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Plaintiff City of Santa Monica (“City” or “Santa Monica™) brings this action
against Defendants United States of America (“United States”), the Federal
Aviation Administration (“FAA”), and Michael P. Huerta, in his official capacity as
the Administrator of the FAA.

NATURE OF THE ACTION

1. This lawsuit stems from the FAA’s unsubstantiated claim that Santa

Monica must operate the Santa Monica Municipal Airport in perpetuity. The City
pufchased most of the property, upon which a part of the Airport is situated, in the
1920s by grant deed and has retained its fee interest in the land ever since. In 1941,
to assist in providing military protection for the Douglas Aircraft Company during
World War II, the City leased the Airport Property to the United States. At no point
has the City’s fee interest to the Airport Property been alienated from the City. Yet
the FAA contends that a 1948 Instrument of Transfer terminating the United States’
short-lived lease of the Airport Property obligates Santa Monica to run an airport on
the property forever. The Instrument of Transfer, however, is not a deed. It is
merely a surrender of the United States’ temporary leasehold interest back to the
City. While the Instrument of Transfer contains “restrictions™ and a “reversion
clause,” the only interests that could revert back are the then-existing property
rights of the United States in 1948—that is, a mere right to possession under a
temporary leasehold interest without title to the property. When the leases expired
on their own terms in 1953, the United States’ interest in the Airport Property
ceased entirely.

2. Santa Monica has clearly and repeatedly asserted its unencumbered
title to the Airport Property and its ability, after certain contractual and legal
obligations expire in July 2015, to use the Airport Property as it chooses in its
sovereign discretion, including for non-aviation purposes. Santa Monica has also
attempted to negotiate with the FAA regarding options for the Airport Property
after July 2015, but the FAA refuses to move from its arbitrary and unsupported
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position that the City must operate the Airport in perpetuity under the Instrument of
Transfer, or the Airport Property will revert to the United States.

3. Santa Monica brings this lawsuit to establish the City’s rights to
determine for itself and its citizens the future of the Santa Monica Airport. By this
action, the City seeks to clear the City’s title to the Airport Property and establish
its right to operate its property in the exercise of its police power for the benefit of
its citizens.

4. Santa Monica brings a quiet title action against the FAA’s claim of a
continuing interest in the Airport Property. The FAA’s asserted right of reverter
should Santa Monica cease to operate the Airport Property as an airport clouds
Santa Monica’s title to the Airport Property. Through this action, Santa Monica
seeks to quiet title against restrictions on the property and the claimed right of
reverter. The City further seeks a declaration and, if necessary, injunctive relief,
preventing the FAA from interfering with the City’s fee interest, right to title, and
unfettered use of the Airport Property as it sees fit in its sovereign discretion after
present contractual obligations expire.

5. Furthermore, Santa Monica brings constitutional claims seeking a
declaration that the FAA’s actions in taking the Airport Property from the City and
commandeering the City to run the airport in perpetuity are unconstitutional under
the Fifth and Tenth Amendments to the United States Constitution.

a. First, the FAA’s demand that Santa Monica operate an airport in
perpetuity at its direction and on its terms amounts to a taking
by the United States without just compensation in violation of
the Fifth Amendment of the United States Constitution.

b. Second, the FAA’s command that Santa Monica run an airport
on the Airport Property in perpetuity deprives Santa Monica of
its right to use the property for other purposes. This deprivation
amounts to a regulatory taking by the United States without just
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compensation in violation of the Fifth Amendment of the United
States Constitution.

Third, by forcing the City to run an airport at its direction, the
FAA is commandeering the City and its officials to act for the
purposes of the United States in violation of the Tenth
Amendment of the United States Constitution. Additionally, the
FAA has violated the Fifth and Tenth Amendments of the
United States Constitution through conditioning the return of the
Airport Property on the City’s relinquishing its inherent
sovereign rights and its rights as a property owner to exercise
control over its own land.

Finally, by asserting that the City of Santa Monica must operate
the Airport in perpetuity, the FAA is depriving Santa Monica of
its sovereign right to control the Airport Property, in which
Santa Monica has an established property right. The FAA’s
assertion lacks factual and legal support, and impairs Santa

Monica’s rights as a municipality and property owner.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this action
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1331 (federal question jurisdiction) and 28 U.S.C. §1346(1)
(district court has exclusive jurisdiction of civil actions under section 2409a to quiet
title as against a property interest claimed by the United States). Additionally, the
action arises out of the Constitution of the United States, and the City seeks to
redress violations of the Fifth and Tenth Amendments to the United States
Constitution. The relief sought is authorized by 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201-2202, 2409a.
Venue is proper in the Central District of California under 28 U.S.C. §
1391(e), as the City is located in this district and the property that is the subject of

this action is located within this judicial district.
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8. There can be no doubt that there is a present and actual controversy
between the parties.

PARTIES
Plaintiff

9. The City is a State of California Charter City and Municipal
Corporation, organized and existing under and by virtue of the Constitution and
laws of the State of California, located in the County of Los Angeles, California.
The City owns and operates the Santa Monica Municipal Airport (“the Airport” or
“SMO”) and the Airport Property is located within the political boundaries of the
City.'

Defendants

10. Defendant United States of America acts by and through its agencies
and officers, including the FAA.

11. Defendant FAA is the agency responsible for federal oversight of
airports.

12.  Defendant Michael P. Huerta is the Administrator of the FAA. He is
sued in his official capacity. Administrator Huerta has statutory responsibility for
all matters relating to the FAA.

13. Relief'is sought against each defendant as well as his agents, assistants,
successors, employees, attorneys, and all persons acting in concert or cooperation

with them or at their direction or under their control.

"' A small portion of SMO is situated in the City of Los Angeles. All parcels
referenced in and related to this Complaint (i.e., all of the Airport Property) lie
within the borders of Santa Monica.
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FACTUAL BACKGROUND
The City’s Acquisition of the Airport Property

14.  The site that is now the Airport (the “Airport Property”) was used as
an informal landing strip beginning in 1917. In 1922, Douglas Aircraft Company
(“Douglas”) began testing and producing military and civilian aircraft on and
around the Airport Property.

15.  In 1926, the City acquired title to certain parcels of unimproved land
that now constitute most of the Airport Property through a Grant Deed. This Grant
Deed conveyed the entire Airport Property to the City “free of incumbrances” [sic]
except taxes related to the year 1926—1927, and the terms of a five year lease that
the former owner (Herbert Stanton) had made to the City of Santa Monica. The
total purchase price for these parcels was more than $755,000, or approximately
$10 million in today’s dollars. On August 30, 1926, the City passed a resolution
accepting the 1926 Grant Deed. Between 1926 and before December 1941, the
City acquired, through various other grant deeds that vested fee simple title in the
City, additional smaller parcels that make up the Airport Property.

16. In 1929, Douglas expanded its operations and use of the Airport
Property, ramping up production and testing of its early airliners, the DC-3 and
DC-4.

17.  When the United States entered World War Il in 1941, Douglas
became a major defense contractor, employing nearly 44,000 workers and
supplying hundreds of aircraft in support of the war effort. The Douglas jobs
transformed the City as new homes were built for the Douglas workers near the
Airport Property.

United States’ Lease of the Airport Property

18. On May 27, 1941, President Franklin D. Roosevelt issued Presidential

Proclamation 2487, which declared that the United States was faced with an

“unlimited national emergency” which required “military, naval, air and civilian
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defenses be put on the basis of readiness to repel any and all acts or threats of
aggression directed toward any part of the Western Hemisphere.”

19. In December 1941, the City leased the Airport Property to the United
States to aid in the war effort and so that the United States could provide military
protection for Douglas—a major military contractor—during the war. The United
States’ leasehold interest was accomplished throﬁgh two separate leases covering
two adjoining parcels of land, which together comprised the Airport Property.

20. Lease No. W-04-193-ENG.4894 (the “Runway Lease”) leased
approximately 86 acres on the northern portion of the Airport Property that
consisted mostly of two runways laid out in an “X” configuration (see Figure 1,
below (photograph of X-configured runway at SMO)). The Runway Lease term
began on December 8, 1941 and was to end twelve months from the date of the
termination of Presidential Proclamation 2487. The City charged the United States

only $1 for the entire term of the lease.”

Figure 1

2 The Runway Lease and its supplements are attached as Exhibit A to this
Complaint.
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21. Lease No. W3460-ENG.549 (the “Golf Course Lease™) went into
effect December 1, 1941, and leased to the United States for “[m]ilitary purposes”
approximately 83 acres on the southern portion of the Airport Property that
consisted of a golf course. The Golf Course Lease terminated on June 30, 1943
with an option of renewal annually thereafter until June 30, 1947. Under the Golf
Course Lease, the City required the United States to pay only $150 per month to the
City.’

22. In 1944, the Santa Monica City Council passed Resolution No. 3536,
in which the City agreed to allow the United States the right to build a Project on
the Airport Property. As a condition to this agreement, the Civil Aeronautics
Administration “required that the City have certain property interests in the landing
area of the Airport and the lands to be improved.” Specifically, under Section 2 of
Resolution No. 3536, the City, “[i]n order to satisfy the Government” that the City
was “qualified to sponsor the Project,” warranted that it had “fee simple fitle to all
the lands comprising the present airport.” The City noted that such lands were held
in fee simple free from encumbrances, except for the City’s lease to Douglas, the
City’s lease to a gas utility company, and the City’s December 1941 leases to the
United States. Through Resolution No. 3536, the City reaffirmed its fee interest in
the land.

23. In 1944 and 1945, respectively, Supplement Number 1 to the Runway
Lease and the Golf Course Lease modified the leases to allow for the construction
of a new runway to accommodate larger aircraft. (See Figure 2 below (showing a
view of the new runway circa 1952).) Supplement Number 1 to the leases also
released the United States from its obligation to restore the leased parcels to their

original condition under the leases in exchange for the United States’ conveyance

3 The Golf Course Lease and its supplements are attached as Exhibit B to this
Complaint.
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of any improvements to the property and cash payments to the City. The payments
to the City were then reinvested in the Airport Property in order to obtain additional
land and fund the improvements. Supplement Number 1 to the Golf Course Lease
also extended the lease term until twelve months after the termination of
Proclamation 2487 (i.e., to align the lease term with that of the Runway Lease) and

reduced the rent to $1 for the entire duration of the lease.

Figure 2

24. In April 1945, the United States condemned a number of residential
properties on approximately 20 acres of the west side of the airport. The properties
were purchased by the United States using City funds in order to expand the
Airport.

25. InNovember 1945, the Airport Property was further expanded when
Douglas conveyed an approximately 15 acre parcel on the Airport’s south side to

the City by grant deed.
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26. Figure 3 below is an aerial view of the modern airport, including all
acquired parcels, with overlays of the Runway Lease (yellow) and Golf Course

Lease (red).
Figure 3

& -

RGolf Course Lease(549)

27.  The City made significant investments in the Airport Property from
1941 to 1946 to support the war effort and protect Douglas employees that lived
and worked in the community. Furthermore, the City invested a significant amount
of its own funds into the Airport and collected only nominal rent from the United
States.

28. At the end of World War II, the United States determined that it was
no longer necessary to maintain a presence at the Airport Property to protect
Douglas. Accordingly, the United States and the City modified both the Runway
and Golf Course Leases through a Supplement Number 2 to each lease. In
accordance with the language of these second supplemental agreements entered into
on July 15, 1946, the United States stopped maintaining and operating the airport
and paying rent. Thus, since 1946, the City has continuously maintained and

operated the airport.
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29. Because the United States had not yet surrendered its leasehold interest
and Proclamation 2487 had not been terminated, from July 1946 until 1948, the
City operated the Airport under a right of entry from the United States. The City,
as always, retained its fee interest in the land.

The United States Surrenders Its Leasehold

30. OnJuly 29, 1946, the War Assets Administration (“WAA”) issued
Form SPB-5 Declaration of Surplus Real Property concerning the Airport Property,
declaring as surplus the United States’ leasehold interest in the Runway Lease and
Golf Course Lease. On January 9, 1947, the United States made the determination
that its 168 acre leasehold interest at the Airport Property, along with any
improvements, should be disposed of under the Surplus Property Act of 1944
(“SPA”™). By April 1948, the WAA had agreed to surrender its leasehold interest in
the Airport to the City pursuant to the SPA and its implementing regulations.

31.  On August 10, 1948, the United States officially surrendered its
leasehold interest in the Airport Property to the City pursuant to a 1948 Instrument
of Transfer. The Instrument of Transfer provided certain restrictions on the
property, including non-discrimination restrictions and public use requirements.

32. In order to enforce these restrictions, the Instrument of Transfer
included a “reversion clause,” which provides that, in the event any of the
restrictions or conditions set forth in the Instrument of Transfer is not met, “the
title, right of possession, and all other rights transferred by the instrument” to Santa
Monica shall, at the option of the government, “revert” to the government “sixty
(60) days following the date upon which demand to this effect is made in
writing[.]” The reversion clause, which by its terms only applies to rights

transferred pursuant to the Instrument, is set forth in its entirety in Figure 4 below.”

* The Instrument of Transfer is attached as Exhibit C.
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Figure 4

(1) That in the event that any of the aforesaid terms,
conditions, reservations or restrictions is not met, observed, or
complied with by the PARTY OF THE SECOND PART or sny subsequent
transferee, whether caused by the legal inability of said PARTY OF
THE SECOND PART or subsequent transferee to perform sany of the
obligations herein set ocut, or otherwise, the title, right of pos-
gsession and all other rights trensferred by this instrument to the
PARTY OF THE SECOND PART, or any portion thersof, shall at ths
option of the PARTY CI THE FIRST PART revert to the PARTY OF THE
FIRST PART sixty (60) days following the date upon which demsnd to
this effect is made in writing by the Civil Aeronsautics Adminis~
trator or his successor in fumction, unless within said sixty (60)
days such default or violation shall have been oured and all such
terms, conditions, reservations and restrictions shall have been
met, observed or complied with, in which event said reversion shall
net oocur and title, right of possession, and all other rights
transferred hereby, except such, if any, &s shall have previously
reverted, shall remain vested in the PARTY OF THE SECOND PART, its
transferees, successors and assigns.

33. A resolution of the Santa Monica City Council confirmed that the
intent of the Instrument of Transfer was only to surrender the United States’
leasehold interest in the Airport Property. Through Resolution No. 183, the City
confirmed that the United States of America “does surrender to the City of Santa
Monica [its] lease-hold interest in and to the premises[.]” The Instrument of
Transfer did not convey title in the land as the City always maintained its fee
interest in the Airport Property. The Instrument of Transfer, therefore, is not a deed
transferring title to real property; it is merely a surrender of the United States’
leasehold interest back to the City.

34. The City Council never agreed to, or even considered, forfeiting its
police powers over the Airport Property for all time. Nor could the City Council do
so, because all governments must maintain their flexibility to protect the public
welfare through unpredictably changing times and circumstances. The City
Council could not have contracted away the right of future Councils to address

emerging community needs. No such express or implied contract was created.
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35.  In 1949, the United States transferred to the City through quitclaim
deed the 20 acres acquired through condemnation by exercise of federal war powers
and paid for with City funds. This property is not covered by the Instrument of
Transfer.

36. On April 28, 1952, President Truman proclaimed that the national
emergency declared in 1941 no longer existed and terminated Proclamation 2487.
Accordingly, the already-surrendered Runway and Golf Course Leases expired, by
their own terms, on April 28, 1953.

The Pure Jets Nuisance

37. Inthe 1960s, the first civilian jets began using the Airport. These
“pure jets” were ten times louder and more polluting than the present-day fan jets.
The noise impact on adjacent neighborhoods was severe.

38. In 1967, a large group of City residents living near the Airport sued the
City, claiming jet operations had damaged their property value and created a
nuisance. The California Supreme Court held that, although the plaintiffs’ evidence
failed to establish their case, the City could be sued by residents for Airport impacts
on nuisance and other theories. (Nestle v. City, 6 Cal. 3d 920 (1972)). Thereafter,
the City considered a wide range of regulations to shield itself from liability,
including a jet ban, jet curfew, and even Airport closure. A jet curfew was enacted.

The City’s Plan for Airport Closure and the 1984 Settlement Agreement

39. In the late 1960s, there was a growth in general aviation nationwide,
and Santa Monica Airport operations (takeoffs and landings) reached an all-time
high of over 356,000 per year. Santa Monica residents began expressing their
concern about the impact of the increased air travel on the City.

40. Inresponse to the rising tide of resident apprehensions, various
aviation associations also began expressing their concerns if the Airport operations
were to end. The FAA recognized and responded to these aviation-related concerns
in an April 1971 letter to the then Senior Vice President of the Aircraft Owners and
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Pilots Association, Max Karant. The FAA stated its position that once the City’s
grant assurance obligations ended, “Santa Monica Airport is vulnerable to being
discontinued and used for non-aviation purposes.” The FAA characterized “the
challenge” it faced with regards to the Airport as needing to convince Santa Monica
residents of “the good things aviation offers[.]” The FAA did not take the position
that the City was obligated to operate the Airport in perpetuity.

41. In 1975, to alleviate the impact on Santa Monica residents, the City
Council adopted ordinances to reduce aircraft noise, including a total jet ban, a ban
on helicopter flights, a noise limit, a night curfew, and a weekend and holiday ban
on touch-and-go, stop-and-go, and low approach operations conducted during
fixed-wing flight training.

42. These ordinances led to litigation against the City by the Santa Monica
Airport Association (“SMAA litigation™). The FAA intervened in the case as
amicus curiae on behalf of the Airport Association and argued against the City’s
ordinances. Ultimately, the ordinances were upheld with the sole exception of the
jet ban ordinance, which was struck down as disproportionately affecting newer
aircraft when there was insufficient evidence to show that newer aircraft were more
dangerous or noisier than older aircraft. Both parties appealed, but the Ninth
Circuit affirmed the conclusion of the district court. The Ninth Circuit recognized
that Federal law does not preempt the City as “airport proprietor” from adopting
ordinances intended to limit its liability and protect the City’s “human
environment,” as long as those ordinances are not unconstitutionally
discriminatory.

43. In 1979, while the appeal of the SMAA litigation was pending, the
City Council adopted Ordinance No. 1137, which imposed a lower decibel limit at
the Santa Monica Airport.

44.  Ordinance No. 1137 also prompted litigation against the City, this time
by the National Business Aircraft Association (“NBAA litigation”), which argued
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that the decibel limit in Ordinance No. 1137 was a disguised jet ban, and thus was
impermissibly discriminatory for the same reasons as the jet ban ordinance at issue
in the SMAA litigation. The NBAA litigation was assigned to the same district
court judge who heard the SMAA litigation. Again, the FAA intervened as amicus
curiae on behalf of the Airport Association and argued against the Ordinance. In
November 1979, the court enjoined the City from enforcing Ordinance No. 1137,
and litigation of the case continued.

45. InJune 1981, while the NBAA litigation was pending, the City
Council adopted Resolution No. 6296 (CCS) declaring its intention to close the
Airport when legally possible. In 1982, after Resolution No. 6296 was passed, the
parties to the NBAA litigation agreed that the lawsuit would be conditionally
dismissed provided the City adopted a new “Airport Master Plan” and “Noise
Mitigation Project” by November of 1983.

46. Thereafter, in 1983, the City adopted a new Master Plan for the
Airport Property that created two new Fixed Base Operators (“FBOs”) on the north
(non-residential) side of the Property and released aviation land on the south side of
the Airport Property for non-aviation purposes. The NBAA litigation was
dismissed.

47.  Although the adoption of Resolution No. 6296 and the creation of the
new Master Plan led to the dismissal of the NBAA litigation, these actions also
prompted several Part 13 (the equivalent of today’s Part 16) proceedings to be filed
against the City by airport users. As a result of the multiple Part 13 complaints, the
City engaged in negotiations with the FAA concerning the future of the Airport.
These negotiations were intended to settle the then-pending Part 13 proceedings.

48.  Ultimately, the negotiations between the City and the FAA culminated
in the signing of a “Settlement Agreement” in 1984 (“the 1984 Agreement”). The
1984 Agreement provided that the City would operate and maintain the Airport
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Property as an airport until July 1, 2015.> There is no mention in the1984
Agreement that the City must operate the Airport in perpetuity. Nor is there an
assertion that the FAA had a property interest in the Airport Property.

49.  The 1984 Agreement also recognized the City’s authority to mitigate
aircraft impacts through the existing noise limit, jet curfew, helicopter ban, and
pattern flying restrictions. It further limited the number of aircraft tie-downs,
removed land from aviation use, and provided for the relocation of aviation
facilities to the north side of the Airport, away from residential neighborhoods.

