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’@blg %@@E, m:;\dethtsa,r A, day of August, 2011,

Betiween
MARINA E. ELNITSKI

(hereinafler called the Grantor), of the one part, and

MARINA E, ELNITSKI

{hersinafter called the Grantees), of the other part,

¥itneggeth, that the said Grantor for and in consideration of the sum of ONE AND 007100 ($1.00)
DOLLARS lawful money of the United States of America, unto him well and traly paid by the said
Grantee, at or before the sealing and delivery hercof, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, has
granted, bargained and sold, released and confirmed, and by these presents does grant, bargain and sell,

release and confirm unto the said Grantee




PARCEL NO. 1

ALY, THAT CERTAIN lot or piece of ground situate in Benner Township, County of
Centre, Commonwealth of Penngylvania, bounded and described as follows:

BEGINNING at a concrete monument, commen corner of property of Crust and Spearly,
being the northeasterly comer of the tract herein conveyed; thence along fand of Spearly,
South 21 degrees 58 minutes 30 seconds Enst, a distance of 927.72 feet to an iron pin;
thence along the residue of the premises owned by the grantors hereln, South 71 degrees
26 minutes West, a distance of 4,177.67 feet to a railroad spike on the easterly side of the
Township Road 392; thence zlong same North 18 degrees West a distance of 250 feettoa
hum and tack: thence North 71 degrees 26 minutes East a distance of 3385.28 feet to an
iron pin; thence North 15 degrees 16 minutes 45 seconds West a distance of 734.17 feet
to a concrete monument; thence North 76 degrees 34 minutes 15 seconds East a distance
of 707.07 feet to a concrete monument, the place of beginning,

CONTAINING 34 acres according to a survey by William C. Arble, dated September 12,
1968,

BEING XNOWN AS Centre County Uniform Parcel Identifier Tax Parcel No. 12-317-20
and 225 Snowbird Lane, Bellefonte, PA

BEING the same premises which became vested in John I. Elnitski and Marina E.
Elnitski by deed of Bald Eagle Aviation, Inc., dated January 15 1983 and recorded
February 11, 1988 in Centre County Deed Book 461, Page 521. John J. Elnitski, Sr.,
subsequently died on thereby vesting title in his spouse,

Marina B. Elnitski, by operation of law,

EXCEPTING AND RESERVING thereout an therefrom the following described tract of
land;

BEGINNING af an iron pin corner on the eastern right of way line of Township Road
Ne. T-392 and on line of other lands of Marion C. Dunlap; thence along line of other
lands of Marion C. Dunlap, North 71 degree 26 minutes 00 seconds East, a distance of
1,284.92 feet to an iron pin corner on Hne of Bald Eagle Aviation, Inc.: thence along line
of Bald Eagle Aviation, Inc., South 66 degrees 06 minutes 17 seconds West, a distance of
1,206.51 feet to an iron pin comer; thence by same South 71 degrees 26 minutes 00
seconds West, a distance of 84.73 feet to an iron pin corner on the aforementioned
castern right of way lne of Township Road No. T-392; thence along the eastern right of
way line of Township Road Mo, T-392 North 18 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds West a
distance of 112,05 feet to an iron pin comner, the place of beginning,

CONTAINING 1,76 acres according to a survey by Kerry A, Uhler,
TOGETHER. with the full and free right of ingress, egress and regress in, over and upon

the farm land and right of way as extended from Route 550 to the premises hereinabove
described to be used in common with others using the same.
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PARCEL NO. 2

ALL THAT CERTAIN messuage, tenement and tract of land situate, lying and being in
the Township of Benner, County of Centre and State of Pennsylvania, being bounded and

described as follows, to-wit:

BEGINNING at an iron pin along the right of way of T-392. Said pin being the
sonthwestern corner of the lands herein described; thence along T-392 North 18 degrees
00 minutes 00 seconds West, a distance of 112.05 feet to an iron pin; thence the
following five courses along Lot 8R3; 1) North 71 degrees 26 minutes 00 seconds East, a
distance of 728,76 feet to an iron pin; 2) North 66 degrees 38 minutes 37 seconds East, a
distance of 111.16 feet to an iron pin: 3) North 19 degrees 47 minutes 04 seconds West, a
distance of 103,21 feet to an iron pin; 4) North 72 degrees 07 minutes 24 seconds East, a
distance of 205,52 feet to an jron pin; 5) North 18 degrees 22 minutes 59 seconds West, a
distance of 660.85 feet to an iron pin; thence along lands of Joseph Hartle North 71
degrees 11 minutes 24 seconds Bast, a distance of 1,716.78 feet to an iron pin; thence
along lands of James Bird, North 75 degrees 27 minutes 59 seconds East, a distance of
637.92 feet to an iron pin; thence along lands of John Elnitski the following five courses:
1) South 15 degrees 16 minutes 31 seconds East a distance of 734.47 feet to an fron pin;
2} South 71 degrees 26 minutes 00 seconds West, a distance of 2,070.58 feet to an iron
pin; 3) South 66 degrees 06 minutes 17 seconds West, a distance of 508,38 feet to an iron
pin; 4) South 66 degrees 06 minutes 17 seconds West, a distance of 698.13 feet to an iton
pin; 5) South 71 degrees 26 minutes 00 seconds West, & distance of 84.73 feet to the

place of beginning.
CONTAINING 43.49 acres.

BEING Lot No. 7R2 of a plan of & Lot Addition to Lots 7R and SRR into Lots 7R2 and
8R3 of SkyPark Heights (Block 4). Al shown on a plan by Keiry A, Uhler & Associates
dated June 17, 1999 and recorded in Plat Book 60, Page 19,

BEING known as Centre County Uniform Parce! Identifier Tax Parcel Number 12-317.
19 and Raymonds Lane

BEING the same premises which became vested in John J, Elnitski, Sr. and Marina E.
Elnitski, his wife, by deed of Maribeth Dunlap Wells and Randall S, Wells, dated and
recorded April 14, 2000 in Centre Counfy Record Book 1149, Page 1071, John 1,
Blnitski, Sr., subsequently died on , thereby vesting title in his
spouse, Marina B. Elnitski, by operation of law.

UNDBR AND SUBJECT, NEVERTHELESS, to all restrictions, easements and
conditions of record.

GRANTORS certify that no hazardous waste, within the meaning of the Solid Waste
Management Act of 1980, is presently being disposed of or has ever been disposed of by
the Grantors or to the Grantors’ actnal knowledge in or upon the above described

premises,
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Together With all and singular the buildings and improvements, ways, streets, alleys, driveways,
passages, waters, water-courses, rights, liberties, privileges, hereditaments and appurtenances, whatsoever
unio the hereby granted premises belonging, or in anywise appertaining, and the reversions and
remainders, rents, issues, and profits thereof; and all the estate, right, title, interest, property, claim and

demand whatsoever of him, the said grantor, as well at law as in equity, of, in and to the same,

Wo have andr to Dold the said lot or picce of ground described above, with the buildings and
improvements thereon erected, hereditaments and premises hereby granted, or mentioned and intended so
to be, with the appurtenances, unto the said Grantees, their heits and assigns, to and for the only proper
use and behoof of the said Grantecs, their heirs and assigns, forever.,

ZN the said Grantor, for herse!f and her heirs, executors and administrators, does, by these presents,
covenant, grant and agree, to and with the said Grantees, their heirs and assigns, that he, the said Grantor,
and her heirs, afl and singular the hereditaments and premises herein described and granted, or mentioned
and intended so to be, with the appurtenances, unto the said Grantees, their heirs and assigns, against him,
the said Grantor, and her heirs, will warrant and defend against the lawful claims of all persons claiming

by, through or under the said Grantor but not otherwise,

In Bituesg IPereof, the party of the first part has hereunto set her hand and seal. Dated the day
and year first above wriiten.

Sealed and Delivered
IN THE PRESENCE OF US:

Menama: & Ebatih {SEAL}

Marina E. Elnitski

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania s
County of Centre

On this, the cgj\cf_day of @léi 2011, before me, the vndersigned Notary Public, personally
appear.ed MARINA E. ELNITSKI, kno%n to me (or satisfactorily proven) to be the person whose name is
subscribed to the within instrument, and acknowledged that she executed the same for the purposes therein
contained.

IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, [ hereunto set my han@ official seal,

Vi

Notary Public ~
My commission expires

COMMONWEEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
Nolarial Seal
Wanda E, Boone, Nolary Public
Collega Twp., Cantro Goune
y Commlssion Explres O, H, 0
Member, Pennsylvarma Assozialion of Holanas




CERTIFICATE OF RESIDENCE

The precise residence and the complete post office
address of the above-named Grantee is:

769 Seibert Road
Bellefonte, PA 16823

ﬂ(/m,{,( WM/&C .

T Oﬂ‘aehalf of the Grantees
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IN RE: BELLEFONTE CAMPGROUND — CONDITIONAL USE HEARING

EXHIBIT C
DECLARATION OF PERMANENT STORMWATER EASEMENT
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DECLARATION OF PERMANENT STORMWATER
MANAGEMENT EASEMENTS — AND MAINTENANCE
AGREEMENT
MARINA E., ELNITSKI

BENNER TOWNSHIP, CENTRE COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
WHEREAS, Marina E. Elnitski, here forth rveferred to as the DEVELOPER, ig

owner of tax parcels 12-317-19 and 12-317-20 otherwise koown as Bellefonte Airport,

WHEREAS, said DEVELOPER became fes simple owner of the tracts of land by
deed recorded in Deed book 461, Page 521, and Record book 1149, page 1071,

WHEREAS, the DEVELOPER now leases the land and improvements to Pleasant
Valley Aviation, Inc. for the operation of an airport.

WHEREAS, the DEVELOPER has subemitted a plan of a land development to
Benner Township for the purpose of widening and improving the airport runway surface,

WHEREAS, as a condition of this plan approval, the DEVELOPER must provide
a perpetual access and maintenance easement to provide for the protection and perpetual
maintenance of the stormwater facilities proposed within the plan

NOW THEREFORE the DEVELOPER declares that specific areas of site shall be

subject to perpetual stormwater facilities easements as follows:
1. The Final Plan of 2 Land Development for Marina E. Elnitski, titled

“Widen Runway 7-25 and Construction Partial Paralle] Taxiway, Phase I” Benner
Township, Centre Connty, PA, dated February 2011 and last revised March 2011, which
Plan is intended to be recorded in the Office of the Recorder of Deeds of Centre County,
Pennsylvania, provides for certain stormwater facilities as they appear on said Land

Development Plan,
2. Said stormwater facilities cagement is more fully described m the

descriptions attached hereto as “Exhibit A” and depicted in the drawing attached hiere to
a5 “Exhibit B",
3, Said easement shal) constitute a covenant running with the land, and each

subsequent heir, successor, or assignee in title, on behalf of themselves, their executors,

R 02106-0556 Aug 01, 2012
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administrators, heirs, successor or successors in fitle and assigns agrees to be subject to
SEME,

4, No structures or trees may be placed or allowed to grow within the
stormwater facilities easements which would impede the fonction of the stormwater
managerient facilities, or restrict access to the stormwater management facilities.

5. The DEVELOPER his heir, heirs, successors and assigns, shall be
responsible for all operation and maintenance of said facilities including the cost of such
maintenance to assure the operation of the stormwater facilities as designed. The
operation and maintenance of the facilities may be delepated to any agent of the
DEVELOPER, liis heirs, successors and assigns choosing, now Pleasant Valley Aviation,
Ine.

6. The Township of Benner shall have the right to periodically inspect the
stormwater facilities for proper operation and maintenance, during the normal business
hours of the airport and with a minimum of 24 hours advanced notice to the
DEVELOPER, his heirs, successors and assigns ot their designated agent, now Pleasant
Valley Aviation, Ine.

1. In the event the DEVELOPER, his heirs, successors and assigns or their
designated agent fail to maintain the seid facilities, the Township of Benner or their
designated agent, shall have the right to enter onto and upon the easement to affect such
repairs or maintenance as necessary to assute the proper operation of the facilities.

8. The DEVELOPER, his heirs, successors and assigns shall be responsible
for all reasonable costs incurred by the Township of Benner associated with the
maintenance of the facilities including the cost of collection of the debt incurred.

9, The storm water facilities easements created hereby shall be permanent
easements which shall ran with the land and bind the grantee and DEVELOPER, his
heirs, successors and assigns to the terms and conditions of this easements,

10.  As this faciliy is an active airport, access to the stormwater facilities
within the easement and within 200 fect of the runway, or any aircraft operations areas
for inspection or maintenance, as allowed by paragraphs six and seven above, by the

Township or their designated agent shall be made only in accordance with all Federal



Aviation Administration regulations and only while escorted by the DEVELOPER their
heir, successor, assignee or their designated agent, now Pleasant Valley Aviation, Inc.

11. Included with this easement shall be the right of entry onto and across the
lands of the DEVELOPER, his heirs, successors and assigns for the purpose of pgaining
accessing fo the easement for the purposes stated above, The right of entry shall extend

only so far as to provide a reasonable path of entry from a public tight of way to the

ecaserment,

IN WITNESS WHEREOQGY, the undersigned have executed this
Declaration this _.7 |__day of :fuL.»!f , 2012,

%a%% P A DNna, £ Elalee

Witness Marina E, Elnitski

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA :
¢ S8
COUNTY OF CENTRE :

On this, the 3/57 day of Ty , 2012, before me a notary
public, the undersigned officer, personally appeared Marina E. Binitski, known to me {or
satisfactorily proven) to be the persons whose names are subscribed to the within

instrument, and acknowledged that they executed the same for the purposes therein

contained,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, [ have hereunto sct my hand and notarial seal.

