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SELECTION STUDY (June, 1990)

Page 3

"...SANDAG is the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization for the San Diego
Region. As such...has the responsibility to undertake systems-level planning for this
region's aviation system and related facilities, including air carrier airports and general
aviation airports.

The goal of the study as requested by the City of San Diego, is to identify a preferred site
for the development of an air carrier airport to replace Lindbergh Field (San Diego
International Airport) over the long term."

Page 9

"Operations at the NAS Miramar site...would produce minor interactions with Montgomery
Field.

At the Otay Mesa site, Alternative A operations would have major interactions with
operations at NAS North Island."

Page 11 and 12

"At NAS Miramar, it would cost about $1.3 billion to develop the airport if Alternative A
were selected. It would cost about $1.4 billion to develop the airport if Alternative B were
selected.

At Otay Mesa, it would cost about $2.2 billion to develop the airport if Alternative A were
selected. It would cost about $1.8 billion to develop the airport if Alternative B were
selected."

Page 13 and 14

"The number of people in residences that would be exposed to aircraft noise (65 CNEL)
if NAS Miramar is used as a replacement to Lindbergh Field ranges from 20 to 5900.

The forecasted number of people that would be exposed to aircraft noise (65 CNEL) from
an air carrier airport on Otay Mesa ranges from 4100 to 20,000 in the year 2010
depending on the alignment of the runways."






EXCERPTS FROM THE SAN DIEGO ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS (SANDAG)
BOARD OF DIRECTORS AGENDA REPORT NO.: R-48 (May 25, 1990)

Page 2

"Lindbergh Field should continue to be designated as the region's air carrier airport. If
all, or a major portion, of NAS Miramar is no longer required as a national defense facility,
the use of this facility as the region's air carrier airport should be aggressively pursued.”

"RECOMMENDATION'S RATIONALE - The study has identified three viable alternatives
to Lindbergh Field. All three would work better than Lindbergh. Two of the sites, NAS
Miramar and East Miramar, are already in public ownership and thus could be viewed as
effectively preserved for future use as a regional airport. Also, the region's decision-
makers are well aware of the institutional question associated with Miramar: How long
will the federal government continue to use it?"

Page 3 and 4

1. Lindbergh Field has inadequate capacity to accommodate the region's long
term future demand for air carrier service. Adding land to Lindbergh's
existing boundaries will not increase its capability to meet the long term
needs.

Lindbergh Field has 471 acres; it currently handles 11.5 million passengers
annually, with approximately 200,000 aircraft operations. FAA analysis of aircraft
capacity reveals that reasonable (5%/year) increases to a level of 230,000
operations will result in significant aircraft delays. SANDAG's consultants have
evaluated several Lindbergh Field alternatives that involve the acquisition of the
Marine Corps Recruit Depot (451 ACRES). While these alternatives provide some
additional capacity to Lindbergh Field, the capacity of an enlarged Lindbergh Field
is inadequate to meet this region's long term future needs.

2. NAS Miramar, Otay Mesa, or East Miramar are the preferred alternatives for
the relocation of Lindbergh Field. These sites have the requirements (land
and airspace) to accommodate the San Diego region's long term future
demand for air carrier service.

All reasonable alternative sites located west of the mountains were evaluated. The
only area excluded from the study was Camp Pendleton. Thirteen candidate sites
were identified and evaluated using the acceptance criteria. Of the thirteen sites,
three sites were evaluated using comparative criteria. Those three sites are Otay
Mesa, NAS Miramar, and East Miramar. Institutional questions are the primary
considerations that need to be resolved regarding these sites for air carrier service,
not technical airspace or airport design questions.

cher site suggestions such as offshore or the desert do not meet the air carrier





demand for the San Diego region. For example, the environmental impacts and
the costs of an offshore airport are much more significant than those associated
with the land based sites.

Remote site alternatives, such as desert locations, might relieve capacity problems
at Los Angeles International Airport (LAX), but they would not be a reasonable
alternative to Lindbergh Field. For the traveling public residing in the San Diego
region to use a desert airport, significant advancements in ground access
transportation technology would be required to overcome the distance and
topography. The use of Lindbergh Field to transport passengers by air to and from
a desert airport would defeat the purpose of alleviating congestion at Lindbergh.






August 15, 1991

To:
From:
Via:
What:

Where:
How:

acts:

Advantages:

Chula Vista City Council
Will W. Gildner
Leonard Moore, Chula Vista City Councilmember

Create a new location for San Diego's Regional International
Airport.

At present site of NAS Miramar, San Diego, California.

Move all base activities and tenant squadrons now present at NAS
Miramar to George Air Force Base site (Victorville,
California).

To solve a perplexing problem for the Metropolitan San Diego
area and to maintain an economic platform for the Victorville
area.

1. George AFB, Victorville, California is scheduled to close as
an active duty operating base in early 1992.

2. George has all the equipment and physical structures required
to operate a jet fighter aircraft base.

3. San Diego representatives have been for many years, and cur-
rently are, searching for a new location for a regional airport
as a replacement for Lindbergh Field.

4. NAS Miramar has many of the required facilities already in
place to operate a commercial airport.

A. Cost Savings

George AFB switched to a Naval Air Station.

1. Save several hundred millions of "shut down" dollars.

2. Save all security, depreciation and maintenance dollars
that would otherwise be required in the future.

Miramar converted to a commercial airport.

1. Save more hundreds of millions of dollars needed to con-
struct a new airport.

2. Necessary time to put into operational use is kept to a
minimum, thus many additional dollar savings.

3. Eliminate the dollars and time wasted in additional fea-
sibility studies.

4. Possible lease of land from Department of Defense, thus
saving taxpayer dollars required to purchase land and
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surrounding air space from private ownership adequate
for a regional airport .

B. Location
George AFB
1.The base is about the same distance from San Nicolas Island
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.

as is Miramar (aircraft carriers conduct air operations in
the vicinity of the island). It is considerably closer to
operations of carriers home ported in San Francisco Bay
area. The flight distance and direction to MCAS Yuma
and NAF El Centro, including the desert bombing ranges,
are compatible from base..

Base operating areas remain intact, thus retaining local
training air space.

High desert location lends itself to great flying weather
and environment.

Personnel living conditions on base are equal to or better
than Miramar.

Maintains an established and qualified working force and
cash flow for area residents.

'AS Miramar.

Considered by many as the best location for an regional
international airport. Certainly, the only one where a
new airport, with all of the problems involved, does not
have to be constructed.

Centrally situated for all of San Diego County residents.
In the middle of expanding San Diego light and "clean"
industrial area and business centers.

More vacant land than any other possible site for future
industrial and commercial development and for buffer
zones from residential developments.

C. Physical Aspects.
George AFB

e

All necessary operational buildings, hangers, engine
overhaul, fuel supply and storage, sewage, electrical and
water systems are installed.

All administrative buildings and facilities available.

As much, if not more, on-base personnel housing.

An 18-hole golf course and all other recreational facilities
on base.
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Disadvantages:

Would not have to "secure” and close the base and, thus,
have to meet government environmental requirements.
Excellent runway orientation.

Taxiways, aprons, parking ramps all more than adequate
to handle any U.S. Navy aircraft.

NAS Miramar
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Water, sewer, electrical, fuel supply systems are all
installed and operating.

Runways, taxiways, aprons, parking ramps in and ade-
quate to operate all commercial aircraft in use today.
Satisfactory aircraft control tower.

All approach control and instrument landing devices and
communications systems for commercial aircraft in and
operating.

Expansive area to the east for aircraft approaches.
Many existing buildings to be leased or sold for private
commercial activities.

An 18-hole golf course for the public.

Railroad available (close-by, if "spurs" not already in
place).

Perfect extension of S.D. trolley from University Towne
Center station (yet to be built) to airline terminal.

George AFB

1.

None

NAS Miramar
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Have to move a long established Naval Air Station. But it
has been done before.

None for the City and County of San Diego residents;
only benefits for them and all taxpayers.

While this a new concept and proposal to a complicated situation, I feel it has
exceptional merit and, if developed, would create the best regional international
airport San Diego County could ever expect to have related to cost and location.

Sincerely,

Will W. Gildner






DATE: June 11, 31991

T03 Board of Supervisors
SUBJECT: San Diego County Regional Airport Authority
Exploration Committee
SUMMARY:
ISSUE:

Should the County, as the regional government representing all
eighteen cities and the unincorporated area, establish a seven
member San Diego County Regional Airport Authority Exploration
Committee to identify and recommend the most appropriate
organizational structure for a San Diego County Regional
Airport Authority which would be charged with the respon-
sibility to provide for the region's integrated air transport
needs?

RECOMMENDATION(S) ¢
SUPERVISOR WILLIAMS:

1) Approve the establishment of a San Diego County Regional
Airport Authority Exploration Committee to determine the
most appropriate organizational structure and financing
mechanism for the establishment of a San Diego County
Regional Airport Authority, and to identify and make
recommendations on other issues surrounding the creation
of such an authority.

2) Authorize the Chairman of the Board of Supervisors to
invite the other agencies in San Diego County which are
involved in the operation or planning of airports (these
include the Unified Port District, the City of San Diego,
the City of Oceanside and San Diego Association of
Governments) to participate in the establishment of such
a committee.

33 Direct the CAO to investigate staffing needs and evaluate
appropriate funding sources, including the availability
of Airport Enterprise Funds, necessary to establish a San
Diego County Regional Airport Authority Exploration
Committee. Approve in concept the County's commitment
to fund up to $100,000 to support the staffing, opera-
tions and necessary consultant services for the San Diego
County Regional Airport Authority Exploration Committee.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Williams, seconded by Supervisor Bilbray,
the Board of Supervisors takes action as recommended; and requests
that the appointed committee not meet until after the San Diego
Association of Governments meeting, by following vote:
AYES: Bilbray, Bailey, Golding,

Williams, Maddonald THOMAS J. PASTUSZKA

Clerk of the Boar Supervisors
JUN 1 1 1991 &fa.f,&;
No. 77 B
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SUBJECT: San Diego County Regional Airport Authority Exploration
Committee

ADVISORY STATEMENT

No advisory statements or recommendations have been received
relative to this action.

FISCAL IMPACT

By approving these recommendations, the Board is approving in
concept the expenditure of up to $100,000 towards the
staffing, operations and necessary consultant services for the
San Diego County Regional Airport Authority Exploration
Committee. No expenditures will be made before staff returns
to the Board during budget deliberations with final recommen-
dations.

BACKGROUND:

THE NEED FOR EXPANDED AIR TRANSPORT FACILITIES

Although San Diego International Airport-Lindbergh Field is
centrally located and generates an operating profit, the San
Diego region needs to expand its air transport facilities for
many reasons. Predictions are that in a short time, auto
traffic coincident to Lindbergh Field will become so severe
that getting to and from the airport may take longer than many
flights. Additionally, air traffic operations are becoming
increasingly congested. In 1989, there were more than 200,000
take-offs and landings at Lindbergh Field and that number is
expected to grow 2% annually. The passenger load is projected
to increase 460,000 annually, and by 1999 the average take-
off delay for an afternoon departure will be 74 minutes.

There is concern that Lindbergh Field's inadequate size will
adversely affect the economic health of the San Diego region
and its ability to compete within the emerging Pacific Rim
market. Economists have estimated that without additional air
carrier capacity there will be a loss of "economic oppor-
tunity" in the range of $33 to $55 billion between now and the
year 2050.





SUBJECT: San Diego County Regional Airport Authority Exploration
Committee '

THE SITING OF A NEW AIRPORT

The search for a new airport to replace Lindbergh Field has
been a recurring issue for the region since World War II. In
the event that a new airport is sited in the region, there
needs to be an authority in place which can acquire, plan for,
build, finance, operate, maintain and administer the new
facility.

INTER-AGENCY COOPERATION

Presently, there are four agencies which operate airports in
the County of San Diego and one that serves as the primary
transportation planning agency:

1) The County of San Diego operates McClellan-Palomar Field,
Gillespie Field, Ramona Airport, Borrego Valley Airport,
Agua Caliente Springs Airstrip, Ocotillo Wells Airport,
Jacumba Airport and Fallbrook Community Airpark.

2) The Unified Port District operates Lindbergh Field.

3) The City of San Diego operates Brown Field and Montgomery
Field.

4) The City of Oceaside operates Oceanside Municipal
Airport.

5) SANDAG is designated by the State of California on behalf
of the Federal Department of Transportation as the
"Metropolitan Planning Organization" and serves as the
regional transportation planning agency in San Diego
County. SANDAG has taken a lead role in studying where
a new international airport should be sited.

Clearly, these agencies, as the airport operators and planners
in the region, all have a vested interest in airport develop-
ment in the region and should be invited to participate in a
San Diego County Regional Airport Authority Exploration
Committee to determine the organizational structure most
suitable for a San Diego San Diego County Regional Airport
Authority.

Working together, these agencies should examine the issues
surrounding the creation of such an authority in order to form
a mutually beneficial agreement which will serve the best
interests of all citizens in the County of San Diego. The
Committee would be charged with identifying and recommending
the most appropriate organizational structure for a San Diego
County Regional Airport Authority with responsibility to
provide for the region's inBegrated air transport needs.






SUBJECT: San Diego County Regional Airport Authority Exploration
Committee

It is in the best interest of San Diego County and its
residents for the County to continue its active participation
in airport issues:

. The County serves as the only regional government, with
its elected officials representing citizens of all 18
cities and the unincorporated area.

. SANDAG has recognized the County's planning and land use
responsibilities in airport siting.

. The County has shared responsibilities for coordinating
and/or providing road/rail access to and from the
proposed airports.

. The County owns and operates eight airports in the region
and has extensive experience in airport management.

. The County is the State appointed responsible agency for
issues relating to noise problems surrounding airports
and has the authority to designate "noise problem"
airports County-wide.

. There is precedence for County participation in incor-
porated area-based public agencies, including:

L) Metropolitan Transit Development Board, regional
surface transportation authority.

2) Metropolitan Waste Water Authority.
3) Regional air pollution control.

By actively participating in the airport issue through the
establishment of a San Diego County Regional Airport Authority
Exploration Committee, the County would maintain a further
role as a charter member of the San Diego County Regional
Airport Authority.





SUBJECT: San Diego County Regional Airport Authority Exploration
Committee

SAN DIEGO COUNTY REGIONAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY EXPLORATION
COMMITTEE'S MAKE UP

The San Diego County Regional Airport Authority Exploration
Committee would be made up of seven appointed citizen
representatives (not elected officials): two from the County
of San Diego, two from the City of San Diego, one each from
the City of Oceanside, the San Diego Unified Port District and
the San Diego Association of Governments. The representa-
tives should be selected so that they bring a broad spectrum
of expertise to the Committee necessary to developing
recommendations regarding the formation of a San Diego County
Regional Airport Authority. Examples of desirable fields of
expertise include: finance, law, air transport, real estate,
international commerce and local business. The appropriate
staff support would be provided by the participating agencies.

TIMELINE

It is 1intended that each agency appoint its respective
representative(s) to the San Diego . County Regional Airport
Authority Exploration Committee by August 1, 1991. The
committee would then meet as often as determined necessary in
order to make their recommendations on the issues surrounding
creation of an Airport Authority by December 1, 1991.

Respectfully submitted,

LEON L. WILLIAMS
Board of Supervisors .
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
AGENDA ITEM
INFORMATION SHEET

SUBJECT: Airport Authority Exploration Committee

SUPV. DIST.: All

COUNTY COUNSEL APPROVAL: Form and Legality (x)Yes ( )N/A

( )Standard Form ( )Ordinance ( )Resolution
AUDITOR APPROVAL: (X)N/A ( )ers 4 VOTES: ( )Yes (x)No
FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT REVIEW: ( )Yes (x)No

CONTRACT REVIEW PANEL: ( )Approved (x)N/A
CONTRACT NUMBER(S): N/A

PREVIOUS RELEVANT BOARD ACTION: 6/5/90 (#66 & 67) Board approved
appointment of Supervisor Williams to serve as the County represen-
tative on SANDAG airport delegation charged with entering into
discussions with the United States and Mexico governments to
determine the feasibility of a binational airport. 1/29/91 (#75
Supervisor Williams reappointed to airport delegation. 4

BOARD POLICIES APPLICABLE: None

CITIZEN COMMITTEE STATEMENT: N/A

CONCURRENCE(S): None

CONTACT PERSON: Adrienne Brodeur, S30/531-5544, A-500

ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT: Fourth Supervisorial District

DEPARTMENT AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE MEETING DATE
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September 6, 1991 ansd W

The Honorable Leon Williams
Supervisor, District Four
County of San Diego

1600 Pacific Highway

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Supervisor Williams:

The purpose of this letter is to make you aware of an issue in San Diego County involving
a new regional airport site and its implication on the operation of NAS Miramar and the
pending closure of George Air Force Base. The following will attempt to outline for you
possible opportunities that wiil allow for the shift of NAS Miramar operations to George
and the development of a new Regional Airport at Miramar. This is a viable and logical
option and merits further consideration.

For the past three years, San Diego has examined various sites for a new regional airport.
In 1989 the City of San Diego requested that another site selection study on a new air
carrier airport be pursued by the San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)
rather than the City of San Diego, thereby allowing representation of all cities and county.
The SANDAG Board agreed, obtained funds from the Federal Aviation Administration and
completed the study based on the closure of Lindbergh Field (the present regional
County airport). Naval Air Station Miramar was the number one site, Otay Mesa was an
alternate as per study data enclosed.

Unfortunately, the City of San Diego and SANDAG staff (not the Board) of the regional
planning agency, have limited their focus to a binational airport proposal on Otay Mesa
with Mexico. Specifically, the binational proposal includes two runways, one on each side
of the border, connected by a travelway which traverses the border. The proposal is
fraught with environmental, economic and international treaty problems and also
negatively impacts the City of Chula Vista, the South Bay and San Diego County in
general. One reason that focus has shifted to this site is the belief that a better site, NAS
Miramar, could never be obtained.

276 FOURTH AVENUE/CHULA VISTA, CALIFORNIA 91910/(619) 691-5044
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This opinion was based on the assumption that the Navy does not want to abandon a
key west coast base which includes priority facilities for carrier qualifications and training
and that it would be too expensive to relocate and rebuild Miramar without requiring the
Navy to reduce or eliminate other budgeted assets/programs in order to obtain
Congressional approval for such a project.

We understand that for years the above was probably a reasonable position with no
appropriate alternative. However, not many things in life are constant, least of all the
Federal budget. Recent events regarding base closures, including the approved closure
of George Air Force Base, have allowed the Navy’s position to be reexamined. The
following represent some pertinent observations:

1. George Air Force Base is a fighter base as is Miramar with all the necessary
equipment and physical structures to support such an operation.

2. George is scheduled to close in 1992 by Department of Defense and
Congressional action.

3. Miramar is a more appropriate site for a regional airport than the border and is
supported by SANDAG.

4, Additional funds for relocating Miramar to George could be obtained through the

use of funds allocated in the closure of George.
5. Flight Training:
a. Flight time and associated fuel consumption would differ for carrier
qualification. The San Diego base carrier could shift north sufficiently to
offset most of this concern without undue impact to the carrier operation.

b. Training grounds for George may well be closer than those utilized by
Miramar.
6. The relocation of Miramar to George offers the Department of Defense positive

public relations opportunities through the retention of jobs at George and the
opportunity to develop new jobs in San Diego through the relocation of Lindbergh
Field, thereby citing the county’s regional airport in the choice location.

Chula Vista is very concerned with the Twin Ports alternative chosen by the City of San
Diego. The present goal of the City of San Diego is to pursue a master plan choosing
one of the alternate sites in lieu of the only "approved" site for an international air carrier
airport at Miramar. The site selection is extremely close to and needs the support of, the
Mexican government. The potential delay in reaching a conclusion of an international
agreement may take years. The potential of a twin airport to the extreme end of San
Diego county means that 90+ % of all passengers, employees and logistics involving the
airport would pass through Chula Vista. This would create a traffic service level of "F",
gridlock or worse, on the present two, and even potential third, North/South interstate
highways as noted by another study.

CITY OF CHULA VISTA





The binational airport, by vastly increasing the length of the average automobile commute
to and from the airport, would needlessly accelerate an already unacceptable air pollution
crisis in our region. Federal governmental officials have already expressed serious
reservations about the border site. Therefore, the residents and elected officials have
grave concerns.

This proposal more closely fits original SANDAG siting criteria than the so-called "Twin
Ports", and clearly poses less insurmountable environmental, safety, traffic, air quality and
economic concerns. Unfortunately, such options are rapidly being ruled out by the
apparent failure to date of SANDAG staff to study all the reasonable airport siting options.
While the City of Chula Vista does not believe the proposal outlined in this letter is the
only possible siting option, it is on its face more worthy of serious consideration than
"Twin Ports". It would be our hope that this and other reasonable siting proposals would
be given the full consideration they deserve.

