Requesting Department:

Dewelopment Senvices

TO: Planning and Zoning Commission
THROUGH: BrettBurningham, Development Services Director
FROM: Kyle Barichello, Plannerll

RE: Public Hearing and Possible Action on Pegasus Airpark PAD
Rezone (Case P19-0074), a request from Sean Lake, Pew and Lake
PLC, on behalf of the Pegasus Airpark Flight Association to rezone
approximately 49.44 acres from R1-43/CUP to MU/PAD for continued
use of the Pegasus Airpark Flight Association runway and associated
hangars, located east of the northeast corner of Empire Blvd and
Ellsworth Road.

DATE: August 14,2019

STAFF RECOMMENDATION |

Staff recommends approval of P19-0074 “Pegasus Airpark PAD Rezone”, subject to the
Conditions of Approval included in this report.

PROPOSED MOTION

Move to recommend approval of P19-0074 “Pegasus Airpark PAD Rezone”, subject to
the Conditions of Approval included in this report.

RELEVANT COUNCIL GOALS

@ Secure Future

SUMMARY

This proposal consists of a request to rezone approximately 49.44 acres from R1-
43/CUP to MU/PAD which will replace the existing Conditional Use Permit with a more
permanent zoning designation that allows for the continued use of the airport runway
and hangars. No changes are proposed to current airpark operations or to the Pegasus
Airpark residential subdivision.
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The PAD application will be used as a tool to restrict all other development aside from
the existing airpark operations. The existing Conditional Use Permit conditions of
approval have been updated and modified accordingly as part of the rezoning effort.

HISTORY

September 5, 1989:

June 20, 1994:

May 3, 1995:

March 18, 1998:

October 15, 2008:

March 14, 2012:

April 18, 2012:

The Town of Queen Creek is incorporated as the subject
property becomes part of the Town.

Town Council approves the Special Use Permit SU 07-94
(now called Conditional Use Permit) for the airstrip at the
Pegasus Airpark development, subject to conditions.

Town Council approves the Preliminary Plat for Pegasus
Airpark Development, subject to conditions. The Preliminary
Plat consists of 159 lots on 320 acres.

Town Council approves an amendment to the Special Use
Permit (SU 01-97) for the Fixed Base Operations which
limited the number of aircraft to 225 and allowed for a 100
low lead aviation fuel tank.

Queen Creek Town Council denied a request to allow very
light jets and helicopters at Pegasus Airpark (CU08-020).

Town Council approved cases CU12-001 and SP12-002,
authorizing the use of very light jets (VLJ’s) and other similar
aircraft as well as the future installation of a facility for the
storage and sale of Jet-A fuel at the Pegasus Airport, with
conditions including requiring the Flight Association to
complete a noise studies to verify compliance with the
Council approved 65 DNL noise standards.

Town Council approved an amendment to CU12-001 and
SP12-002 to allow the operation of very light jets and
approval of an additional fuel tank to be used for Jet-A
aircraft fuel.
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PROJECT INFORMATION

Project Name Pegasus Airpark PAD Rezone

East of the northeast corner of Empire Bivd and

Site Location Ellsworth Road

R1-43 (Rural Estate District) /

Current Zoning Conditional Use Permit (CUP)

Proposed Zoning Mixed Use (MU)/PAD
General Plan Designation Rural
Surrounding Zoning Designations:
R1-35 (Residential) — Orchard Ranchettes
North R1-43 (Residential) — Pegasus Residential
RU-43 - (County) - Vacant
SEZZT RU-43 (County) - Vacant
West R1-43 (Jorde Farms) — Vacant
R1-9 (Bellero) — Residential
Gross Acreage 49.44 Acres
Use Description/Units Airport Runway _and 81 airplane hangars

| DISCUSSION

The property is located at the east of the northeast corner of Empire Blvd and Ellsworth
Road and the current zoning for the property is R1-43/CUP. The Pegasus Airpark
development is approximately 320 acres consisting of 159 lots. This proposal consists
of a request to rezone approximately 49.44 acres from R1-43/CUP to MU/PAD which
will replace the existing Conditional Use Permit with a more permanent zoning
designation that allows for the continued use of the airport runway and hangars. No
changes are proposed to current airpark operations or to the Pegasus Airpark
residential subdivision.

Under the PAD, two requests are being made:

1) Rezoning of the 49.44 acre Pegasus Airpark runway from R1-43/CUP to Mixed Use
District (MU)/PAD.

2) Rezoning of the 81 airplane hangar properties from R1-43/CUP to Mixed Use
District (MU)/PAD.

Individual, signed rezoning applications from each of the hangar owners are included
with this request and a Prop 207 waiver has been provided on behalf of the Pegasus
Airpark Association.

The proposed Mixed Use (MU) zoning district that will allow for an aviation terminal and
associated terminals. The MU district is designed to provide a mixture of residential and
public uses that serve a neighborhood or community. Additionally, the MU district
encourages an integration of uses and supports transportation alternatives.
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To allay any concerns over potential permitted uses that would be objectionable to
adjacent property owners, it is the intent of the applicant and property owner to use the
PAD as a development tool to exclude all of the permitted or conditional uses in the MU
zoning district other than an aviation runway and terminal and associated hangars.
Excluding all other uses perpetuates the sole and continued use of the subject property
as an airport runway. Additionally, establishing a zoning district for the runway ensures
future buyers that the runway is properly zoned and is not subject to the same
continued evaluation process as a Conditional Use Permit.

About the Airpark

While the creation of the airpark was being considered by the Town of Queen Creek,
the FAA was also holding hearings and ultimately approved the location for Pegasus in
March of 1994 (Airspace case # 93-AWP-208-NRA). Pegasus Airpark was approved as
a Visual Flight Rule (VFR) airpark only, with no Instrument Flight Rule (IFR) activity
allowed. This is an important distinction since airparks operating with VFR activities
have less-intense uses than those operating with IFR activities. Moreover, the airpark
adheres to its own Operation and Safety Regulations as well as a myriad set of rules
and regulations established by the Federal Aviation Administration.

The Pegasus Airpark runway is used only by Pegasus Airpark residents and their
invited guests. The airpark presently has the lowest level of traffic among all East Valley
airports as shown in the graphic below:

Airport Average Flights per Day
Chandler Municipal Airport 550
Falcon Field 900
Gateway Airport g00
Pegasus Airpark Less than 10
Scottsdale Airpart 503
Stellar Airpark 110
Source: Airmav.com

The hanger use was allowed pursuant to a Conditional Use Permit that was approved
by the Town Council in June of 1994 and amended in March of 1998 and 2012. The
current permit allows a total of 225 planes with 92 allowed at the Fixed Based Operators
(FBO).

The airpark adheres to its own Operation and Safety Regulations as well as a myriad
set of rules and regulations established by the Federal Aviation Administration.

Change in proposed Conditions of Approval — Applicant Responses

Attached to this staff report is a document containing the tracked, redlined version of the
current conditions of approval stipulated by the existing Conditional Use Permit the
applicant seeks changes to. All changes proposed are meant to update and replace
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redundant and no longer necessary conditions of approval that have existed since the
inception of the airpark.