50. In June 1994, the City accepted its last federal grant for airfield
improvements, in exchange for contractual promises to maintain the Airport for the
use and benefit of the public for the useful life of improvements made with federal
funds, but no more than twenty years from the date of execution of the federal grant
agreement. As of June 2014, therefore, the Airport will owe no further obligations
to the United States under any federal grant agreement contracts.

51.  Until recently, and as reflected in the 1984 Agreement, the FAA has
consistently recognized the City’s ability to reevaluate the future of the Airport.

52. For example, in a 1998 Part 16 administrative proceeding involving a
dispute over the City’s refusal to offer long term leases to two airport tenants
beyond 2015, the FAA issued a Director’s Determination discussing the 1984
Agreement and again demonstrating the FAA’s position that the City had the ability
to reevaluate the future of the Airport. The Director states: “[ The 1984] Settlement
Agreement makes clear that the City is obligated to operate the Airport only for the
duration of the [1984] Agreement (through July 1, 2015) . .. To the extent that
Complainants and [the Airport Association] seek to prevent the future closure of the

Airport or require the City to operate the Airport beyond July 1, 2015, that is a

> The 1984 Agreement is attached as Exhibit D.
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local land use matter. . . . When the City’s last grant agreement expires in
approximately 2014, the AIP grant sponsor assurances will no longer require the
City to operate the Airport as an airport.” (FAA Docket No. 16-99-21; Director’s
Determination, pp. 22-23 (emphasis added).)

53.  An appeal of the Director’s Determination resulted in the FAA issuing
its Final Agency Decision on the issue in 2003. The Final Agency Decision
affirmed the Director’s Determination regarding the City’s obligations to operate
SMO as an airport only through July of 2015. While discussing the 1984
Settlement Agreement, the FAA Administrator concluded that the Settlement
Agreement “provided a conceptual blueprint” by which the City was required to
maintain “SMO’s role in the National Airport System as a general aviation reliever
airport until July 1, 2015.” (FAA Docket No. 16-99-21; Final Agency Decision,

p. 3.) This Final Agency Decision constitutes a “final agency action” under the
federal regulations applicable to Part 16 proceedings.
Litigation Regarding the City’s Aircraft Conformance Program

54. 1In 2001, to address the safety and liability risks inherent in the increase
of Category C and D aircraft traffic at SMO?®, a study commissioned by the City
Council recommended the “Aircraft Conformance Program” to promote safety and
to conform airport usage to be consistent with the purpose of the 1984 Agreement.”

55. Among other things, the Aircraft Conformance Program called for
expanding the distance from the runway ends to the airport perimeter in the

interests of safety, which would require shortening the runway. The result would

6 SMO is an FAA-classified B-II airport.

7 Category C and D aircraft are large jets with landing approach speeds that
exceed 140 miles per hour. Approach speed is determined at the point the aircraft
passes over the runway threshold.
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be a runway that could not accommodate large Category C and D aircraft due to
their need for a longer runway for takeoff and landing.

56. On December 10, 2002, the City Council unanimously approved the
Aircraft Conformance Program in principle and directed staff to continue to seek a
voluntary agreement with the FAA to implement it. The FAA refused the City’s
efforts to reach a voluntary agreement despite several years of good faith
negotiations by the City.

57.  The City Council then asserted its airport proprietor’s rights in 2008
and promulgated an ordinance, intended to promote safety and protect adjacent
neighborhoods from aircraft overruns, by prohibiting the generally larger, faster
category C and D aircraft from using the Airport (“the Ordinance”).

58. On March 26, 2008, the FAA issued an Order to Show Cause to the
City seeking to prohibit the City from enforcing the Ordinance, and—jfor the first
time—claimed that the Surplus Property Act of 1944 and the 1948 Instrument of
Transfer obligated the City to operate the Airport Property in perpetuity as an
airport or ownership of the airport would revert to the United States.

59. In April 2008, the FAA issued a Cease and Desist Order, and later
obtained a temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction prohibiting the
City from enforcing the Ordinance, claiming that the City’s attempt to conform
Airport operations to federal runway safety standards violated federal law.

60.  After the preliminary injunction was issued, the City and the FAA
proceeded through the FAA’s administrative review process regarding the C and D
jet ban, and on May 27, 2008, the FAA issued a Director’s Determination, in which
the FAA found that the Ordinance unreasonably and unjustly discriminated
between aircraft and thereby violated the grant assurances, the 1948 Instrument of
Transfer, and the 1984 Agreement.

61. The City then requested a hearing. The hearing was held over four
days in March 2009, before the FAA Hearing Officer. In his Initial Decision, the
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Hearing Officer essentially affirmed the Director’s Decision, holding that the
Ordinance was contrary to the City’s obligations under grant assurance 22
(economic non-discrimination), the 1984 Settlement Agreement, and the 1948
Instrument of Transfer. Both the City and the FAA appealed the Hearing Officer’s
Initial Determination to the Administrator of the FAA.

62. On July 8, 2009, the FAA issued its Final Agency Decision, holding
that the City was bound under grant assurance 22, and that the Ordinance was
contrary to non-discrimination requirements of grant assurance 22. Accordingly,
the Final Agency Decision affirmed the Initial Decision with regards to the City’s
obligations under grant assurance 22. However, the Final Agency Decision also
held that the City’s “obligations under the 1984 Settlement Agreement are not a
proper subject in a proceeding under [Part 16] because that Agreement was not
incorporated in the Grant Assurances.” (FAA Docket No. 16-02-08, Final Agency
Decision at 4.) Accordingly, the Final Agency Decision reversed the Initial
Decision with regards to whether the Ordinance was contrary to the 1984
Settlement Agreement. (Id.) The Final Agency Decision also reversed the Initial
Decision with regards to its holding concerning the Surplus Property Act and the
Instrument of Transfer, noting that it was “not necessary to decide whether the
Ordinance [was] contrary to the Surplus Property Act.” (/d.)

63. In September 2009, the City appealed the Final Agency Decision
regarding the Ordinance to the D.C. Circuit. The D.C. Circuit, applying a highly
deferential standard of review, concluded that the FAA did not “act arbitrarily or
capriciously when it concluded” that the Ordinance was “contrary to grant
assurance 22’s requirement[s.]” (Case No. 09-1233, D.C. Cir. 2011.)

64. The D.C. Circuit declined to address whether the Ordinance violated
the 1984 Settlement Agreement or the Instrument of Transfer. The D.C. Circuit
also found it unnecessary to reach the issue of whether the City’s action to regulate
safety at the Airport was preempted by federal law. The D.C. Circuit noted,
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however, that the 1984 Settlement Agreement “would remain effective until July 1,
2015 and required the City to “operate and maintain SMO ‘as a viable functioning
facility without derogation of its role as a general aviation reliever’ until that date.”
(/d.at 4 (emphasis added).)

The City Evaluates the Future of the Santa Monica Airport

65. In December 2010, in anticipation of the expiration of the 1984
Settlement Agreement, the City Council directed staff to proceed with a
comprehensive public process regarding the Airport’s future. The result was a
March 2013 report outlining a three-phased “Visioning Process.”

66. Though the Visioning Process report did not take a position on
whether the Airport should close at the expiration of the 1984 Agreement, it did
conclude that the status quo at the Airport is not acceptable to City residents.

67. Inan attempt to avoid litigation, City staff members met with FAA
representatives several times in the last three years to convey community concerns
about impacts and the City’s position about its authority to determine the Airport’s
future. The FAA representatives willingly met and listened; however, the Agency
was unwilling or unable to agree to, or even to negotiate on, any compromise as to
the Airport’s future operation. Notably, FAA representatives steadfastly
maintained that the City is obligated to continue operating the Airport in perpetuity
under the Instrument of Transfer, that the operational status quo must be
maintained, and that no agreements to the contrary could be made outside of the
context of litigation.

FAA Guidance Concerning Reversionary Interests

68. The FAA’s inflexible position concerning the reversion clause is
contrary to published FAA guidance on reversionary interests created by property
conveyances under the Surplus Property Act.

69. The FAA has published an “FAA Airport Compliance Manual”
through FAA Order 5190.6B (“Airport Compliance Manual”). According to the
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FAA, the Airport Compliance Manual “sets forth policies and procedures for the
FAA Airport Compliance Program.” The Airport Compliance manual also
“provides basic guidance for FAA personnel” concerning certain issues, including
interpretation of conditions related to the conveyance of property.

70.  Chapter 23 of the Airport Compliance Manual addresses “Reversion of
Airport Property.” Section 23.3 of that Chapter specifically sets forth how far—in
the FAA’s view—reversionary rights extend. Specifically, Section 23.3 provides
that the right of reverter “extends only to the title, right of possession, or other
rights vested in the United States at the time the United States transferred the
property described in the instrument to the grantee.” Section 23.3 is reproduced in
full as Figure 5, below.

Figure 5

09/30/2009 5190.6B

Chapter 23. Reversions of Airport Property

23.3. Right of Reverter. The mstrument of conveyance from the federal government must
specify the right to have property interest revert to a federal agency and title revest in the United
States. This nght extends only to the title, nght of possession. or other nghts vested m the Umted
States at the ume the federal government transferred the property descnbed m the mstrument to
the grantee. The night may be exercised only at the option of the United States — with or without
the cooperation of a grantee — against all or part of the property in question.

71.  Pursuant to the Airport Compliance Manual, the reverter right
contained in the Instrument of Transfer—if any—extended only to the United
States’ temporary leasehold interest in the Airport Property as that interest existed
at the time of the 1948 Instrument of Transfer; leasehold interests that would, by
their own terms, expire upon the conclusion of the War, when Presidential

Proclamation 2487 was terminated.
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72.  Presidential Proclamation 2487 was terminated on April 28, 1952.
Thus, on April 28, 1953, one year after Presidential Proclamation 2487 was
terminated, the United States’ reverter right in the Airport Property ceased.

73. The FAA cannot create greater property rights than it had in 1948 and
there is no basis to claim that the FAA has any ability to disturb Santa Monica’s fee
interest in the Airport Property under the Instrument of Transfer.

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Quiet Title Action under 28 U.S.C. § 2409a)

74.  Plaintiff incorporates by reference the allegations set forth in
paragraphs 14 to 73.

75.  This is an action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2409a to quiet title to certain
real property located within this judicial district in Los Angeles County, California
and more particularly described in the Runway Lease (Ex. C) as follows:

a. Parcel 1: All that portion of the Santa Monica Municipal
Airport lying between a line 700.13 feet southeasterly from and
parallel to the south-easterly line of Ocean Park Boulevard,
measured at right angles thereto, and a line 1600 feet
southeasterly from and parallel to the said south-westerly line of
Ocean Park Boulevard measured at right angles thereto and
extending from 25th Street, in the City of Santa Monica, to
Bundy Drive in the City of Los Angeles, California.

b. Parcel 2: All of that certain parcel of real property adjoining the
above described Parcel 1, on the southeasterly line thereof,
having 100 feet of frontage on said 25th Street, in City of Santa
Monica, California, being rectangular in shape and having a

uniform depth of 765.87 feet.
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76.  This action also seeks to quiet title to certain real property located
within this judicial district in Los Angeles County, California and more particularly
described in the Golf Course Lease (Ex. D) as follows:

a. That portion of the Santa Monica Municipal Golf Course, in the
City of Santa Monica, County of Los Angeles, State of
California, described as follows: Bounded on the Northwest by
a line parallel to and distant 1800 feet southeasterly from the
southeasterly line of Ocean Park Boulevard, measured at right
angles to Ocean Park Boulevard; bounded on the northeast by
the southwesterly line of Centinela Avenue, bounded on the
southeast by the City Limit line of the City of Santa Monica,
California, and bounded on the southwest by the northeasterly
line of Twenty-seventh street in the said City, containing
approximately 85 acres, together with the two-one story frame
utility and repair shops containing approximately 2600 square
feet and all of the one store stucco Club House, excepting the
Golf Shop, restaurant and lobby, consisting of approximately
2400 square feet. Also Lot A of the George Tract, as per map
recorded in Book 16, Page 21 of Maps, Records of said County,
said lot being included in the above mentioned 85 acres.

77.  The City of Santa Monica is the owner in fee simple of the property
described above. (See supra, g 15.)

78.  Under 28 U.S.C.§ 2409a, the United States has consented to be sued in
civil actions to adjudicate disputes regarding title to real property in which the
United States claims an interest.

79.  This court has exclusive jurisdiction over the subject matter of this

action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1346(f).
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80. The City of Santa Monica acquired fee simple title to the property
described above from Herbert W. Stanton, Alice B. Stanton, Forrest Q. Stanton,
Elizabeth P. Stanton, Edwin L. Stanton, and Evelyn C. Stanton, prior owners of
such property, on August 30, 1926, at which time the City received a grant deed to
such property. Certain additional property comprising the Airport Property was
obtained in fee simple prior to December 1941 when the Runway and Golf Course
Leases were executed.

81. The United States has never challenged the City’s chain of title or
Santa Monica’s right, title, and interest in fee simple absolute to the Airport
Property that was leased to the United States during World War II.

82.  The United States claims a reversion fee interest in the property was
created by the Instrument of Transfer. The FAA has asserted that title to the
Airport Property will revert to the United States if the purported airport use
condition in the 1948 Instrument of Transfer is not met (i.e., if the City decides to
close any portion of the Airport to aviation use). The FAA makes this assertion
despite the fact that the only interest in the Airport Property by the United States
was a World War II era lease, which expired by its own terms over sixty years ago.

83.  Santa Monica first learned of the existence of the claim of reversion
interest of full title to the Airport Property on or after March 26, 2008, through the
FAA’s Order to Show Cause.

84. However, the United States never had any right, title or interest in the
Airport Property other than the leasehold interests that were surrendered to the City
by the 1948 Instrument of Transfer and which otherwise expired by their own terms
in 1953.

85.  The reverter clause in the Instrument of Transfer does not vest title
upon breach of a covenant or restriction. The reverter only applies to the rights
transferred under the 1948 Instrument of Transfer, a leasehold interest. This
leasehold interest expired by its own terms in 1953. The improvements to the
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Airport Property were paid for with City funds, or were exchanged prior to
execution of the Instrument of Transfer in return for the City’s release of the United
States from its obligation to return the property to its original condition and
additional cash compensation to the City, or have exceeded their useful life.

86. There is no basis for the United States to receive title to the Airport
Property if Santa Monica determines not to operate an airport after 2015. Under the
Instrument of Transfer, the United States has no remaining interest that can revert.

87. To the extent the United States claims any interest remains to be
reverted under the reversion clause of the 1948 Instrument of Transfer, the 1984
Agreement releases the City of any obligation to operate the Airport Property as an
airport after July 1, 2015.

88. A declaration concerning the City’s rights to the Airport Property is
necessary at this time due to the upcoming expiration of the 1984 Settlement
Agreement.

89.  The City requests a judgment by this Court declaring that the claims of
defendant United States to the described real property are of no validity whatsoever,
and that this Court declare that the City is the owner in fee simple of such real
property and that defendant United States has no right, title, or interest in the
property.

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(For Violation of the Fifth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution-Taking)

90. Plaintiff incorporates by reference the allegations set forth in
paragraphs 14 to 73.

91. The “Takings Clause” of the Fifth Amendment of the United States
Constitution provides that “private property [shall not] be taken for public use
without just compensation.”

92. Property taken by the United States from a state or local entity is
considered “private property” for purposes of the Fifth Amendment.
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93.  The United States has constructively confiscated the Airport by
requiring the City to operate the property as an airport in perpetuity.

94. Santa Monica purchased title to the Airport Property in fee simple in
1926.

95. To aid in the war effort, Santa Monica leased the Airport to the United
States under the terms described above.

96. The United States never owned the Airport Property; it only had a
leasehold interest in the property.

97. Despite lacking ownership of the Airport, the FAA has decided and
proclaimed that Santa Monica is required to operate the Airport in perpetuity.

98.  This is constructive confiscation of the Airport because Santa Monica
is prohibited from using the property for other purposes required for the benefit of
its citizens. Thus, the United States has effectively seized the Airport Property.

99. The damage that the City would incur from this illegal and
unconstitutional taking is not compensable through monetary damages. The taking
would prevent the City from using the land in its sovereign capacity and for
whatever purposes it deems fit under the City’s inherent governmental and
proprietary power. Further, this taking impinges upon the City’s police powers to
protect the public, address emerging community needs, and enforce order within the
City consistent with the City’s policies and the citizens’ priorities. The value that
the City will lose if this illegal and unconstitutional taking is effectuated cannot be
quantified in monetary terms. The United States cannot condition the ability of the
City and its citizens to use the land on the City’s forfeiture of its inherent
constitutional rights.

100. The United States did not and cannot provide just compensation for the
loss of the City’s sovereign rights. The United States did not justly compensate
Santa Monica in any way in exchange for the requirement that it operate the Airport
in perpetuity.
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101. The United States did not give Santa Monica title to the Airport
Property because the United States never had title to convey.

102. Any improvements to the land were not just compensation. The
improvements were previously passed to Santa Monica (along with additional
compensation) in exchange for the release of the United States’ obligation to return
the land to its original condition and cash compensation paid to the City.

103. This constructive confiscation constitutes a taking without just
compensation in violation of the Fifth Amendment of the United States
Constitution.

104. In order to resolve this controversy, the City requests that, pursuant to
28 U.S.C. § 2201, this Court declare the respective rights of the parties in this
matter. In particular, this Court should declare that the City is the owner of the
Airport Property in fee simple, and that the United States’ act of constructive
confiscation of the Airport Property is violative of the Fifth Amendment’s
protection against taking without just compensation.

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(For Violation of the Fifth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution-

Regulatory Taking)

105. Plaintiff incorporates by reference the allegations set forth in
paragraphs 14 to 73.

106. The “Takings Clause” of the Fifth Amendment of the United States
Constitution provides that “private property [shall not] be taken for public use
without just compensation.”

107. The FAA’s stance that the City is required to use the Airport Property
as an airport in perpetuity deprives the City of any other use of the property.

108. The damage that the City would incur from this illegal and
unconstitutional taking is not compensable through monetary damages. The taking
would prevent the City from using the land in its sovereign capacity and for
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whatever purposes it deems fit under the City’s inherent governmental and
proprietary power. Further, this taking impedes on the City’s police powers to
protect the public, address emerging community needs, and enforce order within the
City consistent with the City’s policies and values. The value that the City will lose
if this illegal and unconstitutional taking is effectuated cannot be quantified. The
United States cannot condition the City’s and the City’s residents ability to use the
land on the City’s forfeiture of its inherent constitutional rights.

109. The United States did not and cannot provide just compensation for the
loss of the City’s sovereign rights. The United States did not justly compensate
Santa Monica in any way in exchange for the requirement that it operate the Airport
in perpetuity.

110. The United States did not give Santa Monica title to the Airport
Property because the United States never had title to convey.

111. Any improvements to the land were not just compensation. The
improvements were previously passed to Santa Monica (along with additional
compensation) in exchange for the release of the United States’ obligation to return
the land to its original condition.

112. The prohibition by the United States on Santa Monica’s use of the
Airport Property for any purpose other than an airport constitutes a regulatory
taking without just compensation in violation of the Fifth Amendment of the United
States Constitution.

113. 1In order to resolve this controversy, the City requests that, pursuant to
28 U.S.C. § 2201, this Court should declare the respective rights of the parties in
this matter and, in particular, this Court declare that the City is the owner of the
Airport Property in fee simple, and that the United States’ act of requiring the City
to operate an airport in perpetuity is violative of the Fifth Amendment’s protection

against taking without just compensation.
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FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(For Violation of the Tenth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution)

114. Plaintiff incorporates by reference the allegations set forth in
paragraphs 14 to 73.

115. The Tenth Amendment to the United States Constitution provides
“[t]he powers not delegated to the United States by Constitution, nor prohibited by
it to the States, are reserved for the States respectively, or to the people.”

116. Pursuant to the Tenth Amendment, the United States cannot
commandeer or otherwise demand and require a state or local government, or their
officials, to perform federal functions.

117. By requiring that Santa Monica operate the Airport in perpetuity, the
United States has commandeered Santa Monica for its own purposes.

118. Santa Monica purchased title to the Airport Property in fee simple in
1926.

119. Santa Monica used the property as an airport, but had no limitations on
what it could do on the property in the future.