* g WL
| Tim Nader
Mayor

cc: City Council
John D. Goss, City Manager

CITY OF CHULA VISTA
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Douglas F. Manchester, Charman
Scott Alevy

Rick Alexander
David W. Anderson
David Armstrong
George Bailey
Stephen A. Barnard
Hon. Jim Bartell

Ned Baumer

John Burnham Benjamin
Harvey C. Berger
Mary Biddlecome
Hon. Brian P. Bilbray
Eugene M. Bischoff
Thomas A. Blackman
Buddy Bohrer

Dirk Brockema, Jr.
C. Terry Brown
Casey A. Brown

Mac Busby

Jeffrey H. Byroads
Chris Callipari
Raymond Carpenter
William F. Chana
John R. Chesire
Josef A. Citron
Lenore S. Citron
Dallas Clark

Ben Clay

Philip Cleary

Hon. Brian Cochran
Dr. John Comito
Gen. Richard M. Cooke
Craig Comell

LJ. Comick

Maurice P. Correia
Hon. Gregory Cox
Rug Cunningham
Gina Zanotti Cunningham
Jeffrey Davis

John de Blanc
Matthew Deline
Neil Derrough

Tom Driscoll

Molly Eldredge
Martin Penton, Jr.
Tom Fetter

J. Todd Figi

Dr. Anita Figueredo
Ed Fike

Ferdinand E. Fletcher 1l
Douglas J. Forscth
Douglas Foxworthy
Murray Galinson
Rick Ghio

Todd Ghio

Richard V. Gibbons
John M. Gilchrist
Gail Stoorza Gill
Bernard W. Gilmore
Karsten Gjemre
Michael B. Gleason
Sanford R. Goodkin
Murray H. Goodrich
John Hadivi

Ronald E. Hahn
David Hale

Dr. Author Hughes
Richard J. Hughes
Edward B. Huntington
Karen Hutchens
Hon. Diannc Jacob
James D. Jameson
Gordon Johnson
Keith Johnson

Scott Jones

Roger A.P. Joseph
John P. Keating
Richard W. Keatinge
General Victor H. Krulak
William R. Kuntz, Jr.

SAN DIEGO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT FOUNDATION

December 15, 1993

Mr. Leon L. Williams

County Board of Supervisors
1600 Pacific Highway, Suite 335
San Diego, CA 92101

RE: San Diego International Airport Foundation
Dear Leon:

UPDATE

As you know, there has been a flurry of
activities surrounding the airport relocation
issue. When we last met, the most critical
issue on our plate was San Diego Association
of Governments (SANDAG) upcoming meeting. We
are happy to report that on November 19, 1993,
SANDAG voted 11 to 7 with Foundation and
SANDAG member Art Madrid’s motion to study the
economic impact of relocating Lindbergh Field
as we know it today to NAS Miramar and the
economic impact of redeveloping Lindbergh
Field into a dynamic, multi-use waterfront
addition to downtown San Diego.

We truly appreciate Art’s leadership and
request that you write letters in support of
Miramar as the optimum site for the region’s
airport, if you have not already done so, to
the elected individuals on the enclosed list.
Specific emphasis should be to the City
Council Members and also to the area’s
Congressional Representatives. For our master
file, please send blind copies of your letters
to the Foundation’s office.

A recent poll commissioned by the
Foundation reflects that 51% of the County’s
registered voters support (versus 29% opposed)
relocating Lindbergh to Miramar. This 2 to 1
margin validates the interest and

MANCHESTER RESORTS
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Mitchell L. Lathrop
Roy Lessard
Skip Lewis
Robent J. Lichter
Michael D. Liuzzi
John T. Lynch
Hon. John MacDonald
Hon. Art Madrid
Hon. David Malcolin
Richard Manter
Joseph Mactinez
Maureen Maughan
Joseph A. Mcinemey
Herbert Meistrich
George J. Mitchell
Daniel S. Mitrovich
Bruce Moore
Hon. Leonard Moore
Janice Mulliéan
James F. Mulvaney
Dan Mulvihill
Bill Munster
General Michael Neil
John C. O'Neill
David L Osias
Nancy Palmtag
Robert Payne
Michael J. Perez
Alan R. Perry
Matthew Peterson
Robert Petrossian
Keith E. Plank
David A. Potter
Douglas Price
Anthony J. Principi
Philip Pryde
Gary C. Reif
Dr. Vincent Richuitti
Leonard A. Rifkind
Dr. Dennis P. Riley
Dr. Daniel A. Rivetti
John Robbins
Hon. Donald Rodee
Fred Rogers
Scott Rogers
David R. Samppala
G. Bradford Saunders
Dr. Edward L. Schechter
Dr. James Schultz
Jerry Schuliz
Dr. Louis Schwanz
Neil Senturia
John P. Seymour, III
Lawrence W. Shea
Craig Sherman
Jay Shumaker
Dean Spooner
Daniel Stanford
J.F. Stillwell, Jr.
Steven M. Strauss
Ed Struiksma

Chris Sulliva
J. Stacey Sull'iv'a'E
Alman J. Taranton, Sr.
Thomas W. Tumer, Jr.
Denis K. Vanier
Hon. Juan Vargas
Victor Vilaplana
Prank Warren
Mitch Weiss
James H. West
Dr. Maura Wiegand
Bruce H. White
Col. Leo J. Whited
Hon. Leon L. Williams
Gary B. Wood
Richard A. Wright
Larry Yeakel
Partial List

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

support for Miramar as the region's international airport
and according to experts, assumes us a victory on the
ballot next June.

David O'Neal and Richard Zipperly of ZHA
Incorporated, the Architects and Engineers of the new
Orlando International Airport which was formerly a B-52
SAC Base, are consulting with the San Diego International
Airport Foundation and have physically inspected the
Miramar site on Tuesday, December 7.

As you can see by the enclosed letter, they have
come to very supportive conclusions of our endeavor.

SPECIAL THANKS

Everyone has really pitched in and we thank each and
every one of you for your time and talent. I want to
give special thanks to: Art Madrid, for his leadership;
General Krulak, Mike Neil and Tony Principi for their
advice and counsel regarding the military; Supervisor
Bilbray, Jacobs, Williams and MacDonald who support and
endorse Miramar as the site of choice; Juan Vargas, for
his steadfast support of Miramar and his leadership from
the City of San Diego's perspective; Don Rodee, for his
noise contour study, which conclusively illustrates that
commercial airport noise contours are one-third of
existing military traffic; and, to those who came to
speak in support at the SANDAG meeting: Ben Clay, Greg
Cox, Ed Fike, David Malcolm, Don Rodee and Stacey
Sullivan.

WHAT'S NEXT

Our sources, consultants and Foundation committee
members, who are close to the Washington scene, continue
to advise us that Miramar will most likely be closed in
the next round, BRAC 95. 1In order to have a healthy,
constructive dialogue with the communities surrounding
Miramar, currently independent major institutions, as
well as, SANDAG and our Foundation, are gathering the
necessary information validating Miramar as our future
airport.

By mid-January to meet BRAC's first data call Cobra

models and other pertinent information will be completed
and forwarded to DOD and BRAC.

o





V[

SAN DIEGO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT FOUNDATION

We believe that the $1.3 billion of taxpayers money
which will be spent to relocate the Marines here is an
unnecessary expense. Not only would they prefer to
remain at El Toro, but their community would prefer that
they stay in their current facility.

It is time for the voters to decide. Accordingly, we ask
you to write and/or call the various SANDAG members to
request a passage of a resolution in January requesting
the County Board of Supervisors to put an advisory vote
on the June ballot. Advisory initiative language would
be approximately as follows: to request SANDAG as the
official transportation and land use agency for the
County to designate NAS Miramar as the replacement site
for Charles A. Lindbergh International Airport.

The hlghest and best use of Llndbergh s property,
for economic and safety reasons, is not as an airport,
but as a continuation of downtown's redevelopment. We
can literally change the economic and environmental
fabric of the entire downtown area by this action.

We must inform both the FAA, DOD and BRAC 95 members
now that, from a regional consensus, the majority of San
Diegans want an airport located at Miramar.

NEXT MEETING

January 13, 1994
Thursday
7:30 a.m.
Hyatt Regency San Diego
ChecK Reader Board for Location

I want to take this opportunity to wish all of you
the happiest of holidays and a prosperous 1994. The goal
for '94 is to establish a consensus for relocating a new
Charles A. Lindbergh International Airport at NAS
Miramar.

Warmest personal regards,

SAN DIEGO INTERNAT

as F. Manchester

Chairman






Mr. Douglas F. Manchester
Chairman of the Board
Manchester Resorts

One Market Place

33rd Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

Doug

TEL: 231-3800/ FAX: 696-7100

Mr. Scott Alevy

901 Avenida Ysidora

Chula Vista, CA 91910
Scott

TEL: 498-3323 / FAX: N/A
PAGER: 898-2640

Mr. Richard D. Alexander
President

The Alexander Company

P.O. Box 4011

La Mesa, CA 91944-4011

Rick

TEL: 449-2900/ FAX: 449-3229

Mr. David W. Anderson

Partner

Barney & Barney

9171 Towne Centre Drive

Suite 200

San Diego, CA 92122

David

TEL: 587-7433 / FAX: 452-7530

Mr. David M. Armstrong

Chief Executive Officer

Lanxide

3262 Holiday Court

Suite 201

La Jolla, CA 92037

Dave

TEL: 622-4818/ FAX: 622-4819

Mr. George Bailey

4344 Summit Drive

La Mesa, CA 9194i

George

TEL: 466-1646 / FAX: None

Mr. Stephen A. Barnard
The Barnard Company
181500 Von Karman Avenue
Suite 820

Irvine, CA 92715

Steve

TEL: (714) 752-9484
FAX: (714) 752-8964

Mr. James Bartell

Vice President

Nelson Communications Group

501 West Broadway

Suite 2020

San Diego, CA 92101

Jim

TEL: 687-7000/ FAX: 687-7007

SAN DIEGO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT FOUNDATION

MEMBERSHIP LIST

Mr. Edward Baumer

Currie Partners

9820 Willow Creek Road

Suite 400

Scripps Ranch 92131 / 271-7050
Ned

TEL: 271-7050/ FAX: 578-4419

Mr. John Burnham Benjamin
Assistant Vice President
Michigan National Bank
Independence One Bank
of California
4225 Executive Square
Suite 290
La Jolla, CA 92037
John
TEL: 597-7097/ FAX: 597-8730

Mr. Harvey C. Berger
Attorney at Law

Haasis, Pope & Correll

550 West C Street

9th Floor

San Diego, CA 92101
Harvey

TEL: 236-9933 or 236-8955
FAX: 236-8961

Ms. Mary Biddlecome

Legal Administrator

Manchester Resorts

One Market Place

33rd Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

Mary

TEL: 231-3800/ FAX: 696-7100

Mr. Brian P. Bilbray

County Board of Supervisors

1600 Pacific Highway

Suite 335

San Diego, CA 92101

Brian

TEL: 531-5511/ FAX: 557-4025

Mr. Eugene M. Bischoff, Ph.D.
BioEnergetic Associates

1727 University Avenue

Suite D

San Diego, CA 92103

(Home: 9748 Caminito Doha, SD
92131 / H: 530-8724)

Eugene

TEL: 574-0141/ FAX: None

Mr. Thomas Blackman

Barney & Barney

9171 Towne Centre Drive

Suite 200

San Diego, CA 92122

(P.O.Box 85638, SD, CA 92138)
Tom

TEL: 587-7433 / FAX: 452-7530

Mr. R. Buddy Bohrer

Industrial Properties Division
Grubb & Ellis Company

8880 Rio San Diego Drive

Suite 200

San Diego, CA 92108-1622
Buddy

TEL: 297-5500/ FAX: 298-6897

Mr. Dirk Broekema, Jr.

President

Broekema & Associates

3300 North Torrey Pines Court

La Jolla, CA 92037

Dirk

TEL: 558-4963 / FAX: 455-0457

Mr. C. Terry Brown
President

Atlas Hotels, Inc.

500 Hotel Circle North
San Diego, CA 92108

Terry
TEL: 291-2232/ FAX: 291-4097

Mr. Casey A. Brown
Senior Associate
CB Commercial
Real Estate Group, Inc.
4350 La Jolla Village Drive
Suite 200
San Diego, CA 92122-1244
TEL: 546-4613 / FAX: 546-3985

Mr. Mac Busby

SunPro Group

3646 Midway Drive

San Diego, CA 92110

Mac

TEL: 224-8844/ FAX: 224-8940

Mr. Jeffrey H. Byroads

Chief Executive Officer

Wateridge Insurance Services
10525 Vista Sorrento Parkway
Suite 300

San Diego, CA 92121

Jeffrey

TEL: 452-2200/ FAX: 452-6004

Mr. Mr. Christopher Callipari
Kjos West

4380 Jutland Drive

San Diego, CA 92117

Chris

TEL: 270-9800/ FAX: 270-3507

Mr. Raymond Carpenter

R.E. Staite Engineering

P.O. Box 13219

San Diego, CA 92170

Ray

TEL: 233-0178 / FAX: 234-9735

Mr. William F. Chana

President

William F. Chana Associates, Inc.
1526 Monmouth Drive, SD 92109
P.O. Box 99249, SD 92169

Bill

TEL: 488-7183/ FAX: 571-8563

Mr. John Chesire

4376 Vivaracho Ct.

San Diego, CA 92124

John

TEL: 279-3470/ FAX: 565-8884

Mr. Josef A. Citron

General Partner/Owner

Loews Coronado Bay Resort

4000 Coronado Bay Road
Coronado, CA 92118

Josef

TEL: 4244000/ FAX: 424-4400

Mrs. Lenore S. Citron

General Partner/Owner

Loews Coronado Bay Resort

4000 Coronado Bay Road
Coronado, CA 92118

Lenore

TEL: 424-4000/ FAX: 424-4400

Mr. Dallas Clark

4274 Randolph Street

San Diego, CA 92103
Dallas

TEL: 295-7992/ FAX: None

Mr. Ben Clay

Carpi & Clay Governmental
Relations

427 C Street, Suite 306

San Diego, CA 92101

Ben

TEL: 234-0607/ FAX: 234-8763

Mr. Philip J. Cleary

The Cleary Company

2410 Ocean Front

P.O. Box 2827

Del Mar, CA 92014

Philip

TEL: 481-2010/ FAX: 481-7085

Mayor Brian Cochran

Attorney at Law

Cochran & Ferguson

7850 Golden Avenue

Lemon Grove, CA 91945

Brian

TEL: 461-5000/ FAX: 461-5098





‘

-

Mr. John Comito, M.D.

6331 Muirlands Drive

La Jolla, CA 92037

John

TEL: 459-8633/ FAX: 459-8633
(call Ist to switch over)

Gen. Richard M. Cooke

1109 Countrywood Lane

Vista, CA 92083

Dick

TEL: 471-0714/ FAX: 471-4836
(Home: 598-6550)

Mr. Craig Cornell

Barney & Barney

9171 Towne Centre Drive

Suite 200

San Diego, CA 92122

Craig

TEL: 457-3414/ FAX: 452-7530

Mr. L. J. Cornick

Mark II Properties

9474 Kearny Villa Road

Suite 203

San Diego, CA 92126

Larry

TEL: 695-1109/ FAX: 695-8608

Mr. Maurice P. Correia, CPA
Matranga & Correia

610 West Ash Street

Suite 1401

San Diego, CA 92101

Maurice

TEL: 544-1100/ FAX: 544-1530

Mr. Gregory Cox

Cox & Associates

3130 Bonita Road, Suite 200
Chula Vista, CA 91910

Greg

TEL: 585-7007/ FAX: 691-9854

Mr. Richard A. Cunningham
President

Cunningham BMW

875 El Cajon Boulevard

El Cajon, CA 92022

Rug
TEL: 440-3394/ FAX: 440-3876

Mrs. Gina Zanotti Cunningham
Vice President Corporate Relations
Manchester Resorts

One Market Place, 33rd Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

Gina

TEL: 231-3800/ FAX: 696-7100

Mr. Jeffrey B. Davis

Davis Fipp Singerman & Associates
3760 Convoy Street, Suite 332

San Diego, CA 92111

Jeff
TEL: 560-4558 / FAX: 560-4629

Mr. John de Blanc

717 Quiet Hills Farm Road
Escondido, CA 92029

John

TEL: 747-4091/ FAX: None Yet

Mr. Matthew DeLine

President

San Diego Hotel Reservations
7380 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard
Suite 218

San Diego, CA 92111

Matt

TEL: 627-9400/ FAX: 627-9405

Mr. Neil Derrough

President and General Manager
Gillette Communications of San
Diego

8330 Engineer Road

P.O. Box 719739

San Diego, CA 92171

Neil

TEL: 279-3939 / FAX: 279-1076
(Channels 7 and 39)

Mr. Thomas Driscoll

President

Driscroll Marina & Boatyard

2500 Shelter Island Drive

San Diego, CA 92107

Tom

TEL: 226-2500/ FAX: 224-0280

Mrs. Mary Elizabeth Eldredge
President

Regency Gallery & Gifts

One Market Place

33rd Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

Molly

TEL: 231-3800/ FAX: 696-7100

Mr. Martin Fenton, Jr.

President

Fenton Partners

4350 Executive Drive

Suite 101

San Diego, CA 92121

Martin

TEL: 552-6776 / FAX: 552-0535

Mr. Thompson Fetter

President

Kettenburg Marine

2810 Carleton Street

P.O. Box 6448

San Diego, CA 92106

Tom

TEL: 221-7447/ FAX: 221-7499

Mr. J. Todd Figi

President

Figi Graphics

P.O. Box 85515

San Diego, CA 92186

Todd

TEL: 262-8811/ FAX: 264-7781

Dr. Anita Figueredo

418 South Coast Boulevard

La Jolla, CA 92037

Anita

TEL: 454-5115/ FAX: None

Mr. Edward L. Fike

12244 Fuerte Drive

El Cajon, CA 92020

Ed

TEL: 447-6932/ FAX: None

Mr. Ferdinand E. Fletcher, III
2262 Soledad Rancho Road
San Diego, CA 92109

TEL: 581-6216 / FAX: None

Mr. Douglas J. Forseth

General Manager

Hyatt Regency San Diego
Executive Offices

One Market Place

San Diego, CA 92101

Doug

TEL: 232-1234/ FAX: 238-5678

Mr. Douglas Foxworthy

Foxworthy, Inc.

8380 Miramar Mall

Suite 234

San Diego, CA 92121

Douglas

TEL: 625-2737/ FAX: 625-2741

(Home: 4002 Liggett Drive, San
Diego 92016 / 226-
4152)

Mr. Murray Galinson

San Diego National Bank

1420 Kettner Blvd.

San Diego, CA 92101

Murray

TEL: 231-4989 / FAX: 232-7163

Mr. Todd Ghio

Ghio’s Seafood Products

5232 Lovelock

San Diego, CA 92110

Todd

TEL: 291-7254/ FAX: 298-1212

Mr. Richard Ghio

Ghio’s Seafood Products

5232 Lovelock

San Diego, CA 92110

Rick

TEL: 291-7254 / FAX: 298-1212

Mr. Richard V. Gibbons
Executive Vice President
Manchester Resorts

One Market Place

33rd Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

Dick

TEL: 231-3800/ FAX: 696-7100

Mr. John M. Gilchrist

The Hahn Company

4350 La Jolla Village Drive

Suite 700

San Diego, CA 92122

John

TEL: 546-3328 / FAX: 546-3413

Ms. Gail Stoorza Gill

President

Stoorza, Ziegaus, & Metzger

225 Broadway

Suite 1600

San Diego, CA 92101

Gail

TEL: 236-1332/ FAX: 236-0683

Mr. Bernard W. Gilmore
Senior Vice President

Mitsui Fudosan USA, Inc.

601 South Figueroa Street
Suite 4350

Los Angeles, CA 90017-5748
Bernie

TEL: (213) 683-1757

FAX: (213) 624-5857

Karsten Gjemre

Certified Financial Planner
Applied Financial Concepts

1081 Camino del Rio South

Suite 208

San Diego, CA 92108

Karsten

TEL: 295-4866 / FAX: 291-4816

Mr. Michael E. Gleason
Attorney at Law
Allen, Matkins, Lech, Gamble
and Mallory
4370 La Jolla Village Drive
Suite 300
San Diego, CA 92122
Mike
TEL: 552-3515/ FAX: 552-1516

Mr. Sanford R. Goodkin

Principal

Goodkin & Associates

600 West Broadway

Suite 480

San Diego, CA 92101

Sandy

TEL: 230-0500/ FAX: 230-0508

Mr. Murray Goodrich

Goodrich & Schwartz

Attorneys at Law

110 West C Street, Suite 1800
San Diego, CA 92101

Murray

TEL: 232-6381/ FAX: 232-8362

Mr. John Hadivi

Civil & Structural Engineer
Precision Corporation

8666 Lake Murray Boulevard
Suite 500

San Diego, CA 92119-2828
John

TEL: 286-8080/ FAX: 464-1973






Mr. Ronald E. Hahn

+ President

Arena Group 2000

3500 Sports Arena Blvd.

San Diego, CA 92110

Ron

TEL: 225-9813 / FAX: 224-3010

Mr. David F. Hale

Chairman, President & CEO
Gensia Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

9360 Towne Centre Drive

San Diego, CA 92121-3030
David

TEL: 546-8300/ FAX: 546-7621

Mr. Jerry L. Harris

Attorney at Law

Harris, Harris & Harris

2427 Third Avenue

San Diego, CA 92101

Jerry

TEL: 232-6621/ FAX: 595-0181

Dr. Arthor E. Hughes

President

University of San Diego

Alcala Park

San Diego, CA 92110

Art

TEL: 260-4520/ FAX: 260-6833

Mr. Richard J. Hughes

Partner

KPMG Peat Marwick

750 B Street, Suite 3000

San Diego, CA 92101

Rick

TEL: 525-3213 / FAX: 696-8672

Mr. Edward B. Huntington
The State Bar of California
555 Franklin Street

San Francisco, CA 94102
Ed

TEL: (415) 561-8200
FAX: (415) 561-8305

Ms. Karen Hutchens

Nelson Communications Group

501 West Broadway, Suite 2020
San Diego, CA 92101

Karen

TEL: 687-7000/ FAX: 687-7007

Ms. Dianne Jacob

County Board of Supervisors
1600 Pacific Highway

Suite 335

San Diego, CA 92101

Dianne
TEL: 531-5522/ FAX: 696-7253

Mr. James D. Jameson

President

Lidco, Inc.