The attached document provides additional context for why the applicant is proposing to
remove and revise certain conditions currently in effect. A summary of these include:

¢ Removal of conditions: 2,3,4,6,7,8,11,13, and 16-22
¢ Modification of conditions: 9,13, and 14

The conditions of the approval provided at the end of the Staff Report will govern this
property into the future. These updated conditions are a product from the modifications
of the old CUP case and have been determined to adequately meet the intent of the
previous CUP conditions of approval.

ANALYSIS

General Plan Review: The current General Plan designations for this property is Rural.
The primary use of the surrounding area is residential.

Zoning Review: The zoning designation of the property is proposed to be Mixed Use
PAD (MU/PAD). This designation allows for both airport operations and their associated
hangars. The PAD will be used as a tool to limit other uses typically allowed with MU
zoning. No PAD deviations are proposed.

Planned Area Development (PAD) Overlay Compliance: The purpose of the Planned
Area Development Overlay District (PAD) is to provide for the orderly development of
land consistent with the Town of Queen Creek General Plan and Zoning Ordinance
while permitting flexibility in the design, construction and processing of residential,
commercial and/or industrial developments of a quality which could not be achieved by
traditional lot by lot development under conventional zoning concepts. All PAD
requirements listed in the Town's Ordinance have been reviewed by staff and
determined to be in compliance.

Public Notification/Participation: The applicant held one (1) neighborhood meeting on
June 20, 2019 with 29 residents. Notification of the meeting was mailed to property
owners within 1,200 feet of the project, as required by the Zoning Ordinance. The
attendees were given the attached handouts, which included a graphic depicting the
property subject to the rezoning, and Conditions of Approval that are being proposed to
the Town as part of the rezoning ordinance. Overall, residents were supportive of the
request and no additional public input has been received.
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

. This project shall be developed in accordance with the plans attached to this case
and all the provisions of the Zoning Ordinance applicable to this case.

. The total number of planes allowed on the entire Pegasus Airpark Development
shall not exceed 225; this number includes both the residential area and the Fixed
Base Operators (FBO). The maximum quantity of planes allowed on the FBO is 92
planes. There may be fewer than 92 planes at the FBO, with a greater number of
planes in the residential area, provided that the combined total does not exceed 225
for the entire Pegasus Airpark Development.

. The following commercial uses are prohibited: charter, courier, commercial flight
schools, scheduled air service and crop dusting.

. Aircraft noise shall not exceed a level of 65 DNL at any boundary of the site.

. The Town shall have the right to review Airpark operation performance to ensure
compliance with these conditions. Review of airpark performance shall include, but
not be limited to, review of all FBO and flight association operations, books,
accounts, reports, correspondence and audits.

. Aircraft allowed to operate from Pegasus Airpark shall be limited to fixed-wing
aircraft powered by piston (both gas and diesel engines), turbine, turbo fan, jet
engines, as well as potential future equivalent propulsion technologies (i.e., electric
powered, hydrogen, etc.), or known as single pilot aircraft. Approach speeds shall be
less than 121 knots and wing spans shall be less than 79 feet. Aircraft that are not
fully Stage 3 noise compliant as defined by the FAA or that do not comply with the
operational limits above related to weight, approach speed and wingspan are
prohibited, as are ultra-light aircraft and powered parachutes. Light Sport category
aircraft, as defined by the FAA, are not included in this prohibition. The specifications
for this airpark shall be published and maintained in the CC and R’s for the property,
the Flight Association and the FAA airport facilities directory.

. The airpark shall be operated solely as a private airpark for use by residents of the
Pegasus Airpark Development, members of the flight association and their guests.

. 100 Low Lead and Jet-A aircraft fuel is to be sold only to members of the Flight
Association and their authorized parties through the use of a private card-lock
system.

. Developer shall be required to meet all applicable local, state and federal regulations
relating to fuel storage and dispensing, and upon request will provide a report to the
Town that applicable fuel storage facilities are in compliance with those regulations.
The reporting mechanism to the Town shall be, at a minimum, a copy of the notice of
approval by the appropriate regulatory agency.
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ATTACHMENTS

©CoNOORWN =

Pegasus Airpark Aerial Exhibit

Pegasus Airpark General Plan Exhibit

Pegasus Airpark Current Zoning Map Exhibit

Pegasus Airpark Proposed Zoning Exhibit

Pegasus Airpark PAD Narrative

Pegasus Airpark Proposed Conditions of Approval and applicant response
Pegasus Airpark Proposed Conditions of Approval Spreadsheet

Pegasus Airpark Conceptual Plan

Pegasus Airpark Neighborhood Meeting Minutes
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Project Name: Pegasus Airpark PAD Aerial Exhibit
Case Number: P19-0074

Hearing Date: August 14, 2019 (Planning Commission)
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Project Name: Pegasus Airpark PAD General Plan Exhibit

Case Number: P19-0074 A
Hearing Date: August 14, 2019 (Planning Commission) N
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Project Name: Pegasus Airpark PAD Current Zoning Exhibit

Case Number: P19-0074

N
Hearing Date: August 14, 2019 (Planning Commission)
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Project Name: Pegasus Airpark PAD Proposed Zoning Exhibit

Case Number: P19-0074

N
Hearing Date: August 14, 2019 (Planning Commission)
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Pegasus Airpark

East of the NEC of Ellsworth and Empire Roads
Rezoning Project Narrative
REVISED July 11, 2019

1. Introduction

Pew & Lake PLC, on behalf of Pegasus Airpark Flight Association is pleased to submit this
project narrative for a rezoning of the 49.44 acre Pegasus Airpark runway, and the 81 hangars
associated with the runway. The property is located east of the northeast corner of Ellsworth
and Empire Road. The runway is identified as Maricopa County Assessor’s Parcel number 304-
91-474F and is shown along with the hangar properties in the aerial below.

2. Existing General Plan Designation and Zoning Classification

As shown on the next page, the project site is within the Queen Creek planning area and is
currently designated in the 2018 Town of Queen Creek General Plan as Rural and is classified
as R1-43 as shown on the zoning map.
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3. Relationship to Surrounding Properties

As shown on the graphic below, Pegasus Airpark itself is bound on the north by vacant Maricopa
County property and the Orchard Ranchettes subdivision, on the south by vacant property and
residential homes in Pinal County; on the east by a vacant property and on the west by the Bellero
subdivision.

General Plan Zoning Existing Use
Designation
North Rural and Neighborhood R1-35/Maricopa Orchard
County RU-43 Ranchettes/Vacant
South Rural Pinal County Vacant/Residential
East Neighborhood R1-43 Vacant
West Neighborhood R1-9 Bellero
Project Site Rural R1-43 Airport Runway

In reality, the runway that is the subject of our request is contained within the Pegasus Airpark
as a whole, the boundaries of which are shown below. Also as shown, the nearest developed
residential properties that are not included in the Pegasus Airpark boundaries are over 1,000 feet
away from the runway, and over 450 feet from the boundary of this request.

|
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|
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Like the Bellero community to the west of the airpark, it is expected that any future residential
homebuyers east of the Airpark will be notified of the Airpark and the potential for aircraft noise
in this area. It is expected that any future homebuyers will be provided written notice of the



airport, and a sign will be posted in the sales office for the proposed residential lots. It is further
anticipated that an Avigation Easement will be recorded at the time of development of the
property to the east, currently owned by Queen Creek Ten, Inc. and that noise mitigation
measures will be incorporated into the design and construction of the proposed buildings. These
requirements are typical of development in the vicinity of an existing airport.