120. The United States never owned the Airport Property; it only had a
brief leasehold interest in the property. Further, the United States’ leasehold in the
Airport Property was released through the 1948 Instrument of Transfer and the
leases expired by their own terms on April 28, 1953.

121. Despite lacking ownership of the Airport Property, the United States
has attempted to place, as a condition of surrendering its temporary leasehold
interest in the Airport Property, a requirement that Santa Monica agrees to
surrender its sovereignty and to operate the airport in perpetuity even if Santa
Monica does not wish to do so. This is coercion.

122. This coercive condition unconstitutionally forces Santa Monica to
forfeit its constitutional rights and to operate an airport as the FAA determines and

regardless of any contrary wishes of the City or its citizens.
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123. The condition is also contrary to stated FAA policy. Chapter 23 of the
Airport Compliance Manual specifically addresses “Reversion of Airport Property.”
Section 23.3 of the Airport Compliance Manual provides that the right of reverter
“extends only to the title, right of possession, or other rights vested in the United
States at the time the United States transferred the property described in the
instrument to the grantee.” The United States government has never had a fee
simple interest in the Airport Property. The United States government did not have
a fee simple interest in the Airport Property at “the time the United States
transferred the property” back to Santa Monica under the Instrument of Transfer.
The only interest the United States had in the Airport Property was a leasehold
interest, which has since expired by its own terms.

124. The FAA’s acts and assertions will force Santa Monica to operate the
Airport against its wishes. This is against stated FAA policy, and also violates the
basic principal that the United States may not compel the states to enact or
administer a federal regulatory program.

125. The FAA’s acts and assertions therefore amount to a violation of Santa
Monica’s Tenth Amendment rights. Santa Monica is entitled to equitable relief
enjoining the FAA and the United States from further attempts to commandeer
Santa Monica to operate the Airport.

126. The City requests that, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2201, this Court
declare the condition contrary to stated FAA policy, that the United States did not
have a fee simple interest in the Airport Property at the time the United States
transferred the property back to Santa Monica, and that the condition is violative of
Santa Monica’s Tenth Amendment right not to be compelled to enact or administer

a federal regulatory program.
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FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(For Violation of the Fifth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution-Due Process)

127. Plaintiff incorporates by reference the allegations set forth in
paragraphs 14 to 73.

128. The Fifth Amendment of the United States Constitution provides
“[n]o person shall be . . . deprived of life, liberty, or property without due process of
law.”

129. Santa Monica has an established and protected property interest in the
Airport Property; it has at all times owned the Property in fee simple.

130. By asserting a requirement that Santa Monica operate the Airport in
perpetuity, the United States deprived Santa Monica of its right to control the
Airport Property.

131. The FAA’s assertion that Santa Monica must operate the Airport in
perpetuity or else the Airport Property will revert to the United States Government
in fee simple is contrary to the FAA’s policy as set forth in the Airport Compliance
Manual. Chapter 23 of the Airport Compliance Manual specifically addresses
“Reversion of Airport Property.” Section 23.3 of the Airport Compliance Manual
provides that the right of reverter “extends only to the title, right of possession, or
other rights vested in the United States at the time the United States transferred the
property described in the instrument to the grantee.” The United States did not
have a fee simple interest in the Airport Property at “the time the United States
transferred the property” back to Santa Monica under the Instrument of Transfer, or
at any other time. The only interest the United States had in the Airport Property
was a leasehold interest, which has since expired by its own terms.

132. The FAA’s assertions, which are contrary to the policy set forth in the
Airport Compliance Manual, are arbitrary and capricious and will result in grave

unfairness to Santa Monica and its citizens.
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133. The FAA’s decision to act contrary to the policy set forth in the
Airport Compliance Manual was made with the intent to coerce Santa Monica and
unconstitutionally deprive Santa Monica of its substantive due process and
sovereign rights related to the Airport Property. This decision was irrational, and
trammels on both Santa Monica’s sovereign rights and established property rights.
In this sense, the FAA’s assertion amounts to a deliberate flouting and abuse of
power in violation of the Fifth Amendment.

134. The FAA’s assertion that, in transferring the United States’ leasehold
back to the City, Santa Monica must operate the Airport in perpetuity, effectively
requiring a forfeiture of the City’s rights as a sovereign and property owner,
amounts to an unconstitutional restriction and condition.

135. The FAA’s assertions and decision therefore amount to a violation of
Santa Monica’s due process rights. Santa Monica is entitled to equitable relief
enjoining the United States and its agency, the FAA, from further impairing Santa
Monica’s rights to control the Airport Property.

136. The City requests, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2201, that this Court
declare the FAA’s assertion that Santa Monica must operate an airport in perpetuity
is contrary to stated FAA policy, that the United States did not have a fee simple
interest in the Airport Property at the time it surrendered its leasehold interest in the
Airport Property to Santa Monica, and that the United States’ decision to act
contrary to FAA policy was in violation of Santa Monica’s due process rights under

the Fifth Amendment.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for relief as follows:

1. This Court render a declaratory judgment providing that the City of
Santa Monica has unencumbered title to the Airport Property.
2. This Court render a declaratory judgment providing that the City of
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Santa Monica is the owner in fee simple of the Airport Property and title to the
Airport Property is quieted as against any interest of the United States.

3. This Court render a declaratory judgment providing that the claims of
the United States to the Airport Property are invalid and the United States has no
right, title, or interest in the Airport Property.

4. This Court render a declaratory judgment providing that the United
States’ constructive confiscation of the Airport by prohibiting Santa Monica from
using the property for whatever purpose it desires constitutes a taking in violation
of the Fifth Amendment of the United States.

5. This Court render a declaratory judgment providing that the United
States’ prohibition on Santa Monica from using the Airport Property for any other
purpose than as an airport constitutes a taking without just compensation in
violation of the Fifth Amendment of the United States Constitution.

6. This Court render a declaratory judgment that the United States’ act of
placing a condition on the return of the Airport Property to Santa Monica was
coercion and that such coercion is contrary to stated FAA policies; and that this
coercion is violative of Santa Monica’s Tenth Amendment right not to be
compelled to enact or administer a federal regulatory program.

7. This Court render a declaratory judgment that the United States’
decision to act contrary to stated FAA policy and its Congressional mandate with
respect to the City and the Airport Property is a deliberate flouting and abuse of
power in violation of Santa Monica’s due process rights under the Fifth
Amendment.

8. This Court enjoin the United States from taking any action affecting
Santa Monica’s right, title, or interest in the Airport Property.

9. This Court enjoin the United States from demanding or asserting in
any forum that Santa Monica must operate the Airport Property as an airport in
perpetuity.
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10.  This Court order that the United States shall cease and desist from
taking any action to require Santa Monica to operate the Airport Property as an
airport after the 1984 Agreement éxpires in July of 2015.

11.  That this Court order such further relief as the nature of the case may

require.

Dated: October 31, 2013 OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY
SANTA MONICA, CALIFORNIA

Dated: October 31, 2013 MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP

b€

DON G. RUSHING

Attorneys for Plaintiff
CITY OF SANTA MONICA
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Lrive in the City of Los fas “lc s, walilfornia,

Pﬂrcols 1 a

erly line of Ycesn rark Uoulevsrd, wmeasured ot ri-ht angles thereto,
o line 16GO {eet soublbhensterly froo ano ;,-mullei o the grld south-
vars aeasurss at pln u‘r ancles therelo ‘ f
¢ tending From 2S8th utr,c,l,, 11z the C:‘Lt'y of Ssnta onlea, to bundy ‘

Parcel #: 5#11 of that cert parcel of peal property adjoining bhe ab-
deseribed Parcel 1, on the southaasbher l\r Line t ere of, naving 100 fect
frontape Hun ossld S5t obtres 1owity of santa Jounlen, '\'/‘ftl'_l rriiag, )

’ . o o
rectayular ‘n o shape und hevins a unilorm depth of 785,47 J.“/:-:L.
T2 beino subjech to public utilities wm: onbg, G0 any.

.%OB%iubéa%xélﬁ§1 diy B thedfollowinl pitoses ‘ésele igtFhcBort Mo, 3) : D87 acres,

Firport, toetienl positiosng, barrscusg, or ony use by milltapry
farces of the Unlted 3tstes of Aunerlca. : -

3. TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said premises with their appurtenances for the term beginning
December 3, 184l
and ending with twelve months [rom the date of the

1timited hational Emerpency, ss declared by the Ire sident of the
 Led States on aay 27, 1941 (Iroclamatlon 24%7).

@ﬂkﬁw | - HM
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4, The Government shall not assign this leage in any evént, and shall not sublet the demised
remises except to a desir able tenant, “and for a similar purpose, and will not permn, the uge of gaid
yremises by anyone other than the Government suc‘l sublessee, and the agents and servants of the
Jovernment, or of such sublessee.

5.xThis leogermay,at the option of the Government, be renewed; from year to; year afiarentalofy

mikotherwise: upot: the tevmy, and; conditions; \he; oin specified, provided notigsl ba given in writing

oxthe Lessor at least - v s dayes be£01é this\lease’ k Ry ek theraof wonld: »
herylsec expires Provided thatf 1g: reqe@vat,éhﬁregﬁ\m@l exbangy thexpetiof MCQ@%‘M&% :

werives beyoud:ithe " XK X 0ay 0 X

6. The Lessor shall furnish to the Government, during the occupancy of sald prenuses under
the terms of this leaqe, as part of the rental consider ation, the f0110W1ng

Hothling

7. The Government shall pay the Lessor for the premises rent at the following rate:

Ope lollar L1.00) or the torm hereol, recalpt of which &Ls hereby
acvnowladsed,

Reymentaball be made ok theend of each

ST Covernmoni gl s @ghkx%@mactb@ﬁ%&t@eﬁ@&féh{ gase

aftbagh nd ‘5& R% HERR I Al
(B mmi%éﬂ&%if x@mﬁ&ﬁ ,_ AckuTe %}g s @&9
szﬂxmmgh&scgmf@é@@@k KDL 0T Wﬁ%}l}k,
axcclogatedlohick léié k%@éi I;Q&%u?_ glypes,
pstmw»:s A T RO RRIR 95k
mﬁd l l.,ll.

t
mf? %waiclﬁn s 152, %@@FQW,
zmas: b\ex;@tzmg\atﬁhﬁ W %%{%@k'
i ATy AT hhe R At Hanages oy th & elementior 9@ e
m@mmas;m ey excented k Bravided hoWever: tw{ RS Jc%‘?‘lk%‘éi e

Lessox :shalk give apritten: A%wextberepﬁﬁgithﬁ>\%VQW9%&* HOX O KIS0 l d@ bgggre
thectormination of the lease. .

101860
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U. 9, Standard Form. No. 2 . ¢ . .
(Revised May 6, 1935) [LEASE]
(Shest 2)

9. The Lessor shall;;unless hereinc specifiec-to thescontrary; maintaindhe gaid-premisesdn.goqd;
repair and tenantable condition during the continuance of this lease, except in case of damage arig-
ing from the act or the negligence of the Government’s agents or employees. For the purposg:o 'S0
maintaining the premises, the Lessor reserves the right at reagonable times to enter anQ jnsbect the
premises and to make any necessary repairs thereto, Kx‘.ixxx - i
' e XK K REKAA

10, If the said premises be destroyed hy,fire.ox chgx:ezcs".ﬁﬁl‘t?}fhis lease shall immediately ter-
minate. In case of partial des ughion-or‘ddmage, 50 as to render the premises untenantable, either
.p{g]._»m:x3ma>yv7térrﬁ?h§€@’t5§¥eas'é by giving written notice to the other within fifteen days thereafter,
and ifsosterminated no ront shalkacerueta thediessorzafter suchypartial-destruchion-or.damege.

, 11, No Member of or Delegate to Congress or Resident Commissioner shall be admitted to any
share or part of this lease or to any benefit to arise therefrom. Nothing, however, herein contained
shall be construed to extend to any incorporated company, if the lease be for the general benefit of
such corporation or company. '

sorngraphs 8, 2, 0 and 10 deletod;

Ty g

’ porocracha L2 to 1V toclus=—
. i et e e by med ey e , R A B e -~ o N g
PUe, ancad; nap ol proniscy attocboed; all prior ba oxwoesution horeofl.

3

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have hereunto subscribed their names as of the date

ﬁl.ﬂSt above written. DALY DY SACTA L CA, 8 unleipal

: e corvoration of the State of '

» [ AN kY pd [ s AN a Ll D
In presence of: drk 5T+ Colifornia.
(/ éjp,’l { 2:’ [P il Kﬁﬁ\w . !
Do CL A Rbs 0n N VLUSTUVURRAY 7 Lessor.
Comnissloner of Linence, ex-oifl c\.’ o ULosnisslioner ol FoblicNealety,
7 (Address) and ex=officio .ayor of the City

City Clerk, ox-~oliicio Vliert of Soaka donlca
i

Or a
the Clty Souncil of the “iby of UNITED STATES OF AMERICA; .
Hantn ounica, J (\ -
' By WA /Q . OBt i g -

JOHN A. LooMmis
CONTRACTING OFFICER

(Official title)

(If Lessor is a corporation, the following certificate shall be executed by the secretary or assistaht

secretary.)
I, et s11l)llken , certify that T am the Cowiisglonsr-of

nblle. v rﬁs . : . . T
wSecrataryof the corporation named as Lessor in the attached lease; that fua . lo iirray

R ~ i " R . ' (el )
.ahd L: Ve Precman , who signed said lease on behalf of the Lessor, Yk then
vomini satonar of Fublle Safoty arnid
Comuigaionepeaf  blnaana of said corporation; that said lease was duly signed for and

in behalf of said corporation by authority of its governing body, and is within the scope of its cor-

porate powers. - . . = [
. g . .
7, /

/(,0‘% f/,, W%O%E&xm ]

W, W, Milliken

101880
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INSTRUCTIONS TO BE OBSERVED IN EXECUTING LEASE

1. This standard form of lease shall be used whenever the Government is the lesses of veal
property ; except that when the total consideration does not exceed $100 and the term of the lease
does not exceed 1 year the use of this form is optional. In all cases where the vental to be paid
exceeds $2,000 per annum the annual rental shall not exeeed 15 per centum of the fair market value
of the rented premises at the date of lease.  Alterations, improvements, and vepairs of the rented
premises by the Government ghall not exceed 25 per centum of the amount of the rent for the first
year of the rental term or for the vental term if legs than 1 year,

2. The lease chall be dated and the full name and address of the lessor clearly written
in paragraph 1.

/ 3. The premises shall be fully described, and, in case of rooms, the floor and rocom number of

each room given. The language inserted at the end of article 2 of the lease should specify only the
general nature of the use, that is, “office quarters,” “storage space,” ete.

4, Whenever tﬁe lease is executed by an attorney, agent, or trustee on behalf of the lessor, two
authenticated copies of his power of attorney, or other evidence to act on behalf of the lessor, shall
accompany the lease.

5. When the lessor is a partnership, the names of the partners composing the firm ghall
be stated in the body of the lease. . The lease shall be signed with the partnership name, followed
by the name of the partner signing the same. :

6. Where the lessor is a corporation, the lease shall be signed with the corporate name, fol-
lowed by the signature and title of the officer or other person signing the lease on its behalf, duly
attested, and, if requested by the Government, evidence of his authority so to act shall be furmished.

7. Under paragraph 6 of the lease insert necessary facilities to be furnished, such ag heat, light,
janitor service, ete. ‘

Lk

8. There shall be no deviation from. this form without prior authorization by the Director of
Procurement, except— :
(¢) Paragraph 3 may be drafted to cover a monthly tenancy or other period less than a
year. i ' _

(b) In paragraph B, if a renewal for a specified period other than a year, or for a period
optional with the Government is desired, the phrase “from year fo year” shall be deleted and
proper substitution made. If the right of renewal is not desired or cannot be secured para~
graph b may be deleted. _

(¢) Paragraph 6 may be deleted if the owner is not to furnish additional facilities,

(d) If the premises are suitable without alterations, ete., paragraph 8 may be deleted.

(¢) Paragraph 9 provides that the lessor shall, “unless herein specified to the contrary,
maintain the said premises in good repair, ete.” A modification or elimination of this
requirement would not therefore be a deviation.

(7) In case the premises consist of unimproved land, paragraph 10 may be deleted.

() When executing leases covering premises in foreign countries, departure from the

" standard form is permissible to the extent necessary to conform to local laws, customs, or
~ practices. ,

(h) Additional provisions, relating fo the particular subject matter mutually agreed
upon, may be inserted, if not in conflict with the standard provisions, including a rutual
right to terminate the lease upon a stated number of days’ notice, but to permit only the
lessor so to terminate would be a deviation requiring approval as above provided.

) 8. When deletions or other alterations are permitted sléeciﬁc notation thereof shall be entered
fn the blark space following paragraph 11 before signing.

10, If the property leased is located in a State requiring the recording of leases in order to
protect the tenant’s rights, care should be taken to comply with all such statutory requirements.

U, S, GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE  10-—1§60
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Attaohed to and a part of Lease dated Decem‘ber 8, 1941, by a.nd. betweon
CITY OF SAHTA HOKICA AND THE UNITED. STATES OF AMERIOA . -

: 12 Tha fovernmant ressrvas- tha right to cangsl this leaae o any ranev—

) al thareof upon glving thirty (30) days advance ¥ritten notlce to bhe Leanor.v

: 13. By reason 6f the previously sxisting contract by and betweon the

Lessor and the Douglas Adreraft Co., Inc., dated November 13, 1940, and that

" gertain License Agreement dated November 10, 19&3, the Government hersby recog- -
- niges the right of said Deuglas Aircraft- GO,y Inc., to the Joint nae of the Airport
- am provided in sald contract and 11canaa.; :

. lh The Government, during the period that: uaid premises are used X
clunivuly for military purposes, shall repalr and maintain in servicesble con-
dition the landing areaw and improvements, facilitles and equipment thereon

used by the Government; provided that during the perlod of thig leass or any
. renewal, whenever said premises are not used exclusively for military purposes,

the Government shall perform its proportionate share of the repairg and mainten~
ance of sald premises to the extent made necessary by their use by the ‘Govern~

‘ment, and the Lessor-shall perform its proportiénata share of additional repairs

and. maintanance.

15.. The Governmentiy granted the right, during the existence of this
lease, to camouflage the premimes, and to construct 6r install in or vpon the
demised premiaes such improvements on landing and take-off facilities, Yunways,

"taxiwaya, fernces, landlng and obastruction lights, revetments, harracks, or other

siructures or improvements as may be deemed necessary by the Govermment, all of
which structures or improvements shall be and remain the praperty of the Goverh-
ment and may be removed by the Govermment at or: prior to the termination of this

leage, The Government shall not be required by Lessor to restors the premisss

to the condition existing at the date hereof, except for the removal of all

. camouflage structures and all revetments theresn, which the Government will re-

move at or prior te termination hereof, but the Government may lsave other im~
provements or any portion theregf it deésires, {exzcepting maid camouflage struce

" tures and revetments) on the premises in lieu of rastoration. In no event shall

_the Government be held responsible for the reasonable and ordinary wear and tear,

‘or damages by the elements, or by circumstances aver whioh‘it haa no centrol

16. A1l provisione hereof Tequiring any act or expenditure of funds by
the Government is subjaat ta appropriations being ayailable for augh purpose
or purposes. : :

17. It is understsed and agreed by and between the partieu heroto that,
1f or when, during the temm of this lease, the Government ghould uoqui:s fae

title to. any adJacent 1ands, ‘A% either the Eamterly or Westerly ends of the
airport for the purpose of . extending the airport runwdys, the Governmant shell,

upon. completion of said extension or extensions, sxacute a lease to the City of
Santa Monica on gaid parcel or parcels, on & jJoint use basis, for a considera~ .
tion of (41,00} one dollar per anmm receipt acknowledged. and to run conour-

'rently for tho remaining term of this lease.

e

Exh. A
38




Misc. 3979
\ RECORD OF PnySICAL SURVEY OF LAND AND/OR BUILDs.uS

OITY OF SANTA MONICA, a munioipal corporation, of the State of Oalifoimia
mxxﬂxxmx; OWNER XECOTERN

Henry Bauer Chief, Leasing Section
(NAME OF OFFIGWR) (RANK and ORGANIZATION)
| ___ Swita Monica, California
(LOCATION)

Degember &th, 1941
(DATE)

This record ig to be appended to and made a part of an agreement entered
into between the United States and the above named party.

