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Mr. Larry Lawrence 
Hotel del Coronado 
1500 Orange Avenue 
Coronado, CA 92118 


Dear Mr. Lawrence: 


CHARLES F. TIMBERG 
1760 Avenida del Mundo, *1 107 


Coronado. CA 92118-3039 
(619) 435-4406 


March 11, 1993 


Miramar is the best site for a regional airport. The other 
options are not even close. Using your influence to promote 
this idea might make it happen but it will be a tough fight 
because of the ignorance and political pressures that surround 
this problem. 


After more than forty years in aviation during which I have 
observed hundreds of airports t h roughout the world I have 
strong feelings on this ma t ter. I would like to meet with you 
briefly and s h are some of my thoughts which support your pos­
ition. 


I am just down the street. Give me a call. 


Sincerely, 


/~~ _;;._ -i::~-A 
j 







Download of this portion is not publicly 
available due to copyright restrictions. 


Contact Special Collections & University 
Archives for information about accessing 
this item. 












ROBERT F. BOURQUE PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER 


3754 MT. ASHMUN PLACE, SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92111 (619} 455-2140 


Mr. M. Larry Lawrence 
Chairman and CEO 
Hotel Del Coronado 
1500 Orange Ave. 
Coronado, CA 92118 


Dear Mr Lawrence: 


March 11, 1993 


I am pleased to see that you are publicly advocating the commercial use of Miramar 
NAS. You may be interested in the considerable effort I undertook a few years ago on that 
subject. I actually designed a facility that would allow shared use, with nearly independent 
commercial and military operations. It included runway layouts, traffic patterns, terminal 
control area (I had helped the FAA in their redesign of the current one), terminal facilities, 
and ground traffic access. A current colleague of mine, retired admiral Tom Cassidy, former 
commander of Miramar NAS, could only fmd fault with the auto traffic, and remarked that 
military jets and Boeing 767's perform the same near an airport. 


Well, I expected that all this work, which I had done for free, to be warmly received. 
In my naivete, I even envisioned the new airport to be named after me! What actually 
happened was more like tossing a pig into a buzz saw. The howls and squeals, especially 
from the Navy, could be heard throughout the county. I attended many meetings, was 
interviewed on TV, and had a feature newspaper article and editorial written about me. But, 
in the end, the Navy persevered and nothing came of it. 


I'm enclosing a number of documents from that adventure that you may find 
interesting, or at least entertaining. Don't get me wrong: they do represent sound and 
detailed technical work; and are as valid today as they were then. The last enclosure reflects 
how gun-shy I became toward the end. All I suggested was placing a small international 
terminal at the west end of the site for the handful of heavy 747-type flights that would 
originate here each day. Even that got nowhere. 


I would be glad to help out-in-any campaign that you mount on this issue. But I've 
learned that, even though it makes technical and economic sense to combine large aircraft 
operations at Miramar, the Navy views it as a shortsighted turf battle. It will take political 
clout to get them to budge. 


Good luck! 


Robert F. Bourque, Ph.D. 








Mr. M. Larry Lawrence, Chairman 
Hotel Del Coronado 
Coronado, California 


RE: SAN DIEGO AIRPORT SELECTION 


Dear Mr. Lawrence: 


c 


3675 Fenelon Street 
San Diego, CA 92106 


March 12, 1993 


I read with interest a report of your views on Miramar in the 
March 10 edition of the Union-Tribune. I'm surprised that the 
newspaper would print them. 


With 30 years experience in commerqial aviation, I'll pass on 
what I've learned. The Copley Press-, the Navy, and some local 
politicians have me half convinced that I'm all wet, but I leave 
that to your judgment. 


Otay Mesa: 


A company I ran at the time did the first San Diego-Tijuana study 
in 1974. In a professional manner, we pronounced the idea to be 
total nonsense. It irked me greatly when I personally saw a copy 
of the study in Ron Robert's office. Roberts has cost this town 
two years and $500,000 to confirm a conclusion we reached almost 
twenty years ago. 


On top of the technical objections, I hope you read the Op/Ed 
piece in the Daily Transcript of 3/11/93. I have a pipeline 
to the Mexican group, and they tell me that Roberts et al have 
deeply insulted Mexico, to the point that Twin Por~s will never 
be built - and the Mexicans will see to it. What a waste. 


Miramar: 


There is so much baloney surrounding this facility: Your state­
ment is totally correct. There is an opportunity open. And your 
stature and persistence could make a difference. Examples: 


1. Senior naval personnel who are in a position to know tell me 
flat out, anonymously, that Miramar has no strategic mission. 
It is basically there '!:6" servi-ce "the health, welfare and 
recreational needs of active and retired naval personnel. 
For example, the "Top Gun" school has 186 personnel assigned; 
Commissary and Services have almost 1200. I have suggested 
that we can leave all the Navy support facilities in place; 
we are interested in the airfield. No dice. 
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2. The government's acquisition cost of Miramar is reported by 
the Navy to be $263,394,996, before depreciation. The Navy 
says they want $2.0 to $6.0 billion for the base. I pointed 
out that the same taxpayers who buy air stations also pay for 
airports. 


3. SANDAG has some charts that show that, if Miramar 
rnercial, it would always generate less noise than 
operations , i . e. a positive environmental impact. 
are being withheld as too sensitive. 


went corn­
the Navy 


The charts 


4. My general estimates indicate that each daily intercontinental 
arrival by a 747 would produce $90 million a year in basic 
dollars. Five trips a day would more than make up for the 
conversion of Miramar . Japan Air Lines is negotiating now 
for rights at Tijuana . They'd rather be here . 


What would I like to see you do? Three suggestions: 


1. Get the Navy to allow up to five intercontinental flights a 
day into Miramar . These flights normally arrive early after­
noon and depart early evening, so should be no problem. When 
I was a Vice President with PSA we set up passenger facilities 
at Phoenix in two weeks . (Double wide mobile homes.) Again , 
we can do it now . 


2 . Have the Administration launch a pilot study to show how 
military facilities can be profitably converted to civilian 
use . The pilot , of course , is Miramar. It is vital to force 
the Navy t o cooperate . I would be happy to write a statement 
of work for such a study, and I would certainly bid on it. 


3. The County Aviation Department has $8 . 0 million in the till. 
I believe it can be used for airport development . That might 
be the source of matching funds . 


I met with a mayoral staff member on the day of your article . 
A lot of hand wringing about your comment on brains . In fact , 
the City intends to do nothing abou_ the airport . They are 
hoping that events will force them to make a decision . In 
that regard, the interim base closure .ist did not help them . 


You have chosen a difficult course . At the same ime , the airport 
decision will have a major impact on San Diego's development for 
at least he next 50 years. 


I'd like to help . Phone 222-4488, day or night . 


Sincerely, 








Mr. M. Larry Lawrence 
c/o Hotel del Coronado 
Coronado, CA 92118 


Dear Mr. Lawrence: 


1461 Calle Altura 
La Jolla, CA 92037 
March 15, 1993 


It was refreshing to read about your remarks to the county supervisors 
on the "window of opportunity" for needed action to phase in a regional 
airport at Miramar. I have been pro-Miramar for years, and without any 
NIMBY interests either. The property is so logical for the majority 
of all of the county, that to consider anything else is an insult to 
most county citizens. Your "window of opportunity" suggestion could 
be the breakthrough for realistic airport planning. It's no accident 
that SANDAG consistently favored Miramar. 


A March 1981 SANDAG report detailed a genuine "twin-port" concept 
for Miramar shared use with essentially two identical runway layouts 
adequately separated for mutual "operating comfort". I'm enclosing a 
copy of the plan detail. Note the addition of two new more northerly 
runways for take-offs for both the military and commercial airports. 
This has double benefits. It allows simultaneous take-offs and landings 
at both fields. And it moves the outbound pattern away from La Jolla 
and UCSD ••• excellent NIMBY solutions. 


As evidenced by this week's news on military base closings, both 
Lindbergh and Miramar might be candidates for regional airport expansion. 
SANDAG long ago studied both possibilities. Reports in 1981 and 1990 
provided in-depth details on noise impact, vehicle access, and the capacity 
outlook into year 2010; also runway alternatives. Because of its size, 
Miramar was far easier to work with than Lindbergh ••• which is "trapped" 
by MCRD on the north, NTC on the west, and the Convair plant on the 
east. Even if some of the closed NTC land could be swapped with MCRD 
to allow a second runway at Lindbergh, the Conviar plant makes a 12,000 
foot runway impossible. 


Furthermore, even with the Convair plant removed, the Point Lorna 
noise problems stay at "full throttle". And the approach hazards, which 
force wasting about 2000 feet of landing runway plus Pacific Highway 
right at the runway edge, certainly are not good airport design. Removing 
the Convair plant does not solve these hazard problems. 


Secrerary Les Aspin's downsizing plans for removal of the F-14's 
from Miramar and replacing them with Marine Corps aviation ·squadrons 
(including F-18 Hornets, KC-130 tankers, and over 100 helicopters) does 
away with the true Miramar shared use problem: Field Carrier Landing 
Practice. This change eliminates the need for Miramar1 s left-hand traffic 
pattern which is not compatible with normal commercial right-hand patterns. 
Yhy would Mayor Golding say: "It would be counterproductive to discuss 
a possible joint military and civilian use of Miramar ••• siting a new 
civilian airport in totally unrealated to Miramar's future"? 
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No wonder you said to the supervisors: "The brains and the ability 
are sitting right here, not over there at City Hall". Fortunitely, time 
seems not to be a problem yet for a replacement for Lindbergh ••• forecasts 
look for Lindbergh capacity saturation by about the year 2010. Airport 
Manager McDonald has said: "Currently, we are doing nicely, thank you". 
However, continued lack of any "lock-up" of future shared use at Miramar 
could become a true problem before this decade closes ••• hasn't Denver 
been working on their new airport for over ten years? Detailed Miramar 
planning and site preparation need to start soon ••• see enclosure map 
of vernal pool and landfill challenges. Work on these should not bother 
military operations at Miramar any more than the present trash land-fill 
operations do. 


At your meeting with county supervisors, the subject of generating 
Pacific Rim commercial air activity came up. In my report collection 
is a 62-page detailed study dated September, 1989 for the San Diego 
Economic Development Corporation, which concludes (pages 19-21) there 
is not and likely never will be ample international traffic in San Diego 
to meet the needs to fill large long-haul aircraft departing from here. 
Our origin-destination status is San Diego's Achilles heel. It's a revenue 
problem, not a runway problem! 


By the way, have you seen the letter to Mayor Tim Nader dated 1/26/93 
from Mexico's Ambassador to the U.S.? This is an explicit rejection 
by Mexico of the Otay TwinPorts concept. (Copy enclosed.) 