P.O. Box 2028

Del Mar, CA 92014

Jim

TEL: 259-1952/ FAX: 259-0143

Mr. Gordon Johnson

Viking Management Corporation
2255 Avenida de la Playa

Suite 2

La Jolla, CA 92037

Gordon

TEL: 454-1606 / FAX: 454-7749

Mr. Keith Johnson

Fieldstone Company

5465 Morehouse Drive

San Diego, CA 92121

Keith

TEL: 546-8081 / (714) 851-8313
FAX: 546-9472

Mr. Scott A. Jones

President

Ace Parking, Inc.

645 Ash Street

San Diego, CA 92101

Scott

TEL: 233-6624 / FAX: 233-0741

Mr. Roger A.P. Joseph

President

Joseph Development Company
4510 Executive Drive

Suite 125

San Diego, CA 92121-3022
Roger

TEL: 457-2130/ FAX: 452-2404

Mr. John P. Keating, P.E.
Principal

Linscott, Law & Greenspan,
Engineers

8989 Rio San Diego Drive

Suite 135

San Diego, CA 92108

John

TEL: 299-3090/ FAX: 299-7041

Mr. Richard W. Keatinge, Ph.D.
Managing Partner

Keatinge/Seaton Communications,
Inc.

4180 La Jolla Village Drive

Suite 250

La Jolla, CA 92037

Richard

TEL: 625-2100/ FAX: 625-2114

General Victor H. Krulak

3665 Carleton Street

San Diego, CA 92106

Brute

TEL: 224-3353/ FAX: 224-3353

Mr. William R. Kuntz, Jr.
Corporate Counsel

Chart House Enterprises, Inc.

P.O. Box 7007

Solana Beach, CA 92075-1803
William

TEL: 755-8281/ FAX: 481-2579

Mr. Mitchell L. Lathrop

Attorney at Law

Adams, Duque & Hazeltine

401 West A Street

Suite 2600

San Diego, CA 92101

Mitch

TEL: 232-1240/ FAX: 232-1351

Mr. Roy William Lessard
Flemming, Morse & Lessard, Inc.
7979 Ivanhoe Avenue

Suite 550

La Jolla, CA 92037

Roy

TEL: 459-4131/ FAX: 459-9250

Mr. Preston H. Lewis, P.E.
Project Manager

ASL Consulting Engineers

16959 Bernardo Center Drive
Suite 215

San Diego, CA 92128

Skip

TEL: 673-5505/ FAX: 673-5550

Mr. Robert J. Lichter

President and Chief Executive
Officer

John Burnham & Company

610 West Ash Street

San Diego, CA 92101

Bob

TEL: 525-2610/ FAX: 525-2650

Mr. Michael D. Liuzzi

Attorney at Law

Bonar, Incorvaia, Glancy & Liuzzi
550 West C Street, Suite 1100

San Diego, CA 92101

P.O. Box 791, San Diego, CA
92112

Michael

TEL: 238-8600/ FAX: 238-8881

Mr. John T. Lynch

Chairman and CEO

Noble Broadcast Group, Inc.

4891 Pacific Highway

San Diego, CA 92110

(P.O. Box 85690, SD 92186)
John

TEL: 291-9191/ FAX: 294-9393

Hon. John MacDonald

County Board of Supervisors

1600 Pacific Highway

Suite 335

San Diego, CA 92101

John

TEL: 531-5555/ FAX: 557-4025

Mr. Art Madrid

Mayor

City of La Mesa

8130 Allison Avenue

La Mesa, CA 91941

Art

TEL: 463-6611/ FAX: 462-7528

Mr. David Lawrence Malcolm
President

Suncoast Financial

625 Third Avenue

Chula Vista, CA 91910

David

TEL: 425-7080/ FAX: 431-0969

Mr. Richard Manter

Nelson Communications Group

501 West Broadway

Suite 2020

San Diego, CA 92101

Rick

TEL: 687-7000/ FAX: 687-7007

Mr. Joseph Martinez

Architect

Martinez, Cutri & McArdle

750 B Street

Suite 1050

San Diego, CA 92101

Joe

TEL: 233-4857/ FAX: 233-7417

Ms. Maureen Maughan

Property Manager

Ramada Inn - San Diego North
5550 Kearn Mesa Road

San Diego, CA 92111

Maureen

TEL: 278-0800/ FAX: 277-6585

Mr. Joseph A. Mclnerney
President and CEO

Forte Hotels, Inc.

1973 Friendship Drive

El Cajon, CA 92020

Joe

TEL: 448-1884/ FAX: 562-0901

Mr. Herbert A. Meistrich
President

Meistrich Capital Resources, Inc.
3760 Convoy Street

San Diego, CA 92111

Herb

TEL: 560-4558 / FAX: 560-4629

Mr. George J. Mitchell

Manager of Project Development
Southwest Region

Turner, Collie & Braden, Inc.
3675 Fenelon Street

San Diego, CA 92106

George

TEL: 222-4488 / FAX: 222-4488

Mr. Daniel S. Mitrovich

14400 Midland Road

Poway, CA 92064

Dan

TEL: 748-9399 / FAX: 748-9385





hsdr. Bruce Moore

Bamey & Barney

9171 Towne Ceritre Drive

" Suite 200

San Diego, CA 92122

Bruce

TEL: 587-7423/ FAX: 452-7530

Mr. Leonard M. Moore
Councilman

City Hall

City of Chula Vista

276 Fourth Avneue

Chula Vista, CA 91910

Leonard

TEL: 691-5044 / FAX: 585-5612

Ms. Janice Mulligan

1355 28th Street

San Diego, CA 92102
Janice

TEL: 236-9933 or 236-8955
(Husband: Harvey Berger)
FAX: 236-8961

Mr. James F. Mulvaney

Attorney at Law

Mulvaney and Kahan

401 West A Street

17th Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

Jim

TEL: 238-1010/ FAX: 238-1981

Mr. Daniel Mulvihill
President and
Chief Executive Officer
Pacific Southwest Mortgage
P.O. Box 85012
San Diego, CA 92186-5012
Dan
TEL: 280-1600/ FAX: 280-1632

Mr. William R. Munster

Senior Associate

John Burnham & Company

610 West Ash Street

Suite 1900

San Diego, CA 92101

Bill

TEL: 525-2964 / FAX: 238-4118

General Michael Neil

Neil Dymott Perkins Brown &
Franka

Atiorneys at Law

1010 Second Avenue

San Diego, CA 92101

Mike

TEL: 238-1712/ FAX: 238-1562

Mr. John C. O’Neill
Attorney at Law

Hillyer & Irwin

550 West C Street

16th Floor

San Diego, CA 92101-3540

John
TEL: 234-6121/ FAX: 595-1313

Mr. David Osias

4370 La Jolla Village Drive

Suite 300

San Diego, CA 92122

David

TEL: 552-3526 / FAX: 552-1516

Ms. Nancy Palmtag

3045 Goldsmith Street

San Diego, CA 92106

Nancy

TEL: 224-1523/ FAX: None

Mr. Robert L. Payne
Multi-Ventures, Inc.

1761 Hotel Circle South

Suite 100

San Diego, CA 92108

Robert

TEL: 299-2729 / FAX: 296-5508

Mr. Michael J. Perez
Attorney at Law

Brobeck, Phleger & Harrison
550 West C Street

Suite 1300

San Diego, CA 92101

(P.O. Box 128049, SD 92112)
Michael ;

TEL: 234-1966 or 699-0239
FAX: 234-3848 or 236-1403

Mr. Alan R. Perry

Attorney at Law

Musick, Peeler and Garrett

225 Broadway

Suite 1900

San Diego, CA 92101

Alan

TEL: 231-2500/ FAX: 231-1234

Mr. Matthew A. Peterson
Peterson and Price

530 B Street

Suite 2300

San Diego, CA 92101

Matt

TEL: 234-0361/ FAX: 234-4786

Mr. Robert Petrossian

President

Landmark Construction Company
333 West Harbor Drive, Third
Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

Bob

TEL: 525-1635/ FAX: 525-1637

Mr. Keith E. Plank, AIA
8767 Caminito Abrazo

La Jolla, CA 92037

Keith

TEL: 546-9947/ FAX: None

Mr. David A. Potter, AICP
Principal

Potter & Associates

4975 Milton Street

San Diego, CA 92110-1240
David

TEL: 275-5120/ FAX: 275-6960

Mr. Douglas Price

President

San Diego Equipment Rentals, Inc.
6990 Mission Gorge Road

P.O. Box 600248

San Diego, CA 92160-0248

Doug

TEL: 583-9211/ FAX: 583-9216

Mr. Anthony J. Principi

Attorney at Law

Adams, Duque & Hazeltine

401 West A Street

Suite 2600

San Diego, CA 92101

Tony

TEL: 232-1240/ FAX: 232-1351

Mr. Philip Pryde

Professor of Geography

San Diego State University

San Diego, CA 92182

Philip

TEL: 594-5225/ FAX: 594-4938

Mr. Gary C. Reif

President

GE Retail Systems, Inc.

9725 Scranton Road

Suite C

San Diego, CA 92121

Gary

TEL: 457-3888/ FAX: 457-2145

Mr. Vincent Richuitti, M.D.

La Jolla Radiolog Medical Group
7301 Girard Avenue

La Jolla, CA 92037

Vince

TEL: 454-4235/ FAX: 454-4644

Mr. Leonard A. Rifkind

Attorney at Law

438 Camino del Rio South

Suite 101

San Diego, CA 92108-3546
Leonard

TEL: 296-7300/ FAX: 296-5056

Dr. Dennis P. Riley, DDS

5308 Lake Murray Blvd.

Suite E

La Mesa, CA 92014

Dennis

TEL: 270-5523 / FAX: 581-0950

Mr. Daniel A. Rivetti, DBA

Associate Professor of Finance
and Real Estate

School of Business, Olin Hall

University of San Diego

Alcala Park

San Diego, CA 92110-2492

Dan

TEL: 260-4844 / FAX: 260-4891

(Home: 459-1643 / Home F: 459-

1153

Cellular: 991-0194)

Mr. John Robbins
President and

Chief Executive Officer
American Residential Mortgage
Corp.
11119 North Torrey Pines Road
La Jolla, CA 92037
John
TEL: 535-4900/ FAX: 535-4934

Mr. Donald Rodee

Deputy Mayor

City of Oceanside

300 North Hill Street

3rd Floor North

Oceanside, CA 92054

Don

TEL: 966-4437 / FAX: 966-4436

Mr. Fred J. Rogers

13577 Grain Lane

La Jolla, CA 92129

Fred

TEL: 484-4252/ FAX: 484-1681

Mr. Scott Rogers

President

Lanxide

3262 Holiday Court

Suite 201

La Jolla, CA 92037

Scott

TEL: 622-4818/ FAX: 622-4819

Mr. David R. Samppala
Kibbey/Samppala Group

1272 Morena Blvd.

San Diego, CA 92110-3815
David

TEL: 275-0967 / FAX: 275-5200

Mr. G. Bradford Saunders
President

Starboard Development Corp.
1202 Kettner Boulevard

Fifth Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

Brad

TEL: 231-6700/ FAX: 231-7969

Dr. Edward L. Schechter

Edward L. Schechter, M.D., Inc.
Cataract & Laser Center

6719 Alvarado Road

Suite 304

San Diego, CA 92120

Ed

TEL: 286-8105/ FAX: 286-8188
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Mr. James Schultz, M.D.

301 University

San Diego, CA 92103

Jim

TEL: 291-8930/ FAX: 291-8491

Mr. Jerry Schultz

Jerry Schultz Public Relations

824 Camino Del Rio North

Suite 550

San Diego, CA 92108-3209

Jerry

TEL: 299-4101 / FAX: 299-4951

Mr. Louis Schwartz, M.D.

7300 Girard Avenue

La Jolla, CA 92037

Louis

TEL: 459-0636/ FAX: 459-3392

Mr. Neil Senturia

President

Senturia Investments

750 B Street

Suite, 3110

San Diego, CA 92101

Neil

TEL: 239-9800/ FAX: 239-7127

Mr. John F. Seymour, III
1860 Catalina Boulevard
San Diego, CA 92107
Jack

TEL: 226-4560/ FAX: ?

Mr. Lawrence W. Shea

Managing Partner

Barney & Barney

9171 Towne Centre Drive

Suite 200

San Diego, CA 92122

(P.O.Box 85638, SD, CA 92138)
Larry

TEL: 587-7433 / FAX: 452-7530

Mr. Craig Sherman
President

CS & Associates

6305 Lusk Boulevard
San Diego, CA 92121
Craig

TEL: 535-0616

FAX: 484-1492

Mr. Jay Shumaker
Architect

Lareau & Associates
2845 Nimitz Boulevard
Suite F

San Diego, CA 92106
Jay

TEL: 232-1706

FAX: 222-4382

Mr. Dean Spooner

Spooner’s Cabinets & Fixtures
759 Benedict Avenue

El Cajon, CA 92020

Dean
TEL: 579-1888/ FAX: 579-1424

Mr. Daniel Stanford

Attorney at Law

Stanford & Associates

501 West Broadway

Suite 1310

San Diego, CA 92101

Dan

TEL: 696-6160/ FAX: 531-0853

Mr. James F. Stillwell, Jr.

Vice President

Robert E. Bayley Construction, Inc.
1529 Caminito Solidago

La Jolla, CA 92037

Jim

TEL: &2 / FAX: ?

Mr. Steven M. Strauss

Attorney at Law

Procopio, Cory, Hargreaves and
Savitch

530 B Street

Suite 1900

San Diego, CA 92101-4469
Steve

TEL: 238-1900/ FAX: 235-0398

Mr. Ed Struiksma

10592 Lansford Lane

San Diego, CA 92126

Ed

TEL: 578-3375/ FAX: 578-0505

Mr. Chris Sullivan

General Manager

Seaport Village

849 West Harbor Drive

Suite D

San Diego, CA 92101

Chris

TEL: 235-4014/ FAX: 235-4571

Mr. J. Stacey Sullivan

Lorenz, Alhadeff, Lundin & Oggel
550 West C Street, 19th Floor
San Diego, CA 92101

Stacey

TEL: 231-8700x1920

FAX: 231-8323

Mr. Alman J. Taranton, Sr.
Silverado Group, Inc.

12625 High Bluff Drive

Suite 204

San Diego, CA 92130

Alman

TEL: 259-7575/ FAX: 259-1860

Mr. Thomas W. Turner, Jr.
Attorney at Law
Procopio, Cory, Hargreaves
and Savitch
530 B Street, Suite 2100
San Diego, CA 92101-4469
Thomas
TEL: 238-1900/ FAX: 235-0398

Mr. Denis K. Vanier

President

Labels Unlimited

P.O. Box 608128

San Diego, CA 92160

Denis

TEL: 667-1000 (Home / 466-0106)
FAX: 697-6000

Mr. Juan Vargas

Councilman, Eighth District

City of San Diego

202 C Street

San Diego, CA 92101

Juan

TEL: 236-6680/ FAX: 231-7918

Mr. Victor Vilaplana

Sheppard, Mullin, Richter &
Hampton

501 West Broadway

18th Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

Victor

TEL: 338-6500 or

Direct: 338-6619

FAX: 234-3815

Mr. Frank Warren

Warren Properties

3010 Sandy Lane

Del Mar, CA 92014

Frank

TEL: 755-7330/ FAX: 756-1509

Robert J. Watkins

President

R. J. Watkins & Company, Ltd.
625 Broadway

Suite 1210

San Diego, CA 92101

TEL: 239-3094 / FAX: 239-5125

Mr. Mitchell Weiss

Secretary

Miramar Trap and Skeet

P.O. Box 82181

San Diego, CA 92138

Mitch

TEL: 278-3173 / FAX: None

Mr. James H. West

West, Turnquist & Schmitt

2550 Fifth Avenue

10th Floor

San Diego, CA 92103

James

TEL: 234-6775/ FAX: 696-6581

Mr. Bruce H. White

White and Bright

355 West Grand Avenue

Suite 2

Escondido, CA 92025

Bruce

TEL: 747-3200/ FAX: 747-5574

Mr. Harvey P. White
President

QualComm, Inc.

6455 Lusk Boulevard

San Diego, CA 92121-2779
TEL: 658-4803 or -4805
FAX: 658-2500

Col. Leo J. Whited

16134 Scarbery Road

Ramona, CA 92065

Leo

TEL: 789-3934/ FAX: None

Ms. Maura Wiegand, Ph.D.
Council Member

City of Encinitas

505 South Vulcan Avenue
Encinitas, CA 92024-3633
Maura

TEL: 633-2624 / FAX: 759-0286

Mr. Leon L. Williams

County Board of Supervisors

1600 Pacific Highway

Suite 335

San Diego, CA 92101

Leon

TEL: 531-5544 / FAX: 557-4025

Mr. Gary B. Wood, AIA
Associate Vice President

P&D Technologies

401 West A Street

Suite 2500

San Diego, CA 92101

Gary

TEL: 232-4466 / FAX: 234-3022

Mr. Richard A. Wright

Associate VP, Investments

Dean Witter Reynolds, Inc.

101 West Broadway

Suite 200

San Diego, CA 92101

Dick

TEL: 236-1331/ FAX: 235-9313

Mr. Larry E. Yeakel

Yeakel & Associates AIA

1237 Camino del Mar

Suite F

Del Mar, CA 92014

Larry

TEL: 792-5733 / FAX: 792-9109
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Mary Biddlecome
Hon. Brian P. Bilbray
Bugene M. Bischoff
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Karsten Gjemee
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Murray H. Goodrich
John Hadivi

Ronald E. Hahn
David Hale

Dr. Author Hughes
Richard J. Hughes
Edward B. Huntington
Karen Hutchens
Hon. Diannc Jacob
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Gordon Johnson
Kcith Johnson

Scott Jones

Roger A.P. Joscph
Jobn P. Keating
Richard W. Keatinge
General Victor H. Krulak
william R. Kuntz, Jr.

SAN DIEGO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT FOUNDATION

VISION STATEMENT

The San Diego International Airport Foundation
(SDIAF) believes that a vibrant regional quality of
life is inherently linked to flourishing economic
opportunities and that establishing a legitimate
international airport at Miramar is essential to
insuring San Diego County’s participation in global
air passenger service, tourism and international
trade. Elimination of flight safety and technical
restrictions associated with the existing regional
airport is urgently needed. Simply stated, San Diego
County needs an airport for the 21st Century and
Lindbergh Field is not and cannot be that airport.

MISSION STATEMENT

The San Diego International Airport Foundation
(SDIAF) is a countywide-based community coalition,
comprised of residents, businesses and concerned
officials, dedicated to improving San Diego’s economy
by establishing an international airport which
provides safe, worldwide air passenger transport
service and trade to San Diego County, through the
construction of such a facility at Miramar Naval Air
Station, through cooperation, collaboration and ‘voter
consensus.

OBJECTIVE

To have a ballot issue placed on either the June or
November, 1994 ballot, requesting voter affirmation
that the Miramar Naval Air Station be designated as
the site for the new San Diego International Airport.
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Leonard A. Rifkind
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SAN DIEGO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT FOUNDATION

TARGET AUDIENCE

Congressional Base Closure and Realignment
Committee.

House and Senate Armed Services Committees.
Secretary and Department of Defense.

House and Senate Appropriations Committees.
United States Navy and Marine Corps.

Federal Aviation Administration.

Environmental Protection Agency.

United State Senate and Senators Feinstein and
Boxer.

Congressmembers from South Orange and San Diego
County.

State Senators and Assemblymembers from South
Orange and San Diego County.

California Coastal Commission.

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG).
San Diego County Board of Supervisors.

San Diego County Unified Port District and its
Commissioners.

Mayors and City Councilmembers of each city in
San Diego County.

United States Airline Pilots Association and Air

Traffic Controllers Association.

Chambers of Commerce in all appropriate cities.
Building Industry Associations, General
Contracting Associations and related
subcontractor organizations in all appropriate
cities.

San Diego County convention and visitor bureaus
and hotel/motel associations.

Community planning organizations in Point Loma
and Ocean Beach.

Local, state, national, international and
appropriate trade and professional news media,
editorial boards and columnists.

(619) 231-3800 FAX (619) 696-7100
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LE1A

INCORPORATED

December 15, 1993

Board of Direotora

San Diego International
Airport Foundation

One Market Place, 33rd Floor

San Diego, CA 52101

Re: Relocation of Lindbergh Fleld to Miramar NAS

Dear Board Members:

ZHA is the General Consultant ac the Orlando International Airport.
One of our roles 1is to assist the Greater Orlando Aviation
Authority (GoAA) in the development of its strategic plan and
create a vision for the future. We have guided Orlando in more
than $1.4 billion in development of the old McCoy Air Force Base to
create one of the premier airports in the world. We are currently
embarked on a $758 million expansion, which will complete the North
Terminal Complex with 100 gates. We have also recently completed
a concept plan tor a $2 billion, 100-gate South Terminal Complex,
which will be initiated at the turn of the Century. Our team has
been in continuocus service to GOAA in the development of airports
since 1976 to help them conceive the vision, implement the plan,
and achieve success.

The City of Orlando spent rany years analyzing the possibilities c¢f
developing HCCO¥ Air Force Base as the potential site for a new
international airport. With McCoy, the City received two 12,000
foot parallel runways in a similar configuration as exists at
Miramar. In 1981, a 48-gate new Midfield Terminal Complex was
opened at a cost of just under $300 million, sarvicing just over 6
million passengers. Orlando had started the econoaic engine for
the community. Passenger volumes increased in excess of 10% per
year. In 1991, Orlando completed its first expansion of the new
facility, adding an additional 32-aircraft gates, 80-aircraft gatas
now handle in excess of 16 million passengers. New expansion plans
previously mentioned will completa the North Terminal Complex for
a total of 100 aircraft-gates, capable of handling 30 million
passengers per year in 1998.