4. Request

Our requests to the Town of Queen Creek will be:

1) Rezoning of the 49.44 acre Pegasus Airpark runway from R1-43 (CUP) to Mixed Use
District (MU)PAD.

2) Rezoning of the 81 Hangar Properties from R1-43 to Mixed Use District (MU) PAD.
Individual, signed rezoning applications from each of the hangar owners are included
with this request.

The Mixed Use District is the lowest non-residential zoning district in the Town of Queen Creek
that will allow for an aviation terminal. The MU district is designed to provide a mixture of
residential and public uses that serve a neighborhood or community. Additionally, the MU
district encourages an integration of uses and supports alternatives to driving. Pegasus Airpark
fits well within this definition in that it blends a mix of uses that are very specific to immediate
adjacent property owners. To allay any concerns over potential permitted uses that would be
objectionable to adjacent property owners, it is the intent of the applicant and property owner
to use the PAD development tool to exclude all of the permitted or conditional uses in the MU
zoning district other than an aviation runway and terminal. Excluding all other uses will signal
the intent to perpetuate the sole and continued use of the property as an airport runway.

5. About Pegasus Airpark

Pegasus Airpark was created in 1994 when the Town of Queen Creek approved a Master Plan
and Special Use Permit for the community. In the wake of the closure of Williams Air Force Base
in the early 1990’s, there was a demonstrated need for a smaller airport that could be designed
to accommodate the needs of smaller aircraft in the far Southeast Valley.

The design and configuration of Pegasus Airpark was inspired by Skyranch Airpark in Carefree
and Stellar Airpark in Chandler. Operational details from the Carefree Airpark were copied and
implemented at Pegasus Airpark since those details had been arrived at after much consideration
was given to aircraft noise and sensitivity to surrounding neighborhoods. Many of the Conditions
of Approval that govern the current operation of the Pegasus Airpark runway were developed
and implemented using Carefree Skyranch as a model (Town of Carefree Ordinance 85-22). These



Conditions include: operation as a private airpark with no services available to pilots from other
airports, a prohibition on restaurants, flight training, aircraft sales, helicopters and rotating
beacons. In order to assuage similar concerns about aircraft noise, The Town of Queen Creek
decided that the runway could be allowed at Pegasus through the Special Use Permit
development tool. The Pegasus Airpark runway was granted a Special Use Permit in 1994 by the
Town of Queen Creek (SU07-94).

The residential portion of the Pegasus Airpark Community was inspired by Stellar Airpark in
Chandler and the Stellar layout was applied at Pegasus Airpark. The housing portion of the
Pegasus community was formed as a Master Plan, as it was referred to by the Town in 1994.

While the creation of the airpark was being considered by the Town of Queen Creek, the FAA was
also holding hearings and ultimately approved the location for Pegasus in March of 1994
(Airspace case # 93-AWP-208-NRA). Pegasus Airpark was approved as a Visual Flight Rule (VFR)
airpark only, with no Instrument Flight Rule (IFR) activity allowed. This is an important distinction
since airparks operating with VFR activities have less-intense uses than those operating with IFR
activities.

The Pegasus Airpark runway is used only by Pegasus Airpark residents and their invited guests.
Consequently, it presently has the lowest level of traffic among all East Valley airports as shown
in the graphic below:

Airport Average Flights per Day

Chandler Municipal Airport 550
Falcon Field 900
Gateway Airport 800

Pegasus Airpark Less than 10
Scottsdale Airport 503
Stellar Airpark 110

Source: Airnav.com

6. Zoning History

April 18, 2012: Queen Creek Town Council approved an amendment to CU12-001 and SP12-002
to allow the operation of very light jets and approval of an additional fuel tank to be used for Jet-
A aircraft fuel.

March 14, 2012: Queen Creek Town Council approved cases CU12-001 and SP12-002,
authorizing the use of very light jets (VU’s) and other similar aircraft as well as the future
installation of a facility for the storage and sale of Jet-A fuel at the Pegasus Airport, with
conditions including requiring the Flight Association to complete a noise study every 5 years to
verify compliance with the Council approved 65 DNL noise standards.



October 15, 2008: Queen Creek Town Council denied a request to allow very light jets and
helicopters at Pegasus Airpark (CU08-020).

June 6, 2007: Queen Creek Town Council approves Pegasus Airpark, Phase 5 Amended Plat
(SD07-013) which reduced the number of aviation lots to 82.

March 18, 1998: Queen Creek Town Council approves an amendment to the Special Use Permit
(SU 01-97) for the Fixed Base Operations which limited the number of aircraft to 225 and allowed
for a 100 low lead aviation fuel tank.

May 3, 1995: Queen Creek Town Council approves the Preliminary Plat for Pegasus Airpark
Development, subject to conditions. The Preliminary Plat consists of 159 lots on 320 acres.

June 20, 1994: Queen Creek Town Council approves the Special Use Permit (now called

Conditional Use Permit, SU 07-94) for the airstrip at the Pegasus Airpark development, subject to
conditions.

7. Development Plan

The development plan proposed with this request is simple—to allow the continued operation
of Pegasus Airpark as it has been operating since 1994. With the approval of this rezoning, it is
anticipated that many of the Conditions of Approval currently applicable to the case will be
removed, either because they have already been met or no longer apply to the Airpark. The
applicant is proposing a new, streamlined list of Conditions of Approval that are satisfactory to
the needs of the Aircraft Association and individual property owners and are sensitive to
surrounding structures and uses. They are attached to this narrative for review. Moreover, the
airpark adheres to its own Operation and Safety Regulations as well as a myriad set of rules and
regulations established by the Federal Aviation Administration.

8. Conclusion

Pegasus Airpark is a valuable asset to the Town of Queen Creek. It allows high net worth
individuals who prefer an agrarian lifestyle to continue to live in Queen Creek while indulging in
their aviation pursuits. Pegasus has operated for nearly 16 years without incident or complaint.
The applicant and property owner look forward to receiving input on this proposed rezoning and
working with Town staff to allow the continued operation of this successful airpark in Queen
Creek.



| Complete- list-of Redlined Conditions of Approval for Pegasus Airpark
from Case SU01-97 and Cases CU12-001/SP12-002

1. The total quantity of planes allowed on the entire Pegasus Airpark
Development shall not exceed 225; this shall include both the residential area
and the FBO. The maximum quantity of planes allowed on the FBO shall not
exceed 92 planes. This provision allows for there to be a lesser quantity of
planes than 92 at the FBO, with a greater quantity of planes allowed in the
residential area, provided that the total quantity of planes does not exceed
225 for the entire Pegasus Airpark Development. Ok as is.