I would be more then happy to provide you excerpts or Xerox copies 
from any of my report collection: 


Airport Systems Plan Update. SANDAG: 3/81 


San Diego Airport Issues Assessment: Kurth & Company: 9/89 


San Diego Air Carrier Airport Site Selection Study. SANDAG: 12/89 


Evaluation Of Runway Operations At Brown Field . SANDAG: 2/90 


Evaluation Of Lindbergh Field Alternatives. SANDAG: 3/90 


FINAL San Diego Air Carrier Site Selection Study. SANDAG: 6/90 


Cordially 


Robert F. Abell 
459-8685 
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The Honorable Tim Nader 
Mayor 
276 Fourth Avenue 
Chula Vista, CA 91910 


Dear Mayor Nader: 


Washi~gton, D.C., 
January 26, 1993 


I refer to your recent visit to the Embassy of Mexico, and to 
you~ ~e~tin~ with the. Emb~~sy's Depu~y Chief of Mission, Ambassador 
walter Astie-Burgos, to discuss the proposa~s for expanding the air 
and land facilities at the international border crossing of Mesa de 
Otay, between the States of Baja California and California. 


In this regard, I ~ish to provide you with the following 
information: 


The original proposal by the San Diego Association of 
Governments (SANDAG), to build a bi-national airport on the Mesa de 
Otay border line, has been rejected by the Government of Mexico. 
The co-sovereignty that such situation would entail makes the 
proposal unacceptable to Mexico for various reasons. 


The second option --to construct a twin airport on the U.S. 
side-- is likely to elicit strong public opposition, considering the 
negative environmental effects and the serious problem for the 
operation of the Tijuana airport resulting from such construction. 
Mexico has already expressed its reasons for rejecting the idea of 
building shared runways across the border and a having a single 
control tower. 


In his last official visit to California. President Salinas de 
Gortari offered the use of the expanded facilities of the Tijuana 
airport to absorb the air traffic tha~ cannot be handled by the San 
Diego Airport. The Mexican proposal would require the construction 
of an international crossing for passengers, connecting the Mexican 
air terminal to access facilit~es on the U.S. side of the border. 


Trusting that you will find this information useful to clarify 
our position on the aforementioned proposal, I am 


Sincerely yours, 


. .l . -~ ~ "- "--'.,-....,'t:_;,__ 


Jorge Montano 
Ambassador 


c.c. The honorable Rober~ Filne= 
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1526 MONMOUTH DRIVE 
SAN DIEGO. CALIFORNIA 92109 


619/d8 · 7183 


Mr. M. Larry Lawrence 
Del Coronado Hotel 
1500 Orange Avenue 
Coronado, CA 92118 


Dear Mr. Lawrence: 


fAX :619/571 •8563 


19 March 1993 


I was pleased to see Ms. Valerie Alford's article in the 10 
March UNION TRIBUNE that covered your position urging county 
supervisors to explore the conversion of the Miramar Naval 
Air Station into San Diego's regional/international airport. 


I have been advocating this conversion since my first letter 
to the ·editor dated 15 November 1990, Subsequent letters to 
the editors followed, and I enclose copies of these letters. 


Congressman Randy Cunningham is a good friend of mine, but I 
don't completely agree with his a~guments that appeared in the 
UNION TRIBUNE ON 15 March 1993. 


Yesterday I \'lent with the San Diego Aerospace Museum volunteers 
to the ElCentro Naval Air Station to see the Blue Angeles prac~ 
tice. Now, that's a good location for Miramar operations, but 
that's not what San Diego wants. I want to move Miramar opera­
tions to Brown Field ...• keep them in San Diego. 


The people around Miramar, for some reason, think that commercial 
jet transports are noisier than military jets and they are worried 
that street traffic in their neighborhoods will increase if Miramar 
is converted to a commercial afrport. This is wrong. A big educa-
tional program will be necessary. - · 


I hope you will have the time to read my letters to the editor 
and my letter to Secretary of Defens~ Cheney which was never 
answered or acknowledged. 


Encl. Wi 11 iam F. Chana 


Aviation Design and Marketing Consultants 







The Honorable 


1526 MONMOUTH DRIVE 


SAN DIEGO. CALIFORNIA 92109 
6 19/488·7113 


fAX :619/571 •8563 


Richard B. Cheney 
Secretary of Defense 
The Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301 


Dear Secretary Cheney: 


July 8, 1991 


San Diego's airport dilemma has been the subject of discussion 
for the past 30 years. Many costly solutions, most of which are 
not feasible, have been studied and studied. 


I would like to suggest that you set up a team of unbiased per­
sonnel to take a look at the cost and operations benefits to 
our country, to San Diego, and to the U.S. Navy to move the 
Navy operations from Miramar NAS to San Diego's Brown Field. I'm 
sure there are some disadvantages as well as advantages in making 
such a transfer; however, a Defense Department Team which could 
include San Diego City, County and Port District representation 
plus appropriate knowledgeable people from the FAA and the air­
lines -could come up with the right answer. 


The purpose of this team is to determine the cost & feasibility 
to transfer the Navy Operations from Miramar to Brown Field. The 
purpose would not, and should not, be to find another location 
for San Diego's International Airport. 


I am pleased to enclose copies of two "Letters to the Editors" 
which summarize my thoughts on this subject. The Miramar air­
port location is ideally located to serve as a major southern 
California International Airport. 


Encl. 


ost sincerely, 


.,~L 
William F. Chana 
President 


Aviation Design and Marketing Consultants 


' ~ , ,_. 
.... / :,:, i. .__, ....... 


. - , ..._ .... 
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TO: 


FROM: S. BRENNEN, 730-5292 


RE: MAIL FORWARDED FROM ECONOMIC ADVISORY BOARD CHAIR 


ATTACHED PL .~E FIND CORRESPONDENCE ON THE REGIONAL AIRPORT 
ISSUE WHICH IS BEING FORWARDED TO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS FROM 
THE CHAIR OF THE ECONOMIC ADVISORY BOARD. 


THANK YOU. 







Mr. M. Larry Lawrence, Chairman 
Hotel Del Coronado 
1500 Orange Avenue 
Coronado, California 92118 


RE: SAN DIEGO AIRPORT SELECTION 


Dear Mr. Lawrence: 


3675 Fenelon Street 
San Diego, CA 92106 


April 1, 1993 


I have talked with an old friend who recently retired as 
Deputy Chief of Naval Operations. 


He suggests that the way to get the Marines off of Miramar 
before they move in is two-fold: 


1. Offer to upgrade Marine facilities at Yuma and 
Navy facilities at El Centro so that the Marines 
can be accommodated at Yuma. This would have a 
lot of appeal in Yuma since they have just lost 
the Padres spring training camp. 


2. Arrange it so the Base Closure Commission will 
consider converting the airside of Miramar to 
civilian use, and putting the Marines in Yuma. 


With my background in commercia: aviation analysis I can make 
a pretty strong case for a civi:ian airport at Miramar producing 
a positive economic impact. 


I have no contacts or influence with the Closure Commission. 


Sincerely, 


\ 


I 
I 


I 
I 
I 
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Mr. M. Larry Lawrence, Chairman 
Hotel Del Coronado 
1500 Orange Avenue 
Coronado, California 92118 


RE: SAN DIEGO AIRPORT SELECTION 


Dear Mr. Lawrence: 


3675 Fenelon Street 
San Diego, CA 92106 


March 24, 1993 


Reference my letter of 3/12, the following may be of interest: 


1. I am informed that the Navy had a Miramar briefing for local 
politicians and planners last Friday. They want the Marines 
to have six years to get used to Miramar, then they can talk 
about doing something at Miramar in exchange for leaving 
MCRD alone. 


Those in attendance felt that the Navy made a very weak case 
for having the Marines at Miramar. 


2. Twin Ports continues to be a dead issue. 


3. Mayor Golding continues to indicate publicly that Miramar is 
not a viable option, while her staff privately says that the 
issue is still open. If we drop this one, we are in trouble 
for a long time. 


The Base Closure Commission plans to meet in San Diego on April 
27. If you plan on doing something about Miramar, this would be 
a good place for you or your designee. 


If I can h e lp: 222-4488 


Sincere ly, 








/ 


\. 


Assembly 
California Legislature 


May 26, 1993 


Brian Bilbray 


STEVE PEACE 
ASSEMBLYMAN 


San Diego County Board of Supervisors 
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 209 
San Diego, CA 92101 


Dear Brian: 


CHAIRMAN: 
Banking, Finance and Public 


Indebtedness 


COMMITTEES: 
Insurance 


Utilities and Commerce 


Water, Parks and Wildlife 


MEMBER: 
Commission of the Californias 


No matter what one's views of particular airport proposals, the 
continued delay caused by a majority of the San Diego City Council 
is absurd. 


What will they do if they finally make a decision and the public 
does not support that decision? Will it mean twenty more years of 
pushing and pulling? More Council Votes? Recalls? Lawsuits? 


It is long past time to put the Border Airport question to the 
voters. I urge you to put the measure on the Ballot in the 
upcoming November Special Election. 


The Governor's call for a Special Election means that this question 
can be put to the voters at no cost to the County. I formally 
request the County Board to put the question on the November 1993 
Ballot. 


0 State Capctol 
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June 1, 1993 


Assembly 
California· Legislature 


STEVE PEACE 
ASSI:MBL YMAN 


Mr. Jim Quarter, Chair 
Oe!ense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1·700 North Moore street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 


Dear Mr. Quarter: 


CHAIRMAN: 
Bankm;, Finance and Public 


lndebledn881 


COMMITTEES. 


Udllde• ano comm•~• 
Waler, p·arl\s and WilCI:fe 


MEMBER: 


As members ot the San Diego legislative dele9ation to the State 
Legislature, we request th~t the Base Closure Commission retain 
the Miramar Naval Air Station in San Diego, California for 
military purposes. 


W~ also request that the Commission cooperate with the San Diego 
-Port District in its capacity as the Operator of San Diego's 
airport, Lindbergh Field, as well as with the San Diego 
Association of Governments (SANDAG), to accommodate use of any 
_ands thdt may become availao_e and which are currently under the 
jurisdiction of the Naval Training Center (NTC) and/or the Marine 
Corp Recruit Depot (MCRD) in order to meet San Diego's airport 
expansion needs. 'This request is not intended to support the 
closure of either NTC or MCRD. 


We look forward to hearing from you regarding this urgent matte~. 


