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56,9, 11, 15,17, 20, 21, 23, 24, 30, 31, 35, 36, 39, 42, 44, » ITlignting is required, lights are recommended for turbines 1, To minimise the visual impact on the environment, some cost increase for the aerial agriculture activity. The landowner
47, 49, 51, 52, 55, 58 and 60. This lighting design is subject 9, 6,9, 11,15, 17,20, 21, 23, 24, 30, 31, 35, 36, 39, 42, 44, shielding of the obstacle lights Is recommended by Aviation seeking compensation for the cost increase must demonstrate
to confirmation of the final turbine layout. Refer to Figure 51 — 47, 49, 51, 62, 95, 58 and 60. Projects. Shielding may be provided to restrict the downward and justify this increase with previous records.
Indicative Turbine Lighting Layout. Note that turbines 2, 6, 7 and . Obstacle lighting should be designed in accordance with component of light to either, or both, of the following:
17 have been removed from the proposal since preparation of the characteristics Speciﬂed N ICAO Annex 14 Vol 1 Chapter
the indicative lighting design. If an aeronautical study determines 6 and MOS 139 Chapter 9, while minimising visual impact.

that obstacle lighting will be required, the final lighting design wil
reflect the final approved turbine layout. In any case, the number
and location of Iit turbines will not change significantly from the
indicative layout at Figure 51.
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