5:3. The following commercial uses are prohibited: charter, courier,

| commercial flight schools, scheduled air service and crop dusting. OK as is.

Rationale: Pegasus Airpark has adopted the requested rules prohibiting “touch and goes”
it is published in our internal rules and regulations, and enforced via the CTAF (123.0)
frequency anytime it is seen happening. The Flight board and airport manager and
members all help to make sure that Pegasus is a good neighbor to the surrounding
community.

Rules and regulations concerning flight paths and pattern operations are governed by the
FAA. Pegasus Airpark has no specific “approach or departure” specified by the FAA.

1



Pegasus does follow the FAA convention of flight patterns for takeoff and landing as
specified in the FAA FAR/AIM )Federal Avaition Regulations/Airmans Information
Manual) as do all airports. The operational procedures are published in the FAA Airport
Facility Directory, (link:

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/flight info/aeronav/digital products/dafd/search/advanced/
which is the source for information published on airport information websites and printed
publications. Traffic patterns around Pegasus are at the specified 1000’ AGL levels set by
the FAA for fixed wing operations in congested areas.

Rationale: All Municipal and public airports operating in the United States and Arizona
must comply with the FAA dictated 65 DNL guidelines. The surrounding airports,
Chandler, Mesa Falcon Field, and Mesa Gateway all must comply with this rule and are
subject to regular noise studies. Shown below are number of flights per day from
surrounding airports:

Airport Flights per Day
Chandler Municipal Airport 550
Falcon Field 900
Gateway Airport 800
Pegasus Airpark Less than 10

For additional information on airport noise and the FAA 65 DNL please see:
https://www.faa.gov/regulations policies/policy guidance/noise/basics/
https://www.faa.gov/airports/environmental/airport noise/




46.5. The Town shall have the right to review Airpark operation performance to
ensure compliance with the special use permit. Review of airpark
performance shall include, but not be limited to, review of all FBO and flight
association operations, such as investigation of books, accounts, reports,
correspondence and audits. OK as is.

42.6. Aircraft allowed to operate from Pegasus Airpark shall be limited to fixed-
wing aircraft powered by piston (both gas and diesel engines), turbine, turbo
fan, jet engines, as well as potential future equivalent propulsion technologies
(i.e., electric powered, hydrogen, etc.) with a maximum take-off weight of
12,500 pounds or less and approach speed of less than 121 knots and wing
span of less than 79 feet. Aircraft which are not fully Stage 3 noise compliant
as defined by the FAA or which do not comply with the operational limits
above related to weight, approach speed and wingspan are prohibited, as are
ultra-light aircraft and powered parachutes. Light Sport category aircraft, as
defined by the FAA, are not included in this prohibition. The specifications for
this airpark shall be published and maintained in the CC and R’s for the
property, the Flight Association and the FAA airport facilities directory.

Rationale: Pegasus Airpark has adopted the requested rules prohibiting non single pilot
aircraft, these are published in our internal rules and regulations, and enforced via the
flight association. The primary limiting factor for Pegasus traffic is the runway and taxiway
pavement that is in place. The pavement is also the most costly investment in the airpark.
This pavement is not rated or capable of supporting aircraft heavier than 12,500 Ibs. For
Pegasus to allow such traffic would be a violation of our agreement with the Town and
destructive to our investment in our infrastructure. Pegasus is not designed to handle nor
does it want to allow aircraft larger than what is known today as “Single Pilot Aircraft’,
which formerly has been referred to as 12,500 Ibs or less. As we go through this zoning
process we would request that we update terminology to more accurate descriptions for
2019. This is one of those items.

Concerning aircraft wingspan: Pegasus is not designed to handle aircraft as large as
listed in this section of operational limitations from the Town. An aircraft with a wingspan
larger than 65’ would be impossible to taxi or move under its own power in the vicinity of
the hangar area. The hangar areas have a clearance of 80’ between buildings, any
aircraft near that wingspan simply will not fit within the airpark. The current largest
wingspans on the field is Beechcraft King Air at 50’ — 3”, and a Pilatus PC-12 at 53’ — 4”.



13- FhattThe airpark shall be operated solely as a private airpark for use by
residents of the Pegasus Airpark Development, -ard-members of the flight

asso<3|at|on and their quests Gaest&may—b&a#eweete#e#}ewe&dent&ef

E8._100 Low Lead and Jet-A aircraft fuel is to be sold to members of the Flight
Association and their authorized parties enlythrough the use of a private card-

lock system.

45:9. Developer shall be required to meet all applicable Federal Aviation
Administration fuel storage requirements and report to the Town that
applicable fuel storage facilities are in compliance. Reporting mechanism to
the Town shall, at a minimum, is via a copy of the notice of approval by the
appropriate regulatory agency.




Rationale: All Municipal and public airports operating in the United States and Arizona
must comply with the FAA dictated 65 DNL guidelines. The surrounding airports,
Chandler, Mesa Falcon Field, and Mesa Gateway all must comply with this rule and are
subject to regular noise studies. These airports have operations of Chandler - 550,
Falcon - 900, Gateway - 800 operations per day. (source www.airnav.com) These

airports are on record complying with the FAA 65 DNL standard. When compared to
Pegasus operations of 67 per month, how is it possible for Pegasus to be out of
compliance? Pegasus has less than 100 operational aircraft on the field and typically has
less than 10 operations per day on average in our busiest months. It is not physically
possible for Pegasus to be in non-compliance with the FAA 65 DNL standard

As noted in comments to requirements of rule 6, Pegasus Airpark is a very small part less
than .0125% of the aircraft traffic in the area of Queen Creek. As shown in the attached
document and at: : http://aftw.org/wp/wp-content/uploads/2014/08/LTA-P50-31.pdf there
are in excess of 800 aircraft flights per day. Pegasus would account for .0125% of that
traffic.

For additional information on airport noise and the FAA 65 DNL please see:
https://www.faa.gov/requlations policies/policy guidance/noise/basics/
https://www.faa.gov/airports/environmental/airport_noise/
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Revised Conditions of Approval for Pegasus Airpark - Tracked Changes