Sincerely, 


~?ALl! 
Asse~blymernber Steve Peace 71Jiemhx;;ict 
Assemblyrnember Mike Gotch 
76th Assembly District 


0 S1ete CaoilOI 
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Assembly.member Tom Con 
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}((~1 ( .:Ly. 
Assemblymember Bob Frazee 
74th Assembly District 
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June 28, 1993 


Assembly 
California Legislature 


STEVE PEACE 
ASSEMBLYMAN 


CHAIRMAN: 


Banking, Finance and Public 


Indebtedness 


COMMITIEES: 


Insurance 


Utilities and Commerce 


Water. Parks and Wildlife 


MEMBER: 


Commission of the Californias 


The Honorable Brian Bilb.ray 
County Board of Supervisors 
District 1 
1600 Pacific Highway ~ 
San Diego, CA 92101 


Dear Supe~;fi'fbr~y: 
With both State budget deliberations and the Federal Base Closure 
Commission work completed, it is time for the County to act upon 
my request that the airport issue be put before the voters in 
November. 


As you know, the Governor has called a November election. On the 
ballot will be the extension of a half-cent sales tax for local 
government and so-called school voucher initiative. This State 
sponsored election will allow county voters the opportunity to 
express their opinion on the important airport issue without the 
cost impact normally as$OCiated with such an election. 


The South Bay has suffered tremendously as a resul t of an 
extraordinary lack of leadership in the City of San Diego. I have 
come to the conclusion that the special interest pressure on City 
Hall to pursue the Otay !>1esa site is simply too great for us to 
expect any change in the stall tactics still being employed by the 
Council majority. 


Bad as this has been for workers and businesses in the South Bay, 
if we do not act now it will be a disaster for our entire region. 
Now that the Federal government has determined to shut down 
portions of NTC, it is imperative that the Port District be allowed 
to pursue the expansion of Lindbergh Field to meet San Diego ' s 
known needs for the near future. 


We must do now what the City majority should have done long ago. 
We must work with the navy to accommodate continuing NTC operation 
while making strategically located property available for airport 
expansion. We must take advantage of the potential availability 
of the General Dynamics / Hughes property on the eastern periphery 
of the airport to construct modern and easily accessible terminals. 
We should work with Mexican officials to link Rodriguez with 
Lindbergh by rail. We should work with other Southern California 
airport planners to establish rail links to LAX and other Southern 
California facilities ( San Diego is currently the only Southern 
California county not participating in this planning). These plans 
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Bilbray page -2-
June 28, 1993 


could include the construction of a remote terminal at Miramar 
linked by rail and serving Lindbergh and Rodriguez. 


Finally, our most critical focus must be to improve upon San 
Diego's greatest natural asset--its deep water port. The only way 
in which San Diego can possibly benefit from increased trade 
between the u.s. and Mexico is by improving the cargo capacity of 
our port and by establishing legitimate rail linkage to the south, 
the east and the north. 


None of this will happen until the City Hall majority stops beating 
the deadhorse idea of an Otay Mesa airport. It would appear that 
this will only happen when the people of San Diego have an 
opportunity to make their voices heard over the powerful special 
interests who continue to pull strings behind the scene to keep the 
border airport boondoggle alive. 


I have enclosed a copy of a recent county-wide poll concerning 
voters feelings about San Diego's airport needs. As you can see, 
San Diegans are very divided over every airport issue, except one­
voters in every sector of San Diego overwhelmingly oppose the 
construction of an airport near the border with Mexico. 


I know that this comes as no surprise to you. You have tried to 
reason with our good friends at City Hall. However, until elected 
officials in the City of San Diego see their own constituents 
express their opinions directly, I do not believe that any amount 
of reasoning will change the more than twenty years of gridlock 
which has ruled City Hall on airport questions. 


Failure to put this measure on the ballot could cause our community 
to miss out on the fantastic economic opportunities now before us. 
But worse, the special interest pressure could lead the San Diego 
Council majority toward .an airport "solution" not supported by the 
community. This would send San Diego into a spiral of lawsuits, 
recall elections and political instability leaving our community 
wounded and divided at a time when the focus and attention of our 
political and economic leadership is critical to San Diego's 
ability to transition into a new economic environment. 


Brian, this is as important as it gets. 


Enclosures 







SUMMARY 


VOTER ATTITUDES REGARDING AIRPORT OPTIONS IN SAN DIEGO COUNTY 


Methodology 
The survey was conducted by telephone over two weeks and directed to 675 "likely to 


vote" voters generated randomly from voter registration data. Telephone calls were made on 
successive Monday through Thursday evenings of week one and Monday through Wednesday 
evening of week two. 


All questions were rotated where appropriate to assure statistical neutrality relative to 
positioning. The county was divided into six regions for data analysis. The margin of error 
for the County as a whole is plus or minus two percent. The margin of error for the data by 
region is plus or minus five percent. 


Questions 
Four questions concerning airport options were asked of all voters. The first question 


concerned the voter's perception of the need for a new international airport without regard to 
location. All voters were then asked in rotation their opinion of three specific locations 
assuming that an international airport were needed. 


Results 


Do you feel that we YES NO UNDECIDED 
need an 54% 45% 1% 
international airport? 


.. . would you 
support .. . locating 
an international 
airport at the 
Miramar Naval Air 53 .8% 45 .5% 0.7% 
Station site? 


. . . keeping the 
existing Lindbergh 
Field site and 47.5% 52.5% 0% 
expand? 


... building an 
international airport 
at Otay Mesa near 33 .1% 66.2% 0.7% 
the Tijuana Border? 







Analysis 
The most striking result is the essential nonexistence of voters without an opinion. 


This is very unusual even in the selected pool of high propensity voters used for this survey. 
The electorate is also very polarized in their opinions except on the Otay Mesa option for 
which their was broad opposition. 


A sub-sample of respondents, selected at random, was re-called and asked to measure 
the strength of their support or opposition to each proposal. They were asked whether they 
considered their opinions to be extremely firm, firm, somewhat firm, not very firm, or not 
firm at all. Within the sub-sample, respondents were unusually firm about their opinions as 
would be expected from a group which produced almost no undecideds. In general, 
opponents to proposals were more likely to describe their positions as extremely firm or firm 
then were supporters of proposals. 


Other questions, not dealing with the airport issue, such as voters' opinions of various 
elected officials, produced "undecided" responses consistent with expectations. It would 
appear that voters feel that they have an unusually high degree of information concerning 
airport issues and have consequently already formed very strong opinions. 


It also should be remembered that the questions were structured in such a way as to 
give the highest possible opportunity for respondents to pick a positive alternative from the 
three options. Given that almost one half of the electorate opposes any new international 
airport, it is possible that the actual level of support for any of the three alternatives may be 
lower than these numbers indicate. 


Not surprisingly, Lindbergh was the most popular choice of those who felt that San 
Diego had no need for an international airport. Among those who did feel that San Diego 
needed a new airport, Miramar was the clear favorite. 


Preferences of those who answered YES to Question 1 


Miramar 60% Yes 40% No 


Lindbergh 42.5% Yes 57.5% No 


Border 43% Yes 57% No 


Likely voter preferences head to head 


Lind. vs. Miramar Lindbergh 56.8% Miramar 32.4% Undecided 10.8% 


Lind. vs. Border Lindbergh 70.2% Border 24.2% Undecided 5.6% 


Miramar vs. Border Miramar 32.4% Border 21.6% Undecided 46.0% 


The only likely election battle would be between two alternatives other than 
maintenance of the Lindbergh site. This is because the combination of voters who believe 
that San Diego does not need a new international airport and those who believe that 
Lindbergh should be expanded produces a high undecided only for options excluding 
Lindbergh. Any proposal competing against Lindbergh would have to prove itself on two 
fronts. Voters would have to be convinced that Lindbergh could not meet future needs and 
that the proposed site would meet such needs. 







· Finally, the survey produced remarkably little variation by geography. For example, 
the strongest opposition to the border proposal was in the northern portion of the county 
followed by the southern portion. However, all areas of the county opposed the Border 
option by more than 60%. Voters residing in the beach communities of the City of San 
Diego were less likely to believe that San Diego needed a new airport and more likely to 
support retention of Lindbergh Field than voters as a whole. However, they also supported 
Miramar by a slightly wider margin than they did Lindbergh. 


Conclusion 
Voter attitudes on the airport questions were far more polarized than on other 


questions on the survey. MoreOver, when told that certain groups or public figures supported 
proposals which the voter opposed , voters were more likely to change their opinion of the 
endorser than their position on the proposal. 


Moving voter opinion is never impossible. However, this survey would indicate that 
anything short of an extraordinarily intensive campaign would have very little affect on voter 
optmon. 
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FACSIMILE COVER SHEET Date: J~ne 30, 1993 


To: St~phen A. Brennen 


From: George B. Gillow 


Numbe~ of Pages to follow: 2 


Steve, 


Here are notes from the Subcommittee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure meeting of June 25th. 


After you get a chance to review these could you send copies to the 
EAB members and also to the Subcommittee members. 


Thanks, 


George 
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NOTES FROH MEETING OF 
EAB SUBCOMMITTEE ON REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AND INFRASTRUCTURE 


A meeting of the Subcommittee on Regional transportation was held 
on June 25th. 


The following are recommendations on four subjects: 


I. storm Water Quality PrQgram 


After hearing a presentation from Joe Hill of the 
Department, the Subcommittee is making the 
recommendations on the Storm Water Quality Program: 


Planning 
following 


1. That the county participate at the "maximum extent 
practicable" level, recognizing funding restraints. 


2. That a phased approach be taken where data is collected 
then steps defined on what needs to be accomplished. 


3. The focus should be on monitoring receiving waters rather 
than monitoring multiple locations. 


4. The real responsibility of handling the receiving waters 
lies with the State. 


5. That coordination is needed with other agencies and 
cities for monitoring and defining a program. 


6. The full EAB should meet with the Regional water Quality 
board to discuss the issue. 


II. galTrans R & D Center 


After hearing a presentation from Ron A. Phillips, Vice President 
of EDC, the Subcommittee is makin9 the following recommendations 
on the CalTrans Transportation R & D Center. 


1. The County should support EDC's effort to attract a 
Center to San Diego with concentration on focusing in on 
the Project California's activities. 


2. The county should continue fundin9 of EDC. 


Sub-committee on Transportation and Infrastructure Paqe l 
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III . Reg i ona l Airport 


After hea~in9 presentations on airport relocation and having 
leng t hy discussions , the Subcommittee has reached the following 
conclus i ons : 


1. 
2 . 
3. 


Twin Ports will not occur. 
Lindbergh will reach overflow capacity by about 2010. 
The on l y logical location for an airport is Miramar. 


the EAB recommend that the d 
ssive role in g 


rt. This will require an 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~N~a~v~y and working with the FhA. 


We furthe ~ recommend that if the county does take an aggressive 
move to "make it happen", all efforts concerning airport rel oca ti on 
- such as doing further studies - should not be accomplished. 