7
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA éf”/ﬁfbﬂ W
7

Notarlol Saal
Cynithla Mock, Notary Public
Palton Twp., Conire County
My Comimlsslon Explres July 16, 2013

Member, Pannayivania Association of Notatles 3




EXHIBIT A
Storm Water Easement

BEGINNING AT A POINT along the southerly property line of UPT #12-317-,019 lands now or
formerly of Marina E. Elnitski and a northerly property line of UPI #12-317-,020 lands now or
formerly of Marlna E. Elnitski, sald point being further described and located the following 3
courses from a common iron pin along the westerly line of said properties and the easterly

right of way of T-392 aka Raymonds Lane:

1. N 71°26'00" E a distance of 84.73 fect to an iron pin;
2. N66°06'17" E a distance of 698.13 feef to an iron pin;
3. N 66°06'17" E a distance of 270,34 feet to the point of beginning;

Thence along the common line of the aforesaid properties N 66°06'17" E a distance of
238,00 feet to a point; thence along same N 71°26'00” E a distance of 2029.26 feet to a
point; thence through lot 19 N 03°13'47" W a distance of 147.95 feet to a point, thence
through same N 15°49'29" W a distance of 23.64 feet to a point; thence through ot 19
N 75°27'59" E a distance of 16.10 feet to point on the common fine of lots 19 and 20; thence
through lot 20 N 75°27'59" E a distance of 3,91 feet to a point; thence continuing through
lot 20 S 15°49729" E a distance of 25.06 feet to a point; thence through same S 05°06'48" E
a distance of 54.42 feet to a point on the common fine of lots 19 and 20; thence along the
easterly line of lot 19 and the westerly line of lot 20 S 15°16'31” E & distance of 87.07 feet to

a point; thence through lot 20 the following 13 courses:

N 74°29'14" E a distance of 53.18 feet to a point;

N 75°33'34" E a distance of 487.46 feet to a point;

S 18°44'06" E a distance of 18.50 feet to a point;

5 71°15'64" W a distance of 571.03 feet to a point;

S5 13°26'18" E a distance of 138.44 feet crossing the runway to a point;
N 71°19'43" E a distance of 621.96 feel to a point;

$ 18°40°17" £ a distance of 15.00 feet to a point;

5 71°19'43" W a distance of 2924.56 feet to a point;

. N 18°40'17" W a distance of 15.00 feet to a point;

10. N 71°19'43" W a distance of 2292.56 feet to a polnt

11. N 13°26718" E a distance of 138,43 feet crossing the runway to a point;
12, 5 71°15'54" W a distance of 2265.76 feet to a point;

13. N 18°44'06" W a distance of 42,67 feet to the point of beginning.

CONDIT D W~



MARINA E. ELNITSKI
TAX PARCEL 12-317-020
DB 461, PG S21

e

T

NUMBER [DIRECTION DISTANCE
[ N 71°19'43° £ 229256 F1
L2 N 13'26718° W 113843 FT
L3 S 7115547 W 1226576 F1
L4 N 18°44°06° W 4267 FT
L3 N _66'06°17° E 238,00 FT
Le N _71'26°00° E _[2025.26 F]
L7 N 03'13'47° W 14795 FT
L8 N 15'49'29" W_|2364 F1
L9 N 75'27'59” E_|16,10 F1
L6 N 752759 £ |391 FT
L1 S 157497257 €  |2506 FT
Lig S 950648° E (5442 FT1
113 S 15'16'31° £ 187.07 FT
114 N 74297947 £ |5348 FT
(15 N 75a3'34” E_|487.46 F1
(K13 S 18°44°06° £ [1850 FT
117 $ 1S54 W |97103 FT
L1g S 13°2618° E_ 13844 FT
113 N 71°1943* E |6RL96 FT
L20 S 18°4017 £ [1500 F1
L2t S 71°19'43° W_ |292456 FT
Le2 N 18401077 W [15.00 FT
-
-
A
\
\

HARINA E. ELNITSKI
TaX PARCEL 12-317-019
RB 1149, PG 1071
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BENNER TOWNSHIP BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
IN RE: BELLEFONTE CAMPGROUND — CONDITIONAL USE HEARING

EXHIBIT D
RIGHT OF WAY AGREEMENT FOR SNOWBIRD LANE
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JAMES H. BIRD, JR. et ux.
and

ROY R, MILLER et ux.

and

JARED EVEY et ux.

and

MARION E DUNLAP

Dated: April 20, 1976

RIGHT-OF -WAY AGREEMENT

LAY OFFICES OF
MILLER, RISTLER, CAMPSELL, MITINGER & IEIR
A PROFESSIONAL CORFORATION
BELLEFONTE, PENMSYLVANIA 16823

CAIDIAL EXCHANCE BUILDING
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RIGHT-OF.WAY AGREXMENT

THIS AGREEMEN' {s mada this 20th day of April, 1976,

by and betwoen:

JAMES H. BIRD, JR, aand BVELYN BIRD, his wife, partico of the firat
part,

AND
ROY R, MILLER and CONNIE J, MILLER, his wife, parties of the gecond
part,

AND
JARED EVEY and KATHY BVEY, his wife, partlos of the third paxt,

A ND

MARION £, DUNLAP, party of the fourth part, , .

“ " WITMESSETH: that the partles heretn, belug the abutiing
owners of the hereinafterwdeacribod right-ofuway, do hexeby mutaally agree

wifh respect to the use, malnterance and improvensnt of aald right-of-way

as followay

1 « The parties agres that they have heretofore acquired an
easement and right-of-way in, over and upon a (ty.-foot rlght-of-way

deacribed au followa:

Situate In Bennet Townahlp, Gentre Counly, Peupoylvania, and
BEGINNING af an iren pin on the Southerly right of way line of Fa,
Toute f550; thence South 15° 16' 457 Basgt a dlstance of 991, 42 feat
to an tron pin In line of lands of the Ballefonte Skypark; thenco atong
sama North 76° 34' East a distance of 50, 02 feet to an iron pin;
thunes North 15° 16! 45" West a distanee of 995, 49 feat to an lyon
pin on the Southerly xight of way lne of Pa. Reute #550; thence along
samd South 7I* 557 15" Weoat o distanco of 54, 06 feet to an lroen pin,

tho place of baginning.

e o




2 - The parties moutually agres that aach of the parties haxeto
ghall Bavo the full and froe right of ingress, egress an‘d regreas ln, over and
upon sait right.of-way, {ogether wilh {helr helrs, succecsora and anslgna,
tenunis, sccupiers oy posgsssors of premines contiguous o sald righi-of.way,

in common with cach other in, over anad serone said vight-of-way.

3 - 'The partics of the flrst part, Jamos H. Blrd, Jr. and
Bveiyn Bird, his wife, reserve the right to grant to the abuiting owners in

the future the nse of paid yight-of-way [n accordance with thoe terme of this

agreoment,

4 - The parifes horeto covenant and agree that each paxty
shall beax the cost and expenaa of the maintenance and repair of said right-
of-way, and any party hereto whall have the right, but pot the obligation, to
lmprove the right-of-way by paving the same, at the cost of the pevson

slecting to pave the saine,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the pavtles herveto have executed thia

right-ofway agresment the day and year firat abovu written.

(oenth ,&/ﬂ ,

en H, Bird, Ju.
_u/(‘f{u l{{;u.- (-(’_J

Evelyw Bird

A tho

RoyR, Miller

G onman Q. M. s

Connle J, Millex

Qs By

Ja#d Evay

?(ddup Cerdate
Kathy BEvey

'(‘:}M'kts-\«-\ N J»Q-L—\_u—(i«"}-—w

Marlen £, Dunlap

0] 30 1118 2
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSY LVANIA }
) 88:

COUNTY OF CENTRE )

On thia, tho 20th day of April, 1976, befove me, & Nolary
Publie, personally appeared Jamas Fi. Blrd, Jr, and Evelyn Bird, hig wife,
known to me {or satisfactorily proven) te bas the persons whose names axe

subscribed to the within agreement, and acknowledged that they executed the

samea for ihe purpose theveln contalned,

IN WITHESS WHEREOF, [ have haveunto set my hand and

: = 44

Etltga Kapp,

L KUAPS, Niotany gy
BELLEFgMIE BORGUCH, ceniaL 2;'5.,”
Y COUMISSION Fxpugis gy g, 3oy
Feeshir, Beenpus N ;'.,‘.',E

Notarlal seal.

COMMONWEALIH OF PENNSY LVANIA }

COUNTY OF CENTRE }

On this, the 20th day of Apxil, 1976, before me, a Notary
Public, perponally appearad Roy R, Millar and Connie J. Miller, his wife,
known to ma {or satisfoctoxlly proven) to be the persons whoase names ave
aubsceribad to the within agyveament, and acknowledged that they sxecutad the
pame for the purpoge therein contained.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, I have hereunto sot my hand and

Notorvinl peal,

CTHEL ). XNAH, KOPARY FwiLic
PELLETORFL POROUGH, CERIBL RoutlY
HY CORMIS I TYTIRCS MRS 38, B3N
Moot Pounsyivag 14 nalaliennt Hdarked

1
[
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA }
Yy 88

COUNTY OF CENTRE 3

On thia, the 20ih day of April, 1976, ﬁu:’ore me, a MNotary
Public, personally appoared Jared Evey and Kathy Bvey, hin wife, known
to me {or satizfactorily proven) to be the persons whose names are aubn
sepibed to the within agresmont, and acknowledged thal thay oxecufed the
same for the purpose therein contained.

IN WITNESS WHEREBOT, I have hereunto set my hand and

Notarial aeal,

bt kot
v N W

HEL | BHARE, NUAMET PUITLE
nuttruum sonul;c.u, LErsE cBulTY

HY GORABSING LAUIRES W0 25, 13
Wk, Pernsgirmladacat okt el

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSY LVANIA i
55

COUNTY OF GENTRE )

4

On this, tha 20th day of April, 1976, bvefore me, a Notary
Public, personally appeaxed Maxlon &, Punlap, luiown to me {or natisfactovlly
proven) to be the person whoae name s subacribed to the within ngreement,
and ncknowledged that he executed the same fox the purpose therein contalned.

N WITNESS WHEREOR, Ihave hereunto et my hand and

Notarial seal.

/ DELLFORTE RERBRes, CHRE CUUIFY

3, COWAUENO0N LEAUES £

aoocd. 30 w120




BENNER TOWNSHIP BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
IN RE: BELLEFONTE CAMPGROUND - CONDITIONAL USE HEARING

EXHIBIT E

DOCUMENTS FROM PRIOR CONDITIONAL USE HEARING FOR
BELLEFONTE AIRPORT RUNWAY WIDENING - 2011



APPLICATION REQUEST FOR
CONDITIONAL USE HEARING BEFORE
BENNER TOWNSHIP SUPERVISORS

" Today's Date: z“[ , 71/ 11

Filing fee js $300.00, Payable to “Benmer Township Supervisors,”
A. Applicant Information:

Name: /V\mma 'Elnllsk{ - Ba“e:?mjse, Amamc'r
Mailing Address: ZZS S"‘\OL&JLW‘“«A. Lh".\g&“ﬂpﬁw‘ﬁ 'P/y /6823
Phone No.: % | L 355 7"{'07 Work Phone:

B. Property Information:
12 -317 ~obq ~0000 H4B3:9 Y aeEs
Tax Map No. [ 2.~ 3! 7 =020 ~ 00000t Size: 23 AR GCres

Property Location: 2.28 Snhow L;,lwzj\ Losve.
What do you propose to do on the premises? (Please be specific)
Wt dulan Raomom /Op{’ DN e,a.c,(n. S t‘c&.é’, ; Stor m, u)a.'x'e‘f'
Resocbudd |, drato £oll M, See Auckd
Are there existing buildings on the property and how many? ‘3
What size(s) are the exis:ting buildings? AS Shewn  On Pl %Y
Do you propose to build a building, if so what size? /0 &)

No
Approximately how many cars can be parked in this lot? "J ﬂ?

Are you proposing a parking lot on the parcel? If so, what size:

Approximately how many employees-do you hope to employ? l\J P‘

Fuirther Information on Back Side



C. Additional Comments You Wish to Give to the Board: (additional sheets may be atfached)

See Addrached

[D, Certification by Applicant:

Watver of Stenographic Record
1 agree to waive the requirements of Section 908(7) of the Penna. Municipalities Planning Code which requires

that a stenographic record of the proceedings be made, and consent that a record of the proceedings be prepared
from a tape recording of the hearing and the recording secrefary’s minutes.

IManeas & EduTndes Date:_ 02~ 17 ~dell

I hereby certify that all of the above statements and the statements contained in any papers or plans submitted
herewith are true to the best of my knowledge and belief.

IMNarona. & EnTile Date: 0A=[%7-26 /[

i BELOW FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

Date Recetved: AN -0 | / By Whom: nQﬂS

Date Paid: 9\"" (- Q.O Il Check No.: “fg'l Amou:n?ﬂ 600 0’9

Advertiserment Date: 3 r] + 3! M} \ PC Review Date:

Supervisor’s Hearing Date: \‘rna/lcb\. Al, DIt

10/06




d/ D I
Bellefonte Alrport ‘
225 Snowbird Lane @/Q g

Bellefonte, PA 16823
814-355-7407
Fax 814-355-6518

¥
ét?P\ PLEASANT VALLEY AVIATION, INC. UW/&

Dear Supervisors of Benner Township

Bellefonte Airport owner Marina Elnitski is respectfully requesting approval of a
Runway widening and resurfacing project at 225 Snowbird Lane, Beliefonte PA, 16823.
From 2001 to December 2003, an airport layout study was conducted of current and
future needs at the airport and an airport layout plan (ALP) was devised and approved by
the PA Burean of Aviation. Aitached is a letter acknowledging and approving the ALP
by the PA Bureau of Aviation,

In 2008, PA Bureau of Aviation provided a grant to design a plan for constrnction
of resurfacing the runway, widening the ranway 10 feet on each side, a taxiway,
stormwater design and a change in Category status from Al small to B small according
to the recommendations of the airport layout study. The PA Bureau of Aviation is now
providing funding to resurface the runway, widen the runway and construct the required
stormwater improvements. All of these changes are based on safety requirements and a
letter is attached from the PA Bureau of Aviation showing approval of the changes to the

airport.

The runway is being resurfaced as it is nearing the useful life of the current
asphalt layer. The runway is being widened from 40 ft to 60 ft to meet the change in
minimum runway width from 40 ft to 50 ft and a PA Bureau of Aviation policy that
requires it to be 60 ft. A copy of email from our engineer stating the policy is attached.
The actual major part of construction is due to stormwater requirements and will improve
the overall stormwater footprint of the Township. Also, one end of the pavement will be
squared off for safety reasons and will require a variance, The squaring off will provide a
straight line of pavement so that pilots will not accidently run off the side as they exit the
runway and provide surface area to be able to plow snow properly from where the aircraft
operate. The change in Category form A to B is a speed rating at landing, where A is for
aireraft under 91 knots and B is for aircraft from 91 to 121 knots. Aircraft in the B rating
have operated from the airport since 1967 and this is more of a formality then a change in
the type of aircraft that will use the airport. The runway requirements are the same for
width whether it is an A or B rating, as supported in the attached regulatory requirements.




There will be no change in airspace requirements or impacts on surrounding
properties, as the widening of the runway does not change the current primary zone of
250 ft or- 125 fi from the centerline of the runway.

As fo the criteria to review, page 170 of section 240.13 of the Benner Township
Zoning Ordinance. There is no change in A-G. Under H, it is been determined by the
PA Bureau of Aviation the there are safety needs for the runway to be widened and
resurfaced.

Sincerely,

Marina Elnitski o117 Ao T4




400 North Street

P.O. Box 3457

Harrishurg, PA 17105-3457

AVLEG 1.0

COMMONWEALYTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

:

@ Busnw or
AviaTion

January 12, 2011

John Elnitski, vp
Pleagant Valley Aviation, Ing,
225 Snow Bird bane

Bellefonte,

PA 16823-8538

Dear Mr. Elnitski:

ol
W&;ﬂiﬂs

Administrative Offices
Phone - (7171 T05-1260
Fax - 17171 7051435

I am pleased to inform you that your alrport has been selected
for funding through the Bureau of Aviation (ROA) Gramt Program. The
following project (PenanDOT Internal Ordexr No. 7889009101) is approved at
Bellefonte Alrport:

Project Description

Widen/resurface runway: Ph II: Construction

Project Funding

State
$1,260,000

Logal
$144¢, 000

Federal

This selection is contingent upon the submittal and approval
of all item(s) required by this letter:

* 4 & @ 9 % & & » 0

Completed project schedule

Grant request letter w/ Approved Project Cost
Engilneering Contract

hdministrative Cost Plan (admin., legal, ete.}
Sponsor Certification for Selection of Consultants
sponsor Certification of Plans and Specifications
gponsor Certification for Equipment/Construction Contracts
Contract Documents for review

Bid tabulations
Apparent low bidder Contact information including Federal

Tdentification Number
s Notice of Proposed Construction ox Alteration (FAA Form 7460-1)
s Other: Any updates to the existing Envirommental docmentation that may

he required

The above item(s) shall be returned to and/or addressed with



John Elnitski
January 12, 2011
Page 2

your Project Manager within 90 days of your receipt of this letter. All
oucstanding ltem{s} shall be resolved prior to the grant being igssued.

Funding for these project(s) is baged on a balanced program
which is derived from each alrport's Twelve Year pPlan. Therefore, we
cannot guarantee additional funding will be available fox any project
with costs that are significantly greater than our programmed amount
(1isted above). Additional funds, 1f available, will be allocated to
those projects which meet all BOA requirements in the order in which

they are receilved,.

Please be advised that this is not a grant. Project
formulation, design and land acquisition can be started as approved by
the BOA and will be reimburged when the grant is issued. However, no
construction, equipment procurement or planning shall take place until a
grant is offered.

Please review all of the information requested in this letter.
If you are not ready to receive the programmed funds in the specified
time frame, please advise the BOA in writing so we can reprogram the
funds to a project that is ready. If you are unable to submit the
required item(s} within the above time frame, you mast contact your
Project Manager prior to that deadline. If you are ready to proceed
with this project, please log on to dotGrants to complete the reguested

forms.