Original Condition

New Condition

Text Change Rationale
Number Number
This project shall be developed in accordance with the plans attached to this case
- .. . . . . Added 1
and all the provisions of the Zoning Ordinance applicable to this case
The total number quantity of planes allowed on the entire Pegasus Airpark
Development shall not exceed 225; this shall include both the residential area and
the FBO. The maximum quantity of planes allowed on the FBO shall not exceed 92
1 planes. This provision allows for there to be a lesser quantity of planes than 92 at thg Retained 2
FBO, with a greater quantity of planes allowed in the residential area, provided that
the total quantity of planes does not exceed 225 for the entire Pegasus Airpark
Development
Priorto-seeking-plat approval-or-any-pre-develop t site-activity,-anyrequired-Stat Pegasus Airpark has operated according to the rules and
g . : iz ation guidlelines established by the FAA and the Town of Queen Creek
for the past 21 years. Operation as a private airpark does not
require installaion of an airport beacon or other enhanced
2 | Removed lighting. -
only-consistof pilot rated-lighting—No-continuous-lighting-shall-occu
This original condition was met in 2003 when the aairpark
3 Removed runway and reidnetial plats were recorded. -
This condition was satisfied with the development of the
runway.
4 Removed -
The following commercial uses are prohibited: charter, courier, commercial fligh i
5 . . . Retained 3
schools, scheduled air service and crop dusting.
Pegaus Airpark has aadopted the requested rule prohibiting
"touch and goes" and they are published in the Pegasus Airpark
6 Removed Ope.ration and ‘Safety Regulations. Violations of the rules n.1ay be
punishable by fines and temporary or permanent suspension by
the Flight Association.
This condition was satisfied with the development of the
7 Removed runway.
This condition was satisfied with the development of the
8 Removed
runway.
All municipal and public airports operting in the United States
and Arizona must comply with the FAA-dictated 65 DNL
guidelines, making this conditions unneccesary and redundant.
Moreover, since it's inception, Pegasus Airpark has operated
B e e without complaint, rendering the noise studies overly
be-violated-withinthe-next12-months-by-any airpark-userther-within-three{3}-month " burdensome and unneccesary. Finally, there are mechanisms in
° B e e e e e | Modified place in the airpark's Operation and Safety regulations that allow 4
g g the association to impose punishments for violations of the
noise regulations. The condition NOW READS: Aircraft noise shall
not exceed a level of 65 DNL at any boundary of the site.
competent jurisdiction-to-enjoin-the-violation.
The Town shall have the right tc review Airpark operation performance to ensure
compliance with the these conditions Special-Use-Permit. Review of airpark
10 performance shall include, but not be limited to, review of all FBO and flight Modified 5
association operations, such as investigation of books, accounts, reports,
correspondence and audits.
and fiedawn canctr This condition was satisfied with the development of the runway
and related hangars.
11 Removed
Aircraft allowed to operate from Pegasus Airpark shall be limited to fixed-wing aircraf|
powered by piston (both gas and diesel engines), turbine, turbo fan, jet engines, as
well as potential future equivalent propulsion technologies (i.e., electric powered,
hydrogen, etc.) with a maximum take-off weight of 12,500 pounds or less and
approach speed of less than 121 knots and wing span of less than 79 feet. Aircraft
12 Retained 6

which are not fully Stage 3 noise compliant as defined by the FAA or which do not
comply with the operational limits above related to weight, approach speed and
wingspan are prohibited, as are ultra-light aircraft and powered parachutes. Light
Sport category aircraft, as defined by the FAA, are not included in this prohibition.
The specifications for this airpark shall be published and maintained in the CC and

R'’s for the property, the Flight Association and the FAA airport facilities directory.




The airpark shall be operated solely as a private airpark for use by residents of the
Pegasus Airpark Development,_-and-members of the flight associationand their

having-a-bona-fidereason-forlanding-atthe nirpnrl{ such-as-persons-stavin

With less than 10 flights per month operating at Pegasus
Airpark, this resriction on guests seems heavy-handed and
unneccesary. The flights association respectfully requests that
the Town allow it to manage guest privileges in the airpark as
written in the Airpark Operation and Safety Regulations. The
regulations pertaining to guest privileges provide for property
storage of guest aircraft and the requirement to notify the
Airport Manage when a guest is scheduled to arrive. NOW
READS: The airpark shall be operated solely as a private airpark

13 p g g p y Modified . .
o ight or longerwith- Peaasus Airpark residents-orflicht iation-members-wh for use by residents of the Pegasus Airpark development,
< b K g 3 members of the filght association and their guests.
p visiting-for the-sole-purpose-of refueling—This-requi t shall be so-stated
100 Low Lead and Jet-A aircraft fuel is to be sold to members of the Flight dified to allow th thaori dlock
14 Association and their authorized partieseriythrough the use of a private card-lock Mof }'1'9 ;oal ow those with a private card lock system to
system. Modified purchase fuel.
Developer shall be required to meet all applicable Federal Aviation Administration
15 fuel storage requirements and report to the Town that applicable fuel storage facilitie Retained
are in compliance. Reporting mechanism to the Town shall, at a minimum, is via a
copy of the notice of approval by the appropriate regulatory agency.
Any-fue em-alowed-ontheproped hall-be-desighed-as-apH Combined with Condition # 15, above.
16 Removed
This condition was satisfied with the development of the
17 Removed runway.
This condition was satisfied in 1998.
18 Removed
This condition was satisfied with the development of the
19 Removed
&b aH. runway.
Medical. police and similar gency service ai ~regard} of type may utilize Emergency access to Pegasus Airpark is regulated by the FAA,
20 K Removed . . e
making this condition unneccesary and redundant.
The Prop. 207 Waiver that was the subject of this condition was
signed and provided to the Town of Queen Creek as required. It
21 Removed is worth noting that a new Prop. 207 Waiver has been signed
and provided to the Town.
All municipal and public airports operting in the United States
and Arizona must comply with the FAA-dictated 65 DNL
2 Removed guidelines, making this conditions unneccesary and redundant.

Moreover, since it's inception, Pegasus Airpark has operated
without complaint, rendering the noise studies overly
burdensome and unneccesary.




Pegasus Airpark Flight Association
PAD Rezoning Request
Summary of Neighborhood Meeting
June 20, 2019
Hangar # L5, Pegasus Airpark

The meeting began at 6:00 p.m.

The meeting was attended by 29 interested parties, in addition to Sean Lake and Vanessa
MacDonald from Pew & Lake, PLC, Land Use Counsel for the Pegasus Airpark Flight
Association. Kyle Barichello from the Town of Queen Creek was in attendance as well. Sign-in
sheets are attached to this summary, as well as comment cards provided by some of the attendees.

The attendees were given the attached handouts, which included a graphic depicting the property
subject to the rezoning, and Conditions of Approval that are being proposed to the Town as part
of the rezoning ordinance.

Mr. Lake also explained that the main purpose of the rezoning effort is to establish permanency to
the airpark operations, and to remove the revocability that is characteristic of a Use Permit, under
which the Airpark currently operates.

Mr. Lake also outlined the steps in the rezoning process: 1) resubmittal of the application materials,
2) receive more staff comments, if necessary, 3) consideration at the Planning Commission, 4)
consideration and action by the Town Council. He indicated that the case could likely be heard in
August by the Planning Commission and September at the Town Council.