IV. Telecommunications. 


Efforts with telecommunications and the telecommunications industry 
will have great significance in San Diego. We recommend that the 
Subcommittee's activities also address telecommunications and that 
our name be changed to the "Subcommittee on Regional 
Transpor tation, Infrastructure, and Telecommunications". 


Sub-committee on Transportation and Infrastructur e Page 2 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY . 
(Paragraph numbers refer to detail pages) 


1. The financial and institutional support ·of San Diego County 
will be required for any commercial airport development at a new 
site. Financial support of all the voters of the county is needed 
to provide sufficient bonding capacity ·for a new airport. 
Institutional support is needed to reflect ·a co.nsensus of all the 


.. residents · of the county. 


\ : 
'. 2. Because al~ of · the remaining candidate airport sites are 


within the'City of San Diego, the city believes ·that it 
is the natural lead agency for airport development. · This 


J assumption ·has proven to be wrong. The City has rieither 
the financial resources nor the political disposition to 
lead the airport search. Representing only · ·half of the 
county population, the city is subject to dissension and 
parochial politics. 


3. SANDAG abdicated .its responsibility as the regional planning 
agency when it allowed the city to take over ·the direction 
of the ·regional airport search. 


4. It has already been demonstrated ·that the Congress, and 
Mr. Filner. specifically, has a considerable impact on 
airport develoments in San Diego. Examples: 


a. Fina~ say over FAA. funding for planning studies 


b. Highway funds for access to a new. airport 


c. UMTA funds for trolley allocations 


· d. FAA airport construction funds 


5. Responsible for the safety and operation of· the nation's 
airways and airports system, the FAA will almost always 
come down on the side of building new runways and airports. 
It makes their job that much easier. · 


6. SANDAG reports that the Port can operate an airport off the 
tidelands properties. If this assessment is correct, the 
Port could be a major factor in future airport developments. 


-~- - -------- . ~--~---- - -
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7. The~ has proven that Miramar is in fact expendable by 
proposing to turn the facility over to the marines. This 
is viewed as a breach of faith in some quarters, since 
San Diego's airport strategy has been driven by the non­
availability of Miramar. 


Navy officials. respond that the community never approached 
them with a clear-cut need for . Miramar. In that··regard, the 
navy points out ·that civilian attention was focused on a 
border airport, and no united effort was made· on behalf of 
the region to approach the navy regarding Miramar. 


8. The marines are hopeful that, at some future ·point, they can 
reach an agreement. with the city to turn over Miramar, in 
return for a agreement not . to touch MCRD. This is expected 
to be seriously considered · in the 1995 BRAC ·round. 


9. Of the various .media in San Diego County, the Union-Tribune, 
Channel 10, and Roger .Hedgecock are the major: factors, and 
all are ·negative towards Miramar, particularly -the newspaper. 
If the continuing rumor that the Union-Tribune is for sale 
comes to pass, there may be an abrupt change ·in the balance 
of power in·the community. 


San Diego Dialogue, a creature of UCSD, is dedicated to any 
solution that · will keep civilian aviation out of ·Miramar. 
Whether this ·means · that UCSD has other· uses in mind for 
part of the Miramar property is unclear. 


10. CONCLUSION: There may be consensus on an · interim: airport 
program that provides for aircraft runways in Mexico and 
a terminal in otay Mesa. The Miramar questien will come 
to a head in the base closure round .Qf 1995, and the County 
should be well prepared for . that event. The ·individual or 
group that· solves the airport dilemma-will be ·looked to for 
regional leadership well into the next century. 


George Mitchell 
July, 1993 


(619) 222-4488 







DIRECTOR OF COMMERCIAL AIRPORT EVALUATION 


Background: 


Description: 


The Board of Supervisors has determined that the 
County should take a more active role in the site 
selection, development and operation of a new re­
gional commercial airport. To grow ·into ·that role, 
the County has identified ·the need for senior pro­
fessional staff capability in commercial aviation 
and commercial airport evaluation. 


Will collect information on, evaluate and .. report 
on commercial airport devel0pment in San Diego 
County. He/she will make recommendations to the 
Board of Supervisors as to the direction of new 
commercial airport development. The Director will 
supervise a small staff chargea. with 'the collection 
of relevant data. The Director wi·ll interact with 
other government . units concerned with airport de­
velopment, as well as with 'community planning 
groups and the general public. The ·Director . will 
coordinate funding requests for FAA . assi;5tance, 
as appropriate. 


Qualifications: 


Required: 


Desirable: 


7/93 .: 


1. A degree in transportation planning from a 
recognized college or university. 


2. Minimum of fifteen (15) years experience 
in commercial airport/aviation analysis. 


3. Record of senior supervisor/executive ex­
perience with a commercial airline or a 
commercial aviation research firm. 


4. Recognized as an expert on commercial 
aviation in California. 


5. Outstanding communications skills. 


1. A U.S. military veteran and/or familiarity 
with the military, particularly the Navy. 


2. Familiarity and/or interaction with· local 
regional, state and. federal agencies con­
cerned with commercial airpert analysis, 
development and operation. 


3. Familiarity with the unique environment of 
commercial aviation in the San Diego region. 


. . :" 








Ms. Adrienne Brodeur 
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 
1600 Pacific Highway 
San Diego, CA 92101 


October 29, 1993 


~. 


RE: San Diego International Airport Foundation 


Dear Adrienne: 


I certainly enjoyed talking to you briefly today. 


I hope that Leon will join Supervisor Dianne Jacobs 
and Brian Bilbray in support of the San Diego 
International Airport. I would like to include his name 
as a foundation member: and, if you would be so kind as 
to call me regarding this matter, I would be most 
appreciative. 


DFM/mv 


Warmest personal regards, 


MANCHESTER RESORTS 


Douglas F. Manchester 
Chairman 


MANCHESTER REsoRTS 


ONE MARKET PLACE THIRTY-THIRD FLOOR SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92101 (619) 231-3800 FAX (619) 696-7100 
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SAN DIEGO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT FOUNDATION 


Douglas F. Manchester, Cboirmon 


David Armstrong 
James Bartell 
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Brian P. Bilbray 
Dirk Broekema, Jr. 
C. Terry Brown 
Chris Callipari 
Raymond Carpenter 
Ben Clay 
John Comito, M.D. 
Gregory Cox 
Rug Cunningham 
Gina Zanotti Cunningham 
Jeffrey Davis 
John de Blanc 
Molly Eldredge 
Martin Fenton, Jr. 
J. Todd Figi 
Douglas Forseth 
Rick Ghio 
Todd Ghio 
Richard V. Gibbons 
Gail Stoona Gill 
Ronald E. Hahn 
David Hale 
Dr. Author Hughes 
Richard J . Hughes 
Dianne Jacob 
James D. Jameson 
Keith Johnson 
Scott Jones 
General Victor Krolak 
Mitchell L. Lathrop 
Roy Lessard 
Robert J . Lichter 
Art Madrid 
David Malcolm 
Joseph Martinez 
Joseph A. Mcinerney 
Herbert Meistrich 
Leonard Moore 
General Michael Neil 
Robert Payne 
Matthew Peterson 
Robert Petrossian 
Anthony J . Principi 
Gary C. Reif 
Vincent Richuitti, M.D. 
Donald Rodee 
Scott Rogers 
Jay Shumaker 
Neil Senturia 
Daniel Stanford 
Ed Struiksma 
James Schultz, M.D. 
Louis Schwartz, M.D. 
Steven M. Strauss 
Denis K. Vanier 
Juan Vargas 
Frank Warren 
Maura Wiegand, Ph.D. 
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November 3, 1993 


Mr. Leon Williams 
County Board of Supervisors 
1600 Pacific Highway, Suite 335 
San Diego, CA 92101 


Dear Leon: 


As a fellow San Diego business person, it is 
imperative and appreciative that you are committed to 
insure San Diego's future by having a new 
international airport in operation by the year 2000. 


A new airport at Miramar will allow the sixth 
largest city of the United States to finally realize 
its fullest potential. We need your time and talent: 
the attached information validates why Miramar is the 
desired location and will give you the facts and some 
creative ideas to assist you in persuading others to 
join this very important cause. 


The San Diego International Airport Foundation, 
a not-for-profit foundation, has been created to make 
this airport a reality and will receive matching 
grants to complete economic and environmental studies 
needed. The studies will assist in giving the 
necessary, substantiated facts to San Diego County 
citizens. We are also planning for this issue to be 
placed on next year's ballot for voter approval. 


As a member of the foundation, we would like to 
extend to you an invitation to attend an informational 
meeting, Thursday, November 11, 1993 at 7:30 a.m. at 
the Hyatt Regency San Diego. Your attendance at this 
meeting is very important. Base Realignment & Closure 
(BRAC) meetings are taking place, and we must take 
advantage of this small, but very critical, "window of 
opportunity". 


With your help, we can make the new San Diego 
International Airport a reality. 


Manchester 


One Market Place, 33rd Floor, San Diego, California 92101 
TEL: (619) 231-3800 I FAX: (619) 696-7100 







WHY MIRAMAR? 


FINANCIAL IMPACT 


• An International Airport will replace lost Navy payroll. 
• 24, 000 acres of land which can be deeded from the Federal 


Government located in the center of San Diego County, both 
population wise and physically. 


• Cost to build will be minimalized due to existing land and 
infra-structure. 


• Significant revenue impact will result from a new 
International Airport. 


INFRASTRUCTURE 


• Freeways are already built strategically around the property 
and will be improved upon. 


• Rail service is existing and can be improved and used for 
rapid transit. 


• Overflight zones are already existing to the east and to the 
west. 


• Fully certified instrument landing system already in place. 
• Approach/ departure terminal control area radar already in 


place. 
• Tower in place. 
• Existing ramps and runways can be modified and utilized or 


built with minimal grading. 
• Existing additional runways can be modified or built with 


minimal grading. 
• I-15 congestion can be reduced with additional ramps, etc. 
• Miramar Boulevard traffic can be reduced by expanding he 


southern portion of the Boulevard to quadruple capacity. 
• Rapid transit can be funded as part of the airport along I-15 


and Miramar Road. 
• Route 52 can be completed. 
• Route 56 can be completed. 
• City landfills vital and necessary to San Diego will be 


maintained. 
• Environmental open belt kept in perpetuity to the east. 


MILITARY IMPACT 


• The Marines do not want to relocate in San Diego because of 
one-third less facilities are available at Miramar versus El 
Toro. Marines are fearful that budget constraints will not 
allow them to build those facilities that are needed. 


• It has been validated by the Department of Defense and Marine 
Headquarters that $1.3 billion dollars would be required for 
the move from El Toro to Miramar. 


• There is an existing 34 7 housing units at Miramar for the 
required 3000 Marine personnel. This, in itself, would create 
a need for an additional $430 million dollars in construction 
costs. Also, outside of the base, there is a military housing 
shortage of 11,602. 







