13 2019 

AC 68 FAIR

1996  59 in  2019

60  56

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

RESURFACING $801,508  20 YEARS

SURFACE TREATMENT $238,038  8 YEARS

CRACK REPAIR $50,425  2 YEARS

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 60
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AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: FEATURE'S HIGH PCI: 

FEATURE AREA: FEATURE'S LOW PCI: 

INSPECTED AREA: AVERAGE PCI: 

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

 6015 RUNWAY 9-27

2013 9-26-13

AC + 100

51,421 88

20,000 92 GOOD

60  88 in  2013

COMMENTS/HISTORY FOR FEATURE  6015, RUNWAY 9-27

1999: 4" P401 C / 5" P401 A / 6" P209 CABC
*
*
*

DISTRESS QUANTITIES FOR FEATURE  6015

MEASURED ESTIMATED TOTAL PERCENTAGE OF
DISTRESS TYPE SEVERITY QUANTITY QUANTITIY UNITS All DISTRESS

LONG.& TRANS. CRACK MED 21 54  L.F.   20
LONG.& TRANS. CRACK LOW 88 226  L.F. 23.7
RAVELING           LOW 645 1,658  S.F. 56.1

BASIC DISTRESS CAUSES

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO LOAD ON THE PAVEMENT IS:  0  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO MATERIALS PROBLEMS IN THE FEATURE IS:  48  %
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF DISTRESS RELATED TO AGE OF PAVEMENT AND TRAFFIC REPETITIONS IS:  52  %

PAGE 1



AIRPAV

AIRPORT:  WARSAW MUNICIPAL

AIRPAV FEATURE ANALYSIS PROGRAM OUTPUT

FEATURE: DESCRIPTION:

ANALYSIS YEAR: INSPECTION DATE: 

PAVEMENT TYPE: AVERAGE PCI AT INSPECTION: 

CONSTRUCTION YEAR: ESTIMATED PCI IS:

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL: NORMAL PCI FOR THIS AGE: 

 6015 RUNWAY 9-27

2013 9-26-13

AC + 92 GOOD

1999  88 in  2013

60  82

THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS HAVE BEEN SELECTED AS VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

LEGEND DESCRIPTION COST LIFE EXTENSION

NO ACTION N/A N/A

MINIMUM SERVICE LEVEL, CURRENTLY 60

PAGE 2
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AIRPAV

CONDITION SURVEY SUMMARY

AIRPORT:  ASW WARSAW MUNICIPAL DATE:  12-12-2013

"A" FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT DISTRESS CODES "P" RIGID PAVEMENT DISTRESS CODES

1.  ALLIGATOR CRACKING 1.  BLOW UP
2.  BLEEDING 2.  CORNER BREAK
3.  BLOCK CRACKING 3.  LTD CRACKING
4.  CORRUGATION 4.  "D" CRACKING
5.  DEPRESSION 5.  JOINT SEAL DAMAGE
6.  JET BLAST EROSION 6.  SMALL PATCH
7.  JOINT REFL. CRACKING 7.  LARGE PATCH
8.  LONG. & TRANS. CRACKING 8.  POPOUTS
9.  OIL SPILL 9.  PUMPING
10.  PATCHING 10. SCALING/MAP CRACKING/CRAZING
11.  POLISHED AGGREGATE 11.  FAULTING
12.  RAVELLING 12.  SHATTERED SLAB
13.  RUTTING 13.  SHRINKAGE CRACKING
14.  SHOVING FROM PCC SLAB 14.  JOINT SPALLING
15.  SLIPPAGE CRACKING 15.  CORNER SPALLING
16.  SWELLING 16.  ALKALI SILICA REACTION
17.  WEATHERING

FEATURE: SAMPLE UNIT: AREA: DATE: SURVEYED BY: PCI: DISTRESSES PRESENT:

101   A 101.116 6000  9-25-13   ARA 56 1 5 8 10 12
101   A 101.119 5000  9-25-13   ARA 64 8 10 12
101   A 101.131 4000  9-25-13   ARA 72 8 10 12
101   A 101.133 7500  9-25-13   ARA 74 8 10

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 66
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 22500 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 18.60
DESCRIPTION: TAXIWAY B

102   A 102.100 6000  9-25-13   ARA 72 2 5 8 10 12
102   A 102.102 6000  9-25-13   ARA 57 1 8 10 13
102   A 102.105 6000  9-25-13   ARA 63 8 10 12
102   A 102.107 6000  9-25-13   ARA 69 8 10 12
102   A 102.110 6000  9-25-13   ARA 60 8 10 12
102   A 102.112 6000  9-25-13   ARA 70 8 10 12

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 65
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 36000 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 14.68
DESCRIPTION: TAXIWAY B

105   A 105.129 2425  9-25-13   ARA 71 8 12
105   A 105.130 5600  9-25-13   ARA 67 1 8 10

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 69
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 8025 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 3.63
DESCRIPTION: TAXIWAY B