There were no questions from the attendees, and the meeting adjourned at 6:20.
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Complete listof Redlined Conditions of Approval for Pegasus Airpark
from Case SUC1-87 and Cases CU12-001/SP12-002

1. The total quantity of planes allowed on the entire Pegasus Airpark
Development shall not exceed 225; this shall include both the residential area
and the FBO. The maximum quantity of planes allowed on the FBC shall not
exceed 92 planes. This provision allows for there to be a lesser quantity of
planes than 92 at the FBO, with a greater quantity of planes allowed in the
residential area, provided that the total quantity of planes does not exceed
225 for the entire Pegasus Airpark Development. Ok as is.

aviation-use-must ba ohizsinad: and furthar thars shall-be no rurmwai ar nthar
TUAVTICGTITT T OO T T TOwTC LA IR van ey} I\J\A} TAT IV, Tl |\Jl, T orman oS TIO LA 4} lvuk4)‘ A" B 4 % i p wy §
avviationliahtinag othar than tha minimiimn reouiredtorfivaedwina or dav Ar nink
TATIAOOTY llsll\ll iU VT OoTT O TS iIT TICATTT 'M\/luil\.vu [AVA R EVANCL I 44 5 § ﬁs T uuy T 'IlUi“
operation—Aviation-liabtina_chall anlvy concict Af Ailat copntrollad ar antiviatad
~r.l‘-llu‘i\;|| ALY AL"11A"2R] ||sl|\'l ‘3 NITITEATT \Jl'l] T T OTOT OT P‘lu\ OTTOr o oTO— O ACGT 7T atTo T

dwelling-units-pergross-acre.

d&@@pﬁ%ﬂ%&pﬁ#@v&%ﬂeﬁaggﬂwﬂemaﬁaeeeswememsemhe
s%mmmmgw%agmﬁm@mmwmwm

5:3. _The following commercial uses are prohibited: charter, courier,

commerecial flight schools, scheduled air service and crop dusting. OK as is.

sanctionsrules-prohibiting{ £ ‘elations-are-necessary forsafety
reasens)—teuch-and-goes:Developershall-establish-normaland

ecod o L aviation including. I I
éepaﬂ&me—pa%temsiha%aﬁempﬁemimmizeﬂ%%ve%iéenﬁa%@a&

Rationale: Pegasus Airpark has adopted the requested rules prohibiting “touch and goes”
it is published in our internal rules and regulations, and enforced via the CTAF (123.0)
frequency anytime it is seen happening. The Flight board and airport manager and
members all help to make sure that Pegasus is a good neighbor to the surrounding
community.

Rules and regulations concerning flight paths and pattern operations are governed by the
FAA. Pegasus Airpark has no specific “approach or departure” specified by the FAA.

1



Pegasus does follow the FAA convention of flight patterns for takeoff and landing as
specified in the FAA FAR/AIM )Federal Avaition Regulations/Airmans Information
Manual) as do all airports. The operational procedures are published in the FAA Airport
Facility Directory, (link:

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/flight _info/aeronav/digital products/dafd/search/advanced/
which is the source for information published on airport information websites and printed
publications. Traffic patterns around Pegasus are at the specified 1000’ AGL levels set by
the FAA for fixed wing operations in congested areas.

F—-Albavdation-related bulldings-tineluding but notlimitedto,-hangers-and-serdece
buildingsyare-reguired-fe-be sereened-from perimeter streelview by-an
approved-landscape-plan-and-installatien-:

Q%Q%GM%MW%@%%W%EWM—&%
seeking-plan-ofdevelopmentapproval:

9—Aircraft noise shall not exceed a level of 68 DNL at any boundary of the site.
PegasusArpark-shallk-bereguired-to-submitannualroise-reporstcthe-Town:
Vislation-of-this-noise-level-will resuli-inthe-Tova-issuing-a-warningtothe
Adrpark—tithe-Alrparcialisto-takeactionagainst theviolater{s) orthe noise
levelHs-continvedto-be violated-within-the next 12 months by any airpariuser
then-within-three (3)-monthsatter tha-warring-isreceived-thenthis- may-be
cause-forthe Town-GCouncil-to-eenduct a-Public-Hearing{s)-and-consider
ravekingthe Special Use-Pormitfor-the-airpancinanyeventthe Special Use
Eermitshall-not-berevoked forvielatien-of65-DiNlstandard i the-Altparkis

exercising-due-diligencein-bringinglegatactioninecourtof-competent

4.
Rationale: All Municipal and public airports operating in the United States and Arizona
must comply with the FAA dictated 65 DNL guidelines. The surrounding airports,
Chandler, Mesa Falcon Field, and Mesa Gateway all must comply with this rule and are
subject to regular noise studies. Shown below are number of flights per day from

surrounding airports:
Airport Flights per Day
Chandler Municipal Airport 550
Falcon Field 900
Gateway Airport 800
Pegasus Airpark Less than 10

For additional information on airport noise and the FAA 65 DNL please see:
https://www.faa.gov/regulations policies/policy guidance/noise/basics/
https://www.faa.gov/airports/environmental/airport noise/




The Town shall have the right to review Airpark cperation performance to
ensure compliance with the special use permit. Review of airpark
performance shall include, but not be limited to, review of all FBO and flight
association operations, such as investigation of books, accounts, reports,
correspondence and audits. OK as is.

H-Hangarand-tie-down-construction-at the FBO-site-may-be-allowed-priorto
residential-house-construction-in-accordance-with-the-folloewingup-to 50% of
the-total planes alioy WMM+‘J%9~Q#‘% Hanes-ofthe H2-allowed - Onece
hangar-ortie-dewn-consiructionis-completedto-allow-48-planes—thenone
dditional-hangar may be-allowed-forevery-house-constructed-apd2
riificate-of-occupancy{e-of-o)issued-by-the-towntforthe-house—In-general
EBGO-development-should-be-phased-to-coincide-with-residentialoceupaney-in
the-subdivision:

()

9]
@

12-6. Aircraft allowed to operate from Pegasus Airpark shall be limited to fixed-
wing aircraft powered by piston (both gas and diesel engines), turbine, turbo
fan, jet engines, as well as potential future equivalent propulsion technologies
(i.e., electric powered, hydrogen, etc.) with a maximum take-off weight of
12,500 pounds or less and approach speed of less than 121 knots and wing
span of less than 79 feet. Aircraft which are not fully Stage 3 noise compliant
as defined by the FAA or which do not comply with the operational limits
above related to weight, approach speed and wingspan are prohibited, as are
ultra-light aircraft and powered parachutes. Light Sport category aircraft, as
defined by the FAA, are not included in this prohibition. The specifications for
this airpark shall be published and maintained in the CC and R’s for the
property, the Flight Association and the FAA airport facilities directory.

Rationale: Pegasus Airpark has adopted the requested rules prohibiting non single pilot
aircraft, these are published in our internal rules and regulations, and enforced via the
flight association. The primary limiting factor for Pegasus traffic is the runway and taxiway
pavement that is in place. The pavement is also the most costly investment in the airpark.
This pavement is not rated or capable of supporting aircraft heavier than 12,500 Ibs. For
Pegasus to allow such traffic would be a violation of our agreement with the Town and
destructive to our investment in our infrastructure. Pegasus is not designed to handle nor
does it want to allow aircraft larger than what is known today as “Single Pilot Aircraft’,
which formerly has been referred to as 12,500 Ibs or less. As we go through this zoning
process we would request that we update terminology to more accurate descriptions for
2019. This is one of those items.