If you have any questions or wish to discuss this further,
please contact your Project Manager Matthew Johnson at (717)320-0718 or
at matjohnson@state.pa.us.

Sincerely,

éﬁ;%:ﬁ; //E;iZK,ﬂ
Brian . Gearhar:?‘ﬁ{gii;"—__qmﬁ_—“\

Director
. pureay of Awviation

Certified No. 7003 2260 0006 5046 9905
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FAA Advisory Circular
150/5300-13, Airport Desigh
1/3/08

f

AC 150/5300-13 CHG 12

Chapter 1. REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS
AND DEFINITION OF TERMS

1. GENERAL. Section 103 of the Federal Aviation
Act of 1958 states In part, “In the exercise and perforniance
of his power and duties under this Act, the Secretary of
Transportation shall consider the following, among other
things, as being in the public interest: (a) The regulation of
air comumerce in such manner as o best promofe its
development and safety and fulfill the requirements of
defense,  (b) The promotion, encouragement, and
development of oivil acronantics ., ..

This public charge, fn effect, requires the
development and maintenance of a national system of safe,
delay-free, and cost-cffective alrports, The use of the
standards. and recommendations contalned In this
publication jn the design of alrports supporis this public
charge. These standards and recommendations, however,
do not limit or regulate the operations of aircraft.

2, DEVINITIONS. As used in this publication, the
following terms mean:

Aircrafi Approach Category. A grovping of aircraft
based on 1,3 times their stall speed in thefr landing
configuration at the cerlificated maximum flap setting and
maximu  landing  welght at  standard  atmospherio
conditions. The categories are as follows:

Category A: Speed Jess than 91 knots.

Category B: Speed 91 Jmots or more but less
than 121 knots, :

Category C: Speed 121 knots or mote but
[ess than 141 knots.

Category D: Speed 141 kmofs or more bul
less than 166 knols,

Category E: Speed 166 knots or more.

Airplane Destgn Group (4DG). A grouping of
airplanes based on wingspan or tail height. Where an
alrplane is In two categories, the most demanding category
should be used. The groups are as follows:

Group I: Up to but not including 49 feet
{15 m) wingspan or tail height up to but not including 20
feet.

Croup I 49 feet (15m) up to but not

Including 79 feet (24 m) wingspan or tall height from 20 up
to but not including 30 feet, :

Chap 1

Group I 79 feet (m} up to but not
Inclading 118 feet (36 m) wingspan or fail height from 30
up to but not including 45 feet.

Group IV:118 feet (36m) up to but not
inoluding 171 feot {52 m) wingspa or tall height from 45
up to but not including 60 feet,

Group V: 171 feet (52 m) up io but not
including 214 feet (65 m) wingspan or tail height from 60
up fo but not inclading 66 feet,

Group VI: 214 fest (65m) up to bul not
including 262 feet (80 m) wingspan or tail height from 66
up to but not including 80 feet,

- ‘Fable 1-1, Airplane Design Groups (ADG)

Group # Tail Height (1) | Wingspan (ft)
1 <20 <49
I 20 - <30 49 - <79
514 30 - <43 79 - <118
v 45 - <60 118 -<i7i
v 60 - <66 171 -<214
VI 66 - <80 214 - <262

Alrport Elevation. The highest polnt on an airport's
usable runway expressed in feet above mean sea level
(MSL).

Airport Layout Plan (ALFP). ‘The plan of an airport
showing the layout of oxisting and proposed alrport
facilities.

Alrport Reference Point (ARF}. The latimde and
longitude of the approximate center of the aitport.

Blast Fence. A batrier used to divert or dissipate jet
blast or propeller wash,

Bullding Restriction Line (BRL), A line which
identifies suitable building area locations on airports,

Clear Zone, See Runway Protection Zone.

Clearway (CWY). A defined rectangular area
beyond the end of a runway cleared or sultable for use in
tien of runway to satisfy takeoff distance requirements,

Compuass Calibration Pad. An airinm facility used
for calibrating an aircraft compass.

. l
0!
a,ﬂ op

g



1/3/08 AC 150/5300-13 CHG 12

Table 3-1. Runway d'esign standards for aivcraff approach category A & B visual runways and runways with not
Jower than 3/4-statute mile (1,200 m) approach visibility minimums

(Refer also to Appendix 16 for the establishment of new approaches}

AIRPLANE DESIGN GROUP
ITEM D;?"
374 I 1 11X v
Runway Length A - Refer o paragraph 301 -
Runway Wikth B 60 ft 601l 75 100 ft 150 fi
18m 18m 23m 30m 45m
Runway Shoutder Width 1048 108 10ft 2048 25 fi
Im im Im 6m 7.5 m
Runway Blast Pad Width 80 & 80 ft 95 fi 140 A 200 &
. Z4m 24m 29m 42 m 60 m
Runway Blast Pad Length 60 ft 100 1508 200 f 2000
18m 30m 45 m 60 m 60 m
Runway Safsty Area Width C 120 ft 120 ft 150 ft 300 1t 500ft
36m 36m 45m” 90 m 150 m
Runway Safety Area 240 i 240 f1 300 f1 6001 600 ft
Lengih Prior to Landing
Throshold ¥/, 4/ . T2m 2Zm 90m 180 m 180 m
Runway Safety Area Length P 240t 240t 00f 600 fi 1,000 &t
Begond RW End 3/, 4/ 72m 72m 90 m 180m | 300m
g:j:tﬁz:fggec Zone Width - Refer to paragraph 306 -
Runway Object Free Area Q 250 £ 400 fi 500 ft 800 ft 8OO fi
Width 75m 120m | 150m | 240m | 240m
Runway Object Free Area R 240 ft 240 ft 300 ft 600 ft 1,000 f1
Lengih Beyond RW End 3/ T2m 72m 90 m 180m | 300m

1/ Letters correspond to the dimensions on figures 2-1 and 2-3, Use ihls table anly when both ends ofthe runway

w

provide not lower than Ye-statate mile approach visibility minimums. aircraft of 12,500 pounds

—> Y These dimensionat standatds pertain to facilities for small airplanes exclusively. or less take off welght

3/ The runway safety atea (RSA) length begins at each runway end when a stopway is not provided. When a stopway
is provided, the length begins at the stopway end.

4/ The standard RSA longth beyond the runway end may be reduced to the standard RSA length prior to Janding
threshold if a standard Engineered Materials Arresting Systom (EMAS) is provided, To qualify for this reduotion,
the BMAS installation must provide the ability to stop the crifical aireraft exiting the end of the runway at 70 knots,
and the runway must provide elther instument or visual vertical guidance for approaches in the opposite direction.
See AC 150/5220-22,

5/ The runway object free area length beyond the end of the runway never exceeds the standard RSA. length beyond
the runway end s provided by nofe 4 above.

Chap 3 25




.h_"" '
" 400 North Strest / '
P.0. Box 8457 s Bugrau or §.
Harris Urg, PA 17106-3457 . PENNGOT) AWATION

AV-66 (8-01)

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA ) Qg
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION p, -

Administrative Offices
Phone - (717) 705-1260
Fax - (T17) 7061255

December 16, 2003
Mr. & Mrs, John 1. Elnitski Contract No. 810516
Bellefonte Airport Agreement No, 21-A-00-4
612 Buffalo Run Road ‘Project No. . ADN96-00-001
Bellefonte, PA 16823 Expiration 6/30/2003 (Closed)

RE:  Bellefonte Airport - Conduct Airport Action Plan

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Elnitski:

The Bureau of Aviation (BOA) has completed the review of the Airport Layout Plan (ALP) for
the Bellefonte Airport and found it to be an acceptable “planning” decument. The ALP has also been
subject to an afrspace study and a “NO OBJECTION” response was jssued by the FAA on October 3,

2003. .

The approval indicated by my signature is given subject to the condition that the proposed airport
development requiring an environmentat finding shall not be undertaken without prior written
environmental approvaf from the BOA. Additionally, all projects requiring access to airport operational
areas must be in compliance with all safety directives, policies and regulations, The BOA’s conditional
approval of this ALP represents aceéptance of the general location of future facilities depicted. However,
the airport owner is required to sibmit, for BOA review and approval, exact locations of improvements,
actual heights and exterior finishes of future structures, all which could adversely affect the safety,

efficiency, and utility of the airport,

It is important to note that the conditional approval of this ALP does not in anyway constitute a
commitment to participate in or fand the development depicted thereon, nor does il indicate that the
proposed development is environmentally acceptable, or in accordance with the appropriate public laws.
BOA participation fs also subject to available funding.

If you.have any questions please call me at 717-705-1246 or email st ftomezyk{@state.pa.us .

Sincerely,

coonRonald L DRk HLEROVEAIIbAIlG A oAty
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{OMMONWEALTR OF PENNSYIVANIA }\/\ A (t
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February 18, 2011

Mr. John Elnitski, Jr.,
Pleasant Valley Aviation, Inc
225 Snowbird Lane
Bellefonte, PA 16823

Re:  Widen Runway 7-25
Dear M. Elnitski,

As you requested, I am writing this letter to hopefully provide you with a better
understanding of the Bureau of Aviation’s position conceming the project referenced above and
the criteria nsed with regards to the runway dimensions. For your project, the current FAA
runway width standard was specified, and to receive 90% state aviation funding, your runway
must be widened to the FAA minimumn of 60 feet (FAA AC 150 5300-13 Table 3.1).

Typically, whether a project is federally funded or uses state only funds, it is the BOA’s
policy that the project be designed and built to the most current FAA standards, patticularly if
the project is a safety related/enhancement project, as is the case with your runway widening
project. As you may know, within the Regulations Relating to Permsylvania Aviation, there is a
subsection that essentially says that the Department reserves the right to specify and make
determinations as to the standards, designs, and dimensional criteria acceptable in projects
funded by aviation development grants. In this case, the current FAA design criteria are able to
be met and this safety enhancement project will certainly provide a significant improvement at
your airport.

If you have any questions, please contact me at ysukley@state,pa.us or by phone 717-
705-1250.

Robin Sukley, PE
_.-""‘i—'”"..) X d J 7
a -~ Pl S R PN i o
E .s,’i P P e d ".J/f,_.
LTl T ’ &

Chief, Airport Engineering and PIaI;ning Division



U.5. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

AIRPORT MASTER RECORD

PRINT DATE:  D3A7/201%
AFD EFF 0311012011
Form Approved OMB 2120-0015

> 1 ASSOC CITY: BELLEFONTE
> 2 AIRPORT NAME! BELLEFONTE
3 CBD TO AIRPORT (NM): 03 8W

4 STATE: PA

6 REGION/ADC: AEAHAR

LOCID: NI
B COUNTY:

FAA STTE NR: 19814.2'A

CENTRE PA
7 SECT AERO CHT: OETROIT

GENERAL
PRIVATE

10 OWNERSHIP:
* 11 OWNER:
> 12 ADDRESS: 225 SNOWBIRD LA
814-356-7407
JOHN ELNITSKI

» 13 PHONE NR:
> 14 MANAGER:
> 15 ADDRESS:

> 16 PHONE NR: 814-365-7407
> 17 ATTENDANCE SCHEDULE:
ALL ALL

18 AIRPORT USE: PUBLIC
19 ARPT LAT:
20 ARPT LONG:
21 ARPT ELEV:
22 ACREAGE: 42

*> 23 RIGHT TRAFFIC: 25

* 24 NON-COMM LANDING:

25 NPIAS/FED AGREEMENTS:
> 26 FAR 130 INDEX:

225 SNOWBIRD LA
BEELEFONTE, PA 16823

0800-DUSK

JOHN & MARINA ELNITSKI

BELLEFONTE, PA 16823

40-53-07.7000N ESTIMATED
O77-48-59.7000W
071 SURVEYED

_SERVIGES
> 70 FUEL: 100LL A
> 71 AIRFRAME RPRS:  MAJOR
» 72 PWR PLANT RPRS: MAJOR
» 73 BOTTLE OXYGEN: NONE
» 74 BULK OXYGEN: NONE
75 TSNT STORAGE:  HGR, TiE
76 OTHER SERVICES:
{NSTR, RNT., SALES

FAGILITIES

> B0 ARPT BCN: ce
» 31 ARPT LGT $KED: RDO-CTL
> B2 UNICOM: 122.000
>3 WiND INDICATOR:  YES

84 SEGMENTED CIRCLE: YES

85 CONTROL TWR: NONE

86 FSS: ALTOONA

87 FSS ON ARPT: NO

88 FSS PHONE NR:

89 TOLL FREE NR: 1-800-WX-BRIEF

BASED AIRCRAFT

90 SINGLE ENG; 19
51 MULTI ENG: 2
92 JET: o
TOTAL: 21

#3 HELICOPTERS:
84 GLIDERS:

95 MILITARY:

96 ULTRA-LIGHT:

NMOo OO

OPERATIONS

"100 AIR CARRIER: 0

102 AR TAXE 200
103 G ALOCAL: 8,000
104 G A ITNRNT: 4,000
105 MILITARY: 60

TOTAL: 12,260

OPERATIONS FOR 12

MONTHS ENDING 04/02/20%0

RUNWAY PATA
> 30 RUNWAY JIDENT:
> 31 LENGTH:
> 32 WIDTH:
» 33 SURF TYPE-COND:
>34 SURF TREATMENT:
35 GROSS WT: sW
36 {IN THS0S) ow
ar DTW
38 poTW
> 39 PON:
LIGHTING/APCH AIDS
» 40 EDGE INTENSITY:
> 42 RWY MARI( TYPE-COND:
> 43 VGSt:
A4 THR CROSSING HGT:
45 VISUAL GLIDE ANGLE:
* A6 GNTRLN-TDZ:
> 47 RVR-RWW!
» 48 REIL:
» 49 APCH LIGHTS:

OBSTRUCTION DATA

50 FAR 77 CATEGORY:
> 51 DISPLACED THR:
> 52 CTLG OBSTN:
> 53 OBSTN MARKEDLGTD:
> 54 HGT ABOVE RWY END:
> 55 DIST FROM RWY END:
» 56 CNTRLN OFFSET:

57 OBSTN CLNG SLOPE:

58 GLOSE-IN OBSTH;

DECLARED DISTANCES

> 80 TAKE OFF RUN AVBL {TORA):
> 61 TAKE OFF DIST AVBL (TODA):
> 62 ACLT STOP DIST AVBL (ASDA):
» §3 LNDG DIST AVBL (LDA}:

07/25
3,585

ASPH-F

NSTD

85G-F /B3C-

1P

140

/350
- -

o d-
!
{

AV} 1 ALY
238 /
TREE /
/
26 f
LAV
134R /

41 £ 5001

NN

— e e

F .

'
.o

- e T e e e e e

- T

- e e e e e

L WL S S,

—— e

T .
B S U S
’ ,

— e

{>} ARPT MGR PLEASE ADVISE FS§ IN {TEM 86 WHEN CHANGES OCCUR TO {TEMS PRECEDED BY >

> 110 REMARKS!

111 INSPECTOR! [ S )

A 017 FOR 8VC AFTER HRS CTG 814-355-7407.

A 017 FOR 8VC AFTER HRS CTC 814-366.-7407 OR 814-883-7646.

A 040 RWY 07/25 NSTD LIRL; EDGE LGTS MORE THAN 10 FT GUTWARD FROM PAVEMEN
A 081 RWY 07 RY 07 DSPLCD THLD UNLGTD.

A Q87 RWY 07 APCH SLOPE 21:1 TQ DSPLGD THLD.

A 081 ACTVE ROTG BCN & I4RL RY 07/25 - 122.7.

A 1104 ULTRALIGHTS ON & INVOF ARPT,

112 LAST INSP:

04/02/2010

113 LAST INFO REQ: 08/10/15983

T EDGE; STD THR LETS, FIRST 30 FT ON RY END 25 NOT LGTD.