Thus, in just 17 years, passenger activity increaced from 6 million
to an anticipated 30 million passengers per year. Jobs related to
the airport now amount. to more than 10,500 and 59,800 jobs
indirectly. Wages and salaries total $1,326,700,000. With each
wide-bodied aircraft larding in Orlando on a daily basis, $150

CMMNES REPRESENTALIVE SERVICES » PRUSIAM MANAGEMENT
Lardmark Cente” Two. 225 € Robdirzon 2t Sude 660 Oriada. Fer'd> RN L07-492.74R 7 FAX 1071227413
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million in commerce is brought to the community each year.
Orlande International Airport (MCQ) now has nonstop service to ncra
than 80 key cities in the world. MCO is one of the world’s top 10
destinations and vne of the top 5 convention destinations in the
nation. The total annual impact to Orlando is $5.4 billion.

orlando was fortunate to have a variety of air carriers serving its
market, with no single air carrier dominating the market and
virtually no hub activities. Being primarily an origination and
destination market (0&D), the ability to finance its expansion was
easy. Wall Street has found substantial value in Orlando’s market.

You have asked us to analyze the cost and benefits to relocating
Lindbergh Field to Miramar. The similarities between Orlando and
the San Diego opportunity are closely paralleled, With our
analysis of some of the existing characteristics of passenger
activity at Lindbergh Field and our review of Miramar with 24,000
acres of land and an existing runway system capable of supporting
annual levels approaching 20 million passengers with taxiway
improvements, the opportunity exists to cost effectively develop a
first-class international airport for San Diego.

The key component today in developing airport infrastructure is to
create an attractive, aesthetically pleasing, premier gateway to
your community at a cost that keeps the service, operation,
maintenance and bond coverage expenses competitive in the U.S. and
world market. The range of costs of airports today is between
$4.00 and $18.00 per passenger. The new Denver Airport will cost
approximately $14.50 per passenger. In Orlando, we have achieved,
with the development of its premier facility, an average cost of
$7.00 per passenger.

our preliminary analyais of Miramar and the relocation of all
Lindbergh Field activity, suggests a premier facility can ke
developed at the cost of $5.75 per passenger; well below most other
major airports in the nation. An annual budget of $100 million
could be supported from a combined revenue of rates and charges
from airline leases, concessions revenues, parking charges, rent-a-
car revenues, land leases, landing fees, and Passenger Facility
Charges (PFCs). A first phase terminal facility with 52 aircraft
gates and 1,800,000 square fest would accommodate annual passenger
traffic approaching 20 million. Such a development includes
airfield and roadway improvements to ensure good access to the
existing roadway network. With Miramar’s capability to incorporate
rail service, a first-claece multimodal facility can be develcped to
service the San Diego marketplace. Such a multi-modal approach
with a new terminal ocomplex provides for an opportunily and
enhanced Federal participation with the ISTEA legislation.
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24,000 acres is sufficient land to provide adeguate space for
expansion of thls facility well into the 21st Century, eliminating
the need to ever relocate. This single point is so important in
airport development today. Many key cities in the United States
facing the prospect of having to locate their major international
airports to new locations, as Denver has just done, require such
high costs. With Miramar, 40% of the cost for airfield and apron
are already provided, an adequate fuel farm, ample maintenance
facilities, existing hangar and supgort buildings, all provide a
real economic advantage to keeping the cost of a new facility very
competitive in today’s world aviation market.

Noise has always been a concern to surrounding communities at any
airport facility, Orlando had two citizen organizations with
strenuous objections to airport noise in their neighborhoods.
During the planning and development process, literally hundred of
hours of interface with these organizations occurred to create a
very successful air space management program administered by the
FAA (air traffic control) to manage noise impact to the surrounding
communities within acceptable ranges. We have examined the noise
studies completed on Miramar. Commercial use will reduce noise
impact from current military. With good participation from a
representative neighborhood group, an air traffic management
program can be adopted by FAA to ensure noise reduction for western
communities can continue as the airport grows.

Orlando also has had to deal with landfill issues on old military
property as exist at Miramar. In addition, with surrounding
wetlands, MCO has managed wild life to have no adverse effect on
airport operations. Miramar’s landfill will require similar
analysis and in our opinion managed to have no adveree effeact.

You may be aware BRAC Conmission decided to close the Orlande Navy
Training Center about six months ago. As the Executive Vice Chair
to the NTC Reuse Commission, chaired by the Mayor of Orlando, ve
are currently dealing with the impact of the Navy leaving Orlando.
The issues and problems created by such a negative econcmic impact
to any community is a challenge. With strong leadership from both
the business and political coomunities, recovery and success can be
enjoyed by the community. In Orlando, McCoy AFB departure was
considered a fatal loee; however, with the development into Orlando
International Airport, the community has benefited with more jobs
and econonic prosperity than existed with the Air Force.

The Orlando ¢ommunity is proud of its airport facilities; it serves
as the catalyst for economic prosperity in the community. #Miramar
could provide such an opportunity for San Diego. You have studied
this decision intensely; we would suggest it is time to nove
forward with an implementation plen. Miramar, frum our analysis,
makes good sense for San Diego.
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We have offered to be in San Diego in January to share the Orlanco
experience and diecuee San Diego’s opportunity at Miramar. Please
let us know if such a trip would be beneficial to you.

Sincerely,

R.W. Zipperly

RWZ: mnk





CONGRESSIONAL

Randy "Duke" Cunningham
117 Cannon Bldg.
Washington, D.C. 20515

Bob Filner
504 Cannon Bldg.
Washington, D.C. 20515

Duncan Hunter
133 Cannon Bldg.
washington, D.C. 20515

Ron Packard
2162 Rayburn Bldg.
Washington, D.C. 20515

Lynn Schenk
315 Cannon Bldg.
Washington, D.C. 20515

MAYOR

Mayor Susan Golding
202 C Street
san Diego, CA 92101

CITY COUNCILMEMBERS

Harry Mathis

Ron Roberts
Christine Kehoe
George Stevens
Barbara Warden
Valerie Stallings
Judy McCarty
Juan Vargas

City Councilmembers are
all at this address:

202 C Street
san Diego, CA 92101
COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Supervisor Brian Bilbray
Supervisor Dianne Jacob
Supervisor Pam Slater
Supervisor Leon Williams
Supervisor John MacDonald

County Board of Supervisors
are all at this address:

1600 Pacific Highway
san Diego, CA 92101

SANDAG

Mayor Bud Lewis

city of carlsbad

1200 Carlsbad village Dr
carlsbad, CA 92008

Councilmember Leonard Moore
city of Chula Vista

276 Fourth Avenue, P.O. Box 1087
Cchula Vvista, CA 91912

Mayor Elliot Parks
Ccity of Del Mar
1050 Camino Del Mar
pDel Mar, CA 92014

SANDAG (continued)

Deputy Mayor Harriett Stockwell
City of El Cajon

200 East Main Street

El Cajon, CA 92020

Councilmember Maura Wiegand
City of Encinitas

505 South Vulcan Avenue
Bncinitas, CA 92024

Mayor Jerry Harmon
city of Escondido
201 North Broadway
Escondido, CA 92025

Mayor Mike Bixler

City of Imperial Beach

825 Imperial Beach Boulevard
Imperial Beach, CA 91932

Mayor Art Madrid

City of La Mesa

8130 Allison Avenue, P.O. Box 937
La Mesa, CA 91941

Mayor Brian Cochran
City of Lemon Grove
3232 Main Street
Lemon Grove, CA 91945

Councilmember Rosalie Zarate
City of National City

1243 National City Boulevard
National City, CA 91950

Mayor Dick Lyon

City of Oceanside

321 North Hill Street
Oceanside, CA 92054

Mayor Don Higginson

City of Poway

13325 Civic Center Drive, P.0O. 789
Poway, CA 92064

Councilmember Judy McCarty
City of San Diego

202 C Street

san Diego, CA 92101

Supervisor Chairman Brian Bilbray
County of San Diego
1600 Pacific Highway
san Diego, CA 92101

Mayor Lee Thibadeau
City of San Marcos
105 West Richmar

San Marcos, CA 92069

Mayor Jack Dale

City of Santee

10765 Woodside Avenue
Santee, CA 92071

Councilmember Marion Dodson
City of Solana Beach

380 Stevens, Suite 305
Solana Beach, CA 92075

Mayor Gloria E. McClellan

City of vista

600 Eucalyptus Avenue, P.O. 1988
Vista, CA 92085
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PRELIMINARY ANALYEIS

SAN DIEGO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT
AT
HAS MIRAMAR

JANUARY 4, 1994

The San Diego International Airport Foundation (SDIAF) requested we
prepare a preliminecy analysis relocating San Diego International
Airport at NAS Miramar. Our investigation included the review of
information on the current S8San Dieyu International Airport
operations at Lindbergh Fieid, forecast and growth projections,
noise and other environmental data, comparable other alrporl dala,
and information on the NAS Miramar site.

Passenger Forecasts

In July 1988, P&D Technologies, in association with Thompson
Consultants International, Burns & McDonnell, and Stevens & Garland
Associates completed an Airpcrt Development Study, demand/capacity
and facility requirenents. Excerpts from this report on forecasted
passengers from 1988 through the year 2010 (see Exhibit A,
Historical Passenger Traffic), indicated an average growth in
excess of 6% and projected passenger traffic in 1995 to be
16,700,000. At the close of 1993, actual passenger traffic has not
yet exceeded 12 million.

The Airport Development Study did indicate these forecasts were
based on unconstrained growth. Our preliminary analysis suggests
passenger traffic growth has been significantly constrained by the
current facilities at Lindbergh Field due to the lack of capacity
of the facility. Average growth in this period has been less than
2% per year, and further degradation in growth rates will continue
at the Lindkergh Field facility.

Although improvements could be made to Lindbergh Field to increase
capacity in the short term, in our opinion, it is not a prudent
expenditure of funds since the Lindbergh Field facility has
outlived its useful life and expansion for long-term capacity
improvements is not possible due to site constraints.

Previous to 1988, average passenger traffic increased annually in
excess of 10%; a very robust growth during a 7-year period
beginning in 1981. It appears saturation of the Lindbergh Field
facility occurred in 1988 and the growth in traffic has been
substantially constrained since.

To reimplement robust growth in passenger traffic, a new facility
is needed which will immediately provide ample capacity for growth
in the near-term futura. A new facility will take 6 years to
develop, and we recommend a design capacity of 20 million
passengers ke considarad. With a naw terminal opening in the year
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2000, our preliminary passenger forecast suggests 13,5C0,000
passengers will be using the facility the first year. The 20
million passengers design capacity would nut be reached until the
year 2008, This provides at least 8 years of use of the new
facility prior to any expansion and is consistent wilh Lhe design
approach in many other major hub airports in the U.S.

asi ()

The capacity of an airport facility is comprised of 3 components;
i.e., airfield, terminal, and grourd access. kach of these
components should be designed in concert with the design capacity
of the cverall facility so that balance is acnieved in each of the
three components. Over building one particular component with
excess capacity over other components should be avoided. Such over
building expends funds unwisely by building capacity that cannot be
effectively utilized due to limitations in other components.

with the design capacity of 20 million annual passengers, the
foliowing individual component capacities result:

Airfield Capacity 62 to 75 operations per hour (IFR)
Terminal Capacity 54 gates (370,000 passengers per gate)
Ground Access 3,000 vehicles per hour

Lindbergh Fiald Capacity Analysis

wWhen examining the facts of Lindbergh Field under the current
operation (see Exhibit B, San Diego/Lindbergh Field Fact Sheet), it
appears the following capacities currently exist:

Airfield Capacity 46 operations per hour (IFR)
Terminal Capacity 30 gates (314,000 passengers per gate)
Ground Access 1,500 vehicles per hour

Tn the current terminal facility, approximately 14,400 sf of
terminal space is provided per gate. Holdrcom areas for each gate
is approximately 1,557 sf. Daily gate use yields 6.9 turns per
day. Square footage in the terminal reflects space standards back
in the daye when aircraft average capacitias werae less than 100
people, Standards today provide substantially more square footage
in the terminal per gate, with considerably largar holdraoms,
yielding slightly better passenger thru-put per gate and fully
develcped concession areas. Some comparable data for consideration
is:

Orlande International Airport 42,500 sf per gate
New Denver Airport 53,570 Bf per gata
New 8an Die ternational ope

When crcating the escope of a new international airport, providing
improvements for a balance in capacity of airfield, terminal and
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yround access is necessary to efficiently use capital for.a new
facility which is cost competitive with other new airports in the
air transport system. :

Airfield

The alrfield at NAS Miramar with two parallel runways and one
diagonal runway can provide 70 to 77 operations at peak hour (IFR).
Ample ajirfield runway capacity exists to meet requirements of 20
million passenger design capacity. Improvements will need to be
made to provide a second parallel taxiway, taxl connectors to the
apron areas, and high-speed turnoffs to provide a balanced airfield
for the new airport.

The assets NAS Mirarar provides San Diego for a new faclility are
substantial. The airfield is in excellent condition and can be
used immediately. NAS Miramar airftield meets design capacity
requirements and provides savings of $100 million by not requiring
new runway to be built with the project.

Texrminal

A nev terminal building must meet current standards for space and
passenger convenience to be competitive in today’s air transport
environment. We propose the following criteria be utilized for
terminal facilities:

. 35,000 sf per gate gross terminal space
& 370,000 passengers per gate thru-put
i 6.5 turns per day of gate utilization

These standards will bring this facility in line with current
design standards providing adequate square footage in terminal
facilities and more comfortable holdrooms, more adequate airline
space, enhanced concession space to generate retail/food & beverage
sale increases over current revenue, adequate public circulation
space to enhance the travel experience for users and avoid crowding
in key terminal areas which leads to delays, frustration by the
traveling public, and safety/security problens.

A nevw terminal with 54-aircraft gates (narrow-body, wide-body, and
jumbo aircraft) yields 1,R90,000 sf of spaca (sea FExhibit ¢,
Preliminary Feasibility).

Ground Access

The proper ground access for the scope of the project would
include:

@ Roadway systems with access from both east and west
s Loop-road system with 3 lanes of traffie.
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° Enplaning (ticketing) roadway would be vertically
separate from the deplanement (bag claim) voadway.

® on=site public parking with 6,000 spaces (25% of the
spaces for short-term parking).

. Additional parking for employees, commercial vehicles,
and VIPs.

The current rcadway network around NAS Miramar provides wonderful
access and capacity for a new airport. Access from the east and
west with interchanges on the interstate highways exists and meet
ground access capacity reguirements for 20 million passengers.

New San Diego International Airport at NAS Miramar Scope
Project Costs and Funding

The scope as outlined heretofore results in a total project cost in
today’s dollars of $798,850,000. Including capitalized interest
and escalation during construction for a 6-year construction
period, a total cost of $880,355,300 is projected (see Exhibit C,
Preliminary Feasibility).

Funding of this overall project can occur from the follcwing
sources:

Federal and State Grants $132,850,000
Passenger Facility Charges (PFCs) $ 43,500,000
(Collections during construction only)

Airport Revenue Bonds $677,005,300
Airline Funds $_27,000,000
Total $880,355,300

Based on the preliminary analysis, funding from these sources for
the project as heretofore outlined appear to be achievable for a
new airport facility at NAS Miramar. This assumes the existing
facility at Lindbergh Field would be closed and cease to operate
upon the ocpening of the new facility at NAS Miramar.

Revenues

When examining revenues for tha first year of operation in the year
2000, revenues would be received from a number of sources. These
sources would include the following:

% Airline terminal rent.
[} Rent-a-car concession fees and terminal rent.
@ Concessions fees (food & beverage, retail).

il =
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. Ground transportation fees.
. Parking fees.
L Airline landing fees.
° Airline apron fees.
® tueling charges.
@ Property leases (catering facilities, aircrafc
maintenance, FKFbOs, and other on-site airport services)
® International flight processing fees.

From analysis of these revenue sources, utilizing a rate base
conmpetitive in the industry, a gross revenue of $88,650,000 can be
achieved. Airline rates compared with other major U.S. airports
are as follows:

Airline terminal ramp $48.75 per sf
Airline landing fees $1.03 per thousand pounds

Praliminary Feasibility

Feasibility of a new airport facility today depends on three cost
factors comparable to other airport facilities in the country;
i.e., landing fees, terminal rent, and cost per passenger (see
Exhibit D, Comparable RAirport Costs to Operate).

Landing Fees

Landing fees at a number of key airports across the country range
from a low of $.89 to a high of $2.09 per thcocusand pounds. In 1993
Lindbergh Field charged $.8% per thousand pound and has scheduled
an increase in 1994 to $1.19 per thousand pound.

Terminal Rent

Terminal rent for major hub facilities has a significant range of
charges, with a low of $22.14 per square foot to a high range of
$120.53 per squara foot. These terminal reants are the average rent
for a variety of classifications of space in the terminal facility
rented by airline tenants. These average rental rates include high
cost rental space such as ticket counters and a lower cost rental
space such as ramp operation space. These rates are klended to
provide an average rental rate which has been heretofore mentioned.
The 1893 rental rate for Lindbergh Field was $41.00. 19941
projected rental rate is $39.68.

Cost Per Passenger

Cost per passenger is a new criteria beginning to emerge in the
airline indusztry az a method to compare the costa to operate by the
airlines in airport facilities across the country. Basically, all
the costas to the airlines are divided by the enplarements to yield
the cost per passenger. Many airports do not have these costs
available yet, but the current range for most major airports is
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from the low of $4.05 per yassenger to an upper range of $14.45 per
passenger. The $14.45 per passenger cost is for the new Denver
airport, scheduled to open in the spring of 1994. This i& the
highest cost per passenger of any airport in the country. From
review of the data available on most major hub airports,
approximately $7.00 per passenger appears to be a reasonable cost,
competitive in price with other airports in the country.

Analysis

When analyzing the first year of operaticn, utilizing all the
information mentioned above, a surplus in the first year of
operation of over $1 million is achieved after meeting payments for
debt service, coverage, and operation and maintenance expenses.

We have assumed the interest rate on the bonds of $677,005,300 is
6.25% on a tax-exempt basis. We have assumed 25% coverage in the
cost. Coverage is an overpayrent on debt service in the amount of
25% that serves as a reserve fund for any shortages in revenue
collections to ensure the debt service is payable on the tbonds
without interruption regardless of an operational revenue problem.
As the reserve fund accumulates, porticns of the fund could be
reallocated for renewal and replacement and as prepared credit to
the airlines on terminal rent. Operating and maintenance costs
assumed are comparable to other facilities of this size and
character and represents <0% of the overall kudget in the first
year of operaticn.

As a result, cost per passerger would be $6.55 per passenger.

If you compare this cost with other airport costs (see Exhibit D,
Comparable Airport Costs), these costs are extremely favorable and
competitive in the U.S. market,

Pagssenger Pacility Charge (PFC)

Corgress created the ability for airports to raise money for
airport facility improvements with a Passenger Fasility Charge
(PFC) in 1991. Basically, with a FAA approved program, an airport
canr. collect up to $3.C0 per departure for up to 256 years. To
receive FAA approval, a detailed comprehensive application must be
prepared and undergo a year-long process to become approved.
Airline consultation occurs during the process. The application
must outline in detail eligikle projects which expand capaocity,
improve safety and security, and increase competition between the
air ocarricrs for the benefit of the traveling public. The §3.00
charge is hidden in the ticket price for departures from the
airport, is collected by “he airlines, and collections are sent
monthly 1less an allowable collection charge to the airport
operator.

The new £&an Diego International Airport at NAS Miramar would be
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considered an eligible project and would generate substantial runas
for this new facility. Any existing PFC program at Lindbergh Pield
would need to end by the start date of this program, projected to
start in 1997. Coordinating the two programs could easily be done
with the new application.

A PFC program for the new San Diego International Airport at NAS
Miramar could not be started much sooner than indicated because the
new project must be fully programmed and scoped, all environmental
assessments complete, a complete financial plan disclosed with the
application, and the authority operating the airport be authorized
to do so.

We have proiected PFC collections for this feasibility study (see
Exhibit E, PFC Projected Collections). 75% of enplanement was used
to allow for frequent flyer tickts and multiple destination
passengers which would not pay PFCs in their ticket.

Project Schedule

We have developed a preliminary schedule for the project (see
Exhibit F, Preliminary Project Schedule). The first ghase of work
should begin with the selection of a general consultant, starting
the second quarter of 19%94. Further site analysis, program
development and scope document preparation as well as preparation
of the master plan and the new airport layout plan need to be
coxpleted by 1995. The next major phase of work would include the
preparation of passenqer facility charge (PFC) application to FAA
and the completion of the environmental assessment report.

Design would occur beginning in 1996 and ending the first quarter
of 1997. Construction would begin in the first quarter of 1997 and
be completed in the last gquarter of 1999. Construction would
prcbably occur in multipackages overlapping the design phase.

The preliminary schedule indicates an opening of the new facility
in February, 2000. This date was selectec as the traditional least
traffie month of the year and the best time to relocate thae
operation from Lindbergh Field to NAS Miramar.

Noise Censidexrations

Considerable attention has been given to noise considerations at
NAS Miramar and the relocation of zll conmercial traffic from
Lindbergh Field to NAS Miramar. Our nolse consultant has reviewed
in-depth the current opcration at Lindbergh Field, relocation of
commercial service to NAS Miramar, current military operation at
MAS Miramar, and has made a number of conclusions as outlined in
his letter dated January 4, 1994,

The first conclusion is by the year 2060, the entire commercial
flcet will be conposed of a stage 3 aircraft. Stage 3 aircraft,
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significantly quieter than stage 2 aircraft, have the ability to
climb after take off and achieve higher altitudes in shorter
distances, than stage 2 aircraft. With Lhe vast land area of NAS
Miramar around the primary airfield with at least 5,000 feet of
land on this property off the end of departure runway, significant
altitude can be reached by stage 3 aircraft at this distance before
flying over pruperty owned by others. It is his conclusion noise
levels will be significantly 1less than the current nilitary
operation and, in general, a 25% reduction noise exposure could be
achieved.

