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Irene Spargo
54651W. Sunland Rd.
Tonopah, AZ 85354

Parcels:
so6-27 -O5SA
506-27 -0558

Maricopa County
Planning and Development
501 N. 44th St. Suite#200
Phoenix, AZ 85008

RE: CASE # 22020011 Eagletail Airstrip

Attention: Sean Watkins,

As a matter of record, Mr. Tragarz never directly notified me nor requested my signature for his authorization

to represent my interest in airstrip A299. Since I am an owner on both the Joint Tenancy and the Warranty
Deed for Lyle and lrene Spargo, I wish to declare that I have never authorized Mr. Tragarz to act as my agent,
nor would l.
I also question how many other Joint property owners

of record have never granted authorization?

I strongly oppose renewal of airstrip 99AZ which originally expired on April

5,2020. The 20 year contract
been completed and did not require an extension or making an expiration date retroactive or any other
manipulations.
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Stephen and Stephanie Kooistra
Eagletail Ranch
5205 S. 547th Ave.
Tonopah, AZ 85354

Pancels:
506-27 -059D
506-27 -O59E

Maricopa County
Planning and Development
501 N. 44th St. Ste. #200
Phoenix, AZ 85008
RE: CASE #Z2O2AO11 Eagletail Airstrip

Attention: Sean Watkins,
We wish to let it be known, that Mr. Tragarz never had authorization to represent
Stephen and Stephanie Kooistra, owners of the Eagletail Ranch which includes
part of the AZ99 airstrip. We wish to declare that we have never authorized Mr.
Tragarz to act as our agent or to represent Eagletail Ranch .

We strongly oppose the renewal of the SUP for the AZ99 airstrip.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sean Watkins (PND)
Rachel Applegate (PND)
FW: Z2020011 - Eagletail Airstrip SUP Renewal
Thursday, July 16, 2020 2:33:56 PM

From: lyle spargo <lyle_spargo@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 2:17 PM
To: Sean Watkins (PND) <Sean.Watkins@Maricopa.Gov>
Subject: Re: Z2020011 - Eagletail Airstrip SUP Renewal

One more comment you can add.
To: Sean Watkins and all concerned with the renewal application for 99AZ Eagletail Ranch Airstrip
When I bought my property some 26 years ago I negotiated with Bill O’Brien directly. We discussed
his vision for an Eagletail Residential Fly-in community of pilot owners. The Original design was 40
acre parcels. That was the density I wanted. The attraction was the openness and low density living
that would limit the congestion and conflict of suburban Airparks. I conceded to the existing Deed
Restrictions that allowed subdivision to 10 acre parcels hoping that the other owners would refrain
from chopping their property up into tiny 10 acre parcels and ruining the openness that drew me to
Eagletail.
In late 1999, early 2000 some of the land owners decided they wanted to force Mr. O’Brien to get a
Special Use Permit for Eagletail Airstrip. I cannot be sure what the motives were for this move. The
other owners seemed to think there was a mandate and since Bill had spent the money on legal
services to get it done, I agreed with the SUP and actively participated in the process to get it done.
Initially some of the owners would meet to plan how to surface the runway and improve the
taxiways. There was even discussion to form a separate LLC of the runway property. Each property
owner would parcel off the 83 foot easement and deed it to an LLC. This runway parcel would in turn
be given to the county in return for assuming runway maintenance. Our hope in this fantasy was
that the county would pave and light the runway, thereby bringing power to our property. I think
this is where the original suggestion of 2.5 acre subdivisions was proposed.
2001 brought dramatic changes to the way people looked at airplanes. The discussions on the
Airstrip trailed off and stopped.
One of the Part time residents (Bert Hook) moved to another airpark and John Fredricks moved back
East a short time later. The only remaining resident Dennis Culp was the non-pilot rancher at that
time operating Eagletail Ranch.
In 2002 I put a house on my property and moved my home of record to Eagletail. Since 2002 no
property owner, save for Mr. Kooistra and me, has made any improvements to their land. They have
surveyed their land, subdivided their land, but have done nothing to make their raw land more
valuable.
In 2009 there was a push to amend the deed restrictions to allow subdivision of parcels to 2.5 acres.
Additionally, there was the addition of commercial uses for farming of agricultural use not
constituting a well recognizable public or private nuisance through odor, sight or sound.
I was clearly against this change and was the only property owner to vote against the change.
Since Charlie (Stephen Kooistra) moved to Eagletail Ranch more than 15 years ago, he and I have
done all the maintenance on the airstrip, save for a time in 2012 when the summer rains did
extensive damage to the East end of the runway. That time we asked each owner to contribute
~$9.40 per acre to hire the equipment and operator needed to repair the damage and put in proper
drainage ditches.
If the other property owners use the runway as Mr. Tragarz claims they do, they do so at our

expense, never offering to contribute for our time, equipment and fuel.
In 2018 we all received a notice from Michael Tragarz saying that we needed to renew the SUP.
Since my copy of the SUP clearly expired in 2020 I questioned the need to apply 2 years early.
This is when Mr. Tragarz started his campaign against me. Most of his emails to the property owners
tried to assert his superior understanding of the real estate law and what creates value.
I explained in response to these rants that: In 2020 when the SUP is actually due for renewal, my
property will not be part of the SUP.
Listed below is my reasoning.