• The Marines would bring 270 wing and rotor aircraft to Miramar 
therefore increasing the noise level substantially because 
this equals approximately 100 more aircraft than currently 
stationed at Miramar. 


• There would be a need for additional storage facilities not 
available currently for Marine ammunition at Miramar. 


• Citizens do not want Marines to be relocated to San Diego due 
to the helicopter and F-18 noise. 


• Noise contours will be significantly reduced from present 
military levels for Rancho Penasquitos, Scripps Ranch, La 
Jolla, Del Mar, Miramar, Mira Mesa, etc. 


POSITIVE IMPACT TO DOWNTOWN AND OTHER AREAS IN SAN DIEGO 


• Miramar will have a very positive impact financially on 
downtown San Diego by allowing the redevelopment of Lindbergh 
Field: 


* 


* 


* 


* 


* 
* 


* 


* 


* 


Additional water frontage will lead to an estimated $3 
billion dollars of Port District redevelopment. 
From the Old Navy Hospital and/or Balboa Park to the 
downtown waterfront can be developed with City Front 
Terrace-type of high-density residential construction, 
which has been depressed for years due to the overflight 
noise from the airport and height restrictions from the 
airport. They would have wonderful views extending to 
the waterfront and would help change the face of San 
Diego. 
North Park, Old Town, Point Lorna, Mission Beach, Ocean 
Beach, Mission Hills, Bankers Hill and downtown property 
values would be greatly enhanced due to this 
redevelopment and the absence of Lindbergh Field. 
Loss of revenue seen by the Port District will be 
mitigated ten times over by the redevelopment. 
Entire look of downtown would be improved. 
Waterview and waterfront living will trigger a rebuilding 
of the desired downtown living corridor thereby allowing 
revitalization, including relocation of corporate 
headquarters to the downtown waterfront area. 
It ie a fact that Lindbergh has hindered, rather than 
helped, downtown redevelopment because it discouraged 
residential on the waterfront plus height restrictions 
(and can be changed at the State level through charter 
reform). 
Naval Training Center's and Lindbergh Field's closings 
will cause massive employment by the building and 
development of these valuable waterfront properties. 
The Aircraft Owners & Pilots Association has stated 
publicly that Lindbergh Field is one of the most 
dangerous airports in the world. 
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November 2, 1993 


The Honorable John Dalton 
Secretary of The Navy 
Department of The Navy 
Washington, DC 20350 


Dear Mr. Secretary: 


I am in receipt of a letter addressed to you 
dated October 4, 1993, from Randy "Duke" Cunningham, 
Member of Congress, in reference to his requesting a 
definitive statement from you on the Navy's position 
regarding locating a San Diego Regional International 
Airport on military lands. 


I am writing to you with hopes that the Navy will 
consider specifically, closing NAS Miramar for the 
purposes of establishing a new San Diego International 
Airport. There is a coalition that has been 
established in San Diego County which includes members 
of Congress, City and County Officials and respected 
business and community leaders who believe that 
Miramar is indeed the key to our cities' future. I 
sincerely believe that a "win-win" will take place in 
the event that you agree with our position for the 
following reasons: 


1) 


2) 


3) 


Marines will continue to operate with full 
capacity at El Toro, including transfer of 
Helicopters from Tustin; 
The Department of Defense will "win" 
because they will save the estimated $1.3 
billion needed to move the Marines to 
Miramar, plus meeting the closure 
guidelines set forth by BRAC; 
San Diego will benefit and finally be able 
to establish an International Airport at 
Miramar allowing us to give this city a 
much-needed financial boost. 


One Market Place, 33rd Floor, San Diego, Cal ifornia 92101 
TEL: (619) 231-3800 I FAX: (619) 696-7100 







AA 
SAN DIEGO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT FOUNDATION 


The Honorable John Dalton 
November 2, 1993 
-page two-


I certainly understand that the Navy and Department 
of Defense want to utilize all available resources to 
their highest and best use. However, according to 
experts that I have talked to, both the civilian 
population of San Diego and the military experts do not 
want a relocation from El Toro to Miramar. The 
relocation, as previously mentioned, would not be in the 
best interest of the Marines without significant findings 
which seem highly unlikely given the Country's economic 
status. 


I would certainly appreciate talking to you in 
further detail concerning this matter and I have enclosed 
additional information for your review. 


DFM/mv 


Enclosure 


Warmest personal regards, 


MAN SESTER RESORTS c 
-~ 


D uglas F. Manchester 
Chairman 







Download of this portion is not publicly 
available due to copyright restrictions. 


Contact Special Collections & University 
Archives for information about accessing 
this item. 
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~.any 11:1 the S.!.n . .c' t~g:> area believe that tbe cnly su.it.ab1 e 
a !.t..«.~ tcr: a c~~ial: <lirport are ~::. t:rll1tary l~. Wi t:h t.r.e 
~p~at~~t d~se o! thg ~orta praf95al, &~ otfici~s at~ 
;llr~ ."J~:f cUling on th~ Na..vy to so~ve cJ1e are..a's problttt!!. ATm·o 
t.M opt~o:u; ~t c:CUM~only c:Ue~~ied a=e t.h&t. t he ~avy should.' 
. . , : . 


1.1 per:J.t joint 'm.ilit~cy/civ-1 lian use a.c Mirazrar, 
•• , e4ote ~ altogQ~Qr, 
l.) aceo:!!%104&-;~ &:n ~a.ns1on of t..te e.xieticg Litldhcrgn Fi ~ld 
by eQd.f.Ag l~d tL~ N'te .S~e O!t9Q ¢r ~ san Cie~o, 
'.) a.llo~ the u.s a ot ~ North ~s:and ~ « cc:or.ercie: 
~'l..L-fOrt, or : 
5.) "cnace lalld (t camp Pe.ncileto~ fc.r a civilian •irport. 


I 


' As one ~ ~tron~ly ~pot"'s t14e Ni.vy' a pre~~n~e il1 San 
Pi~~o C~t)', I 4b~e 'With ~o!l~ vl!lo ee~te ~l:.&~ t.h4 Navy 
Sh9\.ll~ eol.ve San l'iego•!,; Ai~ort ~roblem. Loeal leadeu hav~ 


·. ~~l ay~d ~4 J:.iek~:'t4 ~Ot' ~3 1 Yb_ile c.ite ~fter ei.t4!J ~ bC·C'}r.. 
l(')St:. to develcpm.ent. i 


aovever, l Am ~~tins to encourage you to iss~e a defint tiv• 
fl~i-te."'"\u~t ()~ ~b.o N4vy'~ po•!tio=. c:r.o. thiu ~tte..r. I belit"'O a. 


. elt>~t StAtement fr~ 'JOU: olfi~e o~ ~fi fiv£ opt.i9:lB l{tite.d above 
~,. \ol¢-..1~ tl b4 9f iJ:rcMc;as~le Y'Ll~~ co ~~~Qllt:eei.Dg tb.o ~avy •• 


J. po~i t.ion and W.S\lting :that l.ocal. ofticiitla l1c t:~o: vaste v--ea..tUA.h1e 
ti~~ or m.:>n.Gy on p~u!..:lg !'JOn·saUX~Qr idQ:.•. I believe t~t th.Q 
situar;!o:. at NAS M.tra$r 1& by tar tb~ most e:-itica.l, but All ot 
t.h~ o,=t !_ons I (){!t1Lnod have :received ~~r'l cru .,. 1\tter.t:i.on ov~ ... · t .hA 
Yt!:~t. : 







Pagt Tw~ 
Octoc~r 4, 1993 


t 
I 


ftl!;~~ be as~r-=d ot v.rt strong c~;:m.,iur.ent.. to vorki.n~ ~1t...~ 
yo'll on t.ttt eb.allenges 'tlh.icl'. face th~ r;avy. 7~ you for yoiJr 


considCi'c~':.ion. 


i.DC:""ll 







' ' ~ ::, ,, 1 1 : i ~ l ! r ~ ,_. r j_ \ . J ·; •. 


City of La Mesa 
------~ 


November 2, 1993 


Mayor Gioria McClellan 
Chaim1an Board of Oirectors 
SANLJAG 
401 B Street. Suite 800 
San Diego, CA 92101 


Dev Gloria: 


The task cf our Military Housing Commisskm is to develop the _most inclusive and 
comprE'hensive list of po~er~jaJ sit~s. either raw land or existing housing to meet the 
pre3en~ mid-term o.nd long-:a:1ge housing needs of our m:lita:y personnel and their 
de-pendents. 


Q!_:r recommendations must factor the current, and to the test of our ability, potenti_ai 
f-rtl:re base closure sceno.rios. The ::;cf"'stant s_;:,eculation t~nt Miramar ~aval Air. 
Staten is destined to bcc·1m~ this ragicn's intoma.tior.aJ airport is justification to r~view 
the Mure use of this military base in a tim~ly manner. · 


Ac~ordinoly, I am reQuesting that your Executive Co~mittee place on our November 
19 agenda, for dJscussion and appropriate a.ction, the developn;eht of ecorromic 
analysis and st-.~dieG of Mirt:.;nurc impact on this region, both as ~ military' facility and 
as a regional intr;maiionaJ aJrport. · · 


Mayor Dick Lyon and Councilmember Len Moore aie also i~ supPort of this r&~pest 


Thank you L, s:Jvance for your supporl 


Sincerely, 


~~d 
Mayor : 


cc: Mayor Lyon, City cf Oceansid.: 
Counciimember f,Aoore, City of Chu ~a Vista 


-----------
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November 8, 1993 


LEON L. WILLIAMS 
SUPERVISOR , FOURTH DISTRICT 


The Honorable John Dalton 
Secretary of The Navy 
Department of The Navy 
Washington, DC 20350 


Dear Mr. Secretary: 


It is my understanding that the Navy has not yet 
finalized its decision to move the Marines from El Toro 
to NAS Miramar. I am writing you with the hopes that you 
will consider closing NAS Miramar for the purposes of 
establishing a new San Diego International Airport, or at 
least postponing that decision until economic studies can 
be conducted on the feasibility of converting NAS Miramar 
into a civilian airport. 


A new airport coalition, the San Diego International 
Airport Foundation, has been established and is 
vigorously pursuing San Diego's only remaining site 
option for a world class airport -- NAS Miramar. All 
other proposals to date, including most recently the 
proposed binational airport, have been ruled unfeasible. 


Participants of the San Diego Airport Foundation include 
members of Congress, County Supervisors, City 
Councilmembers and many well respected business and 
community leaders who sincerely believe that Miramar is 
extremely important to our county's future. 


Above all, we hope you will keep our options open as you 
determine what is the best way to utilize Navy resources. 