FAA Form §010-7 {5-91)

SUPERSEDES PREVIOUS EDIFION




.~on U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION PRINT DATE:  D3/17/2011
@ FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION AIRPORT MASTER RECORD AFD EFF B3F10/2011

Form Approved OMB 2120-0015

> 1 ASSOC CITY: S CONTINUED 4 STATE: PA L LOCID: NS6 FAASITE NR: 19814.2°A
> 2 ARPORT NAME: 5 GOUNTY:

3 GBD TO AIRPORT (NM): 6 REGION/ADO: AEAMAR 7 SECT AERO CHT:

GENERAL SERVICES BASED AIRGRAFT

10 OWNERSHIP: > 70 FUEL: 90 SINGLE ENG:
5 11 OWNER: 91 MULTI ENG:
> 12 ADDRESS: > 71 AIRFRAME RPRS: 92 JET:

»72 PWR BLANT RFRS:

» 13 PHONE NR: > 73 BOTTLE OXYGEN: TOTAL:
> 14 MANAGER: » 74 BULK OXYOEN: 93 HELICOPTERS:
» 15 ADDRESS: 75 TSNT STORAGE: 94 GLIDERS:

76 OTHER SERVICES: 95 MILITARY:
96 LLTRA-LIGHT:

> 16 PHONE NR:

> 17 ATTENDANGE SCHEDULE:
OPERATIONS

> 80 ARPT BCN; FACILIVES 100 AIR CARRIER:
' 102 NIR TAXE

> §1 ARPT L.GT SKED:
52 UNICOM: 103 G A LOGAL:
18 AIRPORT USE: . 104 G ATTNRNT:
19 ARPT LAT: > 83 WIND INDICATOR: 105 MILITARY:
20 ARPT LO:\iG' 84 SEGMENTED CIRCLE: TOTAL: N
21 ARPT ELEV" 85 CONTROL TWR: "
22 AGREAGE: 86 FSS5: OPERATIONS FOR 12
: B7 FSS ON ARPY: MONTHS ENDING
* 23 RIGHT TRAFFIC: BB FSS PHONE NR:
> 24 WON-COMM LANDING: 89 TOLL FREE NR"
26 NPIASIFED AGREEMENTS: :
> 26 FAR 139 INDEX:

RUNWAY DATA
» 30 RUNWAY IDENT:
> 31 LENGTH:
> 32 WIDTH:
> 33 SURF TYPE-COND:
> 34 SURF TREATMENT:
35 GROSS WT sw
36 (IN THSDS) ow
a7 DTW
38 ooTW
> 38 PCN:
LIGHTING/APCH AIDS
> 40 EDGE INTENSITY:
> 42 RWY MARK TYPE-GOND:
> 43 VGSE
44 THR CROSSING HGT:
45 VISUAL GLIDE ANGLE:
= 4 CNTRLN-TDZ:
* 47 RVR-RWV:
> 48 REIL:
> 49 APCH LIGHTS!

OBSTRUCTION DATA

50 FAR 77 CATEGORY:
> 51 DISPLACED THR:
» 52 CTLG OBST:
> §3 OBSTN MARKEDAGTD:
> B4 HGT ABOVE RWY END:
» 55 DIST FROM RWY END:
> 58 CNTRLN OFFSET:

57 OBSTHN CLNG SLOPE:

58 CLOSE-IN OBSTN:

DECLARED DISTANCES

> 60 TAKE OFF RUN AVBL (TORA)
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LAND DEVELOPMENT PLAN

Horbrty REwansas

Englneoring & Rolatod Survl:m: REVI EW REPORT
BELLEFONTE AIRPORT WIDEN RUNWAY 7-25 &
Projectt _CONSTRUCT PARTIAL TAXIWAY, PHASE 1 Report Number: 1
Devstoper: MARINA ELNITSKY Report Date: March 1, 2011
Designer, LRKIMBALL - CCPG File Number: N/A
Plan Date: February 2009; rev March 2009 HRG Project Number: 1024.0434
Pian Sheets: 29 Other Data;  SWM & E/S Report; NPDES Permit

We have received the Plans for the above captioned Land Devaiopment and have reviewed this submission for
conformance with the following:

Ordinance The following are comments concerning the items contalned in the Township

Reference Stormwater Ordinance:

§IV.402.B.14 | 1. The total fract boundary shown on the Plan is missing the distances marked to the

nearest foot and bearings marked to the nearest degree.

§111.308.B 5 Access and maintenance easements shall be provided for the proposed stormwater

§IV.402.B19 | facifities.

§1V.402.B.24 | 3. A statement, signed by the landowner, acknowledging the stormwater management

system to be a permanent fixture that can be altered or removed only after approval of a

revised plan by the Township.

§IV.402.8.25 |4. A note shall be added to the plan stating that as- -puilt drawings will be provided for the
_____ stormwater management facliities prior to the release of the strety bond.

§IvV.402.8. 26 | 5. A signature block for the registered professional engineer cerlifying the plan shall be

added fo the drawings.

§V402B.28 | 6. A signature block for the Township Engineer certifying the plan shall be added to the

_______ drawings.
§1V.402.B.28 | 7. The geotechnical report is missing from Appendix D of the stormwater management
, report,
§ii304.A20 | 8. The proposed infiltration trenches shall be modeled as impervious since they will be lined
with clay.
General 9. The dimensions for proposed top unit for outlet structure B2 is smaller than the

dimensions of box.

This review is based solely on the documents referenced above and does not refieve the design professional of
any responsibility, nor does it imply any design responsibility by Herbert, Rowland & Grubic, Inc,

Signed by: Douglas E. Welkel, P.E. Date: 3/1/2011

Distribution: {HRenee Swancer
RCCPC - Anson Burwell
BdDaveloper ~ John Elnftski (225 Snowbird Lane, Bellefonte, PA 16623)
EdDeslgner — L-R. Kimba, inc.
Flie
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF BENNER TOWNSHIP -

In the Matter oft
' Conditional Use Application

Marina Elnitski

Property Location:
UPI# 12-317-019 and 12-317-020

PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

Applicant submitted a completed application for a conditional use hearing on February 17, 2011,
The application sought conditional use approval to: (1) widen the Bellefonte airport runway by
_ten {10} feet on each side of the runway; (2) perform stormwater improvements; and (3)’
resurface the existing runway, including “squaring off” one runway end, The application was
forwarded to the Benner Township Planning Commission, FAA and Pennsylvania Bureau of
Aviation for review and comment. The Board of Supervisors advertised in the Centre Daily
Times that a public hearing would be held on March 21, 2011. A public hearing was held on
March 21, 2011 and continued to March 28, 2011 and April 4, 2011, as publicly announced at
the Mau:h 21, 2011 and March 28, 2011 heari ings. The property was posted with notice of the
hearing and wr1tten notice of the hearing was provided to adjoining landownezs, Supemsor John -
Elnitski noted a conflict of interest in this matter due to the fact the applicant is his mother and
he would be presenting information on his mother’s behalf, Mr. Elnitski noted hie does not have
an ownership interest in the land or airport operation and is not an employee of the airport, Mr.
Elnitski stated he does help ron the airport for bis mother without pay. :

Present on behalf of the Board: David Breon and Randy Moyer .
Present on behalf of the Applicant: Marina Elnitski and John Elnitski.
Present on behalf of the TQWHShip“: Renee Swancer — Zoning Officer

Others Preseni: Sharon Royer, Secretary, Timothy A. Schoonover — Solicitor, Doug
Weikel-Township Engineer, Connie Petérs, Bob Peters, Tammy Chronister, Larry
Chronister, Andrea Chronister, Dottie Bird, Jamie Bird, Kathy Evey, Jared Evey, Jim
Stanio, Lois Stariio, Mike Ostroskie, Dan Swarm, Randy Wells, Maribeth Wells, Donna
Baumi, Sandy Richner, Nate Campbell, Andy Swiles, Sandi Swales, Dan Hoffman John
Zimmernan, J arrod Stahiman, Dan Mattern, B

There were no objections to procedura. Applicant waived in writitig the need for a stenographic -

record. The Township presented Exhibits #1-4 consisting of copies of the hearing advertisings in
the Centre Daily Times (Exhibits #1 and 2) and copies of Township Engineer Doug Weikel’s: -

{aod17056.8) - ‘ ' .- ' . ook




reports on the application (Exhibits #3 and 4). Applicant submitted Exhibits 1 and 2 consisting of
a letter dated March 25, 2011, from Applicant requesting John Elnitski act as agent for her
(Exhibit #1) and a letter from the Pennsylvania Bureau of Aviation chted March 22, 2011
addressing licensing ctiteria (Exhibit #2). -

-FINDINGS OF FACT

B Marina Elnitski (the “Applicant”) as the owner of Pleasant Valley Aviation, Ine. a/k/a
Bellefonte Airport plans to (1) widen the airport ranway by ten (10) feet on each side of

the ranway; (2) perform stormwater improvements; and (3) resurface the existing runway -

on properly owned by Applicant, being Centre County Tax Parcels #12-317-019 and 12-
317-020 (the “Property”).

% The Property is located in the Agricultural (A) zoning district.
3. Parcel #12-317-019 is 43.49 actes in size.
4, Parcel #12-317-020 is 29.63 acres in size.

3 Applicant submitted plans prepared by L. Robert Kimball & Associates, Inc. detailing the
work to be performed as part of her application.

6. The Benner Township Planning Commission recommended approval of the application
without conditions,

7 No comments on the application were received by the Township from FAA or
Pennsylvania Bureau of Aviation.

8. The taxiway shown on the plans will not be constructed.

2 An aupmt ig currently bemg operated on thc P1opelty and has been operated on the
Property since 1969,

10. ' The runway is currently 40 feet in width.
11, The airport currently serves aircrafl in the B-I category as determined by the ajrcraft
landing speed (up to 121 knots), weight (12,500 Ibs. or less) and wing span (49 feel or

less).

12.  The widening and repaving will not allow aitcraft excecding the B-I category
1'cquirements set forth above to use the airpoit.

‘ 13, The i port hazard zones w1]1 not be. changed as a rosult of the runway widening or
repaving. C

(80417056.1)
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14, The airport is currently licensed by the Pemmylvama Burean of Aviation as a pubhc use,
privately owned aitport.

15.  The ot coverage after the work is performed will not exceed 40%.
16, Planning for the iimway widening, repaving and stormwater improvements have been in
process since 2003.

17.  Applicant received hotice in January 2011 from the Pennsylvania Bureau of Aviation that

the airport had been selected for widening and resurfacing as part of the Bureau’s
Aviation Grant Program.

18, The runway must be widened to FAA minimum rgciuired runway width of 60 feet in
order for Applicant to receive 90% funding for the project,

19.  Applicant will receive less funding if the runway is not widened to the FAA minimum
requirement of 60 feet.

20.  The increase in runway width will increase safc;,ty for those persons using the runway,
21, Applicant intends to “square off” one end qf the runway as part of the project.

22.  The area that will be squared off will not be used as active runway.

23.  The runway l;angfh is not being increased as part of the project.

24, The airport can continue to operate if the runway is not widened 61‘ resurfaced.

+ 25, The planned improlvements are not expected to generate a significant increase in air
traffic,

26.  The airport is accessed from State Route 550 by a private road, Snowbird Lane.

27.  The planned improvements are not expected to generate a significant increase in
vehicular traffic to the airport.

28. At times planes using the airport flow low over neighbors homes and are outside the
' normal flight path for landing or taking off,

29, el l€ s_tormWater plan has been approved by the Pennsylvania Department of
Environmental Protection.

30.  Stormwater runoff from the Pfoperty is expected to be reduced by the hnproveﬁiénts.
31.  The airport runway is less than 300 feet from one or more of the App]icaﬁt’é property

~ lines,
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32. . Applicant has submitted a variance request to the Benner Township Zoning Hearing
Board secking approval of the runway encroaching into the 300.foot setback.

33, - - Applicant indicated'that there may be a need for construction to occur on two nights to
allow the airport to be open during the day. ' '

34, Applicant requested approval of resurfacing of the runway alone if variance approval is
not received from the Benner Township Zoning Hearing Board,

DISCUSSION

Airports are permitted in the Agricultural zoning district as a conditional uses pursuant to the
Benner Township Zoning Ordinance (Ordinance No. 104) Section 201.3 (1). Approval of an
airport as a conditional use is subject to the requirements of Sections 240.13 and 402 of the

_ Zoning Ordinance, along with review procedures set forth at Section 905. Certain changes at an
operating airport require conditional use approval pursuant to Section 241.13 (1) of the Zoning
Ordinance. Those changes include, but are not limited to, expansion of a runway in width or
length and paving of any previously unpaved portions of a runway.

. The Applicant’s airport is cwrently in operation and is seeking conditional use approval as a
result.of plans to widen the current runway by a total of 20 feet (10 feet on each side of the
runway) and to resurface the entire runway, Stormwater improvements will also be made to the
Property as part of the project. The widening of the runway will increase the runway width to 60
feet, which is the FAA recommended minimum width, Therrunway length is not being increased.
One end of the runway will be “squared off” but this area will not be used as. active runway. The
project improvements are not expected to significantly increase air ox vehicular traffic accessing
the airport, Aircraft currently use the airport fall within the FAA’s B-I category as it relates to
land speed, aircraft weight and wingspan. The resurfacing and widening of the runway will-not
allow aircraft exceeding the B-I designation to use the airport. Township Engineer, Doug
Weileel, reported the resurfacing and widening do not change the current airport hazard-zones.
Additionally, Mr. Weikel reported he feviewed the Applicant’s revised Stormwater Management
Plan submittal and recommended its approval. . = ' P

Testimony was provided by several neighbors to the airport that at times planes fly low over thejr
homes and outside the normal flight path for the runway. Applicant stated it will address any
complaints received regarding these issues. ' '

The FAA. and Pennsylvania Bureau of Aviation offered no comment on the Applicant’s Plan.
Thé Township Planning Commission recommended approval of the-application without
conditions. The Township Engineer and Zoning Officer have reviewed the applicable conditional
use criteria for changes made by an aitport and have found that this application meets 4ll the
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criteria exceﬁt for the runway does not lie 300 feet or more from the property lines as required by
Section 402.6 of the Zoning Ordinance, As noted in the Findings of Fact, Applicant is seeking a-
. variance from the Benner Township Zoning Hearing Board to addvess this issue. L

DECISION

The apphcatmn of Marina Blnitski for the ronway widening, resurfacing and stormwater -
improvements described in said application to be performed on Centre County Parcel #12-317-
- 019 and 12-317-020, is approved with the following conditions: ,

I

Applicant shall receive all required loeal, Commonwealth and Federal approval for the
project. : -

Any necessary Township building or zoning permits must be apphad f01 and the
associated fees paid in full.-

Applicant shall prowde a copy of its current license with the Pennsylvania Bureau of
Aviation prior to a zoning perinit being issued.

Applicant must obtain approval from the Benner Township Zoning Hearing Board (or
any competent couxt of jurisdiction in the event of an appeal of the ZHB’s decision) and
provide evidence thereof to the Township allowing the runway to be within the 300 foot
setback set forth in Section 402.6 of the Zoning Ordinance. In the event that Applicant
does not receive approval from the Benner Township Zoning Hearing Board (or any
competent court of jurisdiction in the event of an appeal), Applicant shall be permitted
only to resurface the currsntly existing paved portion of the runway.

In the event Applicant will perform work. on the project dhiring the hours of 8:00 p.m.
through 6:00 a.m., Applicant shall provide written notice of when the night work will be
petformed to the Township and all-Jandowners directly abutting the Property (Parcel #12-
317-019 and 12-317-020) at least two (2) weeks prior to the work being performed.

~ Applicant’s night work shall be limited to trenching across the runway for ulilities.

. [B0417056.1)

Applicant shall make reasonable efforts to Hmit work to be performed during these hours
and to limit the light and noise associated with any such night worlk.

