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Mr. Sunil Harman RECEIVED
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#45

Re: Draft Airport Land Use Compatibility Planning - Montgomery Field

Dear Mr. Harman,

The Keamy Mesa Planning Group appreciates the opportunity to comment on the proposed
Airport Land Use Plan for Montgomery Field because it is such a significant land use in Keamny
Mesa. Our group is concemned that the amount of time to analyze and comment on these
proposed significant changes has not been adequate. The noticing of this Draft Plan to the
serlously effected individual property owners, those in the A and B1 zones, was not been adequate
either as many are not local. We were able to contact some of the effected property owners,
those who are our members, but we know that many others are unaware of this Plan and the
opportunity to comment. We understand that the Airport Authority is under a mandated time
constraint but an earlier opportunity would have been appreciated.

The following suggestions are offered to make the section “P8 Background Data" more
accurate in characterizing the surrounding land uses of Montgomery Field. The characterizations
are accurate for the primary runway 28R but omits critical information for the smaller parallel but
regularly used runway 28L. There are some errors regarding the surrounding community names
such as residential land “two miles west of Runway 28R's departire end” is part of Clairemont not
Tierra Santa, which is to the east of the airport. The closest homes from the departure end of 28R
is accurate but from 28L it is 6900" to the homes in a Keamy Mesa neighborhood called Royal
Highiands. That neighborhood is the most significantly impacted residential area by Montgamery
Fleld's noise. Serra Mesa homes are close to the runway centerline only 3000' east of Runway
28L., again an area effected by noise but to a lesser extent due to mastly being landing aircraft.

The following comments are specific to Montgomery Field's Plan. The “A” zone, being the
runway protection zone, prohibits “All structures except ones with locations set by aeronautical
function”. Imposition of this zone, as shown, will create a severe economic hardship on many
property owners west of I-163. The current CLUP for 28R has the Runway Protection Zone
ending at the west side of I-163. This new Plan has that zone extend some 750" west of |-163 into
the commercial and industrial area. Many of these effected properties now have uses including
retail shopping, restaurants, automobile repair, office and other industrial uses. They are
permitted by the City's zoning and could continue as existing non-conforming uses under this Plan.
But they would not be able to redevelop which many are ready to do. Please understand my