I fit HI I' 1< II II II 1< .II\ I " • S 1' J)u <.o, ( . 11 11 c >1<'1 1 '12 Jill • (6 I 'JI 5.H -55-I.J • 1- 11!11(1) 1'152-7.'2-' • F" t 6 I 'II 557--11125 
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SAN DIEGO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT FOUNDATION MEETING 


AGENDA 


7:40 - 7:45 


7:45 - 8:00 


8:00 - 8:20 


8:20 - 8:40 


8:40 - 9:00 


November 11, 1993 


7:30 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. 


Opening Remarks Douglas F. Manchester 


Individual Introductions 


Up-To-Date Report 


e SANDAG Report 
• Economic Analysis Study 
• Poll 
• County Board of Supervisors 


• Media Gina 


Discussion 


Task Assignments 


All 


Art Madrid 
Richard V. Gibbons 


Al Ziegaus 
Adrienne Brodeur 


John Woodard 
Zanotti Cunningham 


All 


All 


• Participants @ SANDAG Meeting 
November 19th, 1993 at 8:00 a.m. 
at CIVIC Concourse Copper Room, 
(Terrace level) 


• Community Awareness 
• Speakers Bureau 
• Economic Study 
• Transit Infrastructure 
• Noise Contour 
• Additional Board Members 
• Letters 


- Secretary of the Navy 
- Local Congressional Members 
- Mayor Susan Golding 
- City Councilmembers 
- SANDAG Board 








DRAFT OF LETTER TO MAYOR SUSAN GOLDING 


The Honorable Susan Golding 
Mayor, City of San Diego 
202 c street 
San Diego, CA 92101 


Dear Mayor Golding: 


November 11, 1993 


For safety and economic reasons, it is imperative that we look 
at the positive aspects of relocating Lindbergh Field to Miramar. 


With the relocation of San Diego County's airport to the 
center of the County, downtown San Diego (from Balboa Park to the 
Naval Training Center) can be revitalized by major redevelopment. 
This redevelopment could give our economically stagnant community 
a $3 billion dollar shot in the arm. 


The existing infrastructure at and around Miramar, coupled 
with the ability to add an international airport terminal, makes 
Miramar THE only choice for San Diego. 


As our Mayor, we need your support! 


DFM/mif 


Warmest personal regards, 


MANCHESTER RESORTS 


Douglas F. Manchester 
Chairman 


- -· 
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INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS 
OPERATOR/AUTHORITY 


FOR 


ATTACHMENT 3 


A REGIONAL AIRPORT 


currently, the san Diego Unified Port District, the County and 
some cities operate airports in the San Diego region. The 
Board requested further ·information on what organizational 
alternatives there might be for establishing a single regional 
airport authority to assume these operations and the operation 
of any new airport. In summary, the alternatives would be: 


1. The Port District currently the Port's enabling 
legislation authorizes it to operate airports in its area of 
jurisdiction. (Harbors and Navigation Code Appendix Sections 4 
and 5.) An amendment to the legislation would be required for 
the Port District to operate airports outside its present 
boundaries. 


2. The County of san Diego - The county is authorized by 
Sections 26020, 50470 and 50474 of the Government Code to 
provide and maintain public airports in the unincorporated and 
incorporated area. 


3. An Airport District - A countywide airport district n .-~v be 
formed pursuant to the California Airport District Act (fo~~ ~ 
(commencing with Section 22001] of Div. 9 of the pub\ i c 
Utilities Code). The district is formed by election, and L S 


governed by five elected directors. 


4. A Joint Powers Authority- The County and variou s cLties 
could establish an authority through a joint exercise of pov-.er-s 
agreement. (Covernment Code Section 6500 et seq.) 


5. A Statutorily Created Authority - The state through new 
legislation could provide for the establishment of an authority 
within the region which could be designed to meet the region's 
specific needs. 







I 
f 


CHRONOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT 
of 


LINDBERGH ALTERNATIVES 


• 


• 


1947 September Proposed lease agreement for Joint use between United States 


1952 


1958 


1959 


1962 


1963 


1970 


1971 


1972 


1973 


1974 


of America and City of San Diego. Lease agreement signed 
and enacted. 


December Termination of Lease Agreement between United States of America 
and City of San Diego by mutual consent. 


November Letter from San Diego Mayor to Secretary of Navy, T. Gates, 
stating the need of another location for the already crowded 
Lindbergh field to NAAS Brown Field. 


February !·ro?c5a l to transfer Brown Field to City of San Diego. 


September Brown Field transferred to City of San Diego. 
San Diego Union Paper reports; "Mayor Dail •.• "Hailed 
acquisition of Brown Field as a probable solution to 
San Diego's need for a commercial Jet-Age airport". 


Ju l y Quitclaim Deed recorded between United States of America and 
City of San Diego, conveying approximately 894.614 acres 
including structures for the purpose of a civilian airport. 


October FAA proposes to Southern California Airspace Utilization 
Committee the establishment of an airport for commercial 
carriers north of NAS Miramar. Commander Fleet Air Miramar 
rebuts said proposal with such conflicts as recoveries, 
flight patterns and departure patterns. 


April Secretary of Defense and Department of Defense create project 
WIRE. Relating to the joint use of military facilities and 
land when not in conflict with military operations. 


May 


July 


February 


May 


The development of the Community Planning Liaison Officer to 
coordinate with the surrounding communities as to possible 
noise problems, buffer zones and community planning. 


Point Paper, Subject SANPAT Interim Report No. 3 by G. Louis 
Herz, continued discussion of joint use of San Diego military 
airfields and continued rebutal as to not being feasible. 


Daniel, Mann, Johnson & Mendenhall, conducting a series of 
studies as to feasibility of developing a new international 
airport at NAS Miramar. 


Letter addressed to Rear Admiral F. B. Gilkeson from Richard 
J. Huff, Executive Director, Comprehensive Planning Organization 
of the San Diego Region, subject; requesting Navy's position 
on Interim Report No. 4 of the SANPAT Study. 







1974 June Navy's response: No possiblity of the relocation of NAS 
facilities. 


June Joint Use Hearings, a total of five. Summary of written 
testimony received was opposed by majority of surrounding 
City Council members, coalition groups, and private residents 
in area. 


July Letter to Mr. Roger Ruffin, SANPAT, from Arthur I. Mendolia, 
Assistant Secretary of Defense, subject; importance of NAS 
Miramar "The Navy's master jet base at Miramar is the nucleus 
of the Navy jet aviation base structure in the Southwestern 
United States. Location of the aircraft squadrons at Miramar 
is considered to be vital". 


August 


October 


October 


October 


Letter to Captain Wil l iam Franklin from Councilman Jim Ellis, 
on his proposal for the solution to the SANPAT study. 


Joint messageform from ASN Washington, D.C. to Mr. James 
Habel, Chairman, CPO, subject; Navy Department policy of 
restricting joint use commercial/military aircraft operations 
at major jet air stations. "Navy Department must remain 
opposed to the joint commercial use of NAS Miramar". 


City Resolution No. 211699 to share Miramar Naval Air Station 
as a joint military-civil airport at such time as the 
Department of Defense concurs. Approved and authenticated 
by Mayor Pete Wilson. 


Letter to Councilman Ellis from Vice Admiral Robert B. Baldwin 
restating that Miramar will not be disposed of now or in the 
foreseeable future. 


1978 September Comprehensive Planning Organization reopens joint useage 
with NAS Miramar and development of land around base. 


1979 October Letter to Senator Cranston from Vice Admiral W. L. McDonald 
again reaffirming the fact that NAS Miramar cannot be transferred 
or in any way used as new Airport for San Diego. 


1980 February Letter from Assistant Secretary of Navy J. A. Doyle, stating 
relocation of Miramar would be a detriment to national defense. 


February NAS Miramar put on County ballot for site of future airport. 


March NAS Miramar dropped from ballot. Navy won't budge on its 
position. 


2 







1981 December 


1982 August 


October 


1983 January 


August 


1984 March 


1987 February 


19E8 Nove~ber 


Dece~ber 


1989 February 


May 


August 


Au gust 


Another study for re l ocation of Lindbergh to Brown, Carmel, 
Mountain area or NAS Miramar. 


SANDAG Board of Directors proposed MCAS El Toro 
and MCB Ca~? Pend l eton as future sites for commercial 
airport usa ge. Finally agreeing, not practical. 


Marine Corps Base Camp Pend l eton responds to SANDAG's 
proposa ~ . E~phas izing a defin i te NO to such a proposa l . 


From U.S. General Accounting Office, a draft of proposed 
report of Eva l uation of Potential joint Civil and Military 
use of Military Airfie ld s. 


HH AEROSPACE DESIG ~ COMPANY does Study of Joint Military 
and Civ i l Use of ~AS MIRAMAR. 


To Thooas P. O '~e i l l , Speaker of the House from Eli zabeth 
Dole, Secy of Trans. and Caspar Weinberger, Secy of Defense, 
CO?Y of DO~ / DOT P: an for Joint use of Mi li tary Airfie l ds. 
Al though NAS Miramar is among studied Facilities, it is not 
re~ommendec for joint use. 


Draft s~ope of work Av ia tion Systems Plan Update as to additiona l 
s i te Al ter nat i ves for Commercial Aviation, Phase 1. 


CO~MERCI A L AIR POR7 SITE SELECTION STUDY FOR THE SAN DIEGO 
REGIO~ . Pna5e 2 report Screen i ng and Evaluation Criter ia . 


SA~DAG ~eet :ng t o dis~uss Phase 1 and Phase 2 reports 


Cooerc i a ; A~ rport Site Se l e~t io n study for the San Di ego 
Region. 


Joint or shared use of NAS Miramar dropped as options 
be:ause of incomyoatibi~ity with military operations. 


Letter to Secretary of Navy Lawrence Garrett III fro~ 
Ernie Cowan, Chairman SANDAG's Air Carrier Airport Site 
Se : ection Po l icy Advisory Committee, seeking advise as to 
using Navy ? roperty for civi li an air carrier airport. 


Tierrasanta Community Counci l states its support in keeping 
NAS Mi ramar ju st ~h ere it is and not invest the bi ll ions of 
doll a rs it would take to move it. 







I 
1985 September Letter to Ernie Cowan, Chairman SANDAG from Dan Howard 


November 


t~ovember 


1'-iovember 


Decer;tber 


l 99 C January 


February 


M:::rch 


Under Secretary of the Navy confirming Rear Admiral Rogers 
letter supporting the position that no option will be pursued 
which wi l l affect the operations of NAS Miramar and Pendleton. 


Letter to Kenneth Sulzer, Executive Director SANDAG from 
Co ngressman Jim Bates, Senator Wad i e Deddeh, Assemblyman 
Steve Peace and others pertaining to joint use of NAS Miramar. 