He further concludes with participation of surrounding communities
and an airspa2ce management plan, departure routes could be
designated to further reduce noise impact to surrounding
communities.

His other signiticant conclusion is at Lindbergh Field 41,000
people reside within the noise impact area of the airport. By
relocating cormercial activity from Lindbergh Field to NAS Miramar
and shutting down the Lindbergh Field operation, these 41,000
people would no lenger bhe exposed to the noise from the airport
operation. The concentration of people surrounding the NAS Miramar
in the proposed flight patterns for commercial operations, less
than 5,000 people are currently affected by aircraft roise. The
5,000 people currently affected by military operations will be the
sare people affected by the commercial operations. 46,000 people
are affected by noise in the Greater San Diego area by airport
operations at these two fields, by relocating the commercial
operation from Lindbergh Field to NAS Miramar, noise exposure can
be eliminated from 41,000 people and the remairing 5,000 can enjoy
a 25% reducticn in current noise levels.

Since airspace requirements have restricted vertical growth of
downtown San Diego with Lindbergh Field operation, these
restrictions could be removed with the relocation to NAS Miramar,
This should allow downtown San Diego and surrounding communities to
reinstitute vertical growth opportunities. Vertical growth tands
to keep government services cost lower and should affect taxes
similarly.

Sanitary Landfill

We have also preliminarily examined the sanitary landfill operation
at NAS Miramar and its potential effects on commercial operation.
FAA 5200.5A provides guidelines for waste disposal sites on or near
airports. We are familiar with this regulation and its application
to the NAS Miramar operation. The landfill operation is within
10,000 feet of the runway and would require FAA’s cloee inepaction
and examination. The FAA prepared guidelines to help communities
foster safe airport operations, but clearly left the regulaticn of
sanitary landfills up to other environmental agencies. Their
involvenment in the inspection is to ensure bird populatione do not





DY

aT 0y 17:14 a7 1227413 i e Y B 1

accumulate more than would normally occur in the environment and a
bird hazard for aviation is not created by the landfill operation.

We are aware the Navy and the City of San Diego have for some time
operated a program to control bird population at the landfill site
and have successfully achieved zero accumulation of bird population
abcve whal can be considered normal populations 1n any environnment.
Their program is called BASH (Bird Aircraft Strike Hazard) and has
kept detaileda records and reports no bird strikes in the vicinity
of NAS Miramar and the landfill. There have been bird strikes
outside the area in normal airspace.

Wwith FAA's close inspection of the site, examination of the
existing program and its results, commitments to maintain the
current program and the analysis of other commercial airports
operating with landfills within 10,000 feet of their runways, the
FAA would not prevent the development of a new San Diego
International Airport at NAS Miramar.

Conclusions

Our prelininary analysis of relocating the Lindbergh Field
operation to NAS Miramar appears to be a viable opportunity for the
Greater San Diego community. The current operations at Lindbergh
Field are highly constrained and the akility of passenger traffic
to grow to help reinitiate prosperity in San Diego is not possible.
Inprovements made to Lindbergh Field to help relieve current
capacity constraints wculd only have very short term benefit and
would not provide a permanent solution.

Design capacity for a new San Diego International Airport should ke
20 million passengers. This provides unconstrained growth of
passenger traffic in the Greater San Diego area until approximately
the year 2008.

A new facility utilizing current design standards would create a
new airport facility with the following characteristics:

1,890,000 sf of terminal space.
b4-aircraft gates.

7,000 public parking spaces.

Ground access from the east and west.

A project of this sacope would cost $880,355,300. Funding from
federal and state grants, PFCs, general revenue bonds, and airline
funds would provide adequate funding to build this facility.

The first year revenues from airline space rent, landing, rent-a—
car, concession, parking, and other applicable fees, would generate
aufficient revenues with a comprehensive PFC program to meet debt
service, coverage, operation and maintenance expenses, and provide
a surplus in excess of $1 million. First year comparable coets to
other airport are:
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Airline terminal space rental $48.75 per square foot
Airline landing fees $1.03 per thousand pouunds
Cost per passenger $§6.55 per passenger

These costs are most attractive when 1looking at other major
airports in the United States. In cumparison to the new Denver
airport cost per passenger at $14.45, San Diego International
Airport at NAS Miramar would be considered a real bargain.

Project implementalion would take approximately 6 years, with an
anticipated opening in February, 2000.

In consultation with PaineWebber, investment grade airport revenue
bonds could be s0ld by an aviation authority operating this
facility without any additional pledge of tax revenue from the City
of San Diego or surrounding communities.

san Diego International Airport at NAS Miramar appears, in our
opinion, to be a very viable alternative for the Greater San Diego
community to pursue to revitalize its economy and again initiate
robust growth.
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HISTORICAL PASSENGER TRAFFIC

PASSENGER FORECASTS vs ACTUAL
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Jan. 4, 1994

Year Forecast
' PAX

1982

1983

1984

19685

1986

1987
igg8s8 11,0C0,000
1989 11,8C0,000
1990 12,8C0,000
1991 13,4C0,030
1892 14,1C0,000
1993 14§,0C0,0300
1894 15,8C0,000
1995 16,7C0,000
2000 19,8C0,000
2005 22,3C0,000
2010 24,0C0,000
Notes:

a.
a.
a.
a.
a.
a.

Actual
PAX

5,630,343
6,547,439
7,173,272
7,937,806
9,084,438
10,101,030

10,705,006
11,047,178
11,194,694
11,344,840
11,776,342
11,888,000

Forecast
Growth

8.90%
122%
8.47%
4.65%
5.22%
6.36%

5.33%
5.70%

Actual
Growth

12.10%
16.30%

9.60%
10.70%
14.40%
11.20%

6.27%
3.20%
1.34%
1.34%
3.81%
0.94%

0.95%
2.00%

Revised
Forecasts

12,000,838 c.
12,243,916 €.

13,614,960 c.
17,916,005 c.

23,029,427 c.

a.Source is Demand Forecast Report dated

July 1983 by P & D Technologies,

b.Actual passenger traf-ic reported.
c.Preliminary revised forecast based on constrained
year 2000 with new terminal opening.
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Exhibit B
San Diego
Lindberg Field
Fact Sheet
Enplanement % Alrcraft Operations %
{000) change (900) Change
1686 4 480 - 164 o
1087 4,889 11.4% 183 17.7%
1888 5,328 8.8% 200 6.7%
1889 §.487 2.6% 207 0.5%
1990 5,408 0.4% 212 24%
Averege Day - Peak Month - 35,800
Average Day - Peak Month, Peak Hour - 2,739 Enplanements
Average Day - Paak Month, Peak Hour - 2,140 Deplanements
Peak Hour Overall - 4:00 p.m. to 5:00 pm.
Peak Hour Commercial Traffic- 5:00p.m. to 6:00 p.m.
Runway 9,400 (9-27)
Annual Capacity 224,800 Operstions
Hourly Capacity - VFR 54 Opersilons
Hourly Capacity - IFR 48 Operstions
Gates Wide Body 8
Narrow Body 22
Commuter S
35
Area 432,000 s.f.
Terminal Curb 4,530 Lf.
Parking Public g;}-sﬂa and Remote 3,796
Public Off-site 3,120 (Privale Operators)
Total Public Parking 6,916
Employee 869
Total 7,185
FIS Passenget/Hour Capadity 240
Tolal Area 4,000 s.f.
RAC Hertz, Avis, & Nalional On-site using 4 Acres Tolal.
{ Interesting Inforrpation ]
Gate Capacity - for 1860 314,000 pax/gate
Holdroom Acea/Gale 1.557 s.f.
Daily Gate Use 6.8 tums/day
ZHA Incoronted

G\GC\SDVYACTSHTXLS
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PRELIWIHARY FEASABILITY
SAN DIEGO INTVERNATIONAL AXRPORT

Jan. 4, 1994 NIRANAR BLTE °
S00)0009008000 000080 (LT Siserenesees
SCo’E: Assuzptions

Annsal Passenger Capacity:

20,000,000 a.

Yoor we ) 9 ity reached: 2008 b.
Current snnual paesenger activity: 12,000,000
Passanger/gats annua) thrupyt: 370,000 c.
Aircraft gatas required for capacity: 54
Airnide space required / gate 17,200 ar,
Landsice apace requirad 7 gate 17,800 af,

Total / qatae: 35,000 of.
Grees BF termiaal (Alrside mad Landwide) 1,850,000 af.
CONCEPTURL COSTS:
Terainal
Project cost per SF; RT3 e 1.
Teraina® project cost: $319,730,000

Site-~Afrfisla
Freject cost per gats:
Site project cost:

Sita--Landside Civil
Project cost per gate:

Site project comt:

Tstal Project Gost:

$1.300.,000 g.7.
$81,000,000

$2,800,000 h.?.
$124,200,000

- ———— -————

8727,830,000 f.

PRE_ININAYY DRAST
For revies and revision only

Average pamengers/flight:
Turns per gate per day:
54,03 gaws

Alrcraft Sipport Syatess
Froject cost per gate:
Alr.%up.Sys. cest:

$1,330,000 +.7.
$72,9¢0,000

Hota: a, Oseign cacacity of facility can absorb 10x over cepacity operation nith ninor paak heur relays.

b. Assumex growth {a gamwsensar triffic remains 2% asnually until new “erminal coes; @X growth tat yesar of operition,

oradually decrsasirg to sverage 3.5% annua.ly Srersafter.

€. frnual threuput of passancers Assuoes preferrential use gats lease igresmenta.

d. 5F required tasad on current atandards for balanced facilities with EOX lOad facrors.
e, Unit costa {aclude al) componeats for Pinished public space 1rcluding F. 7. &k €. wicluling tenant 7i2uoc of lesse soazc.
f. Prcject costs Inclivde consTruciicn cests. all prof.feei. acein.ccsts, coitingewies.

Assats 4l MirasAr are r.C 208~ 1O Projact. howeve , 10 evanue from Lindbrrgh Fiald for property Jease nr aa.e {ncluded.

§- LNIT Cest assume sifating runmays. asron used with minor imorovemeits. e ironmantal clsamur by Mavy.

h. Lnit ceat assume scope for 100 road systea. par<ing interstate ivtarziangs, utiVizies, signaga & 1andscap ng.

Fahibit C

Rirsidée Terolnal / gats

Haoldreom (M9, W8, Jusaho Nin

Hldre . Corcul.

Remp Opa.

Caoncessions

Tollezs, support, etc.
Vert.CArcul

Gen, Peblic Circul,

Tata) Alrside

Landsida Tarminal /7 gats

Tichet Counter
Ticket Lohby
A.Y.Q

Bag Clain

Bag Mekeup

RAC & Qround Trams.
RAC A Grnd. Lotdy
Vert. Circul.
Curbsice

Yoilets, mppert, akc
Security Lcbby
Conceesiom

Puwlic space
Phyaical Plant

Total L/s

i, “nit ceat assure wenpa for loading D 1dGes. 9-curd PCwir, Cacin alr, Bag conveyors (1ndbcund end outSown), FI0S. BIC:.

§ o 2

SORPPPE43000 0803000090000 0000800%0000 00RO 0940400000000 0800130808008024000000000004000000800000¢00500

F

100
3300

12,200
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i
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Jan. 4, 1994 HIRINAR SITE Fo~ revisw and revision only
S0ER00800000080840(00000000000000000000000020000500800°00000:000980060007000008000000PS0EP2000000000000080000I0000MI0000100200(00000000000:09000000000840000¢
HNDING: SCEMARIO X fed. & State MNrilne Yotad
em———— Cests Grants P.F.C."s Bonde Funas Funds
Terainal project cost: $119,730,000 $14,000,000 $28,500,000 §483,2%0,000 ¢ $319,7%50,0500
AWwrcraft Support Systess $12,900,000 $4,000,000 $41,000,000 $27,(00,.000 $72.900,000
Bite projest cost--Airfie’d: $81,000,000 $40,750,000 $4,.500,000 $15,750,00C 30 $8° ,000,000
Sits preject cont--landafde Civil: $124,200,000 $082,100,000 $4,500,000 $33,800,000 $¢  §124,200,000
Total Project Coat: $717,850,000 $132,850,900 543,500,000 $354,200,000 §27,000,000 §74°,830,000
Caplitalized Interest during Constr.: $18,477,000 3. (1] $48,477,000 $0 344,477,000
Ecalation dwing censtruction: $34,028,303 %. 30 30 $34,028,30 90 924,028,303
TOTAL c0373: 940,385,303 $132,0%0,%00 $43.%10,000 $577,005,30) $27,000,070 €389.353,302
: Reverves First Year
P.F.C. projection > collecliow . mme——. e e . —.——. St SEm e ———fE . - Em—— . ———————
(B et ok s @ %5 e 25 - Source Uni: Rate/unit Raverwes
Year Enplanseents X Colle:® Revewe -—
b . S v i Air) taen 448,848 $44.75 931,821,922 a.
1t 87 6,307,724 5 $14,327,300 RaC 3,501,480 $10.00 $19,018.429 r.
Sth 2001 7,162,329 S $12,118,680 Concessions 8,757,409 $2.00 $13.914.980
10eh 2008 9,448,214 Sx $21,.2493,881 Qround Trans, 6,757,400 $0.28  $1,758,949
15th 2001 12,0%0.148 7Sx 827,112,033 Farking 8,000 $2,000.00 $12,000,000 3.
20eh 20(8 14,008,080 ™x $33,048,129% Landiag Feas 7,000,000 $1.03  §7,210,000 t.
25ty 2021 17,002,287 3% $38,2335,'¢0 Agron fees st $25,000.00 §4,3352.02%
JSssasi na e iy S <t Fusling fees s $1,390,000
TQTAL PrC'm: $423,275,9%98 Proparty Leas 200 98,3%00.00 31,30¢,000
Int.Plights 842,00 $4.00 82.38C,000
PERFORVA: Sl e =
SR TOTA. REVE'RE: 388 .6%C,14% 8,
Cent Service oM o&n Totat
+ Coverage Terainal L’e Site oau Revenue

First Gosratisnal Year Budge:

PRELIMINAFY FEASABILITY
SAN DIZOO INVERLATIONAL AIRPOAT

PRELIMIMNARY DRAFT

Pase: 200 3

$62,35:.290 n,

COST PER FASSENQEN: 34.5% .

$:8.1350.c00

YRar coaraling 2alarcy:

$€.3135,00) $40.215,000 <.
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]. Asmumas 6 yaar desisn/comtruction period, cash from grants end PFC°s used firat Dafore be'd proceeds.
k. Assumas escalation rate Incrsases during 8 year design/construction perisd starting at 2x and anding st ex,
1. Assumes Passanger Facilily Charge (PFC) pregram for 25 years, 1st year of collaction s 1997,
8. Aesuses Origination and festinition (O & D) traf®ic craracte-fstics asimflar to NOOD.

Detatied stucy required of San Diego conditions %o finalize aasumptions ano verify viadility of conclusiona.
N. Amaumes interest rate 8 €.26% en debt ¢ 235 cova-age on prinziple 8 fnterest.
©. Asasumet Operition and Ma‘mtansace (0 A H) expensea siasilar T3 MOO.
Catalled study reqeired of San Diego conditions to fimalize sssumptions and verify viabllity ef conclssfonn
Coat per pamsenger defired as costs of airlines (terminal rental, landirg fes:s, apren fess and fueling fees; at airport
divided by sanual snplanements.
q. Current rate at Lindberg Ffleld s $41.00; escaleted a% 2.9 pur ysar the rate in year 2000 wouls Le $48.79,
r. issumas averages yisld per rental agreement of $10.00; 40%x of enplanements usa rentae) cars with 1.€ people pr car.
S. Ausumes average yie'1d of $3.50 per sace pe¢ day.
t. Surrent rate st Lindberg riald fs $2.98/10008 landed »aight  ewxcalated at 1.3X per ywac the rate ir ysar 2000 would bu $1.03.

Market analysis required to deters'me mctual rates aspplicadle.

4
-~

YR

INI

ST 2






Jan. 4, 199%

##***t**(*le*****#**X***X*

Location

Orlando

Maimi

Tampa
P-ttsburg
wash.D.C.
Philadephia
chicago
Baltimore

Las vegas
Phoenix
Ft.Lauderdale
west Palm B8¢h
Sarasota

New Denver

Lindbergh Field
Lindhergh Field

New San Diego

Note:

Data

2000

Greater Orlando Aviation Auth
collected from contacting eac

o K K K K K R KO K K K K 2K R ROk

Total Landin3

Traffac

21,147,388
26,483,717
9,562,339
18,748,384
26,764,421
15,986,500
69,065,311
8,839,387
20,913,254
22,111,555
8,344,138
5,023,363
1,713,939
31,300,200
11,588,000
12,000,998

13,514,960

Fee2s

$1.03

COMPARABLE AIRPORT COSTS TO OPERATLT

20K ok K K K Ak 2K ok ok o K K OK

Terminal CTost per

Rent Passenger

_‘__...—_—-.._-_.._.-___..,_—.._...—-.—_.__..___....__._.-_-__—.__...__..-

$48€.75

$7.10
N/A
N/A
N/A
$4 .40
$8.50
N/A
$6 .71
$4 .05
$4 .54
h/A
h/A
$10 .11
514 .45
N/A
N/A

$6.565

or -ty 1s source of data;
h airgort directiy.
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PASSENGFR FACILITY CHARGE (PFC) PROJECTED COLLECTIONS

San Diego Interaat-onal Airport
K 3K K 3 oK K 38 3K KK K B oK 289K K K K o 2 K K 3o 20 K K 3K K 5K 0K 20200 KK K 3 K K KK K K K KK K oK KK Kk K K

Collection

Year Enplanaments

Annuatl

Annual
Passengers

Year
13384
1395
1396
ist 1397
2nd 1298
3rd 1399
New terminal opens
4th 2000
5th 2001
6th 2302
7th 2003
8th 2004
9th 2005
10th 2006
fith 2007
12th 2008
i3th 2008
14th 2010
15th 2011
16th 2012
17th 2013
18th 2014
19th 2015
20th 2016
218t 2017
22nd 2018
23rd 2018
24th 2020
25th 2021

6,003,449
6,123,458
6,242,867
6,367,724
6,495,079
6,624,981
year 2200
6,757,480
7,162,929
7,585,542
8,025,503
8,482,957
8,958,002
9,445,214
9,945,863
10,453,126
10,982,083
11,514,719
12,0560, 148
12,585,717
13,123,672
13,652,060
14,177,664
14,688,080
15,187,454
15,673,452
16,143,656
16,587,607
17,002,297

TOTAL PFC’s:

12,000,898
12,240,916
12,435,734
12,735,449
12,990,158
13,249,961

13,514,960
14,325,858
15,171,084
16,051,006
16,965,914
17,916,005
18,892,427
19,893,726
20,318,253
21,964, 165
23,029,427
24,100,296
25,171,554
26,241,345
27,304,119
28,355,328
29,376,120
30,374,908
31,346,905
32,287,312
33,175,213
34,004,694

Amount: $3.00
PFC % Projected
Collected Revenuse
0 $0
Q) $0
4] $0
75% $14,327,380
75% $14,613,228
75% $14,906,206
75% $15,204,330
75% $16,116,590
75% $17,067,469
75% $18,057,382
5% §$19,086,653
75% $20,155,506
5% $21,253,981
75% $22,380,442
75% $23,533,034
75% $24,709,688
75% $25,908, 1086
75% $27,112,833
5% $28,317,998
75% $29,521,513
5% $230;717,134
75% $31,899,744
75% $33,048,135
5% - $34 . 171 . T
75% $35,265.,268
76% $36,323,226
75% $37,322.,115
T5%__..$28,25%5, 168

Average PfC collection annually:

Jan. 4, 1994

$629,275,598
$25,111,024
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Jan. 4,
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Start
Year

1996
1996
10986
1997
1899

2000

1984

4th.
ist.
4th.

ist.

PRELIMIMARY PROJECT SCHEDULE
NEW SAN DIEGO INTERNATIONAL AIRPOXT
MIRAMAR

Aclivity
Select genaral consulitant for project.
Analyze site, prepare program and scope documents.
FPrepare master plan, new a'rport layout plan (ALP)
Prepare passenger tacility charge application (PFC).
Prepare environmental assessment report (EA).
Select. design teems and gpecial consultents.
Des*gn new airport and prepare final construction documents.
Environmental remediation (i1f requireri).
Bid and award 1st. phase of ccnstruction.
Construction.
Tenant fit-up, occupancy and reloccation of operations.

WRAMND CPENING. tebruary ( east trafic month of year).

Exhibit F
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TRANSPORTATION SOLUTIONS, !N‘Cf

January 4, 1994

Mr. Richard Zipperly

ZHA, Inc.