'I'he ares 1o be ‘fsqueired away” by Applicaizt shall not be used as active runway.

Applicant shafl not increase raffic along its 200ess gfeater than allowed for its existing

vse without obtaining required approvals through the Township Street Standard
Ordinance and/or PennDOT Highway Occupancy standards.

" Temporary stozmwatel controls shall be put in place by Applmant prior to stavting the :

rnway w1denm g project.




9. Appli‘cani agrees to permit the Township and/or its agents to inspect the premises duning
- regular business hours for conformance with the terms of this Conditional Use decision.

10.  Applicant shall meet all other applicable Federal and State requivements for design and .
operation.. , .

{00417036.8]




_ BEFORE, TBE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF BENNER TOWNSHIP -
In the Matter of:

Conditional Use Application
Marina Elnitsli : : -

Property Location:
UPI #12-317-019 and 12-317-020

AND NOW, the foregoing Opinion and Decision of the Board of Supervisors in the

abové-captioned matter is adopted or defeated by a vote of the Board of Supervisors as follows:

YES - NO ABSTAIN ABSENT
John Elmitski, Jr., , )(
David C, Breon |
Randy S. Moyer ﬁ
apopren s WY pay or Apal a0

ATTEST:

Sheuon Roycl, Secle

. {B043Y036.1)
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BEFORE THE BENNER TOWNSHIP ZONING HEARING BOARD

In the matter of: :
MARINA ELNITSK], t/a BELLEFONTE : Variance Request

AIRPORT, . Property Setback (Runway)
Applicant : Section 402.6
Property Location:

225 Snowbird Lane
Tax Parcel No.: 12-317/020

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS
OF LAW AND DECISION

PROCEDURAL BACKGRGUND
By application received February 21, 2011, Applicant requested a heating before the
Zoning Hearing Board. A hearing was scheduled, advertised and held on March 31, 2011.
Members of the Benner Township Zoning Hearing Board present: Ian Henderson,

Chairman; and Frank Dencevich, members.

Appearing on behalf of the Applicants: John Elnitski; and Terry J. Williams,
Esquire.

Appearing on behalf of the Municipality: Renee Swancer, Zoning Administrator.

Appearing on behalf of others in favor of the application: Connie Peters,

Appearing on behalf of others opposed to the application: None,

At the hearing, there were no objec‘ztions to notice, advertising ot procedure on behalf
of any parties, At the close of the testimony, the Board discussed the case in open heating,
Upon the conclusion of the discussion the Board voted 2 to 0 to grant the Applicant’s

application. The Board instructed the solicitor to prepare a draft set of findings of fact and

conclusions of law embodying the decision of the Board.



FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The subject property is located af 225 Snowbird Lane, and it is assigned a Centre

County Tax Parcel No. 12-317/020.

2. Applicant Marina Elnitski owns the subject property which is located in the
agricultural zoning district.

3. The property contains 29.63 acres of area. Itis improved by an office, several
airplane hangers and equipment storage buildings, a paved driveway and parking lot, paved taxi
ways and a paved runway,

4,  An existing fence stretches along the southern property line of the subject property,
separating it from the residential properties to the south that front on Seibert Road.

5. The existing macadam runway measures 40 feet in width. The western end of the
runway is squared off, but the eastern end tapers to a poiht over the last approximately 60 feet.

6.  The property is operated as an airport, a use that was established in 1965.
Subsequent to the airport’s establishment, Benner Township enacted its zoning ordinance. While
the ordinance permits airposts in the agricultural district as special exceptions, Applicant’s
airport is actually a pre-existing nonconforming use. Benner Township Zoning Ordinance,
Section 201.3.

7. The zoning ordinance requires runways to be set back 300 feet from the property

line. Id. Section 402.6. The applicant’s runway is completely within that 300 foot setback, and

is therefore nonconforming as to setbacks.
8.  Applicant now proposes to widen the existing runway from 40 feet to a width of 60
feet as part of a runway resurfacing project. Pursuant to that proposal, Applicant would add 10

feet of width to either side of the runway over its entire length as well as squaring off the eastern



end of the runway. A subsequent phase of the project may install a taxi way to the north of the
runway, but Applicant has not decided whether to proceed with that phase at the current time.

9,  The purpose for Applicant’s proposal is to upgrade the runway to meet current FAA
standards, thus enhancing the safety of the airport operations. Current FAA safety regulations
require runways to be a minimum of 60 feet in width,

10.  Applicant has applied for and received a governme'nt grant for the resurfacing
project. As part of the requirements for that grant, Applicant must widen the runway to current
FAA design standards.

11.  Applicant’s proposal will not result in a substantive lengthening of the runway nor
result in a change in airport rating category. As such, the project will not allow larger aircraft or
a different type of aircraft from using the airport and runway than what currently do. Nor will
the project alter the airport hazard zones currently in effect for Applicant’s airport,

12.  While ample area exists on Applicant’s property to install the additional runway
width to the north side of Applicant’s property, thus avoiding the creation of an additional
encroachment into the side yard setback than the southern edge of the existing runway, Applicant
proposes to split the a&dition, 10 feet on either side, so as not to change the location of the center
line of the runway. A change in the center line would require an alteration of airport hazard
zones that would affect the use of neighboring properties to the south of Applicant’s property.

13, Applicant proposes no change to the location of the fence along the southern
property line of her property, although Applicant may, depending on TSA Regulations, make
some improvements and repairs to that fence as it currently exists.

14. Neighbor Comnie Peters testified that she has no objection to the widening of the

runway, but does hope that repairs will be made to the existing fence.




DISCUSSION

Applicant seeks a variance from the Benner Township runway yard setback requirements
in order to widen its existing, nonconforming runway. The airport and runway were established
in 1969, prior to the cnactment of the current zoning regulation. The zoning ordinance now
requires runways to be set back 300 feet from the property line. Applicant’s runway exists
entirely within that 300 feet setback.

Applicant has now qualified for a grant to resurface the runway, conditioned upon her
compliance with current FAA safety regulations, including the now mandated minimum ronway
width of 60 feet. Hence, Applicant must add 20 feet of width to the runway. Applicant proposes
to do so by adding 10 feet and either side of the existing runway. The entire ranway would then
be resurfaced.

Because Applicant’s run‘way is currently nonconforming as to setbacks, Applicant
requires a variance to install the additional width to the ranway. Furthermore, the width on the
south side will result in an additional encroachment of 10 feet into the séfback. Hence,
Applicant seeks a variance of 10 feet to accommaodate the additional encroachment.

In order to qualify for a variance, an Applicant must meet the 5 criteria required by
the Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code. See 53 Pa.C.S. Section 10910.2. Those criteria,
as summarized by the Pennsylvania Supreme Cowt, are as follows:

(1)  Anunnecessary hardship will result if a variance is denied, due to

unique physical circumstances or conditions of the property;
(2) Because of such physical circumstances or conditions the property -

cannot be developed in strict conformity with the provisions of the
Zoning Ordinance and a variance is necessary to enable the reasonable
use of the property,;

(3) The hardship is not self-inflicted;
(4) Granting the variance will not alter the essential character of the

neighborhood nor be detrimental to the public welfare; and
(5) The variance sought is the minimwmn variance that will afford relief.



In the present case, Applicant desires to expand its nonconforming runway that exists
entirely within the required 300 foot setback. The expansion will result in a widening of the
runway by 20 feet, 10 of which will expand the runway farther into the setback than the existing
runway. The purpose of that expansion is not to accommodate an increase in busiﬁess, but o
comply with the updated safety standards for runway width. Those standards are imposed by the
Federal Aviation Administration. This Board is of the opinion that a variance from the yard
setback is justiﬁed where the purpose is to comply with safety standards for airport operations.

The proposed variance is the minimum variance that will afford relief. Applicant is
widening the airport 1ﬁnway only to the degree required by the FAA regulations. Because the
runway now exists entirely within the setback, it is impossible for Applicant to widen the runway
anywhere other than within the setback. Furthermore, Applicant has taken care to only add 10
feet of the width on the side of the runway closest to the property line. While Applicant could
put the entire 20 feet toward the interior of the property, doing so would alter the center line of
the runway. A change of the center line would alter the existing airport hazard zones, thus
affecting the neighbors’ use of their properties. By preserving the center fine, the hazard zones
remain the same,

The grant of the proposed variance will not alter the essential character of the
neighborhood nor be detrimental to the public welfare. To the contrary, the grant of the
variance, and the widening of the runway, will improve the safety of the travelling public.
Because the additional runway width will not change of the type of aircraft that can land on the

runway, nor change the airport hazard zones, there will be no affect on the surrounding

neighborhood,




CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
1. Applicant’s propetty is located in the agricultural zoning distriet.

2. Applicant’s airport is a valid nonconforming use established prior to the

enactment of zoning in Benner Township.

3. Applicant’s runway, located entirely within the 300 foot setback, is a priot

nonconforming improvement on the property.

4,  Applicant’s property is characterized by unique physical circumstances or

conditions given its prior nonconforming use status.

5. Applicant faces an unnecessary hardship because the ordinance, without a

variance, prevents a widening of the airport rtunway in order to comply with current FAA safety

regulations,

6. The grant of the variance, permitting Applicant to add 10 feet of runway width to
either side of the runwéy, is the minimum variance that will afford relief.

7. The hardship is not self-created.

8.  The grant of the variance will not alter the essential character of the neighborhood

nor be detrimental to the public welfare.

DECISION
Applicant’s request for a variance of 20 feet to the runway width, 10 feet of which will be

on the property line sidé of the runway, is GRANTED by a vote of 2 to 0.




BEFORFE THI BENNER TOWNSHIP ZONING HEARING BOARD

In the matter of: :
MARINA ELNITSK], t/a BELLEFONTE :  Variance Request

AIRPORT, : Property Setback (Runway)
Applicant ;. Section 402.6
Property Location:

225 Snowbird Lane
Tax Parcel No.: 12-317/020

AND NOW, the foregoing Opinion and Decision of the Board in the above-
captioned matter is adopted by a vote of the Board as follows:

YES NO ABSTAIN  NOT PRESENT

IAN HENDERSON, Chairman X
FRANK DENCEVICH X
JOHN MIDDLESWORTH X

ADOPTED, this 31" day of March, A.D. 2011.

BY THE BOARD

John Middlesworth
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BENNER TOWNSHIP BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
IN RE: BELLEFONTE CAMPGROUND — CONDITIONAL USE HEARING

EXHIBIT F
CONSENT OF LANDOWNER



A F

July 26, 2021

I, Marina E. Elnitski, am the owner of
the parcel being considered for the
campground, and I have no objection to

the project.

ﬁﬂ7a4wumf€2<53¢¢&ﬂh;

MARINA E. ELNITSKI

769 Seibert Road
Bellefonte, PA
16823

AT

L




BENNER TOWNSHIP BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
IN RE: BELLEFONTE CAMPGROUND — CONDITIONAL USE HEARING

EXHIBIT G
LETTER FROM KATHY AND JARED EVEY



(5

Kathy & Jared Evey

604 Buffalo Run Rd
Bellefonte, PA 16823
(814) 441-0843 (C)
kateevey@hotmail.com

Benner Township Supervisors
1224 Buffalo Run Rd
Bellefonte, PA 16823

August 2, 2021
Benner Township Supervisors,

Listed below are our concerns and questions regarding the Conditional Use Hearing for
Maison Lodging, LLC to construct a campground:

1. Safety within the community
¢ Will there be on site security?
e Wil there be Police presence?
e Can we expect patrolling around our private properties?
¢ (Can we expect camp site renters to stay off of our private properties?
e How will noise be controlled?

2. Traffic impact
o [f all 100 sites are rented, a minimum of one vehicle trip to and from the
campground, would be 200 with a potential of 400-600 on a weekend if the 100
renters make 2 or 3 trips;
e The increased traffic on Route 550 will affect every property owner in this area
¢ A Highway Occupancy Permit for low volume traffic which is 26-1500 vehicles was
obtained for Snowbird Lane, a private road to the airport that also serves the private
residents along this road
o How was the HOP obtained?
o Who obtained the permit?
o Who signed the application for the permit?
»  The property owner did not sign for the permit;
» The property owner was never contacted about the HOP;
= The land was never deeded over to the airport;
¢ There was never a deed of dedication for Snowbird Lane;



This road was recorded as a right-of-way/easement with the
assumption it would be used ONLY as a private entrance to the airport
by the Dunlaps per their request; the original plans had the airport
entrance from Seibert Road, the design plans were changed;
unfortunately, my parents did not realize that

Is there a township ordinance defining what type of road is required for
access to a business? Most townships require business access is by use
of a public road.

3. How will this affect storm water runoff/management?
¢ Will the proposed business occupy space which is already designated as stormwater

management for the airport itself?
o Wil the required township stormwater setbacks be maintained? This was an issue in

2011

o We already get the run off, how much more can we expect?
e (Can you guarantee that the water quality of our weli water, which is focated in our
side yard adjacent to Snowbird Lane, will remain as it is now?

4, How can conditional use be given for a piece of property that already received a
different conditional use?

e Zoning hearing application dated 3/9/98 for the Wells property (tax ID ending #19)

was signed by John ) Elnitiski stating:

Section B. Type of request: “Lot addition”
Section C. “Ground to be added to Bellefonte Airport”
The boundary lines on this piece of property are marked on the Township
maps as one property that includes parcel #20 (the original airport parcel of
34 acres) and #19 (43.49 acre parcel)
There is a parcel noted as Parcel #2 on the #20 deed which is Mrs. Elnitiski’s
residence (1.83 acres)
Section D. Property Information “Tax #12-3-146; Property Location Raymond
Lane” “Lot Area 41.268 acres”

O
Q
O

Where is this property? The property used to change the houndary
lines was Parcel #19 noted above for 43.49 acres; the permit lists
41.268 acres; what is the 2,22 acres being used for?

Why does this property appear to now have a different tax ID?

is the remaining acreage a ROW from Raymonds Lane?




» [fso, is there consideration to access the proposed RV site via that ROW
especially since Raymonds Lane is not a private road and it is a lot wider
than Snowbird Lane?

o Request for Variance #2. The proposed variance will not alter the essential
character of the neighborhood for the following reasons: “Bellefonte Airport
is the adjacent property and the addition of this acreage would protect the

airpart property.”
5. Will the proposed sites infringe on township required setbacks? There is a proposed

property line change to address the setback issue. Where is the line going to change?
Wasn't the property line changed for the last project?

6. Is it fact that a project funded by State and Local funding for an airport must be airport
related and must remain as airport use? Is this project approved by the BOA and the FAA?
¢ Was the land proposed for the RV Park purchased with any BOA and/or local

funding?

7. Rumor has it that the airport is sold.
¢ s this true? If so, what can we look forward to? Why not wait on this project until

the land is transferred?

This project is not airport activity. It is a major detriment to those of us with properties
directly connected to the airport and this portion of the property including Willow Bend.
The increase of traffic on Route 550 increases the potential for accidents and injury (at
least one car per minute passes my house now). That will increase with the proposed
completion of housing development as well as a potential for approximately 300.more
homes on the Szyller Farm.

Considering the economic, environmental and safety within our neighborhood would be
jeopardized, all of these questions and concerns must be satisfactorily answered. We are
requesting the Township deny the change of use for this project.

Thank you for the opportunity to present our questions and concerns.

Kathy E. Evey Jared L. Evey
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K Benner Township Supervisors

FROM: Thomas & Betty Simco 125 Salix Drive, Bellefonte
DATE: July 29, 2021

REF: Conditional Use Application - Bellefonte Campground
FAX: 814-355-0719

#OF PAGES INCLUDING COVER PAGE (1)

Attention: Township Supervisors

Regarding notice mailed to us June 30, 2021, We “STRONGLY REJECT” Conditional Use
Application - Bellefonte Campground. All the reasons listed in the letter are our concerns along
with Benner Township doesn’t allow short term rentals, We are currently out town and not
available to attend Township Meeting on August 2, 2021 at 7:00 P.M,

Please include this letter in your minutes of the Meeting and share our concerns with others.