1, IDENTITY OF PROPERTY:  “SANTA MONICA MUNIGIPAL ALEPORY"

2. OWNER! GITY OF SANTA MONIOA.

3. . TOTAL AREA CONTRACTED FCR: 85.8] acren, more or lLesg |
LAND: __85.87 aores | . BUILDINGS: none

4, CROPS: (Including orchards) , none.

5. BUILDINGS: (Conditionm) . | none _
FLOORS: WALLS: _ CBILINGS: ROOF:

BELEVATOR: L STATRWAYS: PLUMBING: DRAINAGE

6. GONTENTS OF BUILDINGS (Condition)__Use reverse side. Hone

7. FENCING (Condition, amount and type) - ‘ nona

g. OTHER IMPRUVEMENTS (Condition of) _ fme NE-SW comerete runway which was gonmtraote

‘od by WPA and Ak, paid for partly by City and partly by the Govermment.

9. REMARKS: - Xo wnusual conditions

OITY OF SANTA MONIOA, & munigipal
ration of the State of Ga.lifurnia.

\ ) Thuerkhe DI AT 0y BN . :, W, ‘ ,,ﬂv»"*;*). -
Gomia-ionur of Puhl 10 -37 i N/)
ex-officie Mayer of the Gity of | / ;;7’ g
!:ﬂ:i Mlii“ H ()F'FICE OF USING AGENCY
Santa Monicm, Gity Hall, Smata - enry ~~~~~ ) Bauer
Monica, Galiforais. Chief, Leesing Section
A0 (RANK AND ORGANIZATION)
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RUNWAY LEASE
SUPPLEMENT NO. 1
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CLOVER FIELD
SANTA MONICA MUNICIPAL AIRPCRT
SANTA MONICA,. CALIFCRNIA

SPB-5

Besioc Afrport lease No, W04-]83~eng-4804
and Supplemental Agreement #3

BLOCK 6 SCHEDULE "F"
Pages 1 to 8 & Map Exhibit
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Torm Wo. 19

WAR DEPARTMERT | Loase No.  H=1PS-eng-4894
ENOIERERS - | :

GUPPLEMENTAL AGRREMERT O, 1

This supplenantal agrosmant entored intn this £8rd day of July 1948, Yy
and batween the United Gtates of Ameriom, horeinafter oalled the fovemment,
represmted hy the ubnﬁmazﬁng officer exeoubing this szressent, apd the oY
aF SANTA MOWIOA, muﬁwipml Corporation of the gtate of Californin, whosw

sddress i City Hnll, Ssats Monlom, Oalifornix,

! .
hereinafter oelled the ledsor, WITNESSETH tha te
WHRREAS, on the 8th day Desdmbar 1941, the parties harsto entored

into Lowse Ho. ¥ 04-108~eng-4854 sovering property inown ae “ganta Honlew
Atrport, situate parsly within the Oity of senta Hondon dnd partly within

the Qity of Los Anpeles, County of Lom Angeles, Biate of California, oon-
taininy approximately 88,87 worep A1l As more par tioulerly denoribed in xmid
lense for the term somensing Pasenber 8, 1841, and ending twel vo months from
the dnte of the temination of the unlimited ¥atlional Fmergency m8 declared
by the President of the UnitedStatas on May 27, 1941 (Proclesmetion 2487), and

WHERFAY, it is foudd advantageous ard in the tost m’cnrute'of the United
gtetes o modify the msid lense for tiw follewing ressonsy

», to msoept an offer by the lemsor for n oesh settlement in lleu of the
Sovernment's obligation to reaove rovetmants "A% and "E" from ‘the leaned pro-
misws and to restore the aite of sald revetments to its original scnditiony and
to walve any ond all olsims for dmnuges to those portions of the leaned prenises
on whioh said revetmonte mre laoxted, ' _

be Yo fulun the 00 varnmont {rom sny and oll lisbility uriiing out of
the obligation of the fovernment to ranove eanoufls go struoctures from those
portions of the lenssd premises upon fhioh suid rovetments mre losated,

a. To include s covenant apainst conglngent feesy wnd

RAXRYAS under the torma of rmrpgraph 16 of sald lemgo, the Government is
oblignted 5 restore the lesaed promises by remaval of camouflege structures

and revetmentss and

HEERTAS, the oamouflspe structuren and revetmonts "A" mnd "B" were de~
olared surplus by the Uo wrnmorit on 10 April 1845; ard “harens, the Lsssor
han glven notloe that restoration of the premises by the Govermmpent in eocord-
anas with Parngraph 18 of sald lesse will be reqired; und
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WARREAL dhowe « nflsge atructures inntelled iy - Sovarnment up N
sald revetwants hnwe  m romoved from the promises; o,

VIERKAS, 1t hag been deternined to be advantugaous and in the interwnta
of the Oovemment o negotiste & satbelment in lieu of restoration of the
portion of the premines osouplod by seld rovetments "A" and "B"y and Theroas,
the Lessor ls willing, in lies of performencs by the Bovernment of the resto-
ratlan of thet portion of the leneed premisan ococipied by snid revetmants,
ere rdguired by rald lense, to accept the sam of TURER TTOUSARD and ne /100
POLLARE (88,000.00) in consideration of the relense and dis oharpe of the
Govarnment, 1tw officers, apgente, and employees fron ruoy and 8ll wanneyr of
eotione, 1lability mnd nleira for sedd restorstion of the presiises or arising
aut of the esnstrustion and loankion of snid esmoufin ta gtruotures sand rewme-
menta on sald portions of the leaséd pronisea Wy the Ob wermment,

NOW THEREFORW: The seaid leaso fa herety modified in the following parti-
cularg, but in ro othaersy )

1. The Government shall pay % the Lessor the sum of THREE THOUSAND
and no/lOO DOLLARE (§8,000,00) represanting the asoxt of restorstion of
those portions of tha lessed premises cocupled by aeid revetments "A" and
"B" and the cost of removal of seaid revetments "A" and "N,

2. That tho Lessor hereby remises, relecses, and forever dlachargen

the Government, its of ficer, agmts, and employees, of khd from eny and
#11 manner of motions, linbility, wnd olaims mgainst the Covernment, 1ts

offloers mnd agents, which the Lessor now heg or ever will have for the
rostoration of those portioms of sald lensed preiives ccoupied ty seid
revetments "A" snd "IV or by roason of any other matter, osuse or thing
whatuoover partianlarly ardsing out of the sonstruotion and loocation of
esld ommouflnge stfuoturce and revetmants "4" mnd "B" on the leased
promises,

3+ Thet no wmenber of or dalegste to Conpresd or resident cormissioner
shall be sdmitted to any share or part of this agrewent or %o any bensfit
ts arise therefrom, tut this provision ste)l not he construed to oxtend ko
thia agreement 1f made with a eorporation for the zeneral benafit.

4, The Lessor wmrruts thet he has not smployed any porson to soli-
¢it or sesurs this lesse upon sny nireemsnt for u gommission, percesntage,
brokerage, or contingent fee, Hromoh of this wirranty shall glve the
Government the right to anmul the lease, or, ik 1ts discration, to deduct
from the remtsl the amount of tuch commission, perosentaguy, rokorapge, or
eontingant feos. This warranty shallnot asply to commiuntons prystile by
lasgora upon dontracts ar lewdes secured or mede through bonafide esta-
blishad conmercial or selling agenolies muintairned by the Leseor for the
purpogs of peocuring Lusinosa, :

-9 -
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IN WITHESS WABAROY, the partles herato have exeouted this egrsmint
ag of the dey snd yoar Cirst above writtaen,

Viitnens s TR USITED STATRE OF AMIRICA

/ﬂ/ {« (4 Born ’ _ _GW!‘&Q A, Here, Jr,
- Contracting Officer

(GFfisinl Title)

GITY OF BANTA MORICA
s/ Dy Cu Premmn

Gosmi ssloner of Finunes, ex-offisio
Aoting Mayor of the City of B, Y.
Oiey Ball}

(Addross)

Approved  /u/ W. ¥. HAlliesn Bante Mondgs

(Pate)
Commigsionnr of Publid Works,
ex~offielo Btreet ruperintedant,
of the City of Sante Honlew

(1f Lessor is s sorporstion the following certificnte shall be exesutsd by
the sacretary of sasietunt eworetey).

I, ADA H. HATTHEVE s Sertlfy that I em & Teputy
Clty Clerk of the corporation named as Lessor {n the wtteched Bupplemental
Agrosment Mo, 1) that Do Oy PREEMAN s who sipned anid

Supplemental Agresment N¥o. 1 on behalf of tha Lessor, wag theri Aoking Mayor

of sxid alty corporstlony thet #aid Supplaméntal Agrsemamt No. 1 was duly signed
for and in behalf of ssid wrporation by sutherity of its governing body, snd

i within the seopos of ite sorporats powere,

/8/  hdw M. Metthews (Corpwrate
' . Bend)
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RUNWAY LEASE
SUPPLEMENT NO. 2
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WEGODTATED ACHDEWMRNY

Hepotiated feaags Hos Y04-l8d-anpg-4804

PIEMBNTAT, AGK SHE KO, B

w3

This supplewmerntal sproemant, entered into this 188 day of July

44, hsrsinafter called

BoAF ARRE

1948, by snd bebwsen THE UNITED

the dovernment, represeanted by the conbracbing ollicer axscubling thia

azraement, and the GTPY 0F SaNTA MONIGA, a politicel aubdivision of the

stebe of Salifurnis, whose sduress fs JLty Hall, Santa Sonlem, Calif-
ornia, heveineftier called the lessor, YITHHBERTH thaty

SUEARAS, on the Stk day of Decesbar, 1941, the partisas hereto
gnbered into Lospde N8, Wo4wl08wongw4804 for et certain property
gommonly known s the Santa Honisos Wendelpal “Alrport, comprislng

2887 nores,nore or lesy, es wore particulsrly desoribed in Paragraph

2 of said Lexas, whlol snid lease was [ crmally weddlisd vy Supplementury
persement 5. 1 between the parvies, dated 23 July 194b; and

,RE‘S, 1t i3 found sdvauboyeoud and in the best Loberssis of the
states bo furbher nedify the seid lesse Tor the followlng remsonst

initied

1« To vulleve the dovermment of all mainkenangses send opsrabilion
cosbay .

Qe To relicve the Sovernment of the payment of rautal under the
poyms of gnid leasay '

Bow, Pl CREr The gaid lepss ls hereby wmodiffed fn the following
particulars, bub in no othyrs} '

P

tang the torm bhat sertain

wlrectlive 1 July 1848, sand dur
alwesn the Government and the

Interinm Livsnge Lle in elfsct
City of Sanis Yonloo soveriug bthe use, wiinbenangs and
operetion by bthe Lity of Banba Wonlics of ths landing ares

and fsertain sirport fuoilitles on the sants Meniea ¥unlglpsl
Mrport, ssata Menioes, Califownis, snd in gonlormancs with

the terms thereol, the dovervmant la heraby relieved of all
mainterisnce aad overabtion cosbe, end the peymant of rental
reguirsd ol the fovernment by sald lsage, sovering What

portion of ths leading arsa end sivpert faollitias enbrmoed by
sald Jloenas, i
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, the perties hersto have sxeouted bthis agreasaent
{firet alove written.

[N
wear

PHR URTIND STATHY OF ANMERICA

By

GXPY OF S4HTA HOKICA
{(SEAL)
(SIGNED) D, C. FREGMAN - _ (SIGNER)..RAY. F. SCHARER
Commigesioner of IMinance, ex~officio Commissioner of Public Sarfety,

City Clerk of the City of Sente Monice TI6® pxnnffiaio tager.af.the
City of Sants Monica.

{pddrags)
1, D, C. FREGMAN _, oebtify thmt I em bhE | gomnissiones
of Finance, ex-officio . Y . i e
City Clerk of the political subdivialon, OLty of sante

venlon nawed a8 Lessor in the atbachad Supplementary Agreemont Hos 23

that RAY K. SCHA FBR s Who s igned said Jupplewmeutary

psreement NWo. § on babalf of the fwasor, was then  Commissioner of Publie
§a?e“y, exm=officio

Hoyor v of gaid pollticel sukdivision, City of Santa Monlosy

that sald Susplewmenbary Agroement Noe 2 was Guly signed Toy amd in behslfl

of swrid o crporation by subhority of ibs governing body, amd ig within the

soope of 1ts corperate pOwerm.

(SEAL)

{SIGWED) D, C. FREGMAN,.
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U, 8. 8tandard L5 yised U TR A T Y - g M j
Appmvnd by th&s},‘%:g{]}'s" o \ury) . . ) le" wﬁb 'queo 7 K“M“
ay 6, . . e -

" r'he suppliss and services to be obtained by :

this inetrumeat are ail'!.?’g'dr;i?.e'd'by,'_"ar-’ef?fof\ S :BE’_I'WEENfi? i o e e
the purpose set forth i‘f'-»,.',ab':'fcl'Eaf"e qhérgeéb]'e'exﬂ"ﬁf &}”‘A BORTOR ('I‘r‘_""'x' - e
to Procurement Authoritve ~— 7 o e T
gy T 06 232N AN FIN - I
the atmilable balance of which is suffici

AND
“PHE UNITED, STATES OF AMERICA

to eaver cost of same. . : _ , o E
1. THIS LEASE, made and enteréd into thig” - ~E4e#% = - day of - Dasambat .
' ; R Cor St et e i R S
in the year one thousand niné huindred and' “r L Rorty-ome . by and between

Cldy of Sunte Monkea, & Munfbipsl Surpordtion
whose addréssj i;s, Giﬁy i"iinﬁm“i““m“ﬁn“ﬂmﬂl‘ﬂ ﬁwu*mfmutum!&
Sy

for itaslf, its ﬁé&é%&f&%ﬁ%&?}%ﬁﬁm, successors, and assi s, hereinafter called

the Lessor, and THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, hereinafter called the Government:

“\

WITNESSETH: The parties hereto for the considerations hereinafter mentioned covenant and
agree ag follows: ) :

2. The Lessor hereby leases to the Government the following described premises, viz:
That portion of the Hante Menisw Munielpel Colf Course, in the Qity of
ganta Monica, Oounty of Los Angelos, Siste of Galifornia, desoribed nx
followsi Bounded on the Horttwest by a iins parallel to mnd distsat 1800
/a/ foet southoasterly from the nouthensterly line of Ocomn Park Boulewsrd,
e monsursd ot right sagles to srid Ovenn Park Bouleverd; bounded on the nerthenst
POy by the southwesterly Iine of Centinsls Awenus, bounded on the southemst by the
' rgw Oty Limit line of the City of Sants Monica, Onlifornis, and bounded on the
southwest By the northansterly 1ine of Twmnty-gaventh atreot in the meid City,
sonteining approximetely 83 mores, togethar with the two=one =g tory fyame
utllity and repaiy ybogc. containing epprozimately 2600 square fest and all of
the one-itory skagee Club Hovse, éxvepting the Colf Bhop, reatéurent end
loabby, gohslsting of approxime tsly 2400 square foot, Alsd Lot & of the Ceorge
Troot, as psr map recorded in Book 16, Page R) of Meps, racordt of said County,
said Jot boing ineluded in the above mentiormd 83 noren. '

. 4
, 3

to be used exclusively for the follo%fnii bui‘pése‘s“ (see ingtruction No, 8).::": R IR R Rt o
Ellitery purposes.

X ok e T " G

FG gAYV AN 10 HOLD tio sbid premises it their appurtenanees for tho torm bésioning

Décembid 1, WAL L. L.

L ma s AME el
BANLHIEN gunor hereby consents 4 the extonsion of this leass for the flsoul

your beginning July 1, 182, and anding dune 30, 1843. Co e

AR
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G hagigter TN

v g DL e

4, The GovemmenAtv shall not aasign this-léa‘sé"’in'ény event, and shall not-subléf; 'the derriiéed-'--; PAENEN

premises except to a desirable tenant, and for a similar purpose, and will not permit the use of said . -
premises by anyone other than the Government, such sublesaee, and the agents and Servants of the
Government, or of such sublessee. e ' ' .

\

B. This lease may, at the option of the Govetrinetit) be ‘i‘é‘txew}ved from yearto year'at a reh{;gl of - twonie
One hundyed £ifty and no/i00 dollars (§160.00) per mouth, e
and otherwise upon the terms and corditions herein specified, provided notiee be given in writing

to the Lessor at least fAftenn (15 Y days before this lease or any renewal thereof would
otherwise expire: Provided that no renewal thereof shall extend: the périod of: becupancy of the
premises béyond the ~ 30th ..day of . Juns, 1047 . . . :

6. The Lessor shall furnish to the Government, during the occupancy of said premises, under
the terms of this lease, as part of the rental consideration, the following: = =« + Ly

4
. ‘
Nothing,
N BT L B FE R EL L Y
B I L PR RN nE
e e b ah ol finvest poldied f0 o

- oot SR SRR ‘;“” R SRS Ay 4 ‘
7. The Goverhment shall pay the Lessor for ths premises rent af the following rate; ~
One hundred and £ifty snd 1#0/100 dollars (4150.00) per month .

Fisandd Offagr, . 8. Ay, 3676 Wilshire Blvd., Los Angeles, 1 desigmatod
%o pay this asoolnk,

Payment shall be made at the end of enchii M%Wv?‘?m-w et ook elafanlyd b sl o
. EERRORECY EPINCA ,'
8. The Government shall have the right, during the existence of this lease, to make alterations
attach fixtures, and erect additions, structures, or signs, in or upon the premises hereby lease
(provided puch alterations, additions, atructures, or signs shall not be detrimental to or inconsistent
with the rights granted to other tenants on the property or in the building in which said premises
are located); which fixtures, additions, or strucg\xres 80 placed in or upon or aftached to the said
remises shall be and remai'n the property of the Government and may be removed therefrom by
he Government prior to the termination of this lease, and the Government, if required by the Les-
. gor, shall, before the expiration of this leass or renewal thereof, restore the- remirges to the same
- condition as that existing at the time of entering upon the same under this lease reazonable and
ordinary wear and tear and damages by the elementa ox by circumstances over which the Govern-
ment has no control, excepted: Provided, however, that if the %ﬁwe%gggs such restoration, the

Lessor shall glve written notice thereof to the Government days hefore
the termination of the lease, o B '
) e - 1D~-1060
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U\, 8. Standard Formo | [LEasE]

(Roviset May 0, 1085) " .
(Bheet 2)

9. The Lesdor shall; unless heréin ‘giemﬁed'td the contrary, maintaih the said premises in good
repair and tenantable condition during the continuance of this lease, except in case of damage aris-
ing from the act or the negligence of the Government’s agents or employees. For the purposeé of so
maintaining the premises, the Lessor reserves the right at reasonable times to enter and inspect the
premises and to make any necessary repairs thereto, : .

10. If the said premises be destroyed by fire or other easualty this lease shall immediately ter-
minate. In case of partial destruction or damage, 8o as to render the premises untenantable, either
party may terminate the lease by giving written notice to the other within fifteen days thereafter,
and if so terminated no rent shall accrue to the Lessor after such partial destruction or damage.

11. No Member of or Délegate to Congress or Resident Commissioner shall be admitted to any
share or part of this lease or to any benefit fo arise therefrom, Nothing, however, herein containéd
ghall be construed to extend to emy inoorporated company, if the Jease be for the general benefit of
guch corporation.or company. . o o

12, ‘the Government reservds the . right to cancel this lemse at eny tinme
during its life or renswal thereof by glving thirty days written noties to
the lagwor, .

. Paragrsphs %a and B added prior to exesution hereof,

it i kg, o paitos bl have Hetstnto subseribed thes wiiv s of the due
first above written. =~ T S -
R Sees o QIEY OF BANTA MOKNICA, @

v - L uriléipal
In presence of: ' Corporation A

/Q/Dt,ﬁ,xromn _ | “Jn_ -/I.Z ' J e L
Commisaisner of FPinmoe of the .+~ Coimidadioner bf Publis Sapeby Leseor.
_ ity of fanta Monisa. - ex-of fiolo Mayor of the City of
T Lo c;-‘x:""li L - Um‘mi?STATESOFAMEm A,
U pépuby ofbY cirkT By - BAY. . Marshiled Sdduby oot o
o ~ Bagineers, sonkracting offioer

-(pgigm ttle)

SETAT TR PR ER T T €S T S Y SN P

T

|
1

(I Leaso;‘y 1;. & corporstion, thié following certificate shall be executed by thé sefretary or assistant

... Da Cu Frsemen. __, certify that T am the Jmuiigiéf_;é_ﬁwzmsme

_ax-offiolo (lerk of fché;zli%y'loﬁﬁoii . T
SACERMNEYTOL the corporation named as Legsor in the attached lease; that o Lie e Murray

________________ ' n , Wh. " P \ . . :
“Gommissloner of Public Sefety  signed said lease on beh_alf of the Lessor, was then

_sx-offielo Meyor . _ of asid carporatiori; that said Jease was duly signed for aiid
in behalf of said corporation by authority of its governing body, and is within the scope of its cor-

- porate poWer‘s.