FAA data shows: between 2002 and 2018 General aviation for personal use has declined
by 25%
General Aviation airports are being abandoned with great frequency.
The general population is becoming more urban/suburban than rural.
The population of Harquahala Valley is declining.
The farmers are pumping the aquifer down and drying up domestic wells.
Less than ½ of 1% of all potential property buyers are pilots.
For non-pilots, a runway nearby is a negative and reduces marketability.

In January of 2019 my decision to not participate in the SUP was validated.

One afternoon I discovered a Commercial Crop Duster idling on the end of the runway, awaiting a
truck to refill his chemical tanks.
When I told the pilot Eagletail Airstrip is a Private Residential Airstrip and commercial operations are
not allowed, he said his boss, who had purchased a parcel from Michael Tragarz, had told him that
commercial operations were allowed. A debate with Mr. Tragarz ensued and I again reaffirmed to all
Property owners that my property will not be part of any renewal of the SUP.
Although I firmly believe that commercial aviation is not allowed by the SUP or the Deed Restrictions
I decided not to take the matter to the County Board of Supervisors and Arizona Department of
Environmental Quality. Rather, I felt I could put up with the noise, dust, and chemical hazard for a
year and the problem would resolve itself in the expiration of the SUP.
My wait is coming to an end. I bought the property over 5 years before it had a SUP and it is still the
same property. I have lived here nearly 18 years. I use and enjoy my property. It is not the right of
others that neither use nor enjoy their property to dictate what rights I should relinquish.

Lyle Spargo
Parcels 506-27-055A and 506-27-055B

For your reference
In the Narrative Report under:
II. Description of Proposal
Paragraph 3 starts with:
Each of the owners of the eight (8) forty (40) acre sections (the “Owners”) own private airplanes.
The Owners purchased their parcels with the anticipation of using the airstrip for personal use.
IV. Benefits to Community

                B. Use and Enjoyment of Property
                The Owners enjoyment of their property will be enhanced without compromising the use
and enjoyment of other property owners.
The new deed restrictions state:
1) The Premises shall be limited to:
a.) Residential and commercial uses and normal accessory activities which may include pets
normally considered house pets. Non-residential uses shall be in compliance with zoning
provisions now or subsequently established.
Maricopa County Zoning Ordinance
SECTION 503. RURAL-43 (Rural Zoning District - One Acre Per Dwelling Unit)
ARTICLE 503.1.
PURPOSE: The principal purpose of this zoning district is to conserve and protect farms and other
open land uses, foster orderly growth in rural and agricultural areas, prevent urban and agricultural
land use conflicts, and encourage sustainable development, but when governmental facilities and
services, public utilities and street access are available, or can reasonably be made available,
applications for change of this zoning district to any single-family residential zoning district will be
given favorable consideration. Principal uses permitted in this zoning district include both farm and
non-farm residential uses, farms and recreational and institutional uses.*2
ARTICLE 503.2. USE REGULATIONS:
The use regulations are the same as those in the Rural-190 Zoning District.
SECTION 501. RURAL-190 (Rural Zoning District - 190,000 Square Feet Per Dwelling Unit)
ARTICLE 501.2. USE REGULATIONS: A building or premises shall be used only for the following
purposes:
1. One single-family dwelling per lot of record.*5
2. Churches and houses of worship, including accessory columbarium provided that the building area
of the columbarium shall not exceed 10% of the total building area of the church building(s).*8, *39
3. Gardens, community gardens and farms, as defined in Chapter 2.*37
4. Group homes for not more than ten persons, subject to the following performance criteria:*11,
*16
5. Schools, elementary and high.*19, *27, *39
6. Public and private forests and wildlife reservations.
7. Service to the public of water, gas, electricity, telephone and cable television. The foregoing shall
be deemed to include without limitation, distribution, collector and feeder lines, pumping or booster
stations along pipelines, and substations along electric transmission lines. (This does not include
public utility treatment and generating plants.)*5, *18, *39
8. Golf courses including clubhouses located thereon, but not including miniature courses or practice
driving tees operated for commercial purposes.
9. Libraries, museums, parks, playgrounds and community buildings, provided such uses are
conducted on a nonprofit basis.*1
10. Home occupations, subject to the following:*10, *39, *41
e. The business shall not generate any noise (if the noise would be considered to have an adverse
impact on the surrounding residential neighborhood per the Maricopa County Noise Ordinance),
vibration, smoke, dust, odors, heat, glare, or electrical interference with radio or television

transmission in the area that would exceed that normally produced by a dwelling unit in a zoning
district used solely for residential purposes.
f. No mechanical equipment or power tools shall be used, except that used for normal household
purposes if the noise would be considered to have an adverse impact on the surrounding residential
neighborhood per the Maricopa County Noise Ordinance.