;Sincerelyj J.w % H ,»Xw«f

Thomas & Betty Simco
125 Salix Drive
Bellefonte, PA 16823
814-933-7281
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July 29, 2021

Benner Township Supervisors
1224 Buffalo Run Road
Bellefonte, PA 16823

Re: Conditional Use Application - Bellefonte Campground

Dear Supervisors:

This morning was a typical morning at 1023 Seibert Road. At 8:00 we sipped coffee on our deck, gazed over our
backyard at the corn fields on the other side of the airport runway. Listened to the various baby birds remind their
parents that they were hungry. Watched the squirrels simultaneously jump from branch to branch and chatter.
Laughed and wondered if the chipmunk could stuff any more bird seed in his cheeks.

What we did not hear were 20 diesel motorhome engines running for 30-40 minutes in preparation to leave the
campground. We did not see Benner Township crews repairing roads that were damaged by 15 ton
motorhomes repeatedly driving to and from the campground. We did not smell the smoke from the campfires
that were left smoldering overnight. We were not exhausted from being kept awake by the 100 campers in 60
RV sites and the 90 people renting the 40 Tiny Homes, all of whom were enjoying their vacation by drinking

and singing until 2 in the morning.

Because we own a motorhome and have been to hundreds of campgrounds throughout these United States, we
know first hand how quickly and how easily a campground can go from a peaceful, idyllic setiing to a loud, out
of control party, with dumpsters overflowing and police intervening. Especially when Penn State students and
alumni are celebrating a significant victory or mourning a loss. Especially when the owners add outdoor
movies, concerts, and similar events to its activity schedule to entice additional campers.

Since we built our home in 1985, there have been many changes on Seibert Road and within Benner Township.
New homes have been added and new neighbors welcomed. None have risked our property value and our quiet,
peaceful Jife in Benner Township. We ask that you deny Maison Lodging, LLC’s request to construct a
campground that will significantly and negatively impact us and our neighbors. Unfortunately, we will be out
of town and unable to attend your August 2nd conditional use hearing, but would welcome the opportunity to

provide additional input at your convenience.

Sincerely,
chl /N N/
‘? B i

Carol M. Smith & Sué Lounsbury

1023 Seibert Road
814-360-4027




BENNER TOWNSHIP BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
IN RE: BELLEFONTE CAMPGROUND — CONDITIONAL USE HEARING

EXHIBIT J
LETTER FROM JOHN AND CARRIE FALA



August 2, 2021 Benner Twp Conditional use hearing:

We live on Raymonds Lane. Raymonds is a street without
sidewalks. Without street lights. And without a painted
center line.

Raymonds is a street with a rolling hill that makes it difficult for
drivers to see if anyone is over the rise until the last second.
Raymonds is a street with posted 25 miles an hour which few

people obey.

Also what Raymonds Lane has is many walkers. Dog walkers,
exercisers, and baby stroller walkers.

What will this extra traffic mean to the many people who use
Raymonds with their feet. What safety precautions will be
constructed?

Will sidewalks be put in? Will street lights be put up? Will the
25 mph be enforced?

John & Carrie Fala 294 Raymonds Lane
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The aviation industry has historically held that flight training is safer than
nen-instructional general aviation flight. The Air Safety Institute analyzed GA
accident data (o assess this claim. This analysis found that:

- Tatal accident rates during instructional flights were less than half of
those during non-instructional flights.

While instructional flights have s much lower rate of fatal accidents, the rates
of non-fatal accidents were similar, This is 2 useful finding in its own right, but
other important points also emerged from the data review.

— In airplanes, secidents caused by fuel mismanagement, adverse
weather, and mechanical fajhures were less common during
instructional flights.

Just as in other GA flying, takeoffs, landings, and go-arounds accounted for a
high percentage of training accidents in airplanes:

— Righty percent of accidents on fixed-wing student solos veeurred
during takeoffs, landings, or go-arounds.

In both instructional and non-instructional flight, poor airmanship during
these phases of flight caused the largest number of accidents but relatively

few fatalities.

Accidents in helicopter training didn’t follow the same patterns seen in fixed-
wing aircraft. Perhaps this is becsuse rotorcraft instructors wait longer before
allowing students to fly solo, or perhaps it's due to reasons we haven't figured

out yet. But there were differences.

— Two-thirds of primary training accidents in fixed-wing aireraft
happened on student solo flights, while in helicopters these iade
up just one-quarter,
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In both categories, accidents were apparently both more frequent and more
severe during advanced training.

— TIn both rotorcraft and airplanes, the majority of accidents on dual
flights {with an instructor on board) occurred during advanced training
(i.e., the student was already rated in the same category of aircraft),

— In both airplanes and helicopters, fatal accidents were more
common during advanced instryction than in primary training, and
happened more frequently during dual instruction than on solo flights
by student pilots.

— More airplanes crashed during recurvent training and new-model
transitions than in pursuit of additional ratings or certificates, but
fatalities were most common during instrument training,

Additional details presented in the following pages offer further insights and
suggest opportunities to make flight instruction safer.
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One of the most common questions of prospective students—and their
families—is whether flight training is safe. The industry’s traditional response
has been that instructional flights have a better safety record than general
aviation (GA) as a whole. While true as far as it goes, that answer ignoves
complexities in the accident records that characterize different aircraft

and different stages of the training process. More detailed analysis can help
illuminate the actual risks involved.

WHAT 18 AN ACCIDENT?

While you might expect to know one when you see it, the actual definition of an
aireraft accident is less straightforward. Inclusion in the offcial statistics isn't
determined by the cost of repair or even entirely by the extent of the damage. An
event that destroys an aircraft may not even qualify as an “accident” under the law,

"The regulation that defines “aircraft accident” is 49 C.F.R. Part 830, which
specifies which occurrences imust be reported to the National Transportation
Safety Board (NTSB). Two conditions must be met: The aircraft is occupied
for the purpose of flight, and the event results in serious injury to a person,
substantial damage to an aircraft, or both, Thus, if a pilot taxiing out to the
runway hits a hangar and damages a wing spar, it would count as an aceident,
but if a mechanic does the same thing during & ground run, it would not.

“Serious injury” and “substantial damage” ave likewise defined by the
regulation. The former includes broken bones, injuries to internal organs,

or hospitalization for more than 48 hours; the aceident is considered fatal if
the injuries cause death within 30 days, The latter essentially requires that .
damage to structural components of the aircraft make it unairworthy without
major repair, but also provides a list of exclusions including damage to fanding
gear, propeliers, engines, and gkins, The result is that the majority of gear-

up landings in retractable-gear aivplanes, while expensive to fix, are not
considered “accidents” for reporting or statistical purposes. Thus, accident
statistics alone do not capture every event with safety implications, but do
provide a fairly complete view of those causing significant injuries.

The rvelevant sections of 49 C.ER, Part 830 are reprinted in the Appendix.
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TYPES OF ACCIDENTS

To analyze their causes, it is useful to place each accident in exactly one category.
The Air Safety Institute (ASI) reviews every probable-cause report issued by the
NTSE before inaking an independent determination of the most important causal
factor. In complex accident chains, this may be more a matter of emphasis than

a clear choice. For instance, if a pilot successfully glides his tailwheel airplane
back to the runway after an engine failure and touches down under control,

then ground-loops during the landing roll, AST would typically classify thisasa
landing accident rather than one caused by a mechanical problem.

Some of the categories used in this report are less intuitive than others. Takeoff
accidents are those involving loss of control between the start of the takeoff roll
and beginning the erosswind turn or reaching pattern altitnde; similarty, landing
aceidents are losses of control during the time between entering the final leg of
the traffic pattern (or passing the final approach fix on IFR flights) and exiting
the ranway. Go-around accidents are those in which control is lost initiating the
go-around prior to establishing a stable climb, Maneuvering accidents are all
those precipitated by significant deliberate changes of aircraft attitude; these
encompass everything from turns in the traffic pattern to zerobatic practice.
‘When the f{ailure of some part or component brings down the aivcraftin
cireumstances that make a safe emergency landing unlikely, it's classified as a

mechanical accident,

In helicopters, autoretation accidents include both intentional practice and
those emergency autorotations where a pilot of ordinary skill could reasonably
be expected ta land without injury or damage. “Other rotorcraft aerodynamics”
includes phenomena such as settling with power, dynamic rollovers, ground
resonance, mast bumping, and losses of tail rotor effectiveness,

Complete definitions of all the accident categories used in this report are

provided in the Appendix.

WHAT IS AN INSTRUCTIONAL FLIGHT?

While the first thing that comes to mind might be a student pilot working
towsrd a recreational, sport, or private certificate, the field is considerably
broader. Flight instruction includes not only initial pilot training, but also work
toward advanced certificates or ratings, transitions into unfamiliar aireraft,

and recurrent instruction such as flight reviews and instrument proficiency
checks (IPCs). Practical tests administered by FAA inspectors or designated
pilot examiners (aka “checkrides”) are not considered dual instruction under the
Federal Aviation Regulations, bul are an essential step toward pilot certification
and unavoidably part of the instructional process.
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In examining 10 years’ worth of instructional accidents (calendar years 2002~
2011, inclusive), AST found it helpful to distinguish between the two basic
levels of flight instruction:

Primary training: The pilot undergoing instruction (PUT) holds nothing
higher than a student pilot certificate for that category of aircraft. Fixed-wing
pilots learning to fly helicopters and helicopter pilots taking initial instruction
in airplanes are also considered primary students,

Advanced training: The PUI holds at least a recreational, sport, or private
pilot certificate in the same category of aircraft. He or she may be pursuing a
more advanced certificate or vating, seeking an additional endorsement (e.g.,
tailwheel, complex, or high-performance), transitioning to an unfamiliar
model of aircraft, or undergoing recurrent training such as a flight review or
IPC. Dual instruction for the purpose of maintaining proficiency outside of
flight reviews or IPCs also falls into this category.

IDENTIFYING INSTRUCTIONAL ACCIDENTS

Primary and advanced training include both dual and solo flights. Past analyses
have relied on the NTSB’s classification of the purpose of each accident flight;
by their definition, instroction includes all “flying accomplished in supervised
training under the direction of an aceredited instructor” However, careful
review discovered a predisposition to classify any single-pilat flight, including
authorized student solos, as “personal” ASI was able to identify more than 3200
instructional accidents that had been misclassified as personal flights, the vast
majority of them student solos, as well as a small number of accidents labelled
as “instructional” that were not. Unauthorized flights by student pilots,
whether solo or carrying passengers, were not considered training flights,

Unfortunately, the purposes of solo flights by certificated pilots are often
difficult to determine, Accidents can occwr while aceruing the required
experience or practicing maneuvers in pursuit of commereial, flight instructor,

or airline transport pilot certificates, but though these serve the same purposes

as student solos, identifying them as training flights relies on statements from

the pilots themselves, their instructors, or knowledgeable witnesses, Often

none are available, making it likely that most solo accidents during advanced

training are never identified as instructional. The extent of this undercount

and its effects on calculated accident rates are difficult to estimate, ASI's

review of a sample of accidents involving certificated pilots flying solo found

that only about one percent could be conclusively determined to have occurred

on training flights, but many more remained ambiguous.
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A total of 2401 known instructiond accidents hetween 2002 and 2001 involved 1,995
airplanes and 410 helicapters, (Four were mid-nir collisions between two trasning
airerafl.) These represent 16 and 31 percent, respectively, of all non-commercial
accidents during that period, By FAA estinmtes, training made up 17 percent of non-
commercial fixed-wing flight time and 26 percent of non-conumercint helicopter activily,

In both categories, instroctional accidents were less than half s likely to be fatal

as non-instructionnl; 194 of the fixed-wing necidents Q0 percent) and 24 of the
Lelicopter (6 percent) eaused fatalities compared to 22 percent of non-instructionul
fixed-wingand 18 percont of non-instructional helicopter necidents. Patal accident
rates were likewise less than hall of those ou all other non-commerein flights.
Overall aceident rates were much more similar,

The rate of fixed-wing training nccidents changed little during this decade, but
the helicopter accident rate dropped dramaticaily: from more than 25 per 100,000
flight hours in 2002 to just § in 2006. The decrease owes less to reductions in the
numbers of necidents (44 in 2002 compared to 35 in 2006) than to sharp inereases
in FAA-estimated training time, which guadrupled over the same period from lesy
than 175,000 hours to nearly 700,000, It's pessible that this reflects improvements

Accldent Rates: Instructional Vs, Non-Instructlonal Flights

COPTE
B Al Accidents HEL TER

B ratal Accldents
volots-Fatal Accldent Rate
-Aecldent Rate

F— FIXED-WING —
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£

Instrnictional Qtlor Instauctionat Other

Noté: At the e of publication, the FAA had not released the resufts of the 201t Goneral Avlation anct
Part 135 Activity Survey, Estimatad rates are based on accidents and flight tmes from 2002.2010,
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in the methods used to conduct the annual GA activity survey more than an
actual increase in instructional fiying. Since 2006, the rate of helicopter training
accidents has been 18 percent higher than the fixed-wing rate (700 vs. 5.92).

TYPES OF INSTRUCTION: FIXED-WING VS. HELICOPTER

In airplanes, almost fwo-thirds of all aceidents oceurred during primary
training, but more than 60 percent of fatal accidents cane inr advanced
instruction. Two-thirds of all primary accidents were on student solos, but
two-thirds of fatal primary accidents tool place during dual instruction.

In helicopters, advaneed instruetion accounted for nearly 60 percent of all
accidents, fatal and non-fatal aiike, and student solos only made up one quarter
of all primary training accidents,

Because of the strong likelihood that most solo accidents during advanced
training have not been identified, and with no reason to assume those that
have are representative of the rest, discussion of advanced instructional
neecidents will he confined to those on dual flights.

Instructional Accldents, 2002-2011

ALL ACCIDENTS FATAL ACCIDENTS
FIXED-WING 1995 194
Dual 438 33% 47 65%
Solo 870 67% 25 35%

Pual 615 90% 15 94%
Solo* 72 10% 7 6%
HELICOPTER 409 24

Dual 135 75% 7 64%

Solo 45 25% 4 36%

buatl 210 92% 11 85%

Solo* 19 8% 2 15%

*Probably undercounted
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RELATIVE RISKS

Two-thirds of primary accidents, including 35 percent of fatal accidents, were
on student solos. Unfortunately, there is no reliable data on the total amount
of sole flight time Jogged by student pilots, but there is little doubt that it is a
small fraction of the time spent in dual instruction. If 80 percent of a typical
student’s training time is dual, it would follow that the risk of an aceident
during a solo is eight times higher than on a dual flight, The risk of fatality
would be about twice as high during solos, though still very low.

Looking only at dual instruction, the number of accidents during advanced
training was more than 40 percent higher than the number in primary training,
and included two and a half times as many fatal accidents. Differences in

the respective amounts of CFI time devoted to the two are likewise difficult

to estimate. Those without instrument or multiengine instructor privileges
presumably devote almost all their time to primary instraction, while senior
instructors in larger schools may be able to use the majority of theirs providing
Instrument, commiercial, and multiengine training, Long-time CFIs often
describe this kind of career progression.

It seems clear that advanced instruction earries a greater accident risk and

a much higher risk of fatality than primary instruction. How much greater
depends on the amount of CFY time devoted to each. If, for example, two-thirds
of all teaching time was spent with primary students, the overall accident rate
during advanced instruction would be almost three times higher, and the fatal
accident rate five times as high. If primary training made up 80 percent of all
fixed-wing instruction, advanced training would carry five and a half times the
risk of any accident and nearly 10 times the risk of fatality,

ACCIDENT CAUSES

As in all fixed-wing GA, the greatest hazards are near the ground. Mishaps
during takeoffs, landings, and go-arounds (TLGs) made up half of all accidents
in both primary and advanced dual instruction and more than 80 percent

of those on student solos. Landing accidents weve most common but least
dangerous; while they accounted for 64 percent of student solo accidents, 31
percent of primary dual, and 37 percent in advanced training, only six were
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fatal (all on ndvanced Mights). Takeoffs ranked a distant second in primary
sraining at 15 percent of dual and 12 percent of solo accidents; in advanced
instruction, they aceounted for 10 percent, ranking third behind mechanical
foilures (17 percent).