Landmark Center Two

225 East Robinson Street, Suite 660
Orlando, FL 32801 '

Reference: Miramar Noise Exposure Review

“Dear WM. Zipperly:-

We have reviewed the infonmnadon you supplied v us related to the Miramar facility and
Lindoergh Feld. You have asked us to revicw the available informatioa and indicate to you

the aoise 1elated opportunities and constraints associated with the possible relocation of
comunercial service rrom Lindtergh to Miramar,

Mirumar Noise Contours (Mititary versus Commercial Activit

Miramar is cumently a naval facility operating a variety of military fighter jet and transport
aircraft into and out of the facility. Noise contours prepared by the San Diege Interaticnal
Airport fcundation, using the CNEL descriptor. wese provided to us as well as an overiay of
noise coatours for the use of Miramnar o5 & commmurcia! facility, The relaticnship indicates a
reduction in CNEL noise exposure with the commrercial facility compared to the military
operation. The CNEL nois¢ descripwr taxes intd acccurt the number of average daily
cperations, the peak noise level resulring from departure and imival by the individual aircraft
and weighis the evening (7:0Cpm-10:00pm) and nighttime (10:00pm-7:00am) operations as
being mo;c annoying than these which occur during the daytime (7:00am to 7:00pm
ameframe), :

The cause of the reduction in noise exposure with commercial activity is likely to be the
significantly reduced ro:s¢ exposwe at the source (mos: individual curninercial aicraft being
significandy quieter than the military fleer mix). The commercial fleet has been required to
phase out the noisier Stage 2 aircraft aver recent years with a foll Phase out to a quicter Stage
3 fleel required by the yzar 2000. Although some reduction in noise exposure by military
aircraft has also occurred, the military fleet is not subject to the Phase out requirements and
most military aircrafi remain much noisier than their commercial commterparts.

Since the airfield at Miramar is active, airspace hus been reserved for its use by FAA's Air
Traffic Control. It would be anticipated that with commercial service at Mirarmnar, similar
flight corridors could be utilized by the commercial fleet and new wreas of land would nct
rced to be exposed to flyover activity by the commercial fleet

Rocky Point Island Rescrve + 2709 Rocky Pciat Drive
Suite 202 « Tampa, FL. 33607 - 813-283-3332
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Page 2
January 4, 1994
Mr. Richard Zipperly

From a land use perspective, a Comprehensive Land Use IMan for NAS Miramar was prepared
by the San Diego Council of Governments in October, 1990 (and armended on September 25,
1992). This plan was prepured to ensure compatible land use development in areass affected
by noise contours and within accident potential zones. Thus, the land planning protection
needed for the compatibility of airport activity with off-Airport comumunities is in place at
Miramar, S i

In summary, the relocation of commenrcial service to Miramar would appear to result in smaller
areas of CNEL noise exposure than currently exists, would likely result in flight pattzms
similar to those occwring today, would result in reduced peak noise levels from individual
aircraft and future commercial activity would occur at a Jocaticn which has been planned to
account fur e cffects of aviadon actviry.

Lindbereh Field

Frem a noise and airspace perspective the possible relocation of commercial facilitics to
Miramar kas significant effects on the areas surrounding I.indbergh Field, As indicated in the
fourth gquaiter 1992 Noise Report fo Lindbergh Field, an esimated 20,700 dwelling units
occur and 41,000 people reside in the Airport’s noise impact area. In addition, due to the
impact of aircratt noise on close-in comsunities, the Airport operates with nighttime
restrictions on departure activity - with no departures allowed between the hours of 11:30 pm
and 6:30 am. The relocation cf commercia! activity to Miramar and the closure of Lindbergh
Field would, in effect, eliminate aircraft noise unpscts to 41,000 people currently located in
high noise esposure areas around Lindbergh Field.

The relocation of Lindbergh activity to Miramar and closure of Lindbergh would also release
soixe suopunding property from land use reswrictons imposed primarily as a resalt of high
noise exposure. Other propertics in the City, cumently affected by FAR Part 77 height
resirictions, would revert to local zoning requirements for beilding heights and not be restricted
by FAA requirements. :

Based on this brief review, it appears that there would be u significaat noiss benefit to the
overall San Diego region if the commercial service was mrausferred to Miramar aond the
existing Lindbergh Field closed.

2023
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Page 3
January 4, 1994
Mr. Richard Zipperly

Should the decision be reached te begin the svaluation process to use Miramar as the region’s
commercial facility, onc of thc inidal arcas of revicw should be to consider additional
operational and land use possibilitics 10 further reduce the long term noise exposure on
affected communities and to review whether e constraints on time of day of aircraft
departures for commercisl aircraft now enforsed at Lindbergh would remain at the rew. site.

Should vou need any acdidenal informution at this time, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sinccrcly,

TRANSPORTATION SOLUTIONS, INC.

Richard D. Alberts, P.E.
Principal

RDA:ar

2024
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January 5, 1894

Carol Canfield

First Vice President
PaineWebber

1285 Avenue of the Americas
New York, NY 10019

Re: San Diego International Airport at Miramar
Dear Carol:

I enjoyed visiting with you by phone yesterday. Under separate fax
you will be receiving an updated preliminary feasibility for the
San Diego Airport at Miramar produced by ZHA dated January 4, 1994.
We have changed some of the costs slightly and have reduced our
overall project cost to $797,850,000. The projected portion to be
financed with bonds is $677,000,000.

We have changed the funding scenario slightly to use the PFC
revenues received during design/construction and have included
$27,000,000 of airline funding for aircraft support systems to
reduce the overall bonds required to the $677,000,000 heretofore
mentioned.

We have assumed the debt service interest rate at 6.25% and 25%
coverage in our pro forma.

We have adjusted the airline rental rate to $48.75 and landing fae
at $1.03 per thousand pounds. The resulting cost per passenger to
the airline is $6.55.

We project 6,750,480 enplanemente in the first year of operation.
Oour revenue analysis generates about $88,650,000. PFC collections
for the same year are projected at $15,204,330 based on 75%
collection of enplaning passengers. ;

The scope of the project remains a new facility with S54-aircraft
gates and has a design capacity of 10,000,000 enplanements. We are
allocating 35,000 sf per gate which is slightly less space per gate
than exists at Orlando International Airport.

Under separate fax you will rcacive the following exhibits:

a. Comparable airport costs to operate data.
b. PFC projections.
o. Precliminary feasibility. -

OV/INER PEPRESENTATIVE SEXRVICES - FROCRA VALAGLRIENY
~anonark Cener Two, ¢z = Ragaser S, Sutle boal. Una~ac, » croa Jeutl <., <22 /45! FAX 407-422.7413
N 3-i T4 ce Pavsee Corpo-ate Za~varl ‘€286 KW 791k Court, S-re 05, Migm. i akes =1 33012 3,2-829-9707 FAX 305-823-0345 Browarg 779-2833






g aze

01-07-94 17:22 T40T 422 7L ZHA INC

Carel Canfield
January 5, 1994
Page Two

Fromr our analysis this looks like a pretty faverable deal and very
feasiple in this market. We are assuming construction to start in
1997 and first year operation in the year 2000. We have included
capitalizea interest during construction in the amount of
$48,477,000 and escalation on project cost of $34,028,303.

This is the current information based on our analysis and what our
final report will be based on. The letter that you prepare to me
should utilize these facts as a basis for your comments.
Many thanks for your cooperation and, hopefully, we are going to
have a new project together. Should you have any questions, please
feel free to call,
Sincerely,

e
ﬁ ¥
R.W. Zipperly
RWZ : mmk

cc: Douglas Manchester







Munitcpal Secunoes Group

PindWebter incorpotated
1219 Aveaue of the America
New Yok, NY 10010

PAI RIRTHL

PaincWebber

January 6, 1994

San Diego Intemational Airport Foundation
One Market Place

33rd Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

Gentlemen:

PaineWebber Incorporated has, over the past several years, underwritten billions of dollara
of airport revenue funds in connection with new airports and also with renovations of
existing airport facilities.

We have examined ZHA and San Diego International Airpont Fourdation's proposal to
rclocate Charles A. Lincbergh Airport to NAS Miramar and have concluded that financing
options for the project are very feasible.

The estimated per passenger cost pursuant to proposed financing is below the current
market. It is also our opinion that if the current passenger activity level at Charles A.
Lindbergh Airport were to transfer to NAS Miramar, the debt for the project would receive
an “A” rating from Moody's and Standard & Poor’s Cerporation.

PaineWebher Incarporated is hapaful for succesc in the efforts ta hring an International

Airport to the City of San Diego. We will be prepared to assist you as you proceed
forward on this endeavor.

Sincerely,

Coued &, CdM‘tﬂtdb
Carol Smith Canfield

First Vice President & Manager
Airport Finance Group

CSCirs






PRELIMINARY FEASASILITY
SAN DIEGO INTERMATIONAL AIRPORT

PRELIMINARY DRAFT

Jan. 4, 1984 MIRAMAR SITE For review and revision only
= e B BT WP R R

SCOPE : Assumptions Airaide Terainal / gate SF
Arvwal Passsnger Capacity: 20,000,000 a. Holdroom (N8, WB, Jumbo Mix 4200
Year annua)l passenger capacity reached: 2008 . Hlgarm.Circul. 4000
Current annual paseenger activity: 12,000,000 Average passengers/flight: 156 Ramp Opa. 3000
Paseenger/gate arnnual thruput: 370,000 o©. Turns per Sate per day. 8.5 Concessiona 1200
Alrcrartt gates required for capacity: 5S4 54.05 gates Toi leta, support, etc. 1200
AIrsi100 space required / gate 17,200 =f. Vert.Ciroul. 100
Lands10e space required / gate 17,800 sf. Gen.Public Circul. 3500
Total / sate: 35,000 =f. ——————eees

Gross 87 termina) (Airside and Landside) 1,890,000 sf. Total Airsics ¢ 17,200
CONCEPTUAL COSTS: Lancsioes Terminal / gate Sr
Tersinal Aircraft Support Systess Ticket Counter 200
Project cost per SF: $275 o.?. Project cost per gate: $1,350,000 4.°7. Ticket Lobby 2000
Termina) project cost: $519,750,000 Air.%p.8ys. cost: $72,900,000 A.T.0. 800
Bag Claie 2200

Site--Airfielda Gag MElau 1800
Project cost per gate: $1.500,000 9.f. RAC & Ground Trans. 200
Site project cost: $481,000,000 RAC & Grnd. Lobby 1600
Vert. Circul. 200

Site-~Landside Civi) Curbsice 1000
Praject cowt per gate: $2,300,000 h.?. Toilets, swpport, etc. 800
Site project coet: $124,200,000 Security Lobby 500
——————eeecee Concens | aNHe 2800

Total Project Cost: $797,880,000 *. Puwlic space 3500

Physical Plant 400

Note: a. Design capacity of facility can abeord 10X over capacity operation with ainor psak howr delays.
b. Assumes growth in passenger traffic rasains 2X anually until new tersinal open; 83 growth 1at year of operation,

gradually decreasing to average 3.5% annually thereafter.

c. Awnual thruput of passengers aseumss preferrential use gate lease agresasnts.

d. SF required based on Current standards for balanced facilities with 80X load factors.

®. Unit costs inClude all components for finished public space including F.F.i E. excluding tenant fitup of leass space.

f. Project costs include construction costs., all prof.fess, admin.costs, contingsncies.
Asasts at Miramar are N0 cost to project; however, no revenue from Lindbergh Field for property leass or sale included.

9. Unit cost assume existing ruways, apron used with minor isprovesants, environmssntal cleanup Dy Mavy.

h. Unit cost asaume acope for loop road systes, parking, interstate interchangs, utilities, signags & landacaping.

i. Unit cost asaume scope for Joading bridges, ground power, cadin air, bag conveyors (inbound and outhound), FIDS, BIOS.

Total L/3 + 17,800
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PRELIMINARY FEASASILITY

Page: 20f 3
SAN DIEGO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT PRELIMINARY DRAFT
Jan. 4, 19%4¢ MIRAMAR SITE For review and revision only
FUNDING 'SCENARTO Y Fed. & State Airline Total
e——————— Coats Grants P.F.C.’s Bonds Funda Funds
Termina) project cost: $519,750,000 $10,000,000 $26,500,000 $483,250,000 $0 $519,750,000
Aircraft Support Syateme $72,900,000 $4,000,000 $41,900,000 $27,000,000 $72,%00,000
Site project cost--Airfield: $81,000,000 $680,750,000 $4,5800,000 $15,760,000 $0 $81,000,000
Site project cost--Landside Civil: $124,200,000 $62,100,000 $8,5800,000 $53,800,000 $0 $124,200,000
Tota) Project Cost: $797,830,000 $132,85%0,000 $43,500,000 $394,500,000 327,000,000 $797,850,000
Capitalized Interest during Constr.: $48,477,000 3. $0 $0 $48,477,000 $0 948,877,000
Escalation during construction: $34,028,303 k. $0 $0 $34,028,303 $0 $34,028,303
TOTAL COSTS: $880,335,303 $132,850,000 $43,500,000 $677,005,303 327,000,000 $880,355,303
Berrerads First Year
P.F.C. projection of collecticns
Source Unit Rate/unit Rewvarun
Year Enplansmsents X Collect Revenue
Airlines 648,049 $48.75 $31,821,622 q.
ist 1897 8,387,724 75 $14.327,380 REC 1.501,882 $10.00 $15,016,623 r.
Sth 2001 7,182,929 75x $16,118,590 Cornceasions 68,757,480 $2.00 $13,514,960
10th 2008 9.448,214 75% $21,253,881 Ground Trane. 6,757,480 $0.26 $1,758,848
15¢th 2011 12,050,148 75X $27,112,833 Parking 6,000 $2,000.00 $12,000,000 s=.
20th 2018 14,688,080 75% $33,048,13% Landing Feea 7,000,000 $1.03 $7.,210,000 t.
25¢th 2021 17,002,297 75% $38,285,168 Apron fess 84 $25,000.00 $1,3580,000
-------------- Fusling faee s $1,500,000
TOTAL PFC’sm: $023,275,598 Property Leas 200 $6,500.00 $1,300,000
Int.Fligits 845,000 $4.00 $3,380,000
PERFORMA : mmmesesececes
—————— - TOTAL REVENUE: $88,630,149 ®.
Dedt Service O&m O am O&M Total
¢ Coverage Terminal Airfiela L/ Site O&M Rarverns PPFC’s
First Operational Year Sudget $62,555,290 n. $28,350,000 $5,250,000 $6,615,000 $40,215,000 o. $88,850,149 $15,204,330

COST PER PASSENGER:

$6.53

P.

18t year operating balance:

$1,084,190 surplus (ceficit)
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Assumes § yesar design/construction period, cash from grants and PFC’s used first before bond procesds.
Asmumes escalation rate increases Guring 6 year design/construction period starting at 2X and ending at 4%.
Assumes Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) orogram for 25 years, 1st year of collection is 1997,
Assumea Origination and Destimation (0 & D) traffic characteristics siailar to NCO.
Detailed study required of San Diego conditions to finalize assumptiona and verify viadbility of concluasions.
Assumes intereet rate € 6.25% on dedt ¢+ 23X coverage on principle & interest. MNarket analysis required to determine actual rates applicadle.
Asauses Operation and Maintenance (0 & M) expenses aimilar to NCO.
Detailed etudy required of San Diego conditions to finalize assumptions and verify viability of conclusions.
Cost per passsnger defined as costs of airlines (termina) rental, landing fees, apron fess and fusling fees) at airport
divided by annual enplanssents.
Current rate at Linaderg 71010 18 $41.00; eacalated at 2.5% per year the rate in ysar 2000 would De $48.735.
Assumes average yield per rental agreement of $10.00; 40% of enplanemsents use renta)l cars with 1.8 people per car.
Assumes average yield of $5.50 per space per day.
Current rate at Lindberg field is $0.89/10008 Janded weight, escalated at 2.5% per year the rate in year 2000 would be $1.03,






COMPARABLE AIRPORT COSTS TO OPERATE
Jan. 4, 1994

0K 2 20260 0K 2 20 200 200 20C 205 200 26 28 300 2 20K 5 206 36 208 260 26 39 200 250 2K 2K 26 20K 260 20K K 208 260 200 3K 26 2K 2K 0 20026 260 200 20 20C 2K 2K 20K 3K 200 2K 2 00 2 K K 0 K o 3K

Location Data Total Landing Terminal Cost per
Year Traffic Fees Rent Passenger
Orlando 1993 21,147,888 $2.09 $55.00 $7.10
Maimi 1993 26,483,717 $0.99 $33.00 N/A
Tampa 1994 8,562,839 $1.12 $120.53 N/A
Pittsburg 1993 18,748,834 $1.35 $118.54 N/A
wasn.D.C. 1993 26,764,421 $1.49 $55.49 $4.40
Philagephia 1984 15,986,500 $1.31 $46.17 $8.50
Chicago 1994 69,065,311 $1.89 $65.00 N/A
Baltimore 1983 8,839,987 $1.38 $35.00 $5.71
Las Vegas : 1993 20,913,054 $ 1528 $73.29 $4.05
Phoenix 1993 22,111:555 $0.91 $40.00 $4.54
Ft.Lauderdale 1993 8,344,138 $1.05 $22.15 N/A
west Palm Bch 1994 5,023,963 $1.39 $51.05 N/A
Sarasota 1993 1,713,939 $1.85 $43.07 $10.11
New Denver 1994 31,300,000 N/A N/A $14.45
Lindbergh Field 1993 11,588,000 $0.89 $41.00 N/A
Lindbergh Field 1984 12,000,888 $1.18 $39.68 N/A
New San Diego 2000 13,514,960 $1.03 $48.75 $6.55

Note: Greater Orlando Aviation Authority is source of data;
collected from contacting each airport directly.
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Jaruary 7, 19%4

Honorable Mayor Susan Golding
202 “C" Street, 11th Floor
San Diego, CA 92101

Re: Relocation of Lindbergh Field Airport
Dear Mayor Golding:

Rased upon my experience in Washington, D.C., in bath the Senate and the
Executive Branch of the Government during the past 13 years and after consultation with
the military, it is my firm conviction that an economic impact study on alternative uscs
for Miramar Naval Air Station would not send the wrong signal to the Department of
the Navy. Further, I do not believe that such a study and/or the actual closure of NAS
Miramar would adversely impact or result in the closure of other naval military facilities
in Southern California.

BRAC 1993's decision to close Miramar was based upon operational
considerations and excess naval air field capacity. San Diego’s decision to look at

alternative uses for Miramar would be viewed as a responsible decision by the
Department of the Navy and 1995 BRAC members,

Sincerely,

4 Aoy ot
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AJP:lgr






1 73

ANTHONY J. PRINCIPI
Adams, Duque & Hazeltine
401 West A Street, 26th Iloor
San Diego, California 92101-7910
Office: (619) 232-1240 Home: (619) 756-2155
Fax: (619) 232-1351

CAREER HISTORY

Present Partner, Adams, Duque & Hazeltine, San Diego, New
York, Los Angeles and San Francisco,

1993 Republican Chief Counsel and Staff Director, U.S.
Senate Comunittee on Armed Services.

1992-1993 Secretary of Veterans Affuirs. Appointed by President
Bush to serve as Secretary upon the resignation of
Edward Derwinski.

1989-1992 Deputy Secretary of Veterans Affairs, Washington,
DC. Appointed by President George Bush and
confirmed by the U.S. Senate to be the first Deputy
Secretary, the second highest position in the newly
created Cabinet Department. As chief operating
officer I directed the day-to-day activities of the
Federal government’s second largest department with
a $35 billion budget and 250,000 employees. I
interacted with the White House, Congress, all federal
departments and the private sector to coordinate
activities for the provision of health-care services ard
benefits delivery to 27.3 million veterans, their
dependents and survivors.

1991-1993 Chairman of the Board of Directors of the Federal
Quality Institute, Washington, D.C, The Board
oversees the Institute in its responsibility to promote
and adopt the culture of Total Quality Management
within the Federal Governraent.

1988-1989 General Counsel - Navy Broadway Redevelopment
Project, Sap Diego, California. Worked with city,
county and state officials in the Navy’s first public-
private venture involving real estate development.





19684-1988

1983-1984

1980-1983

1975-1980

1970-1972

1969-1970

1967-1969

1967
1975

Republican Chief Counsel and Staff Director, Senate
Committee on Veterans Affairs. Principal legal and
legislative policy advisor to Chairman and members of
the Committee on all matters affecting the VA.
Developed health, benefit and facility construction
policy, formulated the VA budget, supervised
professional staff and drafted legislation for
consideration by the U.S. Senute. Chairman - Alan K
Simpson (Wyoming) 1984-86 Ranking Minority
Member - Frank H. Murkowski (Alaska) 1986-88.

Deputy Administrator for Congressional and Public
Affairs, Veterans Administrativn, Washington, D.C.

Counsel, Senate Comnmittee on Armed Services.
Advisor to Chairman and members of the Committee
on all matters related to military and civilian
manpower in the Department of Defense, including
military and civilian manpower levels, health-care
delivery and programs, housing, education, military
justice, pay and beanefits. Chairman - John Tower

(Texas)

Judge Advocate General’s Corps, U.S. Navy, Trial
attorney, legal counsel to Commander, Training
Command, U.S. Pacific Flect and legal and legislative
counsel, Office of the Secretary of the Navy.

Company Officer, Naval Training Command, Newport,
RL

Unit Commander assigned to River Patrol Squadron
V, Tra Qu, Republic of Vietnam,

Engineering Officer, USS Joseph P. Kennedy.

EDUCATION
U.S. Naval Academy, Annapolls, Maryland - B.S.

Seton Hall University, Sckool of Law, Newark, NJ .
J.D.
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PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATIONS

Member State Bar of Califurnia

Member State Bar of Pennsylvania

Real Estate Broker, California

Life Member Disabled American Veterans
Lincoln Club

PERSONAL

Married, 3 sons. Excellent health. Age, 48,
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Januar: 7, 1994

From Major General Richard M. Cooke
USMC Retired

Subject: MC.AS El Toro- NAS Miramaz- Lindbergh Field

* BRAC-93 recomm-nded that N\{CAS El Toro be closed and that tenant units be
transferred to NAS Miramar.

* DOD's plan callzd for transter of Miramar tenant units to NAS Lz2moore and
NAS Fallon in order to accommodate the move of Manne Corps Aviation units
from MCAS El Toro and MCAS (H) Tustin.