Ed i toria l. in San Diego UnioL paper by Congressman Lowery, stat i ng 
position on Airport issue and that Miramar is not a viabl e 
option, and that federa l monies for a new San Diego airport 
are drying up. 


Communities of Scr ipps Ranch, Tierrasanta, Kearny Mesa,C l airemont 
Un iversity City, East Elliott and Mi ra Mesa present Reso l utions 
to Captain Larry Pearson opposing any civil use of ~A S Miramar. 


SA~DAG study c l aims Miramar is viable a l ternative to Lindbergh 
Field . O~position by Navy considerec "Institutional Problem". 
All Miramar options would requ i re relocat i on of Nava l Fac f ii t i es 
and air operations. 


In th e State of County address Leon Will iams, Cha 5r man, of 
the San Diego County Board of Supervisors, states he wi l I 
begi 11 negotiations with congressiona l de l egation to obtc.in 
NAS 1'-lirarr.ar for au international airport. 


San Di e ~ o Countj Board of Supervisors vote to endorse the 
I·liramar options in the SANDAG Rei_)ort and to as~ Navy a nd 
congressiona L de 1egates for jo~nt use. 


Con~ressman Bates says he wi l i propose fil l to study Joint 
Use at NAS Miramar . 


Congressman Lowery and three city councilmembers Ju dy McCarty, 
Li nda Bernhardt, and Abbe Wolfsheimer - ho l d a ~ress conference 
to dec Jare their oppos i tion to jo i nt or civi l use of NAS M ~ ramar. 
Mr. Lowery states that any bi ll by Mr. Bates for joint use 
w5 J l be "DOA" in congress. 


Se~retary of Defense 1 Cheney whi le vis i ting San Di ego, states 
to press, ''Mi ramar i s one of our major airports anc a major 
tra inir;g faci !i ty. It's not a civ ilian airport and was no t 
bu il t as such ... I'm not going to c l ose anythi ne in San Die eo ." 


L.- 2t. - 9(' 
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THOMAS J. PASTUSZKA <!Iouutt! of ~au JElicgo 
CLERK 


Telephone (619) 531·5600 CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
1600 PACIAC HIGHWAY, ROOM 402, SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92101 -2471 


February 28, 1994 


TO: 


FROM: 


Supervisor Pam Slater, Chairwoman 
Supervisor Dianne Jacob, Vice Chairwoman 
Supervisor Brian P. Bilbray 
Supervisor Leon L. Williams 
Supervisor John MacDonald 


Thomas J. Pastuszka 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 


~\\~~ 
FAX (619) 531·6098 


For your information, we are providing you with correspondence from 
James R. Turner, Jr. Consulting Engineer, regarding "Miramar -
Proposed June Ballot Issue." 


Respectfully, 


THOMAS J. PASTUSZKA 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 


ARLINE S. HULTSCH 
Assistant Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 


TJP:AH:jb 
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4220 Meade Ave 
SaCl. Diego £A 9 211 6 
(619) 282-3943 James R. Turner, Jr. 


C.E.O. Nuka Bay Mines, Kenai Peninsula, Alaska 


Consulting Engineer 


P.O. Box 2225 
Julian CA 92036 
(619) 765-0449 
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February 28, 1994 


Supervisor Leon Williams 
County of San Diego 
1600 Pacific Highway 
San Diego, CA 92101 


c eot-l 
Dear Supervisor Williams: 


r- ( U 7 ~~. D~ 0 l lt> '6Zj 


city of del mar 


Transmitted herewith is a. copy of the City of Del Mar's 
Resolution Number 94-06 adopted on February 14, 1994. This 
resolution reaffirms Del Mar's strong support for the 
continued presence of the U.S. Military in the San Diego 
region. 


telephon7 (619) 755-9313 fax (619) 755-2794 (} 







RESOLUTION HO. 94-06 


A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF DEL MAR, CALIFORNIA, REAFFIRMING 
THE STRONG SUPPORT FOR THE CONTINUED 
PRESENCE OF THE U.S. MILITARY IN THE SAN 
DIEGO REGION 


WHEREAS, a Countywide advisory vote is scheduled for the 
June ballot that may mistakenly send a message to the 
military, or our elected representatives in Washington, that 
County residents might want the military to leave Miramar 
Naval Air Station; and 


WHEREAS, it is not the intention of the City of Del Mar 
to cause or influence the military to abandon Miramar Naval 
Air Station; and 


WHEREAS, Miramar Naval Air Station cannot be considered 
as an option as a commercial airport unless the military 
announces they have decided to voluntarily abandon Miramar 
Naval Air Station; and 


WHEREAS, the City of Del Mar recognizes the importance 
of Miramar Naval Air Station and the military to San Diego's 
economy and to the security of the United States, no effort 
will be made to induce or encourage them to leave; and 


WHEREAS, the City of Del Mar recognizes that 
uncertainties in San Diego County's evolving economy, 
including a dramatic loss of jobs, require the region's 
elected officials to move carefully when considering either 
military deployment or a new or expanded airport; and 


WHEREAS, a collaborative effort of government officials, 
academics, business, labor and community leaders is needed in 
planning for a major regional commercial airport facility; 


WHEREAS, the City of Del Mar supports the SANDAG Board 
of Directors' action that SANDAG conduct a regional air 
transportation needs assessment study that is thorough, 
factual and timely; 







Resolution No. 94-06 
Page 2 


NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the 
City of Del Mar that we do hereby today, and throughout any 
airport planning process, reaffirm our strong support for a 
continued military presence at Miramar Naval Air Station and 
other facilities in the region and extend our full 
appreciation of the military's contribution to San Diego 
County's economy, military heritage, history and quality of 
life, today and in the future, and to the preservation of 
national security. 


PASSED 1 APPROVED AND ADOPTED 1 at a Regular Meeting 
of the City Council o f the City ot Del Mar, California, this 
14th day of February, 1994. 


ATTEST: 


MERCEDES MARTIN, City Clerk 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO ) 
CITY OF DEL MAR ) 


I, MERCEDES MARTIN, City Clerk of the City of Del Mar, 
California, DO HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is a true and 
correct copy of Resolution No. 94-06 adopted by the City 
Council of the City of Del Mar, this 14th day of February, 
1994, by the following vote: 


AYES: Councilmembers Abarbanel, Colbert, 
McMillan, Franklin; Mayor Parks 


NOES: None 


ABSENT: None 


ABSTAIN: None 


LJru/0cd!ufl&v;t;;z~ 
MERCEDES MARTIN, City Clerk 
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ADAMS, DUQUE & HAZELTINE 


ANTHONY J. PRINCIPI 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 


401 WEST A STREET 
TWE TY· S IXTH f'LOOR 


SAN OIEGO, CA 9210 1 
( 6 19 ) 232-1240 


f'AX (6 19 ) 232·1351 


\..OS ANGELES 
SA f"RA C ISCO 


SAN D I EGO 
NEW~K 








Point Paper: Airport Relocation 


Problem: Lindberg Field is not capable of hand l ing 
air traffic into the next century. 


Discussion: The city has conducted numerous studies 
and has had several opportunities to obtain an 
alternate airport site~ but has delayed to the 
point that each opportunity has been lost. A 
long range, viable solution needs to be considered 
that would solve the present problem and would 
make San Diego a pioneer in air transportation. 


Recommendation: A 21st century free-standing hub 
airport that exists mostly to transfer traffic~ 
which was cal led a 11 WAYPORT" by billionaire Howard 
Hughes~ must be bui It in the high desert between 
Borrego and the Salton Riveria. There are 
numerous advantages for a "Wayport": 
1. Final Solution: The "Wayport" would serve 


San Diego and all of San Diego County for the 
next 100 years and beyond. 


2. Weather Conditions: The flying environment 
is more dependable in the high desert than on 
the coast. Fog is rare and there are few 
weather conditions in the desert that would 
have the potential to delay flights <compare 
airport closures of Las Vegas vs San Diego 
or Los Angeles). 


3. Safety/ Air Congestion: There wouid be 
minimal interference with flights to other 
destinations in the region. Reducing the 
risk of congestion and inclement weather 
makes a safer environment for flying. 
Perhaps that is why the Blue Angels practice 
in the high desert regions. 


4. Passenger Distribution: International 
flights would use the "Wayport"; cross­
country flights could be divided between 
Lindberg Field and the Wayport. Existing 
airports would become "shuttleports 11 to 
service the local communities <Brown Field 
for Chula Vista and environs; Palomar for 
North County; Ramona for East County~ etc.). 
High speed rail and expressways would be 
an alternate method of passenger distribution 
to final destinations. 







5. Available/ Inexpensive Land: An abundance 
of inexpensive land exists that would not 
require the displacement of an existing 
population. This would provide an ~b~portunity 
to develop the East County and increase 
taxable revenues for the County. 


6. Noise Abatement: The ~wayport~ would not 
bother any established residential 
communities and could be operated 24 hours 
a day/ seven days a week. The area around 
the airport would be planned as it is built 
to avoid infringements on neighborhoods. 


7. Freight Distribution: Storage facilities/ 
distribution hubs could be constructed on the 
inexpensive land. Distribution would be more 
efficient since the hub would be outside the 
San Diego metropolitan area. 


8. Traffic Congestion: The 15 Corridor (15) 
163~ 805 and 5) is already suffering severe 
gridlock at peak hours! An airport would 
worsen an already bad situation and would make 
the commute impossible for residents as well 
as passengers attempting to catch a flight. 


9. Navy/s $8- Billion Payroll: Some of the 
approximately 25-28% of San Diego/s income 
from military sources would be lost if NAS 
Miramar was converted for civilian use. 
Additional lyJ with the projected closurer of 
NAS Alameda and NAS Moffett Field; some of the 
squadrons that are presently in the Bay Area 
will probably be redistributed into the San 
Diego Area. 


10. Metropolitan Congestion: San Diego would 
tend to build out toward the airport <East 
County) thereby relieving traffic and building 
congestion from the present area. 
It would also provide Jobs and an opportunity 
to provide decent low-income housing areas 
that would be an added benefit to our 
community as wei l as increasing the present 
tax revenue for the county. 


Solution: Once it is recognized that any of the 
alternatives under consideration are short-sighted 
and would have to be altered to fit the needs of 
San Diego in the not toodistant future~ the 
11 Wayport 11 concept is a giant step into the future 
and becomes the only logical~ long-term solution 
for San DiegoJ a pioneer in innovation. 








§26006 COUNTIES-BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
Title 3 


The contributions may be subject to such terms and conditions as the board, 
in its discretion; deems reasonable under the circumstances, and contracts 
may be entered into for that purpose. 
(Added by Stats.1974, c. 814, p. 1773, § 2.) · 


Library References 


Counties e:-21 Y2. 
C.J.S. Counties § 49. 