Accidents blamed on known mechanien] failures or unexplained losses of engine
power were the next most commeon, necounting for 20 percent of alf aceidents
during primary duaf, 23 percent during advanced, and 7 percent al accidents

s

on student solos, Maneavering—including flight in the traffic pottern as well as
maneuver practice per se—led to the lorgest numbers of fatal accidents, including
30 percent of all those in primary dual, 20 peccent of those on student solos,

aind one-quarter of those during advanced dual. Forty percent of maneuvering
accidents on dupl primary Oights, 50 percent of those on student solos, and 60
percent of those during advanced lessons were fatal.

600—
# Primary Dual
E# Primary Solo
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Mechanical/ escant/
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Advanced training flights suffered nine mid-air coliisions, all fatal, including

two between two training aireraft, There were six, twa of them fatal, on student
solos, and Nve (three fatal) during primary dund legsons, Unlike fixed-wing GA in
genetal, ndverse weather was not o significant hazard, crusing less than } percent
of all instructiona] accidents.
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In dual instruction, most types of necidents were both more Drequent and more
severe during advanced training, but the percentages due to various causes
were almost identical. Half oceurred during takeoffs, landings, or go-arounds, A
little more than 20 percent were caused by unexpluined power losses or proven
mechanical probiems, and 8 percent of ench were losses of control or coftisions
wlth obstacles while mancuvering. Fuel mismanagement led to 4 percent of
primary and 5 percent of advanced dual accidents and another 4 percent came
during descent and approach. Only accidents while taxiing were less common
during advanced training, where they made up only 2 percent of the total
compared (o 1 percent in both levels of primuary training.

Percent of Accldents by Cause During Fixed-Wing Instryctlon
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TAKEOFFS, LANDINGS, AND GO-AROUNDS

The specifie eouses of TLG necidents did vary with type of instruction.

Almost hall involved losses of divectional control (including ground loops and
enrtwheels) in primary dund, solo, and advanced training alike, but the row
counts differed considerably. Primary and advanced dual saw almost identical
numbers of stalls and hard Iandings, but advanced lessons suffered 35 percent
more losses of control, almost twice as many undershoots or overruns, and two
and a hnll times as many TLG accidents of other types (including nccidents
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Accidents

150

uttributed to density altitude, excess weight, ranway conditions, and etrors
operating retractable landing gear). Collectively, these led to 40 percent more
TLG accidents during advenced training. Student solo accidents were almost
evenly divided between losses of directional control and hard fandings or stalls;
only 3 percent were landing aflempts that crme up either long or short,

B#® Loss of Control
 Total: 705 — 51 Stalls or Hard Landings
Long or Short Landings
Other

— Total: 307

— Total: 218 —-

Primary Duad Pdmary Sole Advancoed Dual

STALLS

Unintended stalls (including spins) have been an area of concern for many

years; all levels of fixed-wing instruction devote considerable attention to stall
recagnition, prevention, and recovery, Despite that emphasis, stalls continue to
cause significant numbers of accidents both dusing and outside training. Notably,
stall necidents on instructional flights rarely occur while actually practicing stalls.
Almost 90 percent of those on student solos happened during kuding attempts,
while the single largest share in bath levels of dual instruction aceurred while
practicing other maneuvers. Maneuvering stalls were also the most deadly in
every phase of instruction: Five of seven on student solos, 12 of 25 during dual
primary instenction, and 20 of 33 during ndvanced dual were fatal. These made
up two-thirds of all fatal stall aceidents during dual instruction and more than 70
pereent of those on student solos,
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Student pilots flying solo acensiomiily succumb to tempration and attempt
unauthorized maneuvers, Four of the seven maneuvering stalls ou student solos
happened during sharp pull-ups after low-altitude passes, and two were fatal.,
During dual instruction, the leading couse of stall necidents in maneuvering Aight
wis practicing emwergency procedures, porticulurly simulated engine failures,
More than half of all maneuvering stells in both primsry (4 of 258) and advanced
training (17 of 33) were the result of emergency training gone wrong, including 14
of a combined 32 fatal accidents,

All the remaining fatal stolls during primary training were tukeoff zecidents, six
on dual lessons and two on student solos. Stalls during descent and approach
wetre especially lethal in advanced instruction, where seven of 12 were latal.

Only one occurred during an instrument approach, and it was the result of an
unauthorized low-altitude eircling attempt in IMC, All the rest took place in
vistial conditions in daylight, Ten of the 12, including all seven fatal nccidents,
were in single-engine airplanes, Both stalls in twins occurred in the traffic pattern
while simulatlng single-engine flight,

Stall Aceldents During Fixed-Wing Instruetion
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FUEL MISMANAGEMENY

Because it is entirely preventable, fuel mismanagement remains of concern even
though it caused less than 4 percent of all tnstructiona] aecidents, The record of
these suggests the interaction between pilot experience and niveralt speed and
complexity. Two-thirds of thase on student solos were complete fuel exheaustion,
the result of poor flight planning or unwillingness to adapt to nnexpected
ciretmstanees such as stronger-than-forecast headwinds or fuel not being
available at a planned stop.

Three-quarters of those during advanced instruction, on the other hand,
resulted from incorrect operation of the aireraft’s fucl systems, either starvation
due to a failure to switeh tanks at an appropsiate time or misuse of boost

or transfer pumps. Primary dual lnstruetion saw both types of accidents in
essentially equal numbers, Both pilot experience and the speed and weight of
the accident aiteraflt helped determine these aceidents’ survivability. Only 5
pereent of those in primary dual instruction and 10 percent of those on student
solos were fatal compared to 33 pereent of the luel-manegement accidents
during advanced training, where 20 of the 30 accident uireralt were high-
performance, eomplex, or both; these included seven of the 10 Tata) accidents.
Fuel mismanagement was particularly hazardous in twin-engine airplanes,
where five of eight aceidents were fatal,

Fuel Mismanagement Accidents During Fixed-Wing Insteuction
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MECHANICAL FAILURES AND UNEXPLAINED ENGINE STOPPAGES
About 22 percent of al} accidents during dual instruetion were the result of either
confirmed mechanical problems or lesses of engine power for reasons that were
never satisfactorily explained: adequate fuel was available, and inspection found
no evidence of pre-impact abnormalities. This is comparable to non-hwstructional
{lghts, where they caused about 25 pereent of fixed-wing accidents. Only 6
peccent of accidents on student solos were attributed to engine stoppages or
mechanical failures, (This does not mean that solo students are less likely to break
their alrplanes; rather, the overall number of aceidents on their flights is infiated
by the large number caused by lapses in basic airmanship.) Standardized by
hours flown, the rate of mechanical nnd power-faiture nccidents on instructional
flights was only hall that an non-instructional (D.81 vs, 162 per 100,000 hours),
and those that did occur were only nbout half as likely to be fatal, with 7 percent
lethality compared to 13 pereent in all other types of fHghis.

In primary training unexplained losses of engine power caused more accidents
on both dual and solo ights than proven fallures of any individual type of aireraft
system or component, In these cases, physical examination of the airerafi’s
engines and accessories failed to detect any anomalies beyond impact damage;
adequate Tuel was available and the fuel system was configured coyrectly. Those

§0p— .
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engines that escaped serious damage generally ran normally after the aecidents,
Some were probably due to fuel starvation or carburetor ice, but neither these
nor any other causes could be confirmed. Add in powerplant and fuel-system
malfunctions, and conditions causing complete or partial losses of engine
power were responsible for nearly 80 percent of all accidents of mechanical
origin in primary dual instruction (67 of 85) and almost two-thirds of those on
student selos (35 of 55).

Landing gear and brake problems were the most prevalent type of failure
during advanced instruction. Three-fourths of the airplanes involved (37 of 50)
had retractable gear, including 21 twins. Gear collapses were also the second
leading category on student solos, where they made up almost one-quarter

of the total (13 of 55), though all of those aircraft were fixed-gear singles.
Unexplained power lasses and confirmed breakdowns of powerplant or fuel-
system: components were responsible for just over half of mechanically related
accidents during advanced training, Failuves of flight controls, other airframe
elements, or electrical equipment rarely led to accidents in any level of flight
instruction, causing a combined total of just 11 percent (31 of 282),

TYPES OF ADVANCED TRAINING

The elements of primary instruction are well defined, but “advanced

training” is a catch-all category including everything from complex and
high-performance endorsements to standardization training for newly hired
instructors and the proficiency checks vequired by commercial and government
flight departments. Detailed review of the 615 accidents during advanced dual
instruction identified the type of training being conducted in 468 (76 percent),
including 99 of the 115 fatal accidents (86 percent). They canmot be assumed
representative of the remaining 147, so the results should be interpreted with
some caution. However, accidents on flights for which the type of instruction
was not specified were predominantly minor, with only half the lethality of
those on flights whose purposes were identified.

Few accidents oceurred while training for complex and high-performance
endorsements, and though aircraft were frequently damaged during tailwheel
instruction, serious injuries were rare. During the study period, there were

no fatalities during instruction toward any of these logbook endorsements.

In all, less than 40 percent of advanced dual accidents occurred in pursuit of
certificates or ratings requiring a checkride. The majority took place during
recurvent training, new-model transitions, instruction in specialized techniques
such as crop-dusting, mountain flying, or aerobatics, and training toward the
logbook endorsements mentioned above,
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Types of Advanced Fixed-Wing Instrustion Conducted on Accident Flights
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Tatal aecidents were most frequest dusing instrument training, including
recurrent practice approaches as well as initial instruction; 41 percent were fatal,
wimost double the lathality of accidents during flight reviews, IPCs, or transition
training. However, only three of the 21 fatal accidents were asevibed to deficiencies
in flying instrument proceduves. Five were the result of mid-air collisions,
including one between two airplanes engaged in hood work. Since there were only
nine fatal mid-aivs in all types of advanced training, the perception of excess risk
of collisions during instrument practice seems well founded.

Of the remaining 12, three were tukeoff or Janding stalls in visual conditions
and three more were the result of fiel mismanagement (two eases of starvation
and one ol complete fuel exhaustion). One was a low-altitude stall attempting
an unauthorized circling approach after breaking out Jong and fowr were CIYP
R e P i or loases of control during the viseal portions of the Nlights, One instructor was
killed by a prop strike after leaving the cockpit with the engine running

The number of neeidents during multiengine training, which ranked second
overall, was disproportionate to the number of siveraft and amount of Might time
involved. As might be expected, the najority occurred durlng real or simatated
engine faihires (which make up much of the multiengine curriculum), Nine of
13 fatal accidents involved losses of control in flight, and at least seven of those
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were in single-engine flight {including two which lost engine power due to fuel
starvation). One loss of control was precipitated when the instructor suffered

a seizure; there were also two mid-air collisions, a bird strike at night, and one
case of complete fuel exhanstion without loss of control,

The greatest number of aceidents overall occurred during transitions to
unfamiliar aircraft, which also resulted in the second-largest number of
fatalities. More than a third, including six of 18 fatal accidents, were in either
antique or experimental aircraft. Non-fatal accidents were predominantly
takeoffs, landings, or go-arounds (35 of 63, or 56 percent, combined), while
mechanical failures and unexplained engine stoppages accounted for another
17 (28 percent) combined. The largest share of fatal accidents (7 of 18) was
attributed to nnduly aggressive maneuvering, including attempted aerobatics
in unapproved airplanes, aggravated stalls in low-altitude pull-ups, and
unrecoverable stalls while practicing emergency procedures. Losses of contro}
while attempting to take off or go around led to another five, while fuel
mismanagement, adverse weather, unexplained power loss, inadequate preflight,
and mechanical failure were each blamed for cne.

Flight reviews and instrument proficiency ¢hecks ranked just ahead of refresher
training not targeted toward specific currency requirements; together they
produced just over 20 percent of advanced training accidents, fatal and non-
fatal alike. The “Other proficiency” category includes scheduled recurrent
training and check flights required by Part 135 operators, govermment entities,
and organizations like the Civil Air Patrol, while “Other” captures specialized
programs including aerial application, mountain tlying, aerobatic, and upset
recovery training.

AIRCRAFT AND FLIGHT CONDITIONS

Primary training is conducted almost exclusively in single-engine fixed-gear
airplanes (SEF), and the accident record shows it. Advanced instruction, by
contrast, is far more likely to involve retractable-geas, multiengine, or turbine
aireraft. SEF airplanes were involved in 94 percent of primary dual accidents
and 98 percent of aceidents on student solos but just 54 percent of those during
advanced instruction, where 25 percent of all accidents involved retractable piston
singles, I8 percent were in piston twins, and 3 percent were in turbine-powered
models. The small number of accidents in turboprops probably reflects the wide
availability of simulator training for higher-end aireraft, the chavacteristically
greater experience of the pilots who fly them, and more stringent apprenticeship
requirements imposed by operators or their insurance underwriters.

More than half (55 percent) of all accidents involving tailwhee! airplanes
took place during advanced instruction, and 48 percent of all SEF airceraft in
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advanced training aceidents had conventional gear, In primary training, they
made up only 14 percent of SEF aiveraft in dual accidents and 8 pereent of
those that suffered accidents on student solos. 'The ratio of solo to dual primary
training accidents was actually higher in tricycle-gear aivplanes, where there
were 2.20 necidents on student solos for every one during dual instruction.

In taildraggers, the ratio was 1.25 to one. The difference in the risk of landing

accidents—widely believed to be a particular hazard to students and tajlwheel
pilots alike-~was even more pronounced: In tallwheel airplanes, there were 1.01
times as many landing nccidents on student solos as in dual lessons compuared
to 4,63 times as many in airplanes with tricycle gear. The extent to which this
represents more thorough pre-solo training of taitwheel students versus less
ability of their instructors to prevent accidents on dual flights fsn't clear.

Eiven for pilots pursuing an instrument rating, flight traiving remains primarily
a fair-weather activity, Only 3 percent of all aecidents in advanced training
took place in instrument meteorological conditions (IMC), and adverse
weather was the principal cause of only 15 of the 1,993 aceidents in all three
types of instruction combined. ‘The vast majority of training Nights are made

in daytime, nnd 91 percent of primary dua) necidents, 98 percent of aceidents
on student selos, and Y0 percent of thase during advanced dual took place in
visual meteorological conditions (VMC) during daylight hours, Night VMC was
the setting in 7 percent of accidents during primary dual instruction, 8 pereent
during ndvanced dual, and just 2 percent of those an student solos.

Accidents By Aircraft Type During Fixed-Wing Instruction
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RELATIVE RISKS

Accidents on solo flights by student pilots were much varer in helicopters,
accounting for only about one-quarter of primary training accidents compared
to two-thirds of those in airplanes. While reliable data on time to first solo aren’t
available, anecdotal accounts suggest that helicopter students routinely receive
more dual instruction {perhaps 25-30 hours) and complete a larger portion of the
curriculum before receiving their selo endorsements than fixed-wing students,
for whom 15-20 hours might be more typical. Students flying Robinson R22 and
44 helicopters, which comprise a substantiai share of the training fleet, are
required by Special Federal Aviation Regulation (SFAR) 73 to log a minimum of
20 hours of dual before becoming eligible to solo, and among those without prior
rotorcraft experience, solos at the 20-hour mark are rare,

Not only did student soles comprise a much smaller share of primary training
accidents in helicopters, but primary instruction as a whole accounted for only
44 percent of all rotercraft training accidents compared to two-thirds of those in
fixed-wing aircraft. As a result, student solos made up less than 12 pereent of ail
instruetional accidents in helicopters. In airplanes, they accounted for 45 percent.