* BRAC-93 Recommendaticns were passed without change by thie Congress and
are now public law.

Discussion:

AICAS El Toro and MCAS (H) Tustin are first class Aviation facilities. During the
decade of the 8('s, over SS50M was spent building bamracks. hangars, housing.
maintenancs facilities. aircraft parking ramps, supply buildings, etc. The propesed closing
of these facilities is the result of a badly flawad process which unnecessarily wastes
billions of dollars by targeting the wrong bases.

‘The base closing scheme for the West Coast onginated in the D2partment of the Navy
Comptroller's Office. It defics conventional wisdom that rational people would advance a
plan that seeks to meve carrier aviation :nits hundreds of miles from the aircrzft camiers
and, at the same time waste billions of dollars in the process. But. it happened and DOD
quickly approved this poorly drawn scenario.

Cicsing costs for the Marine Corps facilitics and transfer of the tonant units has been
revalidated at $1.28B. There is no meney either budgeted or appropriated for the move.
In fact, the $583M planned for housing at Miramar for Marinzs has becn pushed back to
FY 96. BRAC is to fund for base closures, but has no money for this purpose; nor does
the Navy, curvently in the process of decommissioning 27 squadrens, have any funds for
the Marine units or Navy units to begin moving. Planning the moves continues. The
Marines plan on units beginning to move to Miramar dunng the summer of 1994,

The opcrational problems with aircraft cperations at Lindbergh are well documented.
Repeated studies have delincated the hazards and shortfalls of conducting aircraft
operations there and in the future. Additionally. it is essential that San Diege be prapared
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for the trading boom associated with the passage f NAFTA and th2 just concluded GATT
Aerecement. and the rapid growth in aircratt operations that surely will follow.

Miramar presenis a large open area for expansion. existing taxiways and runway s,
freenay s for easy access on three sides . plus a rail head for rapid transit. While nothing is
simple SANDAG should seize the moment by supporting every effort that se2ks to
acquire Miramar for civilian use while redeveloping Lindbergh. Resulting funds from the
development of Lindbergh will help to defray the costs of the Nuvy move as well as the
construction of thz required facilities at Miramar.

Opponents of th move to \Miramar of commercial aviation from Lindberzh have used as
thewr prineipal argument. “That this sends the wrong signal to the military”. It is nct the
case at all. This is a Navy plan from the very beginning. San Diegians would he saving
th taxpayers billions of dollars by acquiring Miramar and keeping Marine Corps units ar
the Ei Toro-Tustin complex.

Conclusion:

The BRAC-93 process has opened a window of opportunity to acquire Viramar that must
be seized. SANDAG should move quickly to support all etforts to acquire Miramar tor a
civil airport pow. At a very minimum, a delegation should call on President Clinten,
outline an cverall plan for the subject moves, ( with the attendant savings in tillions of
dellars ) and ask for his support in acquiring NAS Miramar for civil use. SANDAG will
only then leam if'a viable altemalive 1o Lindbergh Field has potential {or further
Invastigation.





TRAFFIC

21 million passengers forecast is running on computers now -
possibly by tonight but surely by Monday A.M.

From existing counts at MNAS & Lindbergh Field

MNAS 33733 ADT

Lindbergh 48,000 ADT

3 to 4,000 ADT from Lindbergh already goes by MNAS on I-15

At the present time  inbounds to Lindbergh in A.M. peak is 80% of
inbounds to MNAS even though Lindbergh's ADT is greater.

At the present time outbounds from Lindbergh in PM peak is only 78%
of outbounds of MNAS.

Therefore, if Lindbergh traffic today went to MNAS, the impact on
the circulation system in AM and PM would be less than MNAS is
today - even without a connection to I-805.

With the move to MNAS, a connection to 805 is planned. From
preliminary data, we expect at least 1/3 of traffic to/from a
commercial international airport at MNAS to travel west to I-805.
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SAN DIEGO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT FOUNDATION

WHY MIRAMAR?

FINANCIAL IMPACT

° An International Airport will replace lost Navy
payroll.

£ Acreage at no cost: 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 expanded.

@ 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.

4 Existing runways can be modified and additional
secondary runways can be 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.

L] Rapid transit can be funded as part of the airport
cost 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.

# Unlike the dangerously populated approach route to

the Lindbergh runway, Miramar's approach route
would be over unpopulated open space to the East.
This environmentally sensitive open space would
always be preserved and kept in perpetuity.
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MILITARY IMPACT

The Marines do not want to relocate in San Diego
because 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 El1 Toro to
Miramar.

There are an existing 347 housing units at Miramar
for 3000 Marine personnel. This, in itself, would
create a need for an additional $430 million
dollars in construction costs. Also, off base,
there is a military housing shortage of 11,602.
The Marines would bring 270 fixed wing aircraft and
helicopters to Miramar therefore increasing the
noise level substantially. This adds 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.
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From the 0ld Navy Hospital and/or Balboa Park
to the downtown waterfront, this area can be
developed with City Front Terrace-type, 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 Loma, 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.

The 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 is a fact that Lindbergh has hindered,
rather than helped, downtown redevelopment
because it discouraged residential development
on the waterfront plus height restrictions
prohibited high rise development.
(Restrictions on residential development on
tidelands would have to be changed through
charter reform).

Naval Training Center's and Lindbergh Field's
closings will cause massive employment in 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.
This danger would be alleviated.
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'+ PLEASE NOTE:

airport at Miramar.

- The lined area i;:dicu_lcs the noise contours for military aircraft currently located at

pre
3

NAS Miramar. (Noise contours relating to Marine Corps rotorcraft being transferred

to Miramar not yet ayailable.}-
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FORECAST FOR SAN DIEGO’S POTENTIAL GROWTH
RELATIVE TO LINDBERGH FIELD BEING RELOCATED TO NAS
MIRAMAR: 1997-2006

l Potential Wage Benefit B Potential Wage Benefit
Assuming No Relocation Assuming Relocation
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Relocate Airport to Miramar 1997 1998 1998 2000 2001 zooz_i 2003 2004 2008 2008
Airport Wages . 4
Construction 85,943,333 85,943,333 85,943,333 f
|Operations 172,000,000 172,000,000 172,000,000 181000,000' 193,980,005 206,424,831 217,339,459 229,727,817 242,692,673 256,813,864
Additionsl Development . BTN
Wages
Construction 28,320,000, 28,320,000 28320000, |
Operations L 62,933,333 125,866,667 188,800,000 188,800,000 188,800,000 188,800,000 188,800,000 188,800,000
T

Lindbergh Field
Redevelopment Wages
Construction 49,280,000 49,280,000 49,280,000 49,280,000 49,280,000 49,280,000 49,280,000
Wages e - 108,800,000 217,600,000 326,400,000| 435,200,000 644,000,000
Sub Total 286,263,333 286,263,333 349,196,666 358,146,667 432,060,005 552,304,831 673,019,459 794,207,817 915,872,673| 1,037,893,864
Multiplier Effect (2.5)
Direct Benefit 716,658,333 715,668,333 872,991,867 895,366,667 1,080,150,012| 1,380,762,077| 1,682,648,648| 1,985,619,643| 2,289,681,432| 2,594,734,660
MOVE MARINES
TO MIRAMAR ) -
Military Wages 201,885,000 201,885,000 201,885,000 201,885,000 201,885,000 201,885,000 201,885,000 201,885,000 201,885,000 201,885,000
Multiplier Effect(1.5)
Airport Wages
Multiplier Effect(2.5) 172,000,000 172,000,000 172,000,000 172,000,000 172,000,000 172,000,000 172,000,000 172,000,000 172,000,000 172,000,000
Total Before Muitiplier 373,885,000 373,885,000 373,886,000 373,886,000 373,885,000 373,886,000 373,885,000 373,885,000 373,885,000 373,886,000
Direct Benefit
Total After Multiplier 732,827,600 732,827,600 732,827,500 732,827,500 732,827,500 732,827,600 732,827,600 732,827,500 732,827,500 732,827,500
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January 10, 1994

Supervisor Leon Williams
County Administration Center
202 C Street
San Diego, CA 92101
Dear Supervisor Jacob:

This letter details the results of the San Diego
International Airport Foundation findings, which our
consultants concluded, after some 60 days of intense
research, regarding the relocation of Charles A.
Lindbergh Airport to the Miramar Naval Air Station site.

The Foundation retained architects, noise/sound
consultants, traffic engineers and consulted with a
prominent New York bond counsel, to design and implement
a plan, whereby a new international airport can be built,
equipped and provide transportation to the Miramar Naval
Air Station site for up to 20 million people annually,
for a cost of $880 million.

In addition, no new taxes would be required for the
region, nor would The City of San Diego, San Diego
Unified Port District or any member of the San Diego
Association of Governments be required to guarantee any
obligations or provide bonded indebtedness.

The airport authority, created to issue the required
bonds to finance the new international airport, would be
the sole source of repayment.

The financing and overall plan would not result in
building a, "Field of Dreams Airport", but rather
financing the project is based on a current passenger
levels at Lindbergh Field. The financing plan calls for
a $6.55 per passenger cost, as compared to Denver’s new
airport cost of $14.45 per passenger. Because of this low
fee, bond counsel concluded that the bonds issued by the
airport authority could receive an "A" rating.

Mitchell L. Lathrop
Roy Lessard

Skip Lewis

Robert 1. Lichter
Michael D. Liuzzi
John T. Lynch

Hon. John MacDonald
Hon. Art Madrid
Hon. David Malcolm
Richard Manter
Joseph Martinez
Maureen Maughan
Joseph A. Mclnemey
Herbert Meistrich
George J. Mitchell
Daniel S. Mitrovich
Bruce Moore

Hon. Leonard Moore
Janice Mulligan
James F. Mulvancy
Dan Mulvihill

Bill Munster

General Michael Neil
John C. O'Neill
David L. Osias
Anthony L. Ou
Nancy Palmtag
Robert Payne
Michael J. Perez
Alan R. Perry
Matthew Peterson
Robert Petrossian
Keith E. Plank

David A. Potter
Douglas Price
Anthony J. Principi
Philip Pryde

Gary C. Reif

Dr. Vincent Richuitti
Leonard A. Rifkind
Dr. Dennis P. Riley
Dr. Daniel A. Rivetti
John Robbins

Hon. Donald Rodee
Fred Rogers

Scott Rogers

David R. Samppala
G. Bradford Saunders
Dr. Edward L. Schechter
Dr. James Schultz
Jerry Schultz

Dr. Louis Schwartz
Neil Senturia

John F. Seymour, Il
Lawrence W. Shea
Craig Sherman

Jay Shumaker

Dean Spooner

Daniel Stanford

L.F. Stillwell, Jr.
Steven M. Strauss

Ed Struiksma

Chris Sullivan

J. Stacey Sullivan
Alman J. Taranton, Sr.
Thomas W. Tumer, Jr.
Denis K. Vanier
Hon. Juan Vargas
Victor Vilaplana
Frank Warren

Mitch Weiss

James H. West

Dr. Maura Wiegand
Bruce H. White

Col. Leo J. Whited
Hon. Leon L. Williams
Gary B. Wood
Richard A. Wright
Larry Yeakel

Partial List






V[

SAN DIEGO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT FOUNDATION

Supervisor Leon Williams
January 10, 1994
Page 2

The program and plan would be as follows:

1.

Relocation of Lindbergh Field commencing in the
year 2001, permitting approximately $2.8 billion of
redevelopment and reevaluation of property to take
place within and around the Lindbergh Field airport
influence area.

Approximately $880 million would be the total
expenditures to provide a modern state-of-the-art,
first class, international airport to take place at
NAS Miramar as a replacement for Charles A.
Lindbergh Airport. The new airport would
accommodate up to 20 plus million passengers
without any runway configuration change and
development by private enterprise in support of the
new airport, would add an additional $440 million
in building and construction.

The FY 95 Gross Regional Project (GRP) for the San
Diego Region is projected to be $65 billion. Our
financial experts conclude an international airport
will provide a minimum of 2% annual increase to the
GRP. This will infuse $1.3 billion into the
region’s economy in perpetuity.

If the Marine Corp relocation from the Marine Corp
Air Stations in El Toro, Tustin and Hawaii are
completed, the projected 1997 direct wages from the
operation of Charles A. Lindbergh Airport and NAS
Miramar total $733 million, with both civilian and
military multipliers considered.

But, if the Marine Corp does not relocate to NAS
Miramar and construction of a new international
airport is begun in 1997, the projected 1997 direct
wages, including construction employment, is
projected to be $716 million. Additionally, when
the new airport is opened in the year 2000, the
projected direct wages from the operation of the
new Charles A. Lindbergh Airport and additional
private enterprise development is projected to
exceed $895 million.
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6. This $895 million figure, when coupled with the
redevelopment of the now existing airport site,
increases total projected direct wages to an
astounding $2.6 billion in the year 2006 using a
2.5 civilian multiplier.

¢ From a cash flow perspective, with the Navy leaving
in 1997, the construction dollars needed to build
the airport and its infrastructure, including the
proposed new Charles A. Lindbergh Expressway,
connecting I-15 with I-805, would be more than
sufficient to offset the loss of the military
payroll not only in 1997, but through the year
2000, when the new airport would open. The ongoing
revenues would further offset the loss of military
payroll in perpetuity.

8. For the most recent example of a successful
conversion of a military airport for civilian use,
we need only look at the conversion of McCoy Air
Force Base into Orlando International Airport, with
its 22 million annual passengers, to see the
potential.

9. Our own backyard demonstrates yet another shining
star - the conversion of Camp Mathews to the
University of California. The University is one of
our largest employers and certainly provides
countless spin-offs with biotech activities and
other surrounding hi-tech businesses.

10. From a public policy and taxpayers standpoint, the
BRAC ‘93 decision to relocate the Marines to NAS
Miramar is flawed and will likely be reversed. The
decision to relocate Marines from Marine Corp Air
Stations in El Toro, Tustin and Hawaii to Miramar
would cost taxpayers $1 billion. Two-star Marine
Corps General (retired) Richard Cooke, a former
commanding officer of MCAS El1 Toro submitted a
position paper to government officials, calling for
a reversal of the BRAC 93 decision.
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

The closing of NAS Miramar will in no way
jeopardize the community‘’s reliance on other
military payroll. High ranking military personal
are immediately available to talk with you on this
subject.

The 1990 SANDAG Air Carrier Airport Site Selection
Study states NAS MIRAMAR, as the most conveniently
located of all other possible airport location
alternatives, so the new Charles A. Lindbergh Field
would be near the region’s population center.
Airport access roads would connect with 1-15, SR52,
1-805, SR163 and the new Charles A. Lindbergh Field
Airport Expressway would accommodate future mass
transit as well. The Foundation’s traffic engineer
study validates that future traffic concerns would
be mitigated and existing infrastructure
deficiencies enhanced.

Documentation from the Foundation’s noise/sound
consultants show a 65% noise reduction would occur
in the Miramar airport influence area with the
relocation Lindbergh Field to NAS Miramar. It is
predicted severe increased noise levels would
result, should Marine Corps helicopters be located
and operate in the airport Miramar influence area.

The October, 1993 SANDAG Regional Economic
Prosperity Strategy ™~ drafted by dozens of public
agencies, private agencies, and educational
institutions ~ finds that, among other factors,
accessibility to a viable international airport,
and first class airport facilities is of paramount
concern. The Foundation strongly agrees with
SANDAG’s report.

Safety is perhaps one of the most compelling
reasons for the relocation of Charles A. Lindbergh
Airport to the Miramar Naval Air Station site.
According to our conclusions, supported by air
traffic experts, Lindbergh has the steepest
approach in the United States of any major airport.
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16.

The minimum decent altitude on Lindbergh’s Runway
27 approach is 660 feet, more than three times
greater than what would be required for Runway 24
right at NAS Miramar, and without any obstacles on
approach, such as office buildings and parking
structures.

Positive environmental considerations setting aside
thousands of acres of open space in perpetuity to
allow for an enhanced MSCP / MHCP effort consistent
with NCCP. In addition, the San Diego landfill and
vernal pools would remain untouched.

This proposal will forever change for the positive the
entire environmental fabric of both our downtown and
Miramar areas. Our Foundation is convinced that this
positive change is likened to the positive changes that
took place as a result of Balboa Park and Mission Bay.

In conclusion Supervisor Williams, for safety, economic,
and environmental reasons, I know with your leadership,
together we can accomplish this monumental and momentous
undertaking.

Warmest personal regards,

SAN DIEGO INTERNATIONAL
ATRPORT FOUNDATION

Douglas F. Manchester
Chairman
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SAN DIEGO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT FOUNDATION

January 12, 1994

Dear Foundation Member:

This letter details the results of the San Diego
International Airport Foundation findings, which our
consultants concluded, after some 60 days of intense
research, regarding the relocation of Charles A.
Lindbergh Airport to the Miramar Naval Air Station site.

The Foundation retained architects, noise/sound
consultants, traffic engineers and consulted with a
prominent New York bond counsel, to design and implement
a plan, whereby a new international airport can be built,
equipped and provide transportation to the Miramar Naval
Air Station site for up to 20 million people annually,
for a cost of $880 million.

In addition, no new taxes would be required for the
region, nor would The City of San Diego, San Diego
Unified Port District or any member of the San Diego
Association of Governments be required to guarantee any
obligations or provide bonded indebtedness.

The airport authority, created to issue the required
bonds to finance the new international airport, would be
the sole source of repayment.

The financing and overall plan would not result in
building a, "Field of Dreams Airport"”, but rather
financing the project is based on a current passenger
levels at Lindbergh Field. The financing plan calls for
a $6.55 per passenger cost, as compared to Denver’s new
airport cost of $14.45 per passenger. Because of this low
fee, bond counsel concluded that the bonds issued by the
airport authority could receive an "A" rating.

One Market Place, 33rd Floor, San Diego, California 92101
TEL: (619) 231-3800 / FAX: (619) 696-7100
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The program and plan would be as follows:

1.

Relocation of Lindbergh Field commencing in the
year 2001, permitting approximately $2.8 billion of
redevelopment and reevaluation of property to take
place within and around the Lindbergh Field airport
influence area.

Approximately $880 million would be the total
expenditures to provide a modern state-of-the-art,
first class, international airport to take place at
NAS Miramar as a replacement for Charles A.
Lindbergh  Airport. The new airport would
accommodate up to 20 plus million passengers
without any runway configuration change and
development by private enterprise in support of the
new airport, would add an additional $440 million
in building and construction.

The FY 95 Gross Regional Project (GRP) for the San
Diego Region is projected to be $65 billion. Our
financial experts conclude an international airport
will provide a minimum of 2% annual increase to the
GRP. This will infuse $§1.3 billion into the
region’s economy in perpetuity.

If the Marine Corp relocation from the Marine Corp
Air Stations in El Toro, Tustin and Hawaii are
completed, the projected 1997 direct wages from the
operation of Charles A. Lindbergh Airport and NAS
Miramar total $733 million, with both civilian and
military multipliers considered. i

o =

But, if the Marine Corp does not relocate to NAS
Miramar and construction of a new international
airport is begun in 1997, the projected 1997 direct
wages, including construction employment, is
projected to be $716 million. Additionally, when
the new airport is opened in the year 2000, the
projected direct wages from the operation of the
new Charles A. Lindbergh Airport and additional
private enterprise development is projected to
exceed $895 million.
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10.

This $895 million figure, when coupled with the
redevelopment of the now existing airport site,
increases total projected direct wages to an
astounding $2.6 billion in the year 2006 using a
2.5 civilian multiplier.

From a cash flow perspective, with the Navy leaving
in 1997, the construction dollars needed to build
the airport and its infrastructure, including the
proposed new Charles A. Lindbergh Expressway,
connecting I-15 with I-805, would be more than
sufficient to offset the loss of the military
payroll not only in 1997, but through the year
2000, when the new airport would open. The ongoing
revenues would further offset the loss of military
payroll in perpetuity.

For the most recent example of a successful
conversion of a military airport for civilian use,
we need only look at the conversion of McCoy Air
Force Base into Orlando International Airport, with
its 22 million annual passengers, to see the
potential.

Our own backyard demonstrates yet another shining
star - the conversion of Camp Mathews to the
University of California. The University is one of
our largest employers and certainly provides
countless spin-offs with biotech activities and
other surrounding hi-tech businesses.

From a public policy and taxpayers standpoint, the
BRAC ‘93 decision to relocate the Marines to NAS
Miramar is flawed and will likely be reversed. The
decision to relocate Marines from Marine Corp Air
Stations in El1 Toro, Tustin and Hawaii to Miramar
would cost taxpayers $1 billion. Two-star Marine
Corps General (retired) Richard Cooke, a former
commanding officer of MCAS El Toro submitted a
position paper to government officials, calling for
a reversal of the BRAC 93 decision.
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

The closing of NAS Miramar will in no way
jeopardize the community’s reliance on other
military payroll. High ranking military personal
are immediately available to talk with you on this
subject.

The 1990 SANDAG Air Carrier Airport Site Selection
Study states NAS MIRAMAR, as the most conveniently
located of all other possible airport 1location
alternatives, so the new Charles A. Lindbergh Field
would be near the region’s population center.
Airport access roads would connect with 1-15, SR52,
1-805, SR163 and the new Charles A. Lindbergh Field
Airport Expressway would accommodate future mass
transit as well. The Foundation’s traffic engineer
study validates that future traffic concerns would
be mitigated and existing infrastructure
deficiencies enhanced.

Documentation from the Foundation’s noise/sound
consultants show a 65% noise reduction would occur
in the Miramar airport influence area with the
relocation Lindbergh Field to NAS Miramar. It is
predicted severe increased noise levels would
result, should Marine Corps helicopters be located
and operate in the airport Miramar influence area.