Article 2 


AIRPORTS 


Section 
26020. Acquisition of airports; special tax; funds; issuance of bonds. 
26021. County aid for aviation. 
26022. Requisites of resolution for aid. 
26023. Types of aviation aid. 
26024. Payment of aid. 
26025. Unused aid. 
26026. Contributions to United States for aviation. 
26027. Zoning ordinances; provision: for airports. 
26028. Zoning ordinances; provision for airports; notice to interested persons. 


Article 2 was added by Stats.J947, c. 424, p. 1135, § 1. 


Library References 


Aviation e:>211. 
Counties e:>21Y2, 47, 103, 161, 174, 192. 


~cquisition of airports; 


CJ .S. Aeronautics and Aerospace § 5 et seq. 
CJ.S. Counties§§ 49, 81, 165, 231, 261, 281. 


special tax; funds; Issuance of bonds 


As a necessary adjunct to aerial transportation and the use of aerial 
highways, the board of supervisors may provide and maintain public airports 
and landing places for aerial traffic for the use of the public. For such 
purposes the board of supervisors may: 


(a) Acquire by purchase, condemnation, donation, lease, or otherwise real 
or personal property, either within or without the incorporated territory of 
municipalities, necessary for such purposes, and improve, construct, recon­
struct, lease, furnish, refurnish, use, repair, maintain, and control the proper­
ty, including buildings, structures, and lighting and other equipment and 
facilities necessary for such use. 


(b) Provide all necessary custodians, employees, attendants, and supplies 
for the proper maintenance of the property for the purposes specified in this 
section. 


(c) In addition to all other taxes, levy in any year a special tax not to exceed 
three mills ($0.003) on the one dollar ($1) of assessed valuation on all taxable 
property in the county, the proceeds of which may be accumulated for not to 
exceed five years for use iil carrying out the purposes of this section. A 
county board of supervisors shall not levy an airport tax as provided for by 
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Title 3 


as the b~ard, 
and contracts 


d persons. 
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nee of bonds 


use of aerial 
ublic airports 
ic. For such 


)therwise real 
d territory of 
.struct, recon­
ol the proper­
luipment and 


and supplies 
ecified in this 


not to exceed 
on all taxable 
tted for not to 
is section. A 
·ovided for by 


TRANSPORTATION AND AIRPORTS 
Div. 2 


§ 26021 


this section on any airport district formed pursuant to the "California Airport 
District Act" (Part 2 (commencing with Section 22001) of Division 9 of the 
Public Utilities Code). 


(d) Establish a fund or funds for such purposes and appropriate and 
transfer from the general fund to such fund or funds from time to time such 
money as it deems necessary. 


(e) In the manner provided by law, incur a bonded indebtedness on behalf 
of the county. 
(Added by Stats.1947, c. 424, p. 1135, § 1. Amended by Stats.1951, c. 1331, p. 3220, 
§ 1; Stats.1967, c. 888, p. 2334, § 1.) 


Historical Note 


The 1951 amendment provided that the spe­
cial tax proceeds may be accumulated for a 
time not to exceed five years. 


The 1967 amendment provided that a board 
shall not levy an airport tax on any airport 


district formed pursuant to the California Air­
port District Act. 


Derivation: Pol.C. § 4056c, added Stats. 
1927, c. 404, p. 664, § 1. 


Cross References 


Acquisition or use of property for airport, see § 50470. 
Assessment of taxable property, see Revenue and Taxation Code § 401 et seq. 
Authorization for bonded indebtedness, see § 50472. 
Eminent domain, aeronautics act, see Public Utilities Code § 21633 et seq. 
Erection, maintenance and operation of airports, see § 50474. 
General fund of county, see § 29301. 
Power of eminent domain, see Const. Art. 1, § 19; Code of Civil Procedure § 1240.010 et seq. 


Library References 


Counties e=>47, 103, 192. 
C.J.S. Counties§§ 81, 165, 28( 


WESTLA W Electronic Research 


See WESTLA W Electronic Research Guide following the Preface. 


Notes of Decisions 


Construction of faclUties 
Leases 2 


1. Construction of faclUties 
This section does not purport to touch upon 


the subject of the manner of construction of 
airport facilities. 13 Ops.Atty.Gen. 129. 


2. Leases 
When county acquired title to airport from 


irrigation district, county had right to obtain 


§ 2602 1. County aid for aviation 


cancellation of invalid lease of airport by dis­
trict to individual for rental of $1 a year. Al­
len v. Hussey (1951) 225 P.2d 674, 101 C.A.2d 
457. 


County supervisors may lease facilities at a 
county airport to private persons for a flying 
school if it does not interfere with other activi­
ties of the airport. 5 Ops.Atty.Gen. 99. 


By a resolution adopted by a four-fifths vote of its members, the board may 
determine that the acquisition by purchase, condemnation, lease, or othenvise 
of real or personal property for the construction and completion of improve­
ments necessary and convenient for any of the following purposes is of 
general county interest, and that county aid shall be extended for: 
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Lockheed Air Terminal is the 


largest and most experienced 


private developer. operator 


and manager of commercial 


airport and airport terminal 


facilities in North America. 


No other company ·can 


offer the experience and 


range of expertise Lockheed 


Air Terminal brings to a 


commercial airport or airport 


terminal project. Lockheed's 


proven reputation and highly 


trained personnd assure 


that the client wiii recei\C 


the very best in resources. 


skills and technology. 


Increasing pressure on 


gm·ernment and the escalating 


need for facilities demand 


innovati,·e elutions. Greater 


invol\·emenr by the private 


sector ultimately will be the 


key to a modernized a\·iation 


system and Lockheed Air 


Terminal's practical experience 


and creative approach will 


become more imponanr to the 


vitality of airpons around 


the world. 


;\lore and more. communities 


are considering alternati\·es 


to the traditional methods of 


airport development and 


financing. By using private 


·ector efficiencies. Lockheed 


improves the financial viability 


of airports by better sen·ing 


the air carriers. passengers and 


their communities. 


-=;){Lockheed Air Terminal~ Inc. 


Airport 


DeYelopment 


Lockheed Air Terminal can 


assist ciiems ll'ith the challenges 


of airport de1·elopment and 


moderni~ation. This is high­


lighted by Toromo :S Tt!rminal 3. 


The project san•s as the _'/rst 


primtely de1·e/oped major 


terminal project in the ,,·ortd 


and sets the standard for 


primte .facility de1·elopmt?nt 


in the airport marketplace. 


Phase one of the project h'ill 


add one million square feet 


of terminal space. :!4 uircraft 


gates and more than 3.000 


parking spaces. 


:For Airports That Work 








ROBERT F. BOURQUE 


3754 MT. ASHMUN PLACE, SAN DIEGO, CAUFORNIA 92111 


March 16, 1993 


Editor 
San Diego Union-Tribune 
PO Box 191 
350 Camino de Ia Reina 
San Diego, 92112-4106 


Dear Sir: 


PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER 


(619) 455-2140 


Randy Cunningham's article (March 15) opposing the joint use of Miramar is so full of 
easily-deflated falsehoods that it actually underscores the viability of the concept. For example: 


1. "Super-hot" F-14s and F-18s cool down near an airport because controllers tell them to. In 
fact, the F-14 flies the airport pattern at about the same speed as Boeing 767s and the F-18 can fly 
even slower than many commercial jets! 


2. His parallel runway argument is a red herring. Another long runway can be easily built 
parallel to, and a little north of, the south fence . Looking westward, this runway would face more 
northerly. Looking eastward, it would diverge from the existing long runway. Aircraft approaching 
the two long runways would be miles apart until just before touchdown. 


3. Commercial aircraft are so much quieter than the military jets- especially the F-18s, which 
are incredibly noisy - that they will hardly be noticed. 


4. His notion that commercial aircraft would overfly University City and La Jolla at less than 
1000' is nonsense. All Miramar aircraft now fly north of those areas, over the commercially-zoned 
Sorrento Valley and the relatively sparse Torrey Pines area, at 2000' altitude. They could go even 
higher if the controlled airspace where slightly modified. I have seen all cypes of aircraft - lumbering 
C-5As, B-52s, Navy DC-9s - make the turns needed from the existing runway. Those turns would be 
reduced to less than that now needed for the Mission Bay departure at Lindbergh if the runway 
mentioned above is built. 


5. The 750 foot spacing between the existing parallel runways, that he says is insufficient for 
passenger jets , is exactly the spacing between the runways at San Francisco International . It is bard to 
remain patient with one who is so loose with the facts. 


6 . Even his scary notions about ·nuggets" just learning to fly fighter jets can be tempered 
with a dose of reality . Sure, do that training elsewhere. But a lot of the planes in the existing touch­
and-go p~ttern are flown by pilots with hundreds , if not thousands, of hours who need to maintain 
carrier land ing proficiency. Yet another runway could be built for this activity. It would be parallel to 
the one proposed above and 1300' south of it, just along the south fence. Aircraft in that touch-and-go 
pattern would still be able to stay north of Route 52 and be well clear of the passenger jets. 


Mr. Cunningham bas an agenda that quite transparent: he is the Navy's mouthpiece. If we can 
al l stop shouting and start looking at carefully thought-out facts, then it will be evident to anyone 
wil ling to listen that a plan for joint use of Miramar can be had that is viable and serves the best long­
term interests of both San Diego and the military. 


s~)D 
f ( ;~ / . /I_)-/' 


Robert F . Bourque / -


cc: M. Larry Lawrence 
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GEORGE 
CARTER 
JESSOP 


fEWELER 


March 1B, 1993 


Mr. M. Larry Lawrence, 
Chairman of the Board 
HOlE.. DEL CORONADO 
1500 Qrange Ave. 
Coronado, CA • . 9211B 


Dear Larry, 


As promised, a copy of my friend's letter. 


He is absolutely sincere. 


Enc. 
GCJ:jdw 


I hope it will be useful. 


Best personal regards. 


GEOR CARTER JESSOP 


401 WEST C STREET, SAN DIEGO, CA 92101, FAX (619) 234-6902, (619) 234-4137 


HOTEL DEL CORONADO. CORONADO. CA. (619) 437· 1707 


A CAUFORNIA CORPORATION 







March 3, 1993 


President Clinton 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Ave N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20500 


Dear Mr. President, 


To benefit the city and county of San Diego, I will donate 
$100,000.00 to the u.s. Government if you will include in 
the final Defense Department Base Closure List the Naval Air 
Facility at Miramar, California. 


Acceptable alternate action would be to compel the Defense 
Department to share Miramar Air Station so that a much 
needed airport can be built thereon. Shared use of this 
facility is feasible, requiring only that test flights and 
practice landings be conducted elsewhere. El Centro Air 
Station is nearby and would be an excellent choice for such 
flights. 