Concerning aircraft wingspan: Pegasus is not designed to handle aircraft as large as
listed in this section of operational limitations from the Town. An aircraft with a wingspan
larger than 65° would be impossible to taxi or move under its own power in the vicinity of
the hangar area. The hangar areas have a clearance of 80’ between buildings, any
aircraft near that wingspan simply will not fit within the airpark. The current largest
wingspans on the field is Beechcraft King Air at 50’ - 3”, and a Pilatus PC-12 at 53’ — 4.



42 ThatiThe airpark shall be operated solely as a private airpark for use by
residents of the Pegasus Airpark Development. -ard-members of the flight
association_and their guests. . Guests-may-be-allowed-of-eitherresidentsof
W%%memm@mﬁ%p%
having-a-bona fide-reasenforlanding-atthe airpark such-aspersons-staving
overnight-orlonger with-Pegasus-Adrparicresidents-orflight-association
memberswho-alsoreside-at Pegasus-Alrpark—Neo-person-otherthan-those
defined-hereip-shall-be-permitediouse-the-arparis including byway-of
sxample-andnothmiation;-those-persens-visitingforthe-sele-purposeof
refueling—T his-reguirement-shal-be-so-statedinthe-appropriate G Crand R's
and-the-FederalAviation-Adminisiration’ s-Adrport-FacHities-Directony—This-in
H@—W&%bhﬁ#p—?@#bﬁ—b@ﬂ&ﬁé&pﬂteﬂ% buy@#ﬂ&»éané at-the-ahparlc-nor

' s-ofdevelopment

I
14-8. 100 Low Lead and Jet-A aircraft fuel is to be sold to members of the Flight
Association and their authorized parties erlythrough the use of a private card-

lock system

15.9. Developer shall be required to meet all applicable Federa! Aviation
Administration fuel storage requirements and report to the Town that
applicable fuel storage facilities are in compliance. Reporting mechanism to
the Town shall, at 2 minimum, is via a copy of the notice of approval by the
appropriate regulatory agency.

lock-systemformemberseihe HOAorflightassociation-onply

17 The-Developershall submit-a nevwNotice-of Proposed-Landing-Area’ to the

FAAforairspace-approva—Documentation-of this-approval shall be-submitted
{o-the Town-priorto-issuansce-otany-building-permits:

th&appheaﬂ#éevelepepsha#pay%e—rheiewne‘@eeﬂ%%ek%#aﬂﬂmeﬁ
consulting-costs-up-t0-$1,500-NOTE: This-condition-was-cempletedin1998.

18-Locationand-design-efadet-A-aviationfueltank shallbe-approved-by-staff.
20- Medicalpolice-and-similar emergeney-service aireraftregardiess-of type

may-dtiize Pegasus-Alrpark-atany-time-as-needed-forpublic safety
PUrPOSes.



—241-The-Conditional-Use-RPermit approved-in-case-number-CU42-001-is-effective
upop-signature-by-the preperty-ownerotthe Prep 204 waiverand filing ofthe
watverwith-theTown-of Queen-Creek-Planning Division—Failure-te-sign-and
return-the-waiverto-the-Planning Division-within-5-working-days-of the-date-of
approvalshallrenderthisconditional-approval-nulland-veid-

22 The-Pegasus-Flight-Association shall-complele-a-third-parbyrindependent
noise-study-on-or-before- Aprl- 182017 -and-every-five-years-thereafierand
subrittheresdlis-cithe-study to-the Townte~veriby-the-Arpari-hasnot
exceeded-the 85DNLnoiselevel-standard-established-by-the Town-Couneil

Rationale: All Municipal and public airports operating in the United States and Arizona
must comply with the FAA dictated 65 DNL guidelines. The surrounding airports,
Chandler, Mesa Falcon Field, and Mesa Gateway all must comply with this rule and are
subject to regular noise studies. These airports have operations of Chandler - 550,
Falcon - 900, Gateway - 800 operations per day. (source www.airnav.com) These
airports are on record complying with the FAA 65 DNL standard. When compared to
Pegasus operations of 67 per month, how is it possible for Pegasus to be out of
compliance? Pegasus has less than 100 operational aircraft on the field and typically has
less than 10 operations per day on average in our busiest months. It is not physically
possible for Pegasus to be in non-compliance with the FAA 65 DNL standard

As noted in comments to requirements of rule 6, Pegasus Airpark is a very small part less
than .01256% of the aircraft traffic in the area of Queen Creek. As shown in the attached
document and at: : http://aftw.org/wp/wp-content/uploads/2014/08/LTA-P50-31.pdf there
are in excess of 800 aircraft flights per day. Pegasus would account for .0125% of that
traffic.

For additional information on airport noise and the FAA 65 DNL please see:
https://www.faa.gov/requlations policies/policy guidance/noise/basics/
https://www.faa.gov/airports/environmental/airport _noise/




Pegasus Airpark
Conditions of Approval
Proposed by Pegasus Airpark
June 2019

. The total number of planes allowed on the entire Pegasus Airpark
Development shall not exceed 225; this number includes both the residential
area and the FBO. The maximum quantity of planes allowed on the FBO is 92
planes. There may be fewer than 92 planes at the FBO, with a greater
number of planes in the residential area, provided that the combined total
does not exceed 225 for the entire Pegasus Airpark Development.

. The following commercial uses are prohibited: charter, courier, commercial
flight schools, scheduled air service and crop dusting.

. Aircraft noise shall not exceed a level of 65 DNL at any boundary of the site.

. The Town shall have the right to review Airpark operation performance to
ensure compliance with these conditions. Review of airpark performance shall
include, but not be limited to, review of all FBO and flight association
operations, books, accounts, reports, correspondence and audits.

. Aircraft allowed to operate from Pegasus Airpark shall be limited to fixed-wing
aircraft powered by piston (both gas and diesel engines), turbine, turbo fan,
jet engines, as well as potential future equivalent propulsion technologies
(i.e., electric powered, hydrogen, etc.), or known as single pilot aircraft.
Approach speeds shall be less than 121 knots and wing spans shall be less
than 79 feet. Aircraft that are not fully Stage 3 noise compliant as defined by
the FAA or that do not comply with the operational limits above related to
weight, approach speed and wingspan are prohibited, as are ultra-light
aircraft and powered parachutes. Light Sport category aircraft, as defined by
the FAA, are not included in this prohibiton. The specifications for this
airpark shall be published and maintained in the CC and R’s for the property,
the Flight Association and the FAA airport facilities directory.

. The airpark shall be operated solely as a private airpark for use by residents
of the Pegasus Airpark Development, members of the flight association and
their guests.

. 100 Low Lead and Jet-A aircraft fuel is to be sold only to members of the
Flight Association and their authorized parties through the use of a private
card-lock system.

. Developer shall be required to meet all applicable local, state and federal
regulations relating to fuel storage and dispensing, and upon request will



provide a report to the Town that applicable fuel storage facilities are in
compliance with those regulations. The reporting mechanism to the Town
shall be, at a minimum, a copy of the notice of approval by the appropriate
regulatory agency.