101880

| /u/D.u*Frcmn__,[oonng&m]
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GOLFCOURSE LEASE
SUPPLEMENT NO. 1
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Lense No« U=-3L400-dng~-549
Recsee) 332 0M NEGOTTATED AGREEMENT .,
%ﬁe ) 15‘“’ /7‘/% LESSOR ) 3@5{

Gd%‘ BUPTPLEADNTAL ACGREEERNT NOk 1 0
§ 7864

ol agreement entared Into Lhis 206h  duy of Decenbar,
an the Clty of Sante Honlés, w municlpal corporation, whose
113, Banta donlicn, Callifurnia, [or itself, itas sBuccossors,

OF AdRRICA,

Thie supnler
19ht, by and b
addrens e City ¥Hs
and asuslgns, herolpafter goulled the Less p, and the UNLIVED ST
hersinnfiter enlled the Gpvernment, HITHLRSEETH THLT: Co

of Peceumber L9LY, Lasde No.H-3460-ang-549
susor and the Governmont covering tho Santa
nothe ¢lsy of Santoe Yenlesn, County of Loa
angeizs, Ltete of ¢alifornls, eontrining spproximaetely 83 seres, togesher
withn aerfsdn bulldiogs loscsed tharszon, all as more particulurly described

in ths suid leane fur She parlod December 11,1941 to June 30,1943, with ootion
of renswal annuully Shersaftor te June 30, 1947, whioch lense wos duly renewed
by tho Yovernmont to June 30, ivlhb, and

Sy oon the flrst dey
1

WHORLLS
dovernzient o
*4The supplies ]
and services to &« Yo modii'y ssld lesse in connection with ithe proepeosed construce-
be obtained by tlon of & new ranway at Clover #leld, Santa Honien, Colif.
this iastrument .
are authorized U, 30 wecupt an offer by the Lessor for u ctsh settlement in lleu

found advantugeous and in the bust inteveste of the
sald lewse {or the Tollowing raensons:

by, are for the of thu Governmeat's obligntlon Lo restore the leased premlises
purpose set forth to thelr orlglnal conditlon, and to weive any and all clalns
in, are chargedble for future demspes Lo suld premises,

to Procurement

Authority e To reduas Ghe rentsol for sald pramizss.

508-1362wP33%005

A 09h.25 the d. “Fo dicgenss with the servica of Hotice of Hanewsl [or each

available bal- f(lscal yeur, gs now resulred under said ledse.
ance of which

is suffioclent g, To change the Purpose (lauvse of sald laase,
to cover cost ‘
of same. g9 Tao extand sho term of sald lsauey

i * %

and
Fkvnadd, bthe Leéssor has given notlee that restorstlon of the pre-
wlses by the coevernmant, in wmecordance with Paregrapgh 8 of sald leuse, wlll
be regulred; ond

A RHBRBES, 1L har been deteralned to be sdvantageous dnd in tha
Intercst of the Governsent $o relinquish, trepafer, und deliver to tho
Lessop the Titie o certedn Jfaprovesnents whioch mre ne longer reguired by
the Ugvernment: and

WUEREAS, the Lossor 1s willlug, in lileu of performznce by the
Government of the rostormtion requlred by said losoceo, to wsoeept such ime
provements und to accopt a sum ol Une Hundred P10ty Yhosegd end na/100
(8150,000.00) doilars 1u consideration of the difference Uetween the value
of sald ilsprovements and the estlimated e¢ost of reshobution,

KOW, THARSFOAE, in conmlderuztio of the premiscs, the parties
do hereby mutually egree an follows; and the sald leass 1o horeby modilled
In ¢he Tollowing parviculsrs, but in ho others:

1. FParsgraph 2 of sald lense s hereby modiflad, affectlye
January 1, 1945, to elimlinute that portion of the one-story
stueeo Clubhouse now undor lowssa, coasioting of 2400 sBquare (&
8G as Lo roesd us follows: -

"2. The Lussor hareby lessss to the Covernment the following
described prealeas, viz:

Thut portion of tvhe wunte Monler Monlelpsl Goll Couras
In the {1ty of dents Wdonfes, Couniy ol Los angeles,

-
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wbete of twlifornis, descerlbed as [ollowss

noundaed on the Northwest by line parallel to wnd dis-
tunt 100U feet southessterly fros the southragtarly”
lins o Usuan Fapk Dlvd. ,mensured at right #&ngle to

suld Ugesn Park Slvdy bounded o the porthesst by the
pouthwesterly line of Centinela Ave; and bounded on the
sonbheast by the Glty 1imit lina of tha ity of Sants
Honles, Californie; snd boundedon the Soubhwest by the
nopthassteriy line of 27th Street in vhe sald Gity;

alvo Lot "al of the Geerge Treut, as per map resorded
in Baok 16; Page 21 of #Haps Secopds of aseid Lounty; auld
promises contulinlng spproximetely B nerss;
FOGRTRER % [TH the two one<«ptory frame wiillity and repsir
shops contulning spproximutsly 2000 wruarg faet; bus
BUCEPTIRG THE

SBRUE the one-ptory stueco Clubhouse
now locsved on the Horthwest copner of the premlisas
neradn deseribedi

co be used excluslvely for the follow!ing purpongst Construstlion
of & puoway, airport use, wnd osser 211itury purposesn,”

2 Pupegraphs 3 and % of pald lesso ape deleted, and Shores ia
&nserted in Llleu theraof the following Papagraah 33

K, 79 HAVE S HILD the sald promisss with thelr
appurtenandgs for the teram beginning Jaly Ly 10hy through
June 30, 194%, provided that unluss the Gavernamant shall
4lve notive of terminetion in sesordunse with provisioens la
hersof, this leuse ahsll ramaln in Tave theroal tyr fron year
to year without furtner notlee; provided, turther, that
ndaguate appropristions ars avalluble frow your to ysar for
the puyment of rentudis; snd provided, further, tusi this
lense shall in no avent extend beyond the twelve months

Cafter the offleral termination of the exlsblng emergancy
ue doeisred by ke President of the dnived Sfaten an day
27, 194l (Proclomation 2487}

3, Fapagreph 7 of sald Tense 1s hershy modifled so asx to reud as
follows! :

ey, the dovernment shell pey the Lessor far the promlees nent
@l mt the Collowing rute: :

Une Hundred Fifty and no/100 (§150.00) dollars per
month %o and including Pecewber 31, 194k; therealier, one
and no/ /100 {51.00) follars Tor the remaeinder of the teras
hereel; recelpt of whieh One Dollar. le hepaby nceknowladged.
vpyment sheli be wadae at the end of ewgh edlondar mon th
by the Finunce ufflcer, Unlted stales .ruy, LS0 #lasion b,
San Fruncisco, Solifdrnia.t

jh, Paragraph B8 of suid lease 1s hereby modl{lcéd 80 o8 to reed B39
followe:

g, The Jovepnment ehall hove tha rlght, during the existoncs
af this leuse, ©o sake slterstlong, attseb fixturas, and

ersct addaitvions, strusturss or slgns in or npon the premises
hereby leasad; which Fixtures, sdditions or shrustures &o
plueod in or upon or attached Lo said premisey alizll he and
pamalin the property of the Jovernwent and mey be resoved
therefrom by the Government prilor to the terulnuvlion of fhic
Lonse .

5* The Yovernment heraby rellinyulnsbes, trsnslers, apd delivers

| te the Lessor fhe lmprovemantsy shown on Yehedule 4" attsched
hqr@to, heretolore made and constructed by the Government now 1n
gwd upon the land dnd premives above descrlibad,

&l Yhe Jovernment. shull psy wo (s Legsopr Yha sud gl One Hundred
! FArEy Thousond (§150,000.60) pollurs, in gonslderstlion of ths
difforenae between Lhoe velue- of said, lupreovements woid the

astimaied cook of the restorstlion rejulred oy sald lanse.

-2 .
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The wassor will, as of Jenuavry 1, 194%, sesume custody and

cape of ths Ulubhouse whiclh 1& belng dsletaed {row the pre-
wises under ludse ez provided heretulore in ﬁvrugruph 1 of this
Sunylmaental sgraesydent.

Ine Lepsor hereby vemlsus, relecsss, and forever dlmehargss Lhe
Govermaent, it offlesrs, agembs, wnd employess, of und from
sy and ell meaner ol astions, lisblli¢y, snd glalss (excapt
any anorld rent fop the period snding Deeember 31, 1944) sguins
the Opvernment, ite offisers end sgents, whleh the Leasor

now hae or ever willhave [or the resteraiion of sald leuwsed
premlocs Lo their orlginal sondlilon or by reasgnszol wny other
mutter, oeMse or thibg whatsocever peartleulurly ardsing out of
gald leusse’ and ths opeupation by the iHovelnment of the efore-
setd pramises % 4n mutaally underatood and agpeud thot Lhe
paynent ewlied {ur in Parsgraph 6 of tnis Supylemental apglese
ment, nesmely the suw of Upe Hundred ¥Firty Thousand Dellars
(nl;u,QUU.uba s full compenseation or oll damoges disclosed

or ubdiselosed which wmuy have been c¢uused, or which nuy ba
enuned in the {ubtulrey %o the Lesnor or any other person ¢lsl.-
ing an interest o weld leused prenizes by the usae or ocoupsndy
G6f suld premlises by the Covernaent, and Lessor ngrass Lo accapt
aedd stm in lisw of any vright to demand th: peturn e the preoenmi
by the Goverrnnunt 1 &g gond sondltion as that exlating at the
tiwe of enturiag uwpon the same under sald lesse; and In further
considerstion of wsmid sum, Lessor heraby walves any olslm

whieh 1% han or aight heve in the fature for wny and wll dumage
diselosed or undlsclvend, of the nuiurs above descrlibeds
shuther the sets redating to such clulm be now known to the
Lensor orF whebther sush tlslin muy arlse in bhoe fubure ocut ol ue
now uninpown and not now antlalpated.

tiy wwavse ol or delegate to Longress or residaont commipsioner
shall be adnittad to sy & ¢ or papht of this agreement or
to mny banof Lt to arise Lhevafrom, bubt thig provisions shell
ot be gopstraed 0 extend to this agreemant I mnds with a
gorporsvion {or the Genpgal benellit,

fct

The Leesor worpants thui he hua not employed sny person %o
aolicti or securs thin lewse upon any sgrespent for a commnls-
slon, pereeptogs, brokerage, or sontingent fee. DBreach of
this warranty shell glve the government ine right to snaul
the lsaaa, or, in 1ts diseretion, to deduet Cronm the rental
the amount of sueh commlission, percentage; bhrokerage, op
sontingent Leou. This worrsnty shall not apply v sommlis-~
nions payable by lessors upon conbtragts or lesses gediured ov
mede Chrough bona (ide estrbllsbed éonmerelal of malling
agoneles melintulied By Lhe Lessor [or the purposs of aeuurlng
huslinase. .

AITHEGES WBEXEOF the partles herelo hove ehucuxad thils 1natnumenu
pnd yesy Clitut above wrlttend

CIWY GF SafTi HMONICa, w muh.oorpy,

By L. . HURRAY
of li“&u&b,ﬁ&'Oifl&LU Comwineionar of Publle nelaty, ex~
Hhe Wity of : offieio duyor of the G4y of Goe s
nta .>,0hi(§-\\, [ox= - ’

Tig UILTED

Qsﬁywdwyww“&«&VN,;x-“é{;;wq;A

“Peontrrat ing Wfileer)

OF AMERIGA

L (39, frevmects verbiflowtlion Thas « J. dyreasy wis Comm.of
y Fublie wfety, rfollows.)
- 3 -
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BCHEDY LY LY
to bhessor Yoader

Governnobi~owned Improveuants {panslérred
guppleneotsl agrevaunt Ho. 1 to

Banse Ha. d-3Lo0-gng~2l9

411 Tovatments loonted on the lagsad pramises, excerpiing ene revetannt
ant - bangur bulldings wsed by Avray &lp

togsted South of Lhe fovaram
Praining Commnnd.

add Ltions in, wbout or
tn othe Horthwest cornsr
and

Foupean,festers Teahniend
aAlterations and
Slubhonse loented
snnoullege atrudturas,

gald Clubhow: mullding.

nueterial

A11 vovernment-owned struoiures;
the ona-abtory sbtuged
frpas, lrnobadiog

Lo
abbeohud Lo

sttached
of the ifcasad
nstting bually

o
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(1f Lessor iz a sorporstion, the following certificnte
ghall be exscubted by the Secretary or Assistant Secretary)

I, D, C. PREEMAN  oertify thet I em the Conmigsioner of
Pinance of %the Gity of Santa Monioa, & Municipal Corporation, named as
YossoF in the attrohed lease; that L. J» MURRAY who signed sald
lense on behalf of the Lessor, was then {omm, of Publio Bafelty of said
Munioipnl corporation; that asid lease was quly signed for and in behalf
of said Munileipal Corporation by suthority of its governing bedy, and
45 within the scoepe of its corporate powers.

SPAL. (STGNED) D Co FRERHAHN (CORPORATR
SEAL)
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RESOLUTION 13%5% ' sopYe

LESSOR _
PR THAL JOTET SURVEY AND CONDITION REPGRT

This Terminel Joint Survey and Condition Report is made by the
undersigned lessor and the undersigned ropreventative of the Government
in connsction with the amendment of Lemse Nos W=3L60-eng-549 by Supple-
nental Agreement He. 1, which Supploenental Agresmoent provides for payment
of a epah Gottlement to thoe lessor in lieu of the OGovernmsnt's obligation
to restore the lesged premises and which deletes Irom said lLeane any
ohligation by the Government to resbtore the laased premisos at the ter-
minatli n of salild lonses :

the following items of restoration are sonsidered by the lessor
to bo the only iteme which sre the responsibility of the Governuent, take
ing inis consideration (a) the prizinal Joint Survey sxd Stabewent of
Conditlon of Premises and (k) ordinary wear and benr heaod on the purpose
of the lease, and are the only items for whioch the lessor demands restoraw
tione :

The following improvenents and instellmtions heve been construete
eds barrsciks, latrines, towers, sheds, hangars, ratinforced consrete sghael-
tors, camoufle e buildingws, voadways and streets, underground sheltors,
sonorete and dirt revetmentsy crovel, maoadam and asphalt streots, run-
woys,; roads and parking aressy wood fences, bridges and salverts, Com=-
muniocation trenches, fox holes and bullding foeundatlons huve beeh exs
savateds Concrate foundaticns, plers snd slabs heve heen sonsbrasted and
s dump site establishod.

Gontour of practicelly the entire nrea ¢f the property has been
altereds Lurge areds have been tyroeanted with weed killing ochemicels and
the top soil rendered tterile, All tame gress $g deond over the entire
propertye AL losst 260 trses and 100 shrubs of assorted sizes and vari.
sties have Been destroveds Approximately BOO trop situmps rovein on the
propeyty.s

fightoen Greens, two pulbing Oreens and sixteon Falrweys and
fees heve boen obliterated, Twoe Falrwaye and feas are coversd wilith dume
ouflare bulldings.

The water and sprinkiing systom haes boen destroyed or damaged
6ver the entire property. The Gop gail from large arees hes been removed
Prom the property. A woven wire fonce hag been removed {rom souwbh bound-
ary line and estanlished ln o different locations

ke
T

The steel pipe hendrall frow the Clubhouse to the Starters beoth
hins boen raemovede '

Gne door and 8ll windows and window panes have beann removed from
the Btarters bouthe

JURYEY OF CLUBHOUSH

. Lerge gquantities of vovoe!l tiles ave Lrokens tarts of the exterlor.
walls sre  einted with eamouflage peint and cther parte are streaked with

ptaine A wooden Crame has besn attnched fo ithe wallu and censtructed
anaross Lhe roofl to supnoert a ua%&Hﬁ}ﬁge nete Four lirht shedes mnd globes
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ayre wissing (rom the west porsh and five 1ight shades and globes are
nigsing Trom the easgt poroh.

Ments Toilet Koom (In Glubhouse)

Fart 0f tile trim arcund window has heen removeds Two toilet
soats, vane tollet tank, cover and fuur deor knobs are wiseing. The origle
nal concenled het and cold water pipes have boen disconnected and exposed
pipes have heen installed. patnt L posling from the caeiling and walls,
Plagbor hes been removed from helow the wiadow and holes have boen boraed
through the wost parditicn wall, The g1le floor is spiled and mtained.

“Une window soresn is miseinge

Mon's Shower Room (sn Olubhouse) ' S

txposad waber pipes hnve bedn inotalls & and she original system
dissonnected, Pipe holes have beon bered through the weast walle paind
16 peoling from the celling and wallse Pipe holes bored through tile
wainscobe Two panes of obseurs plese are cpracked in the west windows
Thore are several nail holes in the plaster on the north wall. '

'%@n'glhcﬁker foom {in Gluﬁhﬁﬁ&é)

_ Three panes of ohsoure plags are broken in wagt windowse Casb
{ron frame on webter heater is broken, partition has been romoved., Two
wooden panels are split in ocutside doors Five knobe and bolts arc migg~-
ing from drors. Two light shades and globes are miesings Lerge holan
have beenm cut in the pluster waulls and celilng near the water houteoXs
Humerous nall heles appesr in the plaster on the four walle. The west
half of bthe south well sund a strip of the seiling have been domuged by wae
bors The walls are soiled., Several holes have been broiken throuph the
concrete Tloor. ‘

Hen's Luunge Woom (1in Clubhouge)

A mullion in the west window hag been lousened and pushed inwarde
Gne pane of obssure plmas ts crackeds Holes have beon bored through the
enterior wall end.window casing, TFlagtor has heoen removed from above win-
dowe Thero are water staling on the osiling and the wal® are soiled, in-
suletad wiring has been sttached to. the walls and seilings A partition
pnd shaiy rell has been constructeds

Repair Shop {In cigbhouse)

One enemeled steel ginlk and waster trep is nisginge One pane
of slenr glace ta broken in soubth window. The oak Fleoor in the south room
is scerred, scratohed snd hoas geveral holeg gouged in i%. One woodaen
panel lock end night-latoh have poon removed from the oubside doors The
cak flooyr in the north room hes boeen saturatbed with oil, Thaore are sove
eral smell holoes in the plastered wallse The walls and celling are goll-
6de Three light globes are nisslngs
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GOLP SHOP(In Clublicusa)

Two panes of slear plase from east door are missing. One pane
of eléar pless is missing from east window snd one pane of clear glass
above window is.creckeds The lock is missing from the east doors One
lanp shede und globe are missingse Two holes have boon broken §n the conw
srete floor. The wally and celling are soiled ond there are numerous =
small holes in the plasber on wallss

Haln Lounge Room or Resteurant (fn Clubhouse)

. Nine penes of oclear glasy have bLeen removed from the west wall
doors und ons pane from the east doovs Twe window sashes and glass panes
are niseing from osst window. One partition with glags panels has been
removeds The wooden door to s upply room has been cut inteo two sootions.
B8ix pglass doors and all ghelving from the trophy gaseas are nissing. TFour
light Pixtures, 1% upholstored stools and three door locks are misaing.