110   A 110.100 4425  9-25-13   ARA 65 8 10 12
110   A 110.101 5140  9-25-13   ARA 67 8 10 12 16

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 66
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 9565 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 2.06
DESCRIPTION: TAXIWAY  B6

115   A 115.101 3500  9-25-13   ARA 62 8
115   A 115.103 3500  9-25-13   ARA 80 8
115   A 115.107 3500  9-25-13   ARA 79 8
115   A 115.109 3500  9-25-13   ARA 81 8
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FEATURE: SAMPLE UNIT: AREA: DATE: SURVEYED BY: PCI: DISTRESSES PRESENT:

115   A 115.110 3500  9-25-13   ARA 83 8

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 77
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 17500 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 20.69
DESCRIPTION: NORTH TEES

116   A 116.201 3500  9-25-13   ARA 81 8
116   A 116.204 3500  9-25-13   ARA 83 8
116   A 116.301 3500  9-25-13   ARA 87 8
116   A 116.303 3500  9-25-13   ARA 78 8
116   A 116.305 3150  9-25-13   ARA 83 8

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 82
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 17150 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 9.45
DESCRIPTION: NORTH TEES

117   A 117.100 4850  9-25-13   ARA 72 8 12
117   A 117.101 4450  9-25-13   ARA 77 8 12

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 74
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 9300 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 4.54
DESCRIPTION: TAXIWAY B5

120   A 120.100 4850  9-25-13   ARA 60 8 10 12 16
120   A 120.101 4450  9-25-13   ARA 62 8 10 12

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 61
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 9300 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 2.49
DESCRIPTION: TAXIWAY B4

130   A 130.100 4850  9-25-13   ARA 66 8 10 12 16
130   A 130.101 2750  9-25-13   ARA 50 8 10 12 16

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 58
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 7600 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 16.55
DESCRIPTION: TAXIWAY B3

140   A 140.100 4900  9-25-13   ARA 35 8 10 12 17
140   A 140.101 4100  9-25-13   ARA 39 1 8 10 12 17

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 37
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 9000 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 4.06
DESCRIPTION: TAXIWAY B2

150   A 150.131 4000  9-25-13   ARA 80 8
150   A 150.133 4000  9-25-13   ARA 84 8
150   A 150.135 4000  9-25-13   ARA 76 1 8
150   A 150.137 4000  9-25-13   ARA 78 8
150   A 150.139 4000  9-25-13   ARA 78 8
150   A 150.141 4000  9-25-13   ARA 81 8

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 79
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 24000 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 8.08
DESCRIPTION: TAXIWAY B

201   A 201.101 4000  9-26-13   ARA 58 8 12
201   A 201.104 4000  9-26-13   ARA 54 8 12
201   A 201.109 4000  9-26-13   ARA 62 8 12
201   A 201.113 4000  9-26-13   ARA 74 8
201   A 201.116 4000  9-26-13   ARA 82 8
201   A 201.122 4000  9-26-13   ARA 68 8 12
201   A 201.129 4000  9-26-13   ARA 70 8 12
201   A 201.133 4000  9-26-13   ARA 62 8 12
201   A 201.137 4000  9-26-13   ARA 57 8 12
201   A 201.143 4000  9-26-13   ARA 67 8 12
201   A 201.147 4000  9-26-13   ARA 67 8 12
201   A 201.154 4000  9-26-13   ARA 72 5 8 12

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 66
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 48000 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 27.85
DESCRIPTION: TAXIWAY A
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FEATURE: SAMPLE UNIT: AREA: DATE: SURVEYED BY: PCI: DISTRESSES PRESENT:

205   A 205.155 7150  9-26-13   ARA 80 8 12

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 80
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 7150 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 0.00
DESCRIPTION: TAXIWAY A3

210   A 210.100 5120  9-26-13   ARA 63 8 10 12

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 63
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 5120 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 0.00
DESCRIPTION: TAXIWAY A2

215   A 215.101 3200  9-26-13   ARA 79 8 12
215   A 215.102 4000  9-26-13   ARA 75 8 12

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 77
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 7200 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 3.59
DESCRIPTION: TAXIWAY A2

220   A 220.101 3200  9-26-13   ARA 96 8
220   A 220.102 4000  9-26-13   ARA 76 8 17

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 86
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 7200 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 19.50
DESCRIPTION: TAXIWAY A1

225   A 225.100 5120  9-26-13   ARA 67 8 12

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 67
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 5120 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 0.00
DESCRIPTION: TAXIWAY A1

240   A 240.101 5000  9-26-13   ARA 63 3 8 13
240   A 240.104 5000  9-26-13   ARA 65 8
240   A 240.106 5000  9-26-13   ARA 58 8 13
240   A 240.108 5000  9-26-13   ARA 69 8
240   A 240.110 5000  9-26-13   ARA 64 8 13

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 64
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 25000 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 10.48
DESCRIPTION: TAXIWAY A

