




B. FAA releases on File: There are three land relt.:ases on tile ofF AA approving 
the sale of dedicated airport property. The first, dated 12/27/83, authorizes the 
sale of airport property (2.713 acres) to the State of Illinois for the purpose of 
improving lllinois State Route 30. The second, dated 9/19/00, also authorizes 
the sale of airport property (0.239 acres) to the State of Illinois for the same 
purpose. The third, dated 6/6/08, authorizes the sale of airport property 
( 1.1542 acres) to the Village of Sugar Grove for the construction of Municipal 
Drive (directly adjacent to the airpott) . In addition, a concurrent use approval 
was issued on 8/14/09 to allow the Village of Sugar Grove to install a 
wate1111ain within airp01i owned prescribed Right-of-Way. 

C. Federal Commitment and Obligations Pertaining to Use and Disposal of 
Airport Property: Several gTants were issued for land under FAAP, ADAP 
and AlP. 

D. Airport Layout Plan/Exhibit "A"/othcr information: The latest ALP on file 
with the ADO is elated September 1, 1998. The most current Exhibit "A" on 
tile is dated April 8, 1992. 

E. Other Land Uses: None on file. 

VIII. Findings 

1. Athletic Field. During the FAA Chicago Airports District Office's (CHI­
ADO) pre-land inspection preparation, it was discovered that an athletic field had 
been constructed on aiil)Oit property in the vicinity ofthe Runway 15 Protection 
Zone (RPZ). The property on which the facility was constructed is dedicated 
airport property, and as such, must be utilized for aeronautical purposes, unless 
otherwise appmved by the FAA. A typical request by an airport sponsor to use 
dedicated airport property for non-aeronautical usc would take form of a land usc 
release, a concurrent usc, or interim use request. The CHI-ADO has no record of 
any such request on file. We also have no record of any airspace or 
environmental action for the construction of the facility. In addition, the lease 
between the City of Aurora and the Village of Sugar Grove for the establishment 
and maintenance of the facility stipulates an annual lease rate of $1.00. 

Conective Action: The lack of documentation on the facility's existence and 
the extremely low lease rate bring several Grant Assurances into the picture in 
tenns of review and corrective action. Discussions must take place regarding 
the facility's status as it relates to compliance with Grant Assurances 5. 
Preserving Rights and Powers, 19. Operation and Maintenance, 21. 
Compatible Land Use, 25. Airpmt Revenues, and 29. Airport Layout Plan. As 
discussed in our meeting, this issue will definitely require action to bring the 
Airport Sponsor into compliance with the applicable Grant Assurances. As 
there may be different avenues or alternative actions available to the Airport 
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