One hardwood serving gounter hns baeon removed and left ovtside in the
weathers Parts of twe light Flxturss are misslnge One floor gink has
been renoveds, Four light shades and thirtyethree light globes are mimeing.
The walls ere soiled and there sre several small holes in the plasgtar,

Kitahon (Iniclubhaueﬁ)

Twe wood panel supbuverd doors are miseinge OUne skylight fs broe
ken, Shelves have been installed across the east wall., Paint on walls,
doors und cabinets is badly seerred end soileds Puint on colling iIs badly
soiled and is peeling off. The original water pipes hove been disconnedte
ed and new surfuece pipes instelled, There sre nany pipe and nall holes
in .the plastered walls, Ons pone of obseure glazs is brokon in the sly-
lighte one electric switoh, one favcet kandle and onve dupbanyd door latoh
are missinge ' o

Sﬁaraﬁp Boom Hoe 1(in Clublhouge)

, Hhelving has besn instolled soross the norbth and west welly, The
waellyg ore.soiled and the plagtered walls have numerous nall holes,

Women's Lounge Room{in ¢lubhouse)

S One outside d-or is miseing and the sereen dotr has been detadhaed.
#lve holes have been bored through the window sasked, two holes bthrough the
putside door casinpe Plester har been romoved from # guall ares below the
enst windsw, O(ne hole hag beon horaed through the wouth wall and there are
many niil holes in the wellse Paint en the ineslde door is badly soiled
aud searreds The wells sre streakdd and soileds, The oseiling is seiled.
Paint on the floor border is peoling off,

Women's Looker Reom (in Clubhouse)

Four holes have bgen bored through the windew sasinge Paint on
doors gxaxrx and wolle ig searpred and badly soilede Une attached wall sire
ror ls misgsing snd the spot where 1t wus is peinted a different color,
There are meny neil holes in tho plastered walls,
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Women's Wash, Shower arxd Teoilet Room (frn Clubhousa)

one wall levatory and one tolilet have been removed and installed
in adjoining storercom. Surface wator und drain pipes were installsds
One steel shower perel kas been deotashed from the walle Plaster ond stesl
1ath heve been vremoved from & largze arom of the partition wall of adjoining
storsrocm, (ne shower heod and four sets of shower fauget hendles are
missings Paint on walls, doors, cetliing, onbinet and shower sabinebs 18
bedly nayred and soileds ratint is peeling from walls and asilings There
‘are mumerous nail holes in plaster on engt wall,

sﬁqrﬁraem:ﬁm. 2 (In Glubhouse)

' A wood partition and platform have been consbruochbed, A toilet
snd wall lavetory heve been installed with surfnee wabex pipe and drelne.
There are seversl pipe and nail holes in the west walle The walls-are
sailads : :

BURYEY OF S10P SUTLETHG

Approximetaly 00 feet of partitions were ingbtalled, Eipght window
sashes and panes, one door and six door looks are miassings Two enanol '
sinks sre nissing, The original wnter and drain pipes have been discon-
nested and surface pipes itnstelled. The orilginal slectrical wiring has

pesn disconnected wnd surface wiring installeds Bight lipght fixtures
aye missinge ,

SURVEY OF GROUNES SUILDING

Latrine in Southenst Corner

One¢ lowetanlk toilet, one tollet seat, one teilet tunk eover, one
goap dispenser, one luvatory trap, two swinging deors and bwo window
sanghes and panes are missinge

Corrugated Iran Storege Bullding

one window sash wad glass panes is missings There is & large
hole in the west walls '

Stora

Shack

- Ho changoes
2391 Bhed

A lewmn~to hag been consbructed. Throe window snshes end glogs
nenes, and one woed pansled door are nissinge '

Latrine on West Doundary

Twe panel doors, one low-tenk tollet, ons wall levatory, snd
one tank cover are missing, Two window panes are broken.
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Bleven wooden bridpes and culverts are missing.

CITY OF SAXTA MONICA, a muniocipal
“sorporation,

Bv( PTOHED) Ly J. MURRAY

Tommissioner of Puslic §afety, @ Yom

cafficio Hayor of the City of Santa
Honioa.

(SEAL)
ATTRS Ty

(BIGNED) Do U. FRUEVAL

Tommissionsr of Financa, GuwolTicio

City Clerk, ex<officio Clerk of the

gity Council of the Clty of Sante
Honloca.

v rngx- % @&8

(SIGH®D) ADA H. MATTHEWS

Dated 20 December 194,

(SIGNED) Orval N, Nail

{Unfted States lepresencative)

{\Euqﬂéj Negotlator Used Real Estate
(Hank, Organization §tation)

TOwier or Buthorited reproynntative)

~[Kddre5s)
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GOLFCOURSE LEASE
SUPPLEMENT NO. 2
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form Nd. 19 NEGOTIATED ACGREEMENT
WAR DEPARTWRENT '
ENGINEERS Negotlated Lease No. W3460-ang~549

SUFPIENENTAL AGREEWENT NO. 2

This supplemental agreewent, entersd into thisg 156th day of July,
1946, by and between TUF UNITED $TATES OF AMBERICA, herelinalter called
the Govermment, represented by the contracting offlcer execubting this
agreement, and the CITY OF SARTA HMONICA, a political subdivision of the
State of Californis, whose address ls City Hall, Senta Wonica, Calif-
ornia, hereinafter called the Lessor, wTTNE85ETH thaty

WHERRAS on the lgt day of Leoember, 10&1, Lhe partiea hereto
entered into Leaass No. W&ébouong -549 for thabt certain propsrty commoaly
known as the. Santa sonice Municipal Golf Uourse,. comprisinﬂ 83 acreag,
mora oxr less, as more particularly described in rarapraph 2 ol said
leage, whiah sa¢d loasa wasg formerly modifisd by Supplemental Agresment
¥o, 1 between the parties, dated 20 Decenbear 1844, and

WHERSAZ,1t ls found advantagsous and in the best Interest of the
United States Lo further modify the sald lease for the following remsons:

l1e To relieve the Goveroment of all maintenance and operablon
cogtg;

2. To relisve the UGovernment of the payment of rental under the
terms of sald lessae; .

FOW, THEREVORZ: The gald leass Is hershy modified in the following
particulars, but in no others;

Effective 15 July 1946, and durlng the term that a cebtain
Inte¥inm License is in effect bebwoen the Govermment sad the
City of Santa Wonica covering the use, malntenance &nd opsra-
tion by the City of Santa Monlea of the landing ares and
certain alrport facilities on the Santa Monica Munioipsl
Alrport, Janta Monlca, Celifornle, and in conformance with
the terms thereof, tho Government is hereby relieved of all
maintenance and oparation costs, and the psyment of rental
required of the Govermment by salid lease, cove:rin5 that portion
of the landing avesa and alrport facllitles ewbraced by gald
lloense,
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IN WITHESS WHF%EOF the purtles hereto have exscubed this agraamenb
ag of the day and yoar Lir t above ymitton. '

TIE UNTIED STATES OF AMERICA,

WEINEISES
BY (STGNED) FRED H. JOHNES TON
Fred H. Johnston
Contracting Offlcer
CITY OF 3J&NTA MOWICA
(SIGNRD) D. C. PREGMAW ' By (SIGNED) RAY T, SCHAFER,
Commyssioner ¢ Finance, ox-olfiielo Commissioner of Public Safety, oxw
Gity Clerk of the City of Samnta Title officio Mayor of the city of
Monioa. Santa Monica :
o City Hall, Sentae dMonica, Calif,
(8RAYL) (Addreas)

I,_D. 0. FRHE
Fipance, ex-officio )
CITY CLGRY, ] of the politleal subdivision, Ckby of Santa HMonlca.

, cortlf{y that I awthe Compissioner of

nemed s Lessor in the attrohed Supplemental Agreswent No. 23 thet

RAY T, SCHAPER y Who S¢Rn8d sald Supnlemﬁufﬂl Agreament No. 2
i i . ‘ Commissioner of Public Sefety, ex-
on belwlf of thne Lessor, wag then officio Mavor. : of gaild

political bubdiViﬂiOﬂ, Lity of 3ante Monica; that sald Supplemental
Agreenent No. 2 was duly signed for énd in behﬁlf of ¢ald City of Santa
¥onlca by suthority of its governing body, and is within the scope of

its ocorporalte powers.

(8BAL) (SIGWED) D. C. VREREMAN {CORPORAT
‘ ' . ( SEAL )

D
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L MEN. BY TBESE PRESEMS:

) That, the UNITED STATES or AMERICA, scting hy and through
AR_ASSETS ADMINISTRATION under and pursuant to Reorgesmization
oYen One of 1947 (12 F.R. 4534), and the powers and suthority con-
tained in the provisions of the Surplus Property Act of 1944, as
emsnded, snd applicable rules, regulations, and orders, PARTY or
‘THE FIRST PART, in consideretion of the asaumption by the. CITY OF
SANTA MONICA, & body corporate and politie under the laws of the
California, PARTY GF..THESECOND: PART, -of .all tthe obligaw-
tions and its taking subject to certain reservations, restrictions,
and conditions and its oovenant to abide by and agreement to certain
other reservetions, restrictions, and condltions, all as set out
hereinafter, has remised, relessed and forever quitcleimed, end by these
presents does remise, relsase, and forever quitclaim to seid City of
Sante Monies, its successors and assigns, under and subject to the
reservations, restrictions, and oonditions, exceptions, and reservation
of rights hereinafter set out, all its right, title, interest, and claim
in and to the following described real, personal, or mixed property
situated in the County of Los Angeles, State of Californis, te wit:

(1) Tract f1 - A temporary easement granted by Raymond
E. Wright and Lule Nancy Merter Wright, husband and wife %o the
TUuited States of America, by easement desd dated 21 October 1942,
for right-of-way to locate, relocate, comsiruct; reconstruet, maine
tain, repair, operate, renew, enlarge, remove and replace, increase
/gr change the number and/br size of conduits, pipes, pipe lines,
aocessories and appurtenances for the conveyence and disposal of
. sewage and/br offluent under, over, along snd upon that certain land
situated in the County of Los Angeles, State of Celifornie, described
as followss

& strip of lend 10 feet in width, situate in the City of
Los Angeles, County of Los Angeles, State of Celifocrnis, being under
and across a portion of Lot 94, Tract No. 12450, as per map recordsd
in Book 235, Pages 20 and 21 of Maps, Records of Los Angeles County,
lying 5 fest on each side of the followlng desoribed center line,

Beginning at the intersection of the Southeasterly line of
said Lot 94 with the center line of Wasatch Avenus, (50 feet in width),
said point being North 329 34t 40" West, a distence 138,81 feet from
the intersection of the center line of Wasatch Avenus and the center
line of Woodgreen Street (60 feet in width); thence North 32° 34' 40"
West along the Northwesterly prolongetion of the centier line of
Wasatch Avenue a distance of 44.00 feet to & point in the NorthWesterly
line of sald Lot 94, conteining 440 square feet, more or less.

(2) Tract #2 - A temporary easement gramted by the Southern

galifornia Water Company, a corporation orgsnized and existing under

end by virtue of the laws of the State of Californim, to the United
Stetes of America, by easement deed dated 22 October 1942, for right~
of-wey to locate, relocate, comstruct, reconstruct, maintain, repair,
operats, renew, enlargs, remove and replace, incrense and/or change

the number and/br gize of conduits, pipes, pipe lines, accessgories

and appurtensnces for the eonveyance and disposal of sewage a.nd/er
effluent under, over, along and upon that certain land situated in

the Couaty of Los Angeles, State of Galifornia, described as followe:

A strip of land 10 feet in width, situate in the City of
Los Angeles, County of Los Angeles, State of Californiae being under
and across a portion of the Subdivision of the Lends of Samuel Cripe
in the Bancho La Ballone as per map recorded in Book 1, Page 64,




.fLicensod Surveyors Maps, Records of sald County lying § feet on each
-side. of the following desoribed conter line: Begianing at the. inter-
seotion of the Nortiwesterly line of Lot 84, Traot No. 12450, aé per
map recordsd in Book 235, Pages 20 and 21 of Maps, -Records of Los®
Angeles County, with the Northwesterly prolongation of ‘the center
line of Weantoh Avenue, (50 feet in width)} said point being ¥ 32°
34' 40" West, a dlstance of 182,81 feet from the intersection of the
ocenter . llne of Wasatoh Avenue mnd the ocentsr line of Woodgreen
Stroet, (60 fost in width); thence North 32° 34! 40" West along

the Northwcsterly'prolongation of the center line of Wasatch Avenue,
. distance of 16 feet to the Northwésterly line of said Subdivision
of the Lands of Samuel Cripe in ‘the Rancho La Ballona, countaining
160 squere feet, more or less.

(3) Tract #56 ~ A tomporary easement granted by the Bank
of America National Trust & Savings Associstion, a netional banking
association, owners, end Gore Bros. Ine., & corporation organized
and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the 8tate of (ali~
fornia, Vendee, under a land purchase comtract, Yo ‘the United States
of Ameriom, by easement deed dated 21 October 1942, for right-of-way
to locate, relocate, construct, resconstruct, maintain, repair,
oparate, renew, enlarge, remove and replace, incrgase und/br change
the number and/br size of conduite, pipes, pipe lines, accessories
and appurtenaunces for the conveysnoe and disposal of sewage and/br
offluent under, over, along and upon that certain land situated in
the County of Los Angeles, State of California, described as follows:

A strip of land 10 feet in width situate in the City of-
Ios hngeles, County of Los Angeles, State of Califoranis, being under
and aoress a portion of the 10.70 Acres of Fractional Jose De La Luz
Machado 61.97334 Acres in the R,ncho La Ballona, (District Courd
Cass Number 2722) as per map recordod in Book 3, Pages 204 to 209
inolusive, Miscellansous Reocords of los Angeles County, lylng 5 feet
on sach side of the following desoribed center line: Begimning at
the intersection of the Southeasterly line of said Fractional Jose
De Luz Machado 61.,97334 Aores with the Northwesterly prolengetion of
the center lins of Wasatch Avenue (thatch Avenue shown on Trast No.
12450, as per map recorded in Book 236, Peges 21 snd 20 of Maps,
Records of said County) said point being North 32° 34! 40" West slong
the Northwesterly prolongation of the center line of Wasetech Avenue,
a distance of 198.81 feet from the intersectlon of the center line
of Wasatoh Avenus (50 feet in width) and the center line of Woodgreen
Street (60 feet in width); thence North 32° 347 40% West 11.19 feet;
thence North 65° 08! 43" West 442.15 feet to e point in the Northe
westerly line of said Fractionsl Joss De Luz Meohado 61.9753%4 Aores,
containing 4533 square feeil, more or less.

. (4) Tract 4 = A temporery sasement grented by Gors Bros.
Inc,, & corporation organized end existing under and by virtus of

the laws of the State of Californis, bto the United States of Ameriocs,
by easement deed dated 20 October 1942, for right-of-way to loocate,
relocate, construct, recomnstruct, maintain, repair, operate, renew,
enlarge, removs and replsce, incrsase and/%r change the number and/er
s1ze of condults, pipes, pipe lines, accessories and appurtenances

for the conveysnoce and disposal of sewage and/br effluent under,

over, along and upon that certain lend situated in the County of Los
Jnpeles, State of Californis, deseribed as follows:

A 3trip of land 10 feet in width, situate in the City of
Los Angeles, County of Los Angeles, State of California, being under
and aoross a portion of Fractional Jose De La luz Machado 61.97334
&cres in the R ncho La Ballona (District Court Cass No. 2722) as per
nap recorded in Bodi 3, Pages 204 to 209 inclusive, Miscelleneous
Records of Los Angeles County, lying 5 fest on each side of the
_ following desoribed center line: Commencing at the intersection of

-2
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o " Book_QR(BRPags 21 2
-';ghe-genter'line.bf Wasateh -Avenue (60 feet in width) and Woodgreen
Street’ (60 feet in width), shown on Tract No. 12450, as per mep
recorded im Book 235, Pages 20 end 21 of Maps, Records- of Los
Angeles County; bthence North 329 34' 40" West elong the center
line end prolengation of the conter line of said Wasatch Avenus,
& distance of 210.00 feet; thence North 65° 0B' 43" West 442.15
feet o the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. Thence North 65° 08! 43"
West 425.10 feet; thence North 38° 33" 55" West 25.50 feet to.
the point of termination in the Southeasterly line of Woodbine
Avenue (27 feet wide) shown on Tract No. 12387 as per map recor~’
ded in Book 249, Page 13 of Maps, Records of lLos Angeles County;
gaid- point of termination being North 57° 11' 50" East 25.50 feet
from the most Southerly cormer of seid Tract No..1lR367.

_ (5) Trect {5 - A temporery right-of-way for construc-
tion, operstion, maintenance, remewsl, and removel of a sewer line
along, eecross, beneath and over the following deseribed property,
to wib:

The Southwesterly ten (10) feet of Lot 62 of Traet 12367,
in the City of Los Angelss, Counby of Los Angeles, State of Caelifor-
nia, as per map recorded in Book 249, Peges 12 and 13 of Meps, ro-
cords in the 0ffice of the County Recorder of said County and State,
 granted by & lease entersd inte by and between the Bank of America
National Trust and Savings Association, a National Banking Assocla~.
tion, and the United Stetes of America, on 1 September 1842, as
modified by Supplemental Agreements: 41, daved 10 January 1944,
42, deted 31 July 1944, #3, dabted 4 Augnst 1946, and §4, dated 50
December 1946, which was duly transferred end sssigned to the
Capital Company, & Californis Corporation, on 7 September, 1645.

(6) That certain sower pipe lins coustructed pursuant
to and all rights ecquired by, that certein Resolution of 9 October
1942, in the Minutes of the Board of Public Works, City of Los
ingeles, Page 205, Book Nos 325, granting psrmission to the Federal
Government to instell a sanitery sewsr in Stewert Avenue between
Rose Avenue and Woodbine Sgreets.

(7) Those gertein chettels enumerated in Scheduls nah
attached hereto end made a part hereof as though fully set forth
hereat.

EXCEPTING, HOWEVER, from this conveysnoce all right, title,
and intersst in and to all property in the neture of equipment,
furnishing, and other personel property loceted on the land leased
from the City ef Senta Mnica as heroinafter set out, which can be

. removed from the land wit out material injury to the land or struc-
tures locsted thereon, other than those chatbels enumerated in
Schedule "A" atteched hereto end made a part hereof as though fully
set forth hereat, snd reserving to the PARTY OF THE FIRST PARY for
itself end its lessees, licensees, permitees, agents, and assigns
the right to use the property excepted hereby in such & menner &s
will not materially and adversely affect the development, improve- i
ment, operation or maintenance of the airport and the right of re-
moval from said premisss of such propsrty, all within a reasonable
period of time after the date hereof, which shall net be construed
to mean eny period more than ome (1) year after the dete of this in-
strument, together with a right of ingress to and egress from sald
promises for such purposes.

Further, the PARTY OF THE FIRST PART, for the comsideration
hereinabove expressed, doos hereby surrender, subject to the terms
and conditions of %this instrument, to the PARIY OF THE SECOND PART,
the former's leasehold interest in and to the premises known as
"Clover Fisld, Senta Monica Municipal Alrport", set forth and des-
crived in Lease No. W-04-193-Eng-4894, dated 8 Dscember, 1941, as
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m@dified by Supplemental Agreements: 1, dated July 23, 1945, end #2,
dated July 15, 1946; snd in Lease No, W-3460-Eng~549, dated December 1,

1941, as modified by Supplemental Agreements: i1, dated Dscember: 20,
1944, and #2, dated July 15, 1946, both from the City of Senta Honica
o the United States of America, and including 168.87 acres, more or

less of land situated in the County of Los Angeles, State of California.

THE PARTY OF THE SECOND PART does hereby release the PARTY

OF THE FIRST PART from any and all claims which exist or may arise
under the provisions of the aforssaid lease, except olaims which mey
be submitted under Seotion 17 of the Federal Airport Act.

i  Seid property transferred hereby was duly declared sur-
plus and was asgigped to the War Assots Administration for disposal,
acting pursuant. to the provisions of the above-mentioned Act, es
amended, Reorgsnization Plan Onse of 1947 and applicable rules,
reagulations and orders.

THAT THE PARTY OF THE FIRST PART has released end quit~
claimed, and by this instrument does release and guitolaim to the
PARTY OF THE SECOND PART all of the structures and improvements
on the leased land, including underground snd overhead utility
systems, whioh were added thereto by PARTY OF THE FIRST PART.

That by the acceptance of this instrument or any rights
hersunder, the said PARTY OF THE SECOND PART, for itself, its
successors, and assigns, agrees thet the aforesaid survender of
leasehold interest, transfer of structures, improvements and
chattels, and assignment, shall be subject to the following re-
strictions, set forth in subperagraphs (1) and (2) of this para-
graph, which shall run with the land, imposed pursuant to the
authority of Article 4, Section 3, Clauss 2 of the Constitution
of ‘the United States of Amerioca, the Surplus Property Act of 1944,
as 4mended, Reorganization Plan One of 1947 and applicebls rules,
regulations snd orders:

(1) That, except as provided in subparagraph (6) of the mext

succeeding umnumbered paragraph, the land, buildings, structures,
improvements end equipment in which this instrument trensfers any
interest shall be used for public airport purposes for the use and
benefit of the public, on reasonsble terms and without unjust dis-
crimination and without grant or exercise of any extlusive right
for use of the airport within the meening of the terms "exclusive
right" as used in subparagraph {4) of the next succeeding paragraph.
As geed in this imstrument, the term "airport" shall be deemed %o
include at least all suoh land, buildings, structures, improvements
and equipment.