3005  A 3005.101 5000  9-26-13   ARA 68 1 8
3005  A 3005.102 3000  9-26-13   ARA 45 1 8
3005  A 3005.301 5000  9-26-13   ARA 61 1 8 13
3005  A 3005.501 5000  9-26-13   ARA 59 1 8
3005  A 3005.600 5000  9-26-13   ARA 55 1 5 8
3005  A 3005.701 5000  9-26-13   ARA 68 1 8

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 59
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 28000 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 22.99
DESCRIPTION: RAMP

3010  A 3010.102 3100  9-26-13   ARA 61 1 8
3010  A 3010.103 3100  9-26-13   ARA 72 8

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 66
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 6200 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 11.22
DESCRIPTION: RAMP

3015  A 3015.100 5000  9-26-13   ARA 71 1 5 8
3015  A 3015.200 5000  9-26-13   ARA 70 1 8
3015  A 3015.300 5000  9-26-13   ARA 62 1 8 10

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 68
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 15000 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 9.20
DESCRIPTION: RAMP

5005  A 5005.101 3750  9-25-13   ARA 71 8 10
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FEATURE: SAMPLE UNIT: AREA: DATE: SURVEYED BY: PCI: DISTRESSES PRESENT:

5005  A 5005.103 3750  9-25-13   ARA 78 8 10
5005  A 5005.105 3750  9-25-13   ARA 69 8 10 12
5005  A 5005.107 3750  9-25-13   ARA 55 8 10 12 13
5005  A 5005.109 3750  9-25-13   ARA 56 1 8 10 13 16

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 66
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 18750 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 22.51
DESCRIPTION: RUNWAY 18-36

5015  A 5015.115 3750  9-25-13   ARA 66 8 10 12
5015  A 5015.120 3750  9-25-13   ARA 64 8 10 13
5015  A 5015.127 3750  9-25-13   ARA 66 8 10 12
5015  A 5015.132 3750  9-25-13   ARA 72 8 10 12
5015  A 5015.142 3750  9-25-13   ARA 66 8 10 12
5015  A 5015.147 3750  9-25-13   ARA 72 8 12
5015  A 5015.152 3750  9-25-13   ARA 66 8 10 12
5015  A 5015.157 3750  9-25-13   ARA 66 8 10 12
5015  A 5015.162 3750  9-25-13   ARA 76 1 8 12
5015  A 5015.167 3750  9-25-13   ARA 66 8 10 12
5015  A 5015.172 3750  9-25-13   ARA 68 8 13 16
5015  A 5015.181 3750  9-25-13   ARA 71 8 10 12
5015  A 5015.188 3750  9-25-13   ARA 77 8 12

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 69
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 48750 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 13.35
DESCRIPTION: RUNWAY 18-36

5025  A 5025.192 3750  9-25-13   ARA 71 8 10
5025  A 5025.194 3750  9-25-13   ARA 71 8 10
5025  A 5025.196 3750  9-25-13   ARA 65 8 10
5025  A 5025.198 3750  9-25-13   ARA 68 8 10 12

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 69
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 15000 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 6.32
DESCRIPTION: RUNWAY 18-36

6010  A 6010.101 5000  9-25-13   ARA 75 8 12
6010  A 6010.108 5000  9-25-13   ARA 57 8 10 12
6010  A 6010.115 5000  9-25-13   ARA 57 8 10 12
6010  A 6010.122 5000  9-25-13   ARA 72 8 12
6010  A 6010.129 5000  9-25-13   ARA 52 8 12
6010  A 6010.136 5000  9-26-13   ARA 63 5 8 12
6010  A 6010.143 5000  9-26-13   ARA 72 8 12
6010  A 6010.150 5000  9-26-13   ARA 71 1 8 10 12
6010  A 6010.157 5000  9-26-13   ARA 70 8 12
6010  A 6010.164 5000  9-26-13   ARA 78 8 12
6010  A 6010.171 5000  9-26-13   ARA 66 8 12
6010  A 6010.178 5000  9-26-13   ARA 71 5 8 12
6010  A 6010.185 5000  9-26-13   ARA 74 8 12
6010  A 6010.192 5000  9-26-13   ARA 75 8 12
6010  A 6010.198 5000  9-26-13   ARA 74 8 12
6010  A 6010.205 5000  9-26-13   ARA 65 8 12

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 68
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 80000 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 25.95
DESCRIPTION: RUNWAY 9-27

6015  A 6015.211 5000  9-26-13   ARA 90 8 12
6015  A 6015.213 5000  9-26-13   ARA 89 8 12
6015  A 6015.215 5000  9-26-13   ARA 100
6015  A 6015.217 5000  9-26-13   ARA 88 8 12

AVERAGE FEATURE PCI = 92
BASED ON A SAMPLED AREA OF 20000 SQUARE FEET - PCI SPREAD FOR FEATURE = 12.01
DESCRIPTION: RUNWAY 9-27

TOTAL NUMBER OF INSPECTED FEATURES =  26 
TOTAL NUMBER OF INSPECTED SAMPLE UNITS =  115 TOTAL AREA OF INSPECTED PAVEMENT = 506,430 S.F.

* INDICATES "ADDITIONAL" SAMPLE UNITS.
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