Fatal accidents were almost evenly divided between primary and advanced
training, another contrast with the fixed-wing record where more than 60
percent occurred during advanced instruction. The highest proportion of
fatalities occurred on solo flights, which had the lowest proportion of fatal fixed-
wing accidents. A lower risk of relatively minor landing accidents appears to be
the principal factor; a much greater proportion of solo helicopter crashes were
the result of genuine emergencies such as mechanical problems.

ACCIDENT CAUSES

Takeoffs and landings also posed the greatest risk to helicopter students on solo
Aights, though to a much lower extent than in fixed-wing training, Eight of 45
solo aceidents accurred while trying to lift off, and five more when trying to set
back down. Together they accounted for 29 percent of student solo accidents—a
far cvy from the 80 percent share of student solo accidents attributed to TLGs
during fixed-wing instruction. Seven each were attvibuted to mechanical failures
and to logses of control during either stationary hovering (three) or pedal turns
(four). The remaining accidents were too scattered to reveal much of a pattern;
there were three while attemmpting practice autoretations (a practice most flight
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schooly discournge on student solos) and two more in full-down autorotations in
response to perceived in-flight abnormalities. Fuel exhaustion, dynamie roilover,
and loss of tail rotor effectiveness caused two apieee, while one was attributed

to settling with power. The four fatal accidents on student solos were similarly
eandom; an unexplained loss of engine power, controlled flight into terrainin
visual conditions, continuing VER flight into IMC, nnd a mid-gir collision sach

caused one.

Autorotations were the major problem in dual instruction; they led to about 40
pereent of all aceidents in primary and advinced dual alike. Ninety-six percent
of these happened while practicing autorotutions; enly six of 147 (iess than 4
percent) invalved actual emergency tandings. Known mechanical fatlures and
unexplained losses ol engine power, the next Iargest category, caused Jess than
hull as many (67}, Sixteen of the 26 necidents of this type in primary training
were either unexplained or proven engine fnflures (nine and seven, respectively).
Mechanical problems led to four of the seven [ntal accidents in primary dual.
These included three of the four necidents involving failures of rotor blades ar
piteli-change mechanisnis,

Eleven of 26 mechanieally relnted accidents in advanced instruction were
powerplant failures or stoppages, while 11 more were caused by anomalies in
main or tail rolor systems, Alrfvwme or tlanding gear problems made up the rest.
As wght be expected, primary students were more snsceptible to losses of
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Percent of Accldents By Cause During Helicopter Insteuction
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control while hovering, hover taxiing, or doing other low-altitude exercises such
as pedal turns, but advaneed students suffered more accidents due to phenomena
like settling with power (12 va. two), ground resonance, and dynamic rollover
{three vs. two i both cases). Advanced instruction nlso saw seven losses of
control (none fatal) while practicing simulated hydveaulic failures as well as the
only fntal neeident atiributed to moast bumping,

As in fixed-wing training, the relative frequencies of different aceident types

were very similar at the primary and advanced stotes of dual instruction, both of
which were quite distinct from the patterns that characterized student solos. Solo
students were imost vulnerable to losses of control during takeoffs and landings tno
solo helicopter accidents were specifieally attributed to piloting technique while
sttempting go-arounds) but suffered far fower nceidents during autorotations, mest
likely because they rarely attempted them., The share of aceidents precipitated

by mechanical failures or losses of engine power was very similar at all three

s levels, accounting for 19 percent in primary dund and 16 percent in both advanced
instruction and stadent solos, Hovering, hover taxiing, and other low-altitude
maneuvers such as pedal tupns or practicing sideways or backwards flight posed the
greatest hazard during dual primary instruction, where 19 percent of all aceidents
accurred during those maneuvers compared to 16 percent on student solos nnd just
6 percent in ndvanced training. In ench ense, less than 10 percent were blamed on
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aerodynumic phenomona pecuding to rotoreraft such as dynamic rollover, settling
with power, or faifures to recover from a loss of main rotor RIM.

Some accident eauses that were rare during fixed-wing instruction were even
more so in helicopters. Only 2 percent were due to fuel mismanagement, and only
five accidents in 10 years were blamed on adverse weather. There was also one
bird strike, three wire strikes, and three mid-nir collisions.

AIRCRAFT AND FLIGHT CONDITIONS

The aceident record suggesis that helicopter primary training is conducted
aliost exclusively in single-engine piston models; only six of 180 (3 percent) were
in turbine helicopters, and none in multiengine tuebines. More than aoe-thivd of
the accidents during advanced instruction (75 of 211) occurred in turbine models,
almost all of them (67) single-engine. Fatal accidents were likewise concentrated
in piston aireraft; there were only two in turbine-powered helicopters, both in
Narth Carelina during the lirst few weeks of 2009, One becurred while practicing
powerline inspections, the othey during o simulated shipboard lnnding,

Bxcept for two fatal aceidents arvising from attempted VIR flight in instrament
meteorological conditions, all instruetional helicopter nccidents during this
decade took place in visual conditions, and 96 percent were during daylight
hours, Of the 14 nceidents at night, 10 were during advanced instruction and two

each during dual and solo primary lessons,
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While overall accident rates are similay, the rates of fatal accidents during flight
instruction are less than half those on non-instructional flights. These facts back up

the familiar assertion that flight training is safer than general aviation as a whole.

Fixed-wing training is characterized by a pattern suggesting a high but vapidly
diminishing early risk of low-impact, low-injury “fender-benders.” Two-thirds
of all fixed-wing training accidents come during primary instruction, and

_two-thirds of those are during the relatively few hours of solo flight by student

pilots. Tiowever, fatalities on student solos are extremely rave. Accidents during
primary dual instruction are three tivaes as likely to be fatal 2s solo aceidents,
This should not be interpreted as evidence that an instructor’s presence
increases risk; rather, it reflects their success in preventing the less serious
mizhaps that dog student pilots. These dual accidents are still fatal less than

half as often as non-instructional airplane crashes. Accidents during takeoffs,
landings, and go-arounds—when maneuvering room and reaction time are both
in short supply—make up 80 percent of all those on student solos and half in both
tevels of dual instruction,

Two-thirds of all fatal fixed-wing accidents occurred during advanced
instruction, less than half of them while pursuing a specific certificate, rating, or
endorsement. Transition training, flight reviews, generic refresher training, and
specialized instruction in areas such as mountain flying, acrobatics, and crop-
dusting collectively accounted for over 60 percent of all advanced dual accidents,
including more than half the fatal accidents, Of the programs directed toward
higher ratings, instrument and multiengine instruction were the most lethal;
initial tailwheel instruction saw a large number of accidents but no fatalities.

Helicopter students were insulated from much of the excess risk of TL(G crashes
that afflicted fixed-wing students; these were no more common than accidents
caused by mechanical problems. Probably because they rarely attempted them,
helicopter students also suffered few accidents during autorotation practice, the
Teading eause of accidents in all levels of dual instruction, Practice autos were
actually a greater factor in advanced instruction than in primary. This reflects
both a reduced risk of spills while practicing hovering, hover taxiing, and other
low-altitude maneuvers and the more challenging aircraft and maneuver profiles
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flown at the advanced level. (The latter include specialties like zero-airspeed
and 360-degree antorotations and maximum-performance glides at low rotor
rpm, while far more autos are continued to full-down landings.) In contrast with
the fixed-wing record, more than half of all helicopter accidents came during
advaneed instruction. (This is partly explained by data published by the FAA
whicl shows that in calendar year 2012, 78 percent of helicopter pilots held
advanced ratings compared to 70 percent of airplane pilots,) Fatalities were
proportional to the total number of accidents in all three phases of instruction,

This record suggests that the most promising areas for risk mitigation are:

Fixed-Wing Student Solos: The first solo is a crueial step for any pilot, but

the traditional approach of focusing the first phase of instruction on readying
the stadent for solo flight may merit re-examination, The need to manage

the aircraft at speeds of 50 knots or more while control autherity is near its
minimum makes takeoffs and landings in airplanes challenging for student
pilots. Helicopter students, by contrast, benefit from extensive time spent
learning to hover the aircraft and control it precisely in low-altitude maneuvers,
with the result that actual takeoffs and landings involve only small changes in
altitude and airspeed, and low airspeed does not reduce a helicopter’s control
effectiveness, A conscious decision to postpone fixed-wing solo endorsements
to allow students to gain more experience with afrcraft performance, low-speed
handling including stalls and stall recoveries, and crosswind control might
substantially reduce their susceptibility to solo accidents.

Flight Reviews, Make-and-Mode] Transitions, and Other Informal Training:
The prevalence of accidents during transition and refresher training of
certificated fixed-wing pilots suggests that the hazards of these types of
instruction have not been fully appreciated. CI'Is undertaking them should

be wary, especially with pilots they havew't flown with frequently or recently,
and should be realistic in assessing their own ability to maintain an adequate
margin of safety, particularly in aireraft they don't know well. The competence
of unfamiliar pilots should be demonstrated, not assumed, even {perhaps
particularly) when those pilots own the aireraft they fly. Instructors should also
insist both parties agree on who will act as pilot-in-command before they get
into the airceraft.
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Autorotation Practice: Since autorotation is the most crucial emergency
maneuver, freguent practice is essential. That practice is also the leading cause
of helicopter training accidents, however, suggesting room for improvement in
developing technigues for teaching it safely. CFIs should not wait to intervene
until the safe completion of the maneuver is in real doubt,

HOW SAFE IS FLIGHT TRAINING?

It’s safer than most other types of general aviation, but there’s still room for
improvement. A prospective pilot with a realistic understanding of real-world
GA Inay fairly see this as “safe enough,” while nervous friends and family
members might be less sanguine. As in personal flying, though, most of the

risk is under the pilot’s control. For student and CF1 alike, combining a clear
understanding of their own abilities and those of the aireraft with a consistent
conscions effort to maintain a healthy margin of safety can substantially reduce
the risks, The keys to minimizing risk include practicing as much as necessary,
expanding the envelope gradually, and taking the time to learn to do things right
rather than trying to do thein fast. Becoming a bad pilot isn’t worth the effort,

Training is an essential part of all aviation, and while flight instruction enjoys
one of the better safety records in GA, there are lessons to be learned from its
accident history. Identifying problem areas and developing strategies to address
them is the first step in making it safer still—and regular, rigorous training helps
make all other flying more enjoyable as well as safer,
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ACCIDENT DEFINITION AND TYPES

49 C.ER, Part 830, the regulation that covers mandatory reporting to the
National Transportation Safety Board, defines “aircraft accident” for the
purposes of botl: official statistics and the Air Safety Institute’s reports, The
relevant sections of the full definition follow:

Aireraft accident means an occurrence associated with the operation of an
airgraft which takes place between the time any person boards the aircraft

with the intention of flight and all such persons have disembarked, and in
which any person suffers death or serious injury, or in which the aireraft
receives substantial damage. For purposes of this part, the definition of “aircraft
accident” includes “unmanned aireraft aceident™ as defined herein.

— Fatal injury means any injury which results in death within 30 days of
the acecident.

- Serious injury means any injury which:

(1) Requires hospitalization for more than 48 hours, commencing
within seven days from the date the injury was received;

(2) Results in a fracture of any bone {except simple fractuves of fingers,
toes, or nose);

(3) Causes severe hemorrhages, nerve, musele, or tendon damage;
{(4) Involves any internal organ; or

(5) Involves second- or third-degree burns, or any burns affecting more
than five percent of the body surface,

— Substantial damage means damage or structural failure which
adversely affects the structural strength, performance, or fAight
charactevistics of the aireraft, and which would normally require
major repair or replacement of the affected component, Engine
failure or damnage limited to an engine if only one engine fails or is
damaged, bent fairings or cowling, dented skin, small punctured
holes in the skin or fabric, ground damage to rotor or propeller
biades, and damage to landing gear, wheels, tires, flaps, engine
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accessories, brakes, or wing tips are not considered “substantial
damage” for the purpose of this part.

— Unmanued aivcraft accident means an occurrence associated with the
operation of any public or civil unmanned aircraft system that takes
place between the time that the system is activated with the purpoese of
flight and the time that the system is deactivated at the conclusion of its
niission, in which

(1) Any person suffers death or serious injury; or

{2) The aircraft has a maximum gross takeoff weight of 300 pounds
or greater and suffers substantial damage.

— Civil aireraft means any aircraft other than a public aircraft.

— Public aireraft means an aiveraft used only for the United States
Government, or an aircraft owned and operated (except for commercial
purposes) ot exclusively leased for at least 90 continuous days by 2
government other than the United States Government, including a State,
the District of Columbia, a territory or possession of the United States,
or a political subdivision of that government, “Public aircraft” does not
include a government-owned aireraft transporting property for
commercial purposes and does not include a government-owned aireraft
transporting passengers other than: transporting (for other than
commercial purposes) crewmembers or other persons aboard the aireraft
whose presence is required to perform, or is associated with the
performance of, a governmental funetion such as firefighting, search and
rescue, law enforcement, aeronautical research, or biological or
geological resource management; or transporting (for other than
commercial purposes) persons aboard the aircraft if the aireraft is
operated by the Armed Forces or an intelligence agency of the United
States. Notwithstanding any limitation relating to use of the aircraft for
commercial purposes, an aircraft shall be considered to be a public
aircraft without regard to whether it is operated by a unit of government
on behalf of another unit of government pursuant to a cost
reimbursement agreement, if the unit of government on whose behalf the
operation is conducted certifies to the Administrator of the Federal
Aviation Administration that the operation was necessary to respond to
a significant and imminent threat to life or property (including natural
resources) and that no service by a private operator was reasonably
available to meet the threat.
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For annlytic purposes, this report elassified uceldents into broad categories
defined as follows:

Mechanical: Accidents caused by the {ailure of sonte aireralt part or
component in cireumstances where a pilot of ordinary skil couldn't be
expected to land the airernlt without damage (including faitures due to
improper ot neglected maintenance)

Unexplained Power Loss: Partial or tota] Joss of engine power during
ilight (or reasons that could not be determined afterwards; adequate fuel
was available and the engines showed no evidence of mechanies! failure

Takeoff: Losses of contro! between the beginning of the takeoff roll and
turning crosswind or reaching pattern aliitude

Landing: Losses of control between passing the final approach fix (IR} or
enteving the final leg of the traffic pattern (VFR) and exiting the runway

Go-Arownds Losses of contrel while attempting to initiate n po-around and
prior to attninby o stable climb

Maneuvering: Losses of control or collisions caused by deliberate und
significant changes of adreraft attitude; includes everything from deliberate
stalls to attempted acrobatics to turns In the traffic pattern

Fuel Mismanagement: Foel exhoustion {no usable fuc.l remains aboard the
aircralt), starvation {engine stops due to lack of fuel n]ihoubh u‘mble !'ucl is. '
available), or contamination ' o

Pescent and Approach: Losses of control or coilisions bt.twecn the end ul ‘
the en route portion of the (ight anrd eniry to the 1‘ul'f' ¢ p‘:ttu'n (Vl* R) or-
the initial appronch fix (1FR)

Autorotations: Includes both practice sutorotations aild t]m% Lmerg(.ncy D
autorotations that n pilot of erdinary skill could :ea-.onnbly bc. e.xpected to
complete without damuage to the 'urcl'nft '

Hovering, Hover Taxi, Ete.: A[so mchldeq low nlntude napeuvers sucl as
pedal turns, box pdttunh, p,omt fur ns, Ltc ’

Other Rotoreraft Aerodynmmc.s: Pllenomena peculiay to rotoreraft,
including settling Wlth power, loas of tail rotor effectiveness, dynamic
rollover, ground resenance, and mast bumping.
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EXHIBIT L
PHOTOGRAPHS OF AIRPLANE OFF RUNWAY