(2) That, except as provided in subparagraph (6) of the next

succeeding paragraph, the entire landing area, as definsd in WAA
Regulation 16, dated June 26, 1946, end all siructures, improve=
monts, facilities and equipment in which this instrument transfers
any interest shall be maintalnmed for the use and benefit of the
public at all times in good and serviceable condition, provided,
however, that such maintenance shall be reguired as to structures,
improvements, facilities and equipment only during the remainder of
their estimated lifs, as determined by the Civil Aeronautics Adnine
istrator or his successor. In the event materials are required to
rehabilitate or repair certain of the aforementioned structures,

improvements, facilities or equipment, they may be procured by demolition of

other structures, improvements, facilities or equipment trausferred

hereby and looated on the above desoribed premises which have outlived

their use &5 airport property in the opinion of the Civil Aeronautics
Administrator or his suoceasor.
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. Thet by the acoeptance of this instrument, or amy rights
hereundar, the PARTY OF THE SECOND PART, fer itself, its successors
and assigns, also assumes the obligations of, covenauts to sbide by
and agress to, and this surrender, transfer, and essigument is made
subjeet to, the following reserv&tions and restriotions set forth in
subparagraphs (1) to £7) of this paragraph, which shall run with the
lend, imposed pursuant to the suthority of Artiele 4, Seotion 3,
Clause 2 of the Constitution of the United Steates of America, the
Surplus Property Act of 1944, as emended, Reorgsnizatiom Plan One
of 1947 snd applicable rules, regulations and orders.

(1) That insofer as it is-within-its powers) Ehe PARTY OF THE ™~
SECOND PART shall adequately clear and protect the aseriel approsaches
to the sirport by removing, lowering, relocating, marking or lighting
" or otherwise mitigating existing airport hazsrds and by preventing
the esteblishment or creation of future alrport hazerds.

(2) Thet the United Stetes of America (hereinafter sometimes
referred to as the "Qovernment") through any of its employees or
agents shall at all times have the right to make nonexolusive use -
of the landing areas of the airport at which any of the property
trensferred by this instrument is located or used, without charge:
Provided, however, that such use may be limited as may be determined
et any time by the Civil Aeroneutics Administrator or his succeasor
to be necessary to prevent undue interference with use by other
suthorized aircraft: Provided, further, that the Govermment shall
be obligated to pay for demages caused by such use, or if its use
of the landing sres is substantial, to contribute a reasonable share
. of the cost of maintaining and operating the landing srea, commen-
surate with the use made by it.

(3) Thet during any nstional emergenocy declared by the Preci-
dent of the United States of Americe or the Congress thereof, the
Government shall have the right to meke exclusive or nonexclusive
. use and have exclusive or monexclusive control and possession, with-’
cut charge, of the eirpert at which any of the property transferred
by this instrument is located or used, or of such portion thersof
as it may desire, provided, however, that the Govermment shall be
responsible for the eanbtire cost of meintaining such pert of the
eirport ms it may use exclusively, or over which it mey have ex-
clusive possession or control, during bthe period of suoh use,
possession, or control, and shall be obligated to contribute a
ressonable share, commensurate with the uss mede by i%, of the cost
of maintensnce of such property as it mey use nonexclusively or
over which 1t may have nonezclusive control and possession; Provided,
further, that the dovernment shaell pay a falr rental for its use,
control, or possession, exsclusively or nonexclusively of sny im-
provements to the airport made without United States aid.

(4 Thet no exclusive right for the use of the airport at
which the property transferrsd by this inmstrument is located shall
be vested (directly or indireetly) in smy person or persons to the
exzlusion of others in the same class, the term "exclusive right"
being defined to mean .

(1) eany exclusive right to use the airport for con-
duoting any particular asronautical activity requir-
ing operstion of aircraft;

(2) any exolusive right to engage in the sale or sup-
plying of aireraft, elrcreft eccessories, eguipment,

or supplies (excluding the sale of gasollns and oil),
or aircreft services necesasry for the operation of
airceraft (including the maintenance and repair of
sirecraft, airceraft engines, propellers, and appli-
anoes)q

B
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That, except &3 provided in subparagraph (6) of this. para-
;graph ‘the propcrty transferred hereby may be, succsessively transferrad
only with the proviso that any such subsequent transferee assumes all
the obligations imposed upon the PARTY OF THE SECOND PART by the proe

visions of this instrument. i

(6) That no property transferred by this instrument shall be
used, leased, sold, salveged, or disposed of by the PARTY OF THE .
SECOND PART for other than airport purposss without the written don-
sent of the Civil Asronautics Administrator, which shall be granted
only if said Administrator determines that the property can be used,
leased, sold, salvaged or disposed of for other than eirpert purposes
without materially and edversely affactlng the development, improve-
ment, opergﬁlon or maintenance of the airport at which such property
is located; Provided, that no structures disposed of hersunder shall
be used as an industrial plant, factory, or similar facility within
the meaning of Section 23 of the Surplus Property Act of 1944, as
amended, unless the PARTY OF IHE SECOND PART shall pay to the United
States such sum as the War Assets Administrator or his successor in
function shall determine to be a fair consideration for the removal
of the restriction imposed by this provise.

7) " The PARTY OF THE SECOND PART does hersby relsass the
Government, and will take whatever action may be required by the
War Assets Administrator to assure the complete release of the
Government from any and all liebllity the Government may be under
for restoration or other demages under any leasé or other agreement
covering the uss by the Govermwent of the alrport, or part thersof,
owned, controlled or operated by the PARTY OF THE SECOND PART, upon : ,
which, adjacent o whieh, or inm ocomnection with which, any property
transferred by this instrument was located or used; Frovided, thatb
no such release shall be construed as depriving the PARTY OF THE
SECOND PART of any right it may otherwise have to receive reimburse-
ment under Section 17 of bhe Federal Airport Act for the necessary
rehabilitation or repair of public airports heretofore or hereafter
substantially demaged by eny Federal agency.

By acceptance of this instrument, or any right hersunder,
the PARTY OF THE SECOND PART further agrees with the PARTY OF THE
FIRST PART as follows:

(1) That in the event that any of the aforesaid terms,
conditions, reservations or restrictions is not met, observsd, or
complied with by the PARTY OF THE SECOND PART or any subsequent
transferee, whether caused by the lepal inability of said PARIV OF :
THE SECOND PART or subsequent traunsferes to porform any of the
obligations herein set out, or otherwise, the title, right of pos-
session and all other rights transferred by this instrument to the
PARTY OF THE SECOND FART, or any portion thersof, shall at the
option of the PARTY OF THE FIRST PART revert tvo tho PARTY OF THE
FIRST PART slxty (60) days following the date upon whioch demend to
this effect is made in writing by the Civil Aeronautics Adminig-
trator or his successor in fumction, unleas within said sixty (60)
days suoh default or violation shall have been cured and all such
terms, oonditions, reservations and restrictions shell have beon
met, observed or complied with, in which event said reversion shall
net ocour and title, right of possession, and all other rights
transferred hereby, except such, if any, 88 shall have previously
reverted, shall remain vested in the PARIY QF THE SECOND PART, its
transfeorees, succsssors and assigns.

(2) Thet if the comstruction es covensnts of eny of the
foregoing reservations and restriotions recited herein as ccvensnts
or the application of the sems as covenants in any particular in-
stance is held invalid, the particular reservations or restrictions
in question shall be construed instead merely as conditions upon -
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o _oovanants in any other instance and the construction of the remsin~

he: breaoh of which the Government may exercise’ its option to causse
6. title, right of possession and all other rights tranaferred ki
the: PARTY OF THE SECOND PART, or any portion thereof, to revert to
i%; end the application of such reservations or restrictions as:

der of such reservetions and restrictions eas oovenante shall not
be affected thereby,

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the property transferred hereby, under
and subject to the aforesaid reservations, restrictions and conditions,
unto the said PARTY OF THE SECOND PART, its successors eand assigns
forever.

IN WITNESS WHERBOF, the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, acting
by and through the War Assets Administration, hes caused these pre-
sents %o be executed in its neme and on its behalf by W.A. Rover,
District Director, War Assets Administration, and the CITY OF SANTA
MONIC4, acting by end through ite City Council, has caused these presents
to be executed in its name and on its behalfl by R. M, DORTEN, City Mapager

and attested by X, 0. GRUBB , its City Clerk, and
its seal to be hereunto affixed, all as of the 10th day of
August s 1948,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
Acting by sand through

WAR -ASSETS ATION
WIINESSES:
By
/C;:\ 2 ///(M , DPistrict Dire
(e /»o/éw %f‘(fj />;,.~x4 Los Angele Dist ic‘b 0ffice
= /e
7

WITNESSES:

Jﬁm

/um 4. wm/ﬁém

CITY OF SANTA MONICA
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

By,

CLTY MANA

"
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instrument on behalf of the:Wér.As$et

exccuted said 1nstrument on.behalfl 0:

States of America, and further that_

! exeduted said instrument.

Notary Public'ih
County and State




1?03’ m«é’@“‘* QQC UNITED STATES OF AIvaICA

mA Form 1241 Wax‘Aaseﬁg Admlnlsﬁpaﬁzog'
(4*12*u8) ' o o

CERIIEIGALE

I, the undersigned

L. 5. NLIGHls Secretary

The Gcneral Board " War A.sse‘i;s Admmstmtioni, in *r'y

ea

OfflCl&1 c&paclty 8.3 such Sec”ebarJ ' ' 2

s

and duly authorized in the DELEGALION OF AUTﬂORITY INLIDENT TC THE'CAREJ

FANDLING AND COIWE?EANCI 16 dated Apr, 9, 1948 | to make the following

oerﬁifiﬁ&tions do hepeby certify:

1y, Thet Halter: 4., Rover is the

Dlstrlct Dlrector, Los ﬁngeles bv ct Offlce

T

Way Aésé;; Admi£i$tration, dgly &ppgéntﬁd; authofiéeéxanénéo%iﬁé in such
capaqiﬁy at the time of the execution of the éttached instruméntﬁ

2. That the gttached DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY INC@DENT To THE
CAREB HANDLING AﬁD CONVEYANCIHG 15 a %rue and cogrsct ﬁopyléf the eriginak:

ApI‘. /g 191‘{-8 #‘

=l

Given under my hand %his //47 »*— daj off

becretarv

of sald DbLFGATIOh oF ABTBOQITY dated

L

b
o 1948,

EFEe)
Thv Geperal Board : »
PN {Oro,ce} A
War Assete “&mlnmsératﬁon
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| Book Q805K Pege 22

DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY NO. 145

(NOTICE)

DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY INCIDENT TO THE CARE, HANDLING, AND CONVEYANCING OF
SURPLUS REAL PROPERTY AND PERSONAL FROPERTY ASSIGRED FOR DISPOSAL THEREWITH

" The Deputy ‘Administrator, Office of Real Property Dispossl, and each Associ-
ate Deputy Administrator, Office of Real Property Disposal, War Assets Adminis-
tration; the Regionel Direotor, the Deputy Regional Director for Real Property

— Disposal, the Asscciate Deputy Regional .Dirsctor. for Real Property Disposal, and
the Assistant Deputy Regienal Direotor for Real Property Disposal, in each and
every War Assets Administration Regional Office; the Distriot Director and Deputy
Distriot Director for Rearl Property Disposal, in esch and every War Assets Ad-

 minjstration Distriet Office, and any person or persons designated to act, and
soting, in any of the foregoing capscities, are hereby authorized, individually
(1) to execute, acknowledge and deliver way deed, lease, permit, contract,
reseipt, bill of sale, or other instruments in writing in connection with the
care, hendling end disposal of surplus real property, or personal property se-
signed for disposition with real property, located within the United States,
ita territories and possessions, (2) to ascept any notea, bonds, mortgages,
deeds of trust or other securlty instruments taken a8 congiderstion in whole
or in part for the dispesition of such surplus real or psrsonal property, and
to do all acts necessary or proper to release and gischarge any such instrument
or any lien oreated by such instrument or ctherwise created, and (3) to do or
perform any otler act necesaary to effeot the transfer of title to any such ’
surplus real or personal property lookted as above provided; all pursuant to
the provisions of the Surplus Property Aot of 1944, as amended, (68 ‘Stat. 7653
50 UsS.Cs Apps Supp. 1611); Public Law 181, 79th Cong. (69 Stat, 533; 60 U.85.C.
App. Supp. 16l4am, 1614b); Reorgsnization Plan 1 of 1947 (12 F.R.4534); Publis

. Law 289, 80th Cong. (61 8tat. 678 ); and War Assets Administration Regulation
No. 1 (12 F. R. 6661), as amended.

The Reéional Director in sach and every War Assets Administration Regienal
Office is hersby authorized to redelegate to such person or persons &s he may
designate the suthority delegated to him by this instrumente

L. 8. Wright, the Secretary of The Gensral Board and Robert Whitbet, Asso-
siate Deputy Administrator, Office of Real Property Disposal, War Assots Adminis-
tration, are hereby authorized, individually, to certify true coples of this
Delegatlon and provide such further certification as may be necessary to )
effectuate the intent of this Delegation in form for recording in suy Juris- .
diction, as may be required. : '

This Delegation shall be'effectivo as of the epening of business on.
April 9 ., 1948, : ,

This authority is in additlon to delegations of authority previously granted
wder dates of May 17, 1946; May 29, 1946; July 30, 1946; September 16, 19463
October 31, 1946; November 22, 1946; January 13, 1947; June 6, 1947; and
December 1, 1947; but shell not in any mamner superséds provisions of seld
delegations as do not confliot with the provisig

/ JESS LARSON
Administrator

Dateds APR ¢ , 1948, & . [

)

“Exh. G

: ) 342420 .
. 75: K lf/(( (/ 7t (/




L0SSPage 222 mpsorvrion fo, 183
(umy: COUNCIL SERILS)
mm LI’.&“{ comwm oF HE

OF MERIGA,

THE ¢y LUUN@CL or THE CIQY OP BANTA MONICA DORY REGOLVE AB
FOLLOWS

BEGTION 1. That that certsln instyument of transfer from

the United Shates of Amerles, aoﬁing by sud through the War Assebs

o

Admiﬁi@traﬁibn, whereby srld United 8tabes of Amerlcs doeg aurrénder %
%o the ity of Sants Monlea ﬁhe-fofmer‘s lgaae-hoid Intersdgt in B
and to the premises known ag Cleverfield Ssnts Monice Municéipal Alpe
port end ocertaln cesements and temporsry rights of way appurtenant
*her@ﬁo, bw and the same hereby is aa@epté&.

&FbTLQN 2, Thet the Clty Manager hereby is autheriged
Yo #xacubte saifd inshrument of transfer on hebalf of the oity ﬁﬁd
the @1ty Clerk shall abbest hin signdbure therebo.

SmEEION 5, That the ity Clerk shall oertlfy to the gdop-

AL w@ébTution and thenseforth snd therealter the same

Wl foree and effeot,

S'ED and APPROVED this _10th dey of __ugust , L948.

ayaraj‘u O /

by wertlily that'the foregoing resolutlon weg duly

@ Oity Counci® of the ity of Bants Honice ab a
esting thereof held on the _10th  day of Aupust.
followlag vote of the Council:

Ueunoilmeh: Barnard, Guerclo, iarkworth, Neilson,
Talmage, Schimmer

Councllueny Hone

_éT: Gpunellmen: Gotes

- X G
o Torm thils '
? m&u 5 t ) 1.9‘9’8.

BOYAL M. SORENSEN
Hoyal M, Horengen, ity Attorney
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Santa Monica, CAUFORN}A
April 22, 1948

City of Santa Monica
City Hall~
Santa Monica, California

Gentlemen - Attention of Mr. R. M. Dorton, City Manager

There are attached for approval and execution by the City of Santa
Monica original snd two copies of a right-of-way agreement conveying
to this company for underground telephone purposes an. easement over
a portion of Lots 164 and 169, Tract 10529, now part of the Santa
Monice Municipal Airport, as shown on meps attached to the documents.

The easement. covered hereunder 1s intended %o enmable us to increase
telephone facilities to the airport administration building and to
eliminate the need for the city owned aerial plant and its inherent
hazards. Mr. Tyler, Airport Manager, already has expressed his
favorable view toward this proposal. ‘

If satisfactory to the City, we shall appreciate the approval and
execution of these documents at your earliest convenience.

Very truly yours

(AL

ELTON 0. WATSON
Manager

attachments
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APFIGYED

/}_}Q___C/_S;}\.,3,,11:.:{7 N

THE GRANTOR, CITY OF SANTA MONICA, a municipal
corporation, in consideratlon of the sum of One Dollar (§L.00),
and other good and valuable cbnsidsration,”the receiﬁt-of
which hereby is acknowledged, does by these presents grant
and con&ey unto the ASSOCIATED TELEPHONE GOMPANY, ﬁTD., its Q
successors and asslgns, an easement and right of way foy the h
construction, malntenance and operation of a telephone.line
Qith wires, condults, cables and appurtenances by means of an
undergrqund system, for the transmiagion'of electric energy
for téle%hoge'and telegraph purposes togqtherﬁwith the right
of ingress and egress upon, over, in, unaer, across and along
that certain real property situated in the County of Los Aﬁgeles,
State of Gallfornia, described as follows: |

A strip of land 4 feet in width lying within Lots
164 and 169 of Tract No. 10529, centerline of
sald strip beginning at a point in the norths
easterly line of sald Lot 164 a distance of 6
feet northwesterly from the esast corner of sald
Lot 164, thence southwesterly parallel with the
southeasterly lines of sald Lots 164 and 169 a
distance of 752 feet, thenoe northwesterly at
right angles to the southeasterly line of Lot 169
a distance of 44 feet; A strip of land 4 feet in
width lying within Lot 189 in Tract No. 105629, .
centerline of sald strip beginning et s point in
the northeasterly line of Lot 164, & distance of
6 feet northwesterly from the east correr of sald - =~
Lot 164, thence southwesterly perallel wlth the

‘ southessterly lines of sald Lote 164 and 169 a
digtance of 752 feet to the true point of begln-
ning thence southwesterly parallel with the southe
easterly line of Lot 189 a dlstance of 180 feet,
thence northwesterly at right angles to the south-
sasterly line of Lot 169 a distance of 102,5 feet,
thence southwesterly parallel with the gouth-
easterly line of Lot 169 a distance of 4 feet;
All as per map recorded ln Book 160 at Page 28,
‘of Maps, in the office of the County Recorder of
Log Angeles County, Californis.

wfls




THIS grant is mede sublect to any and all matters of
record. _ ‘ ’ ‘

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the grantor has caused 1%s corporate
geal to be hereunto affixed and these presenﬁs to be signed
by its duly authorized offlcers this iéth day of _Ma o
1948,

CITY OF SANTA MOWICA, a
municipal corporatlon

ATTESTY

By ﬁwﬂ | -

City Manager

city'cifrk

Approved as to, form th
/z day of 1948,

M, SOrensen, City Attorney




STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELSS )
On this 14th day of May - » 1948 , before me,

SCOTT A, McHENRY s, & Notary Public in and for said

County and State, personally appeared _ R, M. DORTON , kmowm to me

to be the __CITY MANAGER of the City of Santa Monica, and

K. O. GRUBB , known to me to be the )QITY CLERK
S g _ p/
of the City of Santa Monica, the mmicipal corporation that

executed the within instrument, and known to me to be the persons who execubed
the wi‘c.ﬁin instrument on behalf of the corporstion therein named and acknowledged
to mé that ‘such corporation executed‘ the same“l."'

WITHESS MY HAND and officisl seal, the day and year in this

certificate first above written.

. AL
— ) Notary Public in and for ?&id

County and State.

My Gommission Capires  Aug. 17, 1840
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EXHIBIT D



(AT NO. 4069(CCS)

SANTA MONICA AIRPORT AGREEMENT

section 1. Purpose.

Thls Agreemen+ resolves a series of dlsputes involving
fhe Sanfa Monica Airport (hereinafter "the Alrport") These
dlspu+es have taken various forms, including extensive

complex 1iflgaf10n. In addition to expressing the mutual

consent of the partxes. 1nc1uding the City of Sanfa Monica

(herexnafter “the C;ty“) and the Federal Aviation

Adm;nistratlon herelnafter (" the FAA Y, %his Agreement

regpgnds to the concerns of local and natlonal av1atxon'
. interests ‘and residents of nexghborhoods affected by noise

. from the Alrport.