Pegasus Airpark Flight Association

Applicant:

Pegasus Airpark Flight Associati
NEIGHBORHCOD MEETING
Sign-In Sheet

Prop érty Location:

on

North side of Empire Road and east of Ellsworth Road in Queen Creek

Date:

June 20, 2019

Meeting Location: Time: C_as_g;
Pegasus Airpark Hangar
26559 S. Crismon Road 6:00 PM
Queen Creek, AZ 85242
# NAME | ADDRESS ZIP Email | PHONE
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Applicant:

Pegasus Airpark Flight Association

Pegasus Airpark Flight Association

NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING
Sign-In Sheet

Progérty Location:

North side of Empire Road and east of Ellsworth Road in Queen Creek

Date:

June 20, 2019

Meeting Location: Time: Case:
Pegasus Airpark Hangar
26559 S. Crismon Road 6:00 PM
Queen Creek, AZ 85242
# NAME | ADDRESS ZIP Email | PHONE
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Pegasus Airpark Flight Association

NEICGHBORHOOD MEETING
Sign-In Sheet
Applicant: Progérty Location: Date:
Pegasus Airpark Flight Association North side of Empire Road and east of Ellsworth Road in Queen Creek June 20, 2019
Meeting Location: Time: _Qgs_zg
Pegasus Airpark Hangar -
26559 S. Crismon Road 6:00 PM
Queen Creek, AZ 85242
# NAME | ADDRESS ZIP Email ' | PHONE
1| Prorvac McGore 2850 B Yoce, %L B ESitn . Patvomecont® ey | 662432 - 308G
2 frE DinZ 2uaYy e Fec-.»sus/ WY | B2 | e @PTTS EM com {Ro-3527559
) . ,
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
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Pegasus Airpark Flight Association
NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING
6:00PM- June 20, 2019
COMMENT CARD

NAME [&A‘&we“ PHONE _76-£72-24 4
ADDRESS A(34( ?eg,mp Lhor o
COMMENT: T coun ol 4%, V> Flan /5, gty diac

Pegasus Airpark Flight Association
NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING
6:00PM- June 20, 2019
COMMENT CARD

NAME _ S Leve (eusic PHONE 3 /9-25 o-287f

ADDRESS _/£/S (= OvianUsay Queen Crecle N2 S/

COMMENT: __ & rc ot @thmp#wuqt_écm
Lood O 0 S

@ —
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Pegasus Airpark Flight Association
NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING
6:00PM- June 20, 2019
COMMENT CARD

NAME o Too—do ~ PHONE 2 265 G

ADDRESS 2152 & R 1 ON s~y AT

COMMENT: Tl & o 5g&£ Nos Cemiiitie

Pegasus Airpark Flight Association
NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING
6:00PM- June 20, 2019
COMMENT CARD

NAME (hese. ppee PHONE (04 -53/- 73232
ADDRESS /277 E- ORI0 /iy e LIz gk

cOMMENT: Gy RAY , Crear Veygusazlveoy . 7 Aty

o R oF 1H1Iss 7 G VOTES
LoT 23 S Lo7E&S

R MHACECHRES ¥ L0TES




Pegasus Airpark Flight Association
NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING
6:00PM- June 20, 2019
COMMENT CARD

NAME/”/,/%/C‘/ £ SHR e Az pHONE 758 570 05%
ADDRESS /7 3F £ &Zya/ so.s W/zf}/

COMMENT: ﬂ/f L s e c{ﬁﬁﬁ?"
Z 7 / Lo Fs L’é) e

Pegasus Airpark Flight Association
NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING
6:00PM- June 20, 2019

COMMENT CARD

NAME [odd NoTraill PHONE _180)-98% 0890
ADDRESS _ZI326 & Stecey Rl @R Az g5742
COMMENT: _[Je et moved Mnfo fegasve i'n ROIF. [
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Pegasus Airpark Flight Association
NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING
6:00PM- June 20, 2019
COMMENT CARD

NAME Q@B@A Claapod e PHONE 197% - 19¢-7339

ApDRESS _C (925 L Onen \Pu? Ooeen Cuecl Ky
COMMENT: sz(,&t- 4«@\%\4 Aol Qu oS-

Grnt
U
Pegasus Airpark Flight Association
NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING
6:00PM- June 20, 2019
COMMENT CARD
NAME ,ﬁ/% St frnide v PHONE fﬁﬁvﬂ/ "7z

ADDRESS _ QU235 £ fffg_&umdmd[r 58 249

COMMENT: ﬁm,_} Zl@nz W{eg.g gﬁﬁa,&/




Pegasus Airpark Flight Association
NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING
6:00PM- June 20, 2019
COMMENT CARD

NAME Aot oy flona PHONE “£c> 222 &2L/

ADDRESS _J2c2c5 £ coewmo (A—)y
COMMENT: __ Fawe/ Ewpla. olict

Pegasus Airpark Flight Association
NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING
6:00PM- June 20, 2019
COMMENT CARD

NAME _HdEr oLsepd PHONE 62\
ADDRESS Cs\u_g,,. (s
COMMENT: ";: (Mol V) gpn aVSATR o1 e Y Lv THe
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Pegasus Airpark Flight Association
NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING
6:00PM- June 20, 2019
COMMENT CARD

NAMEQM(\QSWOFO(W“ PHONE (1)~ 6&‘71‘&)
appress _(Q9Q | 8 EQW\QQ\PC\.@ @Q/AZ IR

COMMENT.%M_QMM%% 2e0ud
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|

TOWNOF QUEENCREEK P
NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING NOTICE |

PROJECT: Pegasus Airpark PAD Rezone

REQU ES_T: Town of Queen Creek approval to Rezone
the approximately 59.87-acres of the Pegasus Airpark
runway and its associated airplane hangars from R1-43
CUP to Mixed Use PAD to allow for the continued
operation of the existing runway and its associated

. hangars. No new development or expansions are
included in this proposal.

APPLICANT: Pew & Lake, PLC 480-461-4670

DATE: June 20, 2019 @ 6:00 PM

LOCATION: Pegasus Airpark
26559 S. Crismon Rd. Queen Creek, AZ 85242

SERVICES DEPARTMENT g, R

A 85142 -
ite: www.queencreek.org

STIORR I S E




AFFIDAVIT OF SIGN POSTING

The undersigned Applicant has complied with the Town of Queen Creek’s
posting requirements for the project located 26559 S. Crismon Rd Queen
Creek Rd, Az 85242 on June 5th, 2019.

See attached photo exhibit.
For applicant:

Pew and Lake, PLC

Dynamite Signs, Inc.
Sign Company Name

NG € \J\“w@

Sign Company Representative

Fh
Subscribed and sworn to be on this 5“) day of \J(/{ £y 2019 by

Maria Hitt

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I Hereto set my hand and official seal.

2
Wa"/"ﬂ/ Zbl{‘— cm c:a//
Notary/Public

MARYBETH CONRAD
e\ Notary Public,State of Arizona
Maricopa County
My Commission Expires

October 25, 2020

My Commission expires: /02520
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