From: Sean Watkins (PND) <Sean.Watkins@Maricopa.Gov>
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 11:52 AM
To: lyle spargo <lyle_spargo@hotmail.com>
Subject: RE: Z2020011 - Eagletail Airstrip SUP Renewal
Mr. Spargo,
All of your comments (today’s and previous), the comments you forwarded today and comments
submitted by others to date are in the project record for consideration by the Planning and Zoning
Commission and Board of Supervisors.
Thank you,

Sean Watkins

Planner
Maricopa County Planning & Development Department
501 N. 44th Street, Suite 200, Phoenix, AZ 85008
Desk: 602-506-8150
sean.watkins@maricopa.gov                                                                                   

From: lyle spargo <lyle_spargo@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 11:32 AM
To: Sean Watkins (PND) <Sean.Watkins@Maricopa.Gov>; Stephen Brower
<sbrower@brentwoodlg.com>; Stephanie Kooistra <s.kooistra@aol.com>
Subject: Re: Z2020011 - Eagletail Airstrip SUP Renewal

Sean,
I am highly disappointed in this Report and its recommendation for approval. Apparently the
MCZoning Ordinance requirement for property owner approval doesn't carry much weight.
The post card notice you sent out stated, "Submit, questions/comments one week prior to the
hearing date" That is unclear at best and misleading to most English speakers. If the
comments needed to be submitted more than 1 week prior to the meeting, it should have
been stated that way. I have been waiting until today to send in my comments!!!
See attached objections.

Lyle Spargo

From: Sean Watkins (PND) <Sean.Watkins@Maricopa.Gov>
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 11:00 AM
To: lyle spargo <lyle_spargo@hotmail.com>
Subject: Z2020011 - Eagletail Airstrip SUP Renewal
Hello Mr. Spargo,
The SUP update is going before the Planning and Zoning Commission (PnZ) on 7/23.
Please see the meeting agenda and staff report, attached.
The meeting is virtual, so please register to attend to speak ASAP by following the directions in the
attached agenda.
Thank you!
Sean Watkins
Planner
Maricopa County Planning & Development Department
501 N. 44th Street, Suite 200, Phoenix, AZ 85008
Desk: 602-506-8150
sean.watkins@maricopa.gov                                                                                   

I protest the renewal of Eagletail Airstrip 99AZ for the following reason:
ln the original Deed Restrictions presented when I bought my property under the heading:

"Desiring to establish the nature of use and enjoyment thereof," it stated:
"premises shall be limited to residential uses, farming of agricultural use not contributing well
recognized public or private nuisance through odor, sight or sound."

"for personal use"
"to preserve the openness of Eagletail Ranches, no parcel may be subdivided into less than ten (10)
acres."
ln the new deed restrictions were proposed and voted on, primarily by non-resident land owners who
neither use nor enjoy their property at Eagletail Airstrip. The amended Deed Restrictions allow:
Premises limited to residential and commercial uses in compliance with zoning provisions. (RU43)

lwould not have bought property on a commercial runway.
Note that these are Deed Restrictions and not amendments to the SUP. The SUP for the airstrip was
not granted for commercia! operations
When we petitioned the county for the SUP in 2000, the Narrative Report described:
A private residential airstrip that is peaceful and open for the use of the residents.
"the owners purchased their parcels with the anticipation of using the airstrip for personal use."
Due to the airstrip's private status, traffic will be limited to owners, those who have permission to use it
and emergency situations.
ln Section 4 paragraph B of the Narrative Report: "The owner's enjoyment of their property will be
enhanced without compromising the use and enjoyment of other property owners."
All these assurances to the county and property owners clearly indicated the airstrip would not be
used for commercial aviation operations.
The new deed restrictions also allowed subdivision of parcels as small as 2.5 acres.
When I bought the property, all parcels were 40 acres. I grudgingly agreed to the 10 acre subdivision
provision.
2.5 acres does not promote a feeling of openness when you are out in the wilderness area.
The residential pilot community did not materialize in the 20 years since the origina! SUP was granted.
ln the past year, the majority of aircraft operations from the runway have been high powered crop
dusters that create a nuisance of chemical contamination, dust, and noise.
The runway is a liability to those of us who live near the runway and detracts from our use and
enjoyment of our property. lt degrades our quality of life.
DO NOT RENEW THIS SPECIAL USE PERMIT.

Lyle Spargo

Parcel 506-27-O55A
Parcel 506-27-0558
Phone (602) 42L-4833
lyle_spargo@hotmail.com