The varlous Airport dlsputes have occurred over an
extended . perlod of time and have involved a number of
specific issues. In these disputes there have been -two
.common.factorsz

a. The impact on the community surrounding the

Airport of noise from aircraft operating into and out of the

Airport.
' b. [Various restrictions and limitations i@posed by
the City on the users of the Airport, and the effect‘of
these restrictions~og alir traffic in the Los:Angeles
Megropglitan Region. |

'‘By *this Agreement the parties ind}cate'their

willingness to approach the many varied Airport issues

'SYgtemaﬁically and cooperatively. This Agreement describes

Exh. D
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the specific Pom‘"S of agreement between the parties and
: provldes a format within which issues arlslng in the future
can be addressed and resolved. A fundamen+a1 purpose of
ltﬁis Agreement is to expand and improve the  communication,
cooperétion, and mutual understandlng of the various
perspectives of the partles. whzle recognizing and

preserv1n9 their respective legal rights.'

section 2. Baéis for Agreement.

s Thls Agreement was reached’ onry after and” is the:

» - I T e T Bt

result of extensive stuay and analysxs of <he many different
issues involving the Airport. The part;es have had numerous
meetings and extens;ve detailed dxscussions concerning the
points which form the terms of this Agreement. There has:
been extensive involvement of Airport users and neighbors,
includlng several public hearlngs and the par*1Clpa+10n of
an Airport Working Group’composed of represen+at1ves of a

proad spectrum of interests and perspectives.

.a. Recognition of Legal Principles.

This Agreement is based on a recognition“of the legal
r;ghts and duties of the partles, a balancing of intefésgs,
.and an awareness of facts indicating aa resolutiop of.
conflict is practicable.

Three underlying legal prznc;ples are the basis for
this'Agreément

(i) The Airport is to,be‘open' and available to and

for publid use as an airport on fair and reasonable terms,

Exh. D
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without unjust discriminaiion, and without granting any
, exclusxve :ughts prohlblted by law. |
(ii) Pursuant to the Federal Avlatlon Act of 1958, as
amended. ‘éxclusive guthority is'vested‘xn the FAA for the
régulaﬁion of all aspects of air safety, the management and
control of the safe and efficient use .of the navigable
airspace, and movement of aircraft through that airspacé.
under sectlon 611 of that Act the ¥FAR alsc has substapﬁial
responsibllity for the reductzon of  aircraft nolse. l
-(111) The City has the responsibility to manage the
Airpoft, including the .ability to take reaéonaﬁle action
designed to abate tHe impact of noise. from aircraft

operations on surrounding communities, in accordance with

- +he principles of Santa Monica Airport Association V. City

of Santa'Monica, 479 F.Supp. 927 (C.D. cal. 1979), affirmed,

659 F. 2d 100 (9th Cir. 1980);: and British»l\irways Board v.

Port Authorlty of New Vork, 558 F.Zd 75 (24 cir., 1977).

bu Balanczng of Factoks.

The fundamental basis for this Agreement involves the
palancing ©of a number of diverse factors."Studigs and
analysls have demonstrated and it is agreed that:

(i} The Alrpor* -serves an 1mpor+ant roie in the
fegionai and national system of alr transportat;on ‘and air
commerce. 1t has a vital and eritical role in its function
as a general-aviation reliever for the priméry airports 1in
the area. As a relievef facility the Airport ateracts and

provides service to general aviation thereby diverting
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alrcraf* away from the air carrier alrports and other
heavily used alrports located 1n the Greater Los Angeles
Area. study and analy51s have confirmed this congestlon and
tha® other similar, general aviation reliever alrports in the
area are already heav;ly used and do not have the ability €o
accept o©r absorb the service provided by Santa Monica
Airport.
' (ii) The Alrport is bounded on three sides by densely
‘populated residential areas. Noise from aircraft departing
from and landlng at the Alrport, 1nclud1ng those operatxng
" within the Airport fl;ght pattern, can have-an impact on ‘the
quality of. life of citizens of Santa Monica and Los Angeles.
Many residents in these areas have long complalned to the
city over the 1mpact of aircraft noise and demanded that the
City rake effective action with respect o alrcraft.nolse.

C. Factors Leadlng to Agreement.

Three factors were critical *o the achievement of
tﬁis~Agreement: |
' (if The willingness of the parties to aéproaéh the
Airport issues with an open mind and to consider.imaginative
. and prev1ously untrled alternative concepts. with
recoqn}tion of the legltzmacy and valldlty of the interests
and concerns of other parties. ‘This ~good faith effort %o
explore and consider ﬁany different alternatiyés was
_eritical in achieving compromises designed to balance the

. many factors involved.
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(i) Tﬁe rgcognition that the Airport is poorly
des;gned and organized. "Consequently it is agreed that the
airport can be redesxgﬁed SO as to maintain the current
1evel, quanfity, and type of serv1ces provided by the
Alrport and to prov;de "re51dual" land whxch could be made

- available to the City for other uses compatible with Airport
operations-

(iii) The recognlfion that any hoise proﬁlem at the
Airpcrt can be addressed. through a n01se mz*xgation program
focused on a cooperatlve effort. to reduce noise levels of
ajircraft using the Airport, by careful design of Airport
faciiities and .ground buffers, and by sensitive placement of
flight paths.té-achieve noise abatement consistent-with

'

safety .

. section 3. Bcope and’ Duratlon.

Thls Agreement sfates the prlncxples and plans for éhe
operatlon of the Airport. All prior agreements between the
parties. concernlng the Airport, and all actxons of the
parties durlng the duration of this. Agreement, shall be
t;g;g;greted consistently with this Agreementt Thﬁs
Agreement shall be effective from the date of its exécution

until July 1, 2015.

section 4. Settlement of Legal Disputes.

This Agreement serves tO resolve all existing legal
disputes among the parties. In this context it constitutes

a settlement Agreement appllcable to all existing litigation
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‘and/or admlnlsfrative complaints pending between the
par_ties. Following .its accepfance and execution by the
parties'. a copy may be filed with any Co_drt or
adminisﬁfative body where any litigation OF complaint 'is
pending &% evidence of the r-ésplution and settlement agreed

to by the parties.

section 5. Airport Layout Plan.

The partles are aware that the City approved an

Alrport Plan and No;se Mitigation Program for the Alrport at

the cicy Council Meetlng of November 15. 1983.

The Alrport yout P1a7 submitted to and appro ed by

JAN 31 'QBA/

rhe FAR oOR (city Map No.SM@4[ ), is

incorporated by reference :Lnto _this Agreemen* afid shall
gulde the development and J.mprovement. of the Airport for t‘ne
duration of this Agreement. .This airport Layout Plan may be
referred to herein as the "Alrpor+ Layout Plan.

The Airport Layout Plan shifts a substantlal por*:;,on'
of aeronautlcal servxces from their present 1ocation on the
" gouth side of the Airport to the north side. Some
aeronautical services will_ be maintained on the south side
of the Airport. Additionally, the p}ir‘port Laybu£ Plan makes
available a substantial portion of the area'locétéd in th‘e
southeast' section of the Alrport, generally along Bundy
prive and Alrpor® Avenue, and édjacént to Clover Park, for.
’uses compatiible with Airport operations. This would grovide
an expanded employment and revenue base énd increas.ed.

parkland'for the City. The parties believe the Airport
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Layout plan and ncise abatement program described in this
Agreement provide a reasonable redesign: of the Airport which

palances aeronautical needs and community concerns.

.section 6. Consent to Use of Land.

The FAA, as the successor to the Civil Aerohaeﬁics
Administrator, approves the boundary of the Alrport ae shown
in the Alrport Layout Map, consenes to the use of land
desxgnated as parkland and- residual land therein for other
than airport and avxat;on purposes, releases the City and
this paxkland and residual land from any and ‘all conditions,
covenants. and restrictions imposed by the 1nstrument of
Transfer dated August 10, 1948, Deed No. 4 (CCS), and agrees
‘that the City may develop such parkland and residual land in
accordance 'with the terms of this Agreement._and in
conformity: W1th State and 1ocal planning law and noise’
compatlblli*y standards. However, such development shall
not occur prior to the execution of leases with full-service

fixed base operators in accordance wlth Sectlon 14 of <this

' Agreement.

‘gection 7. Material Terms'of.Agreement

The parties agree that certain points were
specifically barga;ned for and constitute materlal terms of
this Agreemenﬁ.' These . terms shall not. be altered without
the mutual consent ef the parties, which shall not be:
unreasonably withheld. The materiai terms of this Agreement

include:
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a. The City's obligation to operate the Airport ror
the duration. of this Agreement .(Se'ction 8).

b. The runway/taxiway configuration as shown on the
Airport Layout Plan (Sectlons 9 and 10). |

c. Aircraft parking and tie-down space (Section 13)

4. Fixed base operator space (section 14).

e. The 95 dB single Event Noise Exposure Level
maximum noise limit (Sectilon 16). ‘

£. The development of a txered ‘noise level ~system
based on the’ performance capabllity of particular axrcraf*-
(Sectlons 17 and 18).

g. The process for implementation of the Clty s Noise
Mit.—.igati’on Program (Sectxon 19). ~ o

h. The maintenance of the exifsting. departure
restriction (section éQ), the exisﬁing- and possible future.
limitation on.helico‘pter ope,raﬁions (Se.ction 24), and the
existing and possible future limitation on paﬁ;tern fiying
(Section 25). ‘

It ‘is recognxzed and agreed to that the part.ies will
cooperate with each other and rationally analyze issues as
they arise, and that any term of th;s Agreemen*' may be
modi fied by the terms of any future agreements between the
partievs, provided such future agreements.exp'ressly indicate
| an intention to modify this .Agreement |

I+ is agreed tﬁat any future grant agreements betweeﬁ
the City and the FAA which are. de‘signed' to .implement the’

programé coveéred by this Agreezﬁent, defined as those
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ggreémepts for the federal gunding of programs or
improvements i.ntended.to fux_:ther this Agreement executed
prlor to July 1, 1995, shall be consistent with this
Agreement and shall not extend or alter the obligation of
yhe City ®© operate_ﬂ;he Airport under this Agreement, except

as may be required byv"'federal statdte.

section 8. Conunltmen+ to -Operate Alrport.

The Ccity will operate and mamt.ain the Airport as a
viable ‘gunctioning facility without deroganon of its role
as a general av;atxon reliever airport as dgscr;bed in
sectibn 2(b) (i) of this Agreement OT jts capacity in ‘terms
of runway }ength and width, taxiway system, and runway
weight pearing strength untll July 1, 2015. The I&irport’
will be capable of accommodatlng most klnds of general
aviation aircraftt , generally consistent thh Group Il Des:.gn
standards set forth in FAA Advisory Circular 150/5300.48B
dated Fepruary 24, 1983. ' '

The Cit y agrees to improve the Airport physical layout
as shown 1n the Airport Layout Plan and maintain the Alrport

and the facilities located on. the airport.

Section 9. Runway/Taxxway Conf;.gurat;on

At the presen+ time. the Santa Monica Airport has one
runway demgna*ed 3/21 wh:.ch is 5,000 ‘feet long and 150 fee®
wide. _this runway will be continuously mamtamed in good
opé‘rating condition DY’ the City. ALl presently installed

air pavigation facilities and Airport lighting systems
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(;'l__-_f,-:‘ Alr Traffic Cont;ol Tower, VOR, VASIL, runway, lights,
etC.) will remain in their present location. It is
recognized that the VASI lights may pe relocated if the
landing threshold is dlsplaced pursuant to Section 12.
Nothing in this Agreemenf prevents OrF precludes the
.replacement or upgradlng of the present facilities and
-systemS' with new or technologlcally improved eguipment,
facilities ©Or 'ss.ystems as necessary or appropriate. At some
‘gyture date nevw technology equipment such as a microwave
1and1ng system (MLS) may be 1nstalled _the City will be

given priorlty for the 1nstallatxon of MLS equlpment as it

is developed and becomes avallable.

section lO. Runway Exit System.

The runway/tax;way system will bé redes:.gned sO as to
as,«-_'g;blish _designated angled ex1ts from the runway. also
known as high speed exits, in lieu' of the present system.
in addltion. a centrally located area adjacent to tﬁe runway
w1ll pe establlshed, desn,gnated, and maintained to ‘permit‘
aircraft to’ exit the runway without using a designated
taxiway. Additlonal taxiway, Au:por* ap_:on and' aircraft
parking facilities will be provided in accordance with the

Airport Layout Plan.

gection 11. Airspace Protection Criteria.
gtandard FAA airspace proteétion criteria will be
applied to maintain clear zones at the ends of the runway as

shown in the Airport Layout Plan. No construction will be

10
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perml*ted laterally from the center line of the runway for

the full length and on either side of the runway for a

gistance ©of 150 feet. That - constitutes the edge of the

gsafety area. From the edge of the runway safety area

extending outward from the runway, structures will be

permi*‘ted prov1ded they mee+ the standard FAA 7 to 1 ratio

(i.e. for every. 7 feet of dlstance laterally there can be 1

g e

foo+ of height added)

section 12, Dlsplaced Landzng Threshold.

‘The City has indicated a desire to mod:.fy the existing

runway bY dlsplacmg the threshold by 500 feet for alrplanes

janding at the Alrport. There 15 some uncertalnty regarding'

the effect of such an action in two areas: {1) whether this
acuon would :anrease or decrease noise: (2) what effect, if
any, +here would be on air safety and t’he abllxty of the
Airport to provide the le\(el and type of service descrlbed
in Sections 2(p) (i) and 8.
| In"order to analyze the potential effects of
displ-'acing the landlng threshold by 500 feet, the parties
gree to establish’ a trlal program for a period not to
'exceed one (l) year during ‘'which the effects of displacing
thé 1anding threshold by 500 ‘feet will be investigated.
| A preliminary test will Dbe conducted to determine if
hreshold dlsolacemem is likely %o lncrease or decrease
communlty nmse 1mpac+ If it is determined that noise
impact 18 likxely *toO increase, no further testing will Dbe

perfomed and the landing threshold will not De displaced.

11

Exh. D
92




1£ it is not determined that noise impact is likely to
incfease, the landing threshold w1ll pe displaced for a
period oé up to one . year. and the varxogs effects of
threshold displacemeﬁt will be examined.
A flnal determlnaflon concerning this question of
nway dlsplacement will be made bY the Clty after
consulfatlon with the FAA at +he conclusion of this study
pased on the results of the study. This final determination
lcan pe made at.any p01nt in time thhln the designated
one-year perled. The parties agree to cooperate in’ the
design and conduct of the tests and to consult concerning
the data obtained;' The full runway length of 5,000 feet
will be avallable at all times for takeoff and will be
avéilable for use by landing alrplanes in an emergency

sitnation.

gection 13. Aircraft parking Space and Fuel Service.

The City .will provide and maintain sufficiént space to
éermit the. parking or tie~down of ;t: ljeast 550 based
aircraft and 40 transient aircraft.l These aircréft tie~down
or parking. facxlltxes for based airecraft will: be allocateé
and made available by the City on reasonable terms to all
Alrport users including fixed base operators located on the
Airport and individuals who wxsh to lease tie-down space
from the City. 'Parkiqg for transient aircraft will also be
avallable on reasonable terms. In allocating this aircraft
parking space the City will provide suffl¢1ent space Lo park

aircraft of di fferent types having different wing spans,
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different lengths, and different power plants. The mix of
aircraft t© be accommoda*ed at the Alrport shall'bé'
consistent with the present mix of aircraft now based at the

Airport and the mix forecast for the future as shown in

Chapter 111 of the Alrporf Master Plan Study dated October,l

1983. Aircraft fuel service will be available at the

Airport.

gection 14. Fixed Base Operators.

'The Clty wle-provzde sufficiewﬁ'space for the
location and operatlon of three (3) full service f}xed‘base
perators (FBO) . . The City will jease to each full service
FBO suff1c1ent space to provide a full range of aeronautical
5ervices 1ncludlng but not limited .to: aircrafk and‘avionics
sales; a1rcraft and avionlcs malntenance, service and repair

facilities; flight school and tralning sexrvice; and‘charter

nd air taxi service. . It is recognized +hat the needs of

each FBO may be different in terms of total space Or acreage.

required. - FBO leases will be consistent with the terms. of

this Agreemeng and contihgent on. compllance with the City's
non—dlscrzmlnatory poliéiés and re@ulations. The .City will
provide access to suff;cxent space at réasonable rental
rates toO enable each FBO to conduct a viable business,
including space for anloffice structure, graining
facilities, aircraft and audtcmobile parking $nd an aircraf®

maintenance hangar.
In. addition, the City will provide sufficient space

for the location and opera*lon of llmlted or speclalized

13
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fixedbaée opefators. It is recognized thatlthese FBOs do
not require as much space as a full_service FBO since they
generally‘provide lhﬁxﬁdbaeronautical service'(géﬂ.,
avionics maintenance, repair or installation; airplane
pfopeller fépair, maintenance or installation).

In order to permit all FBOs, whether full service or
eagaged in specialized aeronautical activity, to conduct
tﬁeif pusiness activity on a reasonable basis, the City will
lease suff1c1ent space to them Eonsistent with the appr§ved
Airport Layout Plan on fair and reasonable terms on a
finaﬁcial basis comparable to those used at.other_81milar
airports‘in'the regioﬂ fbr a‘sﬁfficiedt Qerm.of years to
enable chem to amortize tbeir costs én& have the opportunity
to make a profit.

The parties recognize and agree that it is appropriate
for the City to exercise its proprietary authority to ‘adopt
ordlnances and regulatlons applicablé o lessees and usérs

of the Alrport consistent with the terms of thls Agreement.

section 15. Noise Abatement Principles.

The parties recognize and ackhowledgewthaéﬁthe
achievement of the ébatement of aircraft noise to the extent
' techﬁdlogically practicable and consonant with air safety is
consistent with the funcﬁion, role, and service provided by
the Airport. To this end the parties agree O cooperate and
work toward the‘abatement of aircraf« noise by the following

described methods.

14
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- The parties are aware that the Czty has adopfed a
‘Noise Mltlgatxon Program as an integral part of 1ts A;rport
Plan. The City's Noise Mitigation Program is intended to
abate aircraft noise to the extent technologically'
'.practicable and éonmnmq} with air safety, and to meet a
noise reduction goal equivalent to an approximate 4 dB
reduction in the Community Noise Equlvalence Level (CNEL)
from the 1982 levels attributable to aircraft noise. Within
the framework of and consistent with the material terms of
this Agreement, the City expects to meet this noise goal by
the application of the material terms and concepts set out
in this Agreément._ The parties agree that progress tcward
achlev:.ng noise reduction goals thréugh implementati'on of
+he Noise Mltiga+1on Program w:.ll be carefully studied and
analyzed. Alternative measures to abate noise cqn-sistent
with this Agreement wiil.b.e evaluated for their
effecﬁiveness in redgcing hoise. éfféct on air safety and

air traffic, and effect on the utility of the Airport:

Sectlon 16. Maximum SENEL Limit.

The current SENEL aircraft ‘noise limit of 100 dB as
measured -at the ex1sting noise mom.torlng sites establ;shed
by the City will be established and maintained at 95 dB.
"The parties ‘Believe that substantially all of the currently
pased or transient aircraft which have used the Airport in
' recent years can be ope.rated safely using safe noise
avbatement opera*lng procedures and meet this reduced SE\IEL

limitation.
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gection 17. performance Based Noise LIMi%.

The parties believe that many of the aircraft. using
the Airport can pe operated more quietiy using - safe noise
abpatement flight operatiné proéedures. Consequently thgi
parties agree to cooperate in the development of a program
designed to establish tiefgd noise levels for different

" ¢ypes OF xinds of aircraft (rather than a sinéle specified
maximum noi;e level 1limit) to encdurage all aircraft
operators to use safe noise abatement operating procedures
in order O minlmzze the n01se impact of their alrcraft use.

The parties believe this performance—based nolse_
reductlon program is 'capable of resulting in reduced
Communlty NOlse Equ1valence Level (CNEL) from the operatlon

.of aircraft- -The expectatlon of achieving such nolse
reductlon is based on the City's analysis of actual measured
aircraft flights at the A;rpo;t. The actual results to be
obtaxned from impiehen*ation of a performance—based noise
program will depend on various’ factors, including the degree
to which all Airport users and governmental entltles
cooperaté in implementlng ahd complying with procedures and

practices established pursuant to this