The October, 1993 SANDAG Regional Economic
Prosperity Strateqgy “ drafted by dozens of public
agencies, private agencies, and educational
institutions ~ finds that, among other factors,
accessibility to a viable international airport,
and first class airport facilities is of paramount
concern. The Foundation strongly agrees with
SANDAG’s report.

Safety is perhaps one of the most compelling
reasons for the relocation of Charles A. Lindbergh
Airport to the Miramar Naval Air Station site.
According to our conclusions, supported by air
traffic experts, Lindbergh has the steepest
approach in the United States of any major airport.
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The minimum decent altitude on Lindbergh’s Runway
27 approach is 660 feet, more than three times
greater than what would be required for Runway 24
right at NAS Miramar, and without any obstacles on
approach, such as office buildings and parking
structures.

16. Positive environmental considerations setting aside
thousands of acres of open space in perpetuity to
allow for an enhanced MSCP / MHCP effort consistent
with NCCP. In addition, the San Diego landfill and
vernal pools would remain untouched.

This proposal will forever change for the positive the
entire environmental fabric of both our downtown and
Miramar areas. Our Foundation is convinced that this
positive change is likened to the positive changes that
took place as a result of Balboa Park and Mission Bay.

In conclusion, for safety, economic, and environmental
reasons, I know with your leadership, together we can
accomplish this monumental and momentous undertaking.

Warmest personal regards,

SAN DIEGO INTERNATIONAL
AIRPORT FOUNDATION

Douglas F. Manchester

Chairman






B R N Ry S e p et IR R e G
“ LANXIDE SPORTS INTERNATIONAL, INC.

January 12, 1994

Couucilmember Juan Vargas
202 C Street
San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Councilmember Vargas:

I understand that the San Diego Interuational Airport Foundation will be presenting a plan
to SANDAG to relocate Lindbergh to NAS Miramar on January 14, 1994. At this time, |
would like to take the opportunity to offer my support for the proposed relocation.

My Company, Lanxide Sperts Intemational, has its corporate headquarters located
underneath the proposed flight path for departures. I have analyzed the noise contours
and find that the commercial jet aircraft departures will be significantly less than what we
have experienced for many years.

I urge City Council to move forward in the pursuit of attaining NAS Miramar as a
viable replacement for Lindbergh Field.

Sincerely,

Ll
avid M. Armstrong

Chief Executive Officer

.- tndis Comyno s T enter 3762 R0licy Tour Soit =203 Ly 1ol Cot Cama 120379511 ¢ (895 37225007 « £AX 1639 £22.2519
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January 4, 1994

The Honorable Bud Lewis
City of Carlsbad

1200 Carlsbad Village Dr.
Carlsbad, CA 92008

Dear Maycr Lewis:

As you know, the biumedical industry, and other high technology duslries in San
Diego have emphasized the importance of a new airport in San Diego for the future
growth and development of thess industries. Study after study has notled usto a
decision as 1o the site of a new San Diego International Airport.

Miramar NAS appears to offer a potentially viable option to relocate Lindtergh Field.

| would like 1o request that you pass a resclution requestng the County Board of
Supervisors to put an advisory vote cn this issue on the June ballot. This will give the
voters of San Diego an opportunity to express thelr desires relating to the relocation of
Lindbergh Field to Miramar NAS.

Thanks for your consideration.

Sin rez [

David F. Hale
Chairman, President and CEO

DFH:ku

Censiz, Inc. 8 2360 Towre Centre Drive, Sar Diego CA 2121 # 619 526-8200 8 FAX (61€; 453-009%
Censiz _aboratories, Ltd. 8 19 i lughes, Irvine, CA92718-190 = (71 4) 455470 R FAX (T14) 255-€210
Cunsiz Eurcpe Lid. ® Cearesa House Brickne)l Beezhee Brackre!, Berkssue RG12 7BW, Ergiancts Tei: 44-344-303807 s FAX 14.3¢4.360215






Westwind

Associates

3760 Convoy Street, Suite 332
San Diego, CA 92111

January 7, 1994

Hon. Gloria McClellan

Chairwoman

Board of Directors

Saa Dicgo Association of Governments
401 B Street, Suite 800

San Dicgo, CA 92101

Dear Hon. McClellan:

It is my understanding that a plan to relocate Lindbergh Field to NAS
Miramar will be presented to SANDAG by the San Diego International Airport
Foundation on January 14, 1994.

As our office is located in close proximity to NAS Miramar, we would be
directly affected by the rclocation. However, I believe the advantages of the
NAS Miramar site far outweigh the disadvantages.

1 am completely in favor of NAS Mizamar replacing Lindbergh Field as the
site of San Diego's primary airport.

Sincerely,

/2//%&7 £ Az}%

Jeffrey B. Davis
President, Westwind Associates
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PRESIDENT

Bill Clinton

White House

1600 Pennsylvania Ave., N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20500

Ph. 202-456-1111, Fax 202-456-2461.

VICE PRESIDENT

Albert Gore

White House

1600 Pennsylvania Ave., N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20500

Ph. 202-456-1414, Fax 202-456-2461.

U.S. SENATORS

Barbara Boxer, 525 B St Suite 990, San Diego 92101. Ph.
239-3884, Fax 239-5719.

Dianne Feinstein, 750 B St., Suite 1030, San Diego 92101;
Ph. 2319712, Fax 231-1108.

U.S. REPRESENTATIVES

48th District, Ron Packard, 221 East Vista Way, Suite 205,
Vista 92084; Ph. 631-1364. Washington Fax 202-225-0134.

4§9th Distriet, Lynn Schenk, 3900 Fifth Ave., Suite 200, San
Diego 92103; Ph. 291-1430, Fax 291-8956.

50th District, Bob Filner, 333 F St., Suite A, Chula Vista
91910; Ph. 422-5963, Fax 422-7290.

5ist Distriet, Randy Cunningham, 613 West Valley
Suite 320, Escondido 92025; Ph. 737-8438, Fax 737-9132.

§2nd District, Duncan Hunter, 366 S. Pierce St., El Cajon
92020; Ph. 579-3001, North County phone 788-3630, Fax
579-2251. Imperial County office: 1101 Airport Rd., Suite G,
Imperial 92251; Ph. 353-5420, Fax 353-0653.

CALIFORNIA

GOVERNOR

Pete Wilson

State Capitol Building

Sacramento 95814

Ph. 916-445-2841, Fax 916-445-4633.

Local office: 1350 Front St., 6th Floor, San Diego 92101;
Ph. 525-4641.

LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR

Leo McCarthy

1114 State Capitol

Sacramento 95814

Ph. 916-445-8994, Fax 916-323-4998. t

STATE SENATORS §

36th District, Robert Presley, 3600 Lime St., Suite 111,
Riverside 92501; Ph. 909-7824111, Fax 909-276-4483.

37th Distriet, David G. Kelley, 11440 West Bernardo Court,’

Suite 104, San Diego 92127; Ph. 675-8211, Fax 675-8262.

38th District, William A. Craven, 2121 Palomar Airport
Road, Suite 100, Carlsbad 92009; Ph. 4383814, (Doesnt
want fax published.) p—

39th Distriet, Lucy Killea, 2550 Fifth Ave. , Suite 152, San
Diego 92103; Ph. 6966955 Fax 6968930

40th District, Steve Peaee.430Dav1dsonSL Suite B, Chula
Vista 91910; Phi 426-1617, Fax 696.5430.

STATE ASSEMBLY £

66th District, Ray Haynes, 29377 Rancho California Rd.,
Suite 102, Temecula 92592; 909-699-1113, Fax 909-694—
1039.

73rd District, Bill Morrow, Oceanside City Hall, 302 North
Hill Street, Oceanside 92054; Mailing address: P. O. Box
62, Oceanside 92049; Ph. 757-8084; Fax 757-8087.

74th District, Robert C. Frazee, 2121 Palomar Airport Rd.,
Suite 105, Carlsbad 92009; Ph. 438-5665, Fax 438-6620.

T5th Distriet, Jan Goldsmith, 12307 Oak Knoll Rd., Suite A,

| Ppoway 92064; Ph. 486-5191, Fax 486-3334.
‘ 76th District, Mike Gotch, 1080 University Ave., Suite H

201, San Diego 92103; Ph. 294-7600, Fax 2042348,

171050 Camino Del Mar, 92014; Ph. 7559313 Fax 755+
 ‘Mayor: Elliot Parks. Council members: Henry

Tth District, Tom Connolly, 3293 Olive St., Lemon Grove
91945; Ph. 465-7723, Fax 465-7765.

18th District, Deirdre “Dede” Alpert, 1350 Front St., San
Diego 92101; Ph. 234-7878, Fax 233-0078.

T9th District, Vacant. §

80th District, Julie Bornstein, 1101 Airport Road, Office J,
Imperial 92251, Ph, 355-2433; Palm Desert office, 72880
Fred Waring Drive, Suite A4, Palm Desert 92260, Ph.
5680408, Fax 568-1501.

BOARD OF EQUALIZATION

Ernest J. Dronenburg Jr., 110 West C St., Suite 1709, San
Diego 92101; Ph. 237-7844, Fax 237-7229.

CARLSBAD

1200 Carlsbad Village Dr., 92008; Ph. 434-2820, Fax 720-
9461. Mayor: Claude Lewis. Council members: Ramona #
Finnila, Ann Kulchin, Margaret Stanton, Julianne
Nygaard, Margaret Stanton.

CHULA VISTA

276 4th Ave., 91910; Ph. 691-5044, Fax 691-5171. Mayor:
Tim Nader. Council members: Robert Fox, Shirley
Horton, Leonard Moore, Jerry Rindone.

CORONADO

1825 Strand Way, 92118. Ph. 522-7300, Fax 437-0371.
Mayor: Mary Herron. Council members: Robert |
Cha:;lk)-erlam Susan Keith, Patty Schmidt.’lhomu

Snn

DEL MAR

&~

Ed Colbert, Rod Franklin, Jan McMillan.

EL CAJON

200 E. Main St., 92020; Ph. 441-1776, Fax 588-1190.
Mayor: Joan Shoemaker. Council members: Mark Lewis,
Bob McClellan, Richard Ramos, Harriet Stockwell.

ENCINITAS LA
SOSSouﬂ:VFEAve..EmnmmPh 633-2600,
John Davis. Council members:

James Bond, Chuck Duviver, Gail Hano, Maura
Wiegand. $ g..‘u

ESCONDIDO &

201 N. Broadway, 92025; Ph. 7414638 Fax 741-7541.
Mayor: Jerry C. Harmon. Council members: Elmer
lc’tmeiler n, Richard A. Foster, Sid Hollins, Lori Holt

'IMPERIAL BEACH

825 Imperial Beach Blvd., 91932; Ph. 4238300, Fax 429-
9770. MmrM:chaeleler Concﬂmbm Marti

LEMON GROVE

3232 Main St 91945; Ph.464-6934,
Brian Cochran. Council members: Robert F. Bums,lms
Heiserman, Craig O. Lake, Jerome Legerton.

NATIONAL CITY

1243 National City Blvd., 91950; Ph. 3364200, Fax 336-
4376. Mayor: George Waters. Council members: Michael

“ R Dalla, Ralph Inzunza, Ron Morrison, Rosalie Zarate.

OCEANSIDE
300.N. Hill St., 92054; Ph. 966-4400, Fax 966-4436.

Mayor: Dick Lyon. Council members: Terry Johnson,
Colleen O'Harra, Don Rodee, Nancy York.

POWAY
" 13325 Civic Center Drive, 92064; Mailing address: Box
789, Poway 92064. Ph. 748-6600, Fax 748-1455. Mayor:
Don Higginson. Council members: Mickey Cafagna,
Susan Callery, Robert Emery, B. "I‘ony' Snesko.
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202 C St., 92101. Council offices: Ph. 236-6440. Mayor:

Susan Golding. Ph. 236-6330, Fax 236-7228.

Council members by district:

1 Harry Mathis, Ph. 236-6611, North
County toll-free Ph. 484-3808, Fax 236-6999.

2 Ron Roberts, Ph. 236-6622, Fax 236-6996.

3 Christine Kehoe, Ph. 236-6633, Fax 595-1481.

4 George Stevens, Ph. 236-6644, Fax 236-6529.

§ Barbara Warden, Ph. 236-6655, North County toll-
free Ph. 673-5304, Fax 238-0915.

§ Valerie Stallings, Ph. 236-6616, Fax 236-6529.

1 Judy McCarty, Ph. 236-6677, Fax 236-6529.

8 Juan Vargas, Ph. 236-6688, Fax 231-7918.

SAN MARCOS
105 W. Richmar Ave., 92069; Ph. 7444020, Fax 744-7543.

SANTEE

10765 Woodside Ave. 92071; Ph. 2584100, Fax 258-9113.
Mayor: Jack Dale. Council members: Jim Banell Edith
French, James A. Romine, Hal Ryan.

SOLANA BEACH

380 Stevens Ave., Suite 305, 92075; Ph. 755-2998, Fax 792-
6513. Mayor: Ma.rgaret er. Council members:
Marion Dodson, Joe Kellejian, Terry Renteria, Paul
Tompkins.

VISTA

600 Eucalyptus Ave., 92085 Mailmgaddress P. 0. Box
1988, Vista 92085. Ph. 726-1340, Fax 945-7859. Mayor:
Gloria McClellan. Council members: Ted Cole, Scott

Packard, Jeanette Smith, Dal Williams.

County Administration Center, 1600 Pacific Highway,
San Diego 92101, Ph. 531-5700, Fax 557-4025.
By district:

1 Brian Bilbray, chairman, Ph. 531-5511.
2 Dianne Jacob, Ph. 531-5522.

3 Pam Slater, Ph. 531-5533.

4 Leon Williams, Ph. 531-5544.

§ John MacDonald, Ph. 531-5555.

SHERIFF

Jim Roache

9621 Ridgehaven Court, San Diego 92123;

Mailing address: P.O. Box 429000, San Diego 92142;
Ph. 974-2222, Fax 974-2244.

SAN DIEGO COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION
6401 Linda Vista Road, San Diego 92111; Ph. 292-3500,

3 MatﬁnBlock.m premdcm

4 Jim Kelly 3
§ Bill R Hampton, president e

m:» OF EDUCATION »
umn;n HOOL
uoom sc DISTRICT

Ph. 293-8562, Fax 297-5&4. ¥
By district.

A Ann Armstrong

8 Sue Braun

¢ John de Beck, vice president
D Ron Ottinger

E Shirley Weber, president

BOARD OF TRUSTEES, SAN DIEGO
COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
3375 Camino Del Rio South, San Diego 92108;
Ph. 584-6960, Fax 584-6541.

By distri

A Maria Nieto Senour, president

8 Fred Colby

¢ Kara Kobey, vice president

D Evonne Schulze

£ Denise Moreno Ducheny






SAN DIEGO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT FOUNDATION MEETING

7:40 - 7:45
7:45 - 8:30

8:30 - 8:45
8:45 - 9:00

9:00 - 9:30

AGENDA
January 13, 1994

7:30 a.m. = 9:30 a.m.

Opening Remarks / Introductions Douglas Manchester
e Introduction, Summary, and Conclusion

of Report to SANDAG Douglas Manchester
® BRAC 1993 Douglas Manchester & General Cooke
® Land Use Alan Perry
e Economic Analysis Study Richard V. Gibbons & ZHA
e Safety Don Rodee
e Traffic / Ground Access Jim Federhart
® Noise Don Rodee
e Environmental and Governmental / Community AffairsJohn Seymour
® Media Anthony Ott
e Funding / Sermon the "The Amount" Douglas Manchester

Conclusion and Questions

June Ballot Initiative Language:

If the Navy decides to make NAS Miramar available for civilian
airport use, should all government officials cooperate to make
every effort to relocate Charles A. Lindbergh International
Airport to Miramar? Yes or No?

Finalization of Executive Committees

Academic Affairs : Dr. Mark Riedy, Chair
Economics and Finance: Richard Gibbons, Chair
Douglas Manchester, Richard Hughes
Technical Data, Including Noise Contours & Safety: Donald Rodee, Chair
Press & Media Relations : 22?2 , Chair

Campaign and Community Relations

John Seymour, Toni Ott, Scott Alevy

Governmental Relations, Washington : Anthony Principi, Chair

David Malcolm

Governmental Relations, Sacramento : Ben Clay, Chair

Brian Bilbray
Gregory Cox
David Malcolm

Legal Committee: Mike Gleason, Chair

Alan Perry

Anthony Principi

Mitchell Lathrop

J. Stacey Sullivan, Chair
2222 , Chair

James Bartell

Edward Struiksma

Military Liaison : General Michael Neil
General Victor Krulak
Anthony Principi
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO ....:.cum
First District
DIANNE JACOB

CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE Socna D
P i Dt
AGENDA ITEM LEON L. WILLIAMS

Fourth District

JOHN MACDONALD
Fifth District

DATE: January 18, 1994
TO: Board of Supervisors
SUBJECT: ADVISORY MEASURE FOR JUNE 1994 BALLOT REGARDING USE
OF NAS MIRAMAR AS A CIVILIAN AIRPORT
FROM: Supervisors Leon L. Williams and Dianne Jacob
SUMMARY:
Issue

Should the Board of Supervisors place an advisory ballot measure on the June 1994 ballot
regarding relocating Charles A. Lindbergh International Airport to Miramar if the Navy
decides to make NAS Miramar available for civilian use?

Recommendation
SUPERVISORS WILLIAMS and JACOB:

1) Approve the following language to be submitted as an advisory measure for the June
1994 ballot:

"If the Navy decides to make NAS Miramar available for civilian
airport use, should all government officials cooperate to make
every effort to relocate Charles A. Lindbergh International Airport
to Miramar?"

2) Direct County Counsel to prepare the necessary documents and return to the Board
within 30 days for final approval.






SUBJECT: ADVISORY MEASURE FOR JUNE 1994 BALLOT REGARDING USE
OF NAS MIRAMAR AS A CIVILIAN AIRPORT

BACKGROUND

Shortcomings Associated with Lindbergh Field International Airport

The convenience of Lindbergh Field International Airport has long been overshadowed by safety
concerns, inadequate capacity, its inability to accommodate jumbo jets, and noise problems. Over
the years, the Board of Supervisors, SANDAG, the City Council and other agencies have listened
to compelling expert testimony regarding: 1) the serious economic impacts of not having a world
class airport which is able to accommodate jumbo jets; 2) the significant safety hazards at
Lindbergh Field including that it does not meet FAA minimum standards for landing approaches
and that pilots are not able to use precision approach instruments when landing; and 3) the
inevitable and increasing problem of traffic congestion --both ground and air-- which is creating
gridlock at Lindbergh Field.

A History of San Diego’s International Airport Site Option

In 1981, a SANDAG study concluded that Miramar was the best alternative to replace Lindbergh
Field as San Diego’s International Airport. In 1984, the SANDAG Board of Directors reiterated
in its Regional Transportation Plan that Miramar should be pursued as the region’s air carrier
airport. And again, in 1990, SANDAG identified three "viable" options for a regional airport:
Miramar, Miramar East and Otay Mesa in its Air Carrier Airport Site Selection Study.

In response to these extensive regional studies and the overwhelming need, Supervisors Williams
and Bilbray docketed a board letter on February 6, 1990, asking the Board to support NAS
Miramar as the preferred international site alternative to Lindbergh Field. The vote was 4 to 1
in favor of this resolution.

At that time, however, there was no indication that the Navy was willing to share and/or leave
NAS Miramar, and the local consensus was to pursue the Otay Mesa option first. After several
years of effort in that direction, including many trips to Mexico and Washington DC, it became
evident that there was a lack of interest on Mexico’s part to venture into a binational airport when
the benefits to Mexico were so ambiguous.

Window of Opportunity

Currently the San Diego Airport Foundation, which is comprised of more than 200 elected
officials, business leaders, community planning council representatives, environmentalists, military
personnel and other supporters is aggressively working on this project. The Foundation has
retained architects, noise /sound consultants, traffic engineers and consulted with a prominent New
York bond counselor, to design and implement a plan whereby an international airport can be
built, equipped to provide transportation to Miramar for up to 20 million people annually. The
Foundation is moving on this project and we need to support its efforts.
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SUBJECT: ADVISORY MEASURE FOR JUNE 1994 BALLOT REGARDING USE
OF NAS MIRAMAR AS A CIVILIAN AIRPORT

BACKGROUND continued

We have a unique window of opportunity available to pursue Miramar. The Navy is slated to
leave Miramar and the Marines are expected to replace them. It is during this in between period
-- prior to any new established use -- that San Diego needs to call for the civilian use of Miramar
in a unified voice. We need to put it before the people of San Diego and, once and for all,
establish whether they feel the need for a state of the art airport to take us into the next century.

Respectfully submitted,

// Dianne Jacob E

urth District Supervisor, Second District






SUBJECT: ADVISORY MEASURE FOR JUNE 1994 BALLOT REGARDING USE
OF NAS MIRAMAR AS A CIVILIAN AIRPORT

SUPV. DIST.: All

COUNTY COUNSEL APPROVAL:  Form and Legality [X] Yes [ IN/A

[X] Standard Form [ ] Ordinance [ ] Resolution
AUDITOR APPROVAL: [ ]N/A [X] Yes 4 VbTES: [X] Yes [ ]No
FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT REVIEW: [X] Yes [ 1No
CONTRACT REVIEW PANEL: [ ] Approved [X] N/A
CONTRACT NUMBER(S):

PREVIOUS RELEVANT BOARD ACTION:

BOARD POLICIES APPLICABLE: n/a

CITIZEN COMMITTEE STATEMENT: n/a

CONCURRENCE(S): n/a

ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT: Board of Supervisors, District Four

CONTACT PERSON: Adrienne Brodeur 531-5997
Mary Tietz 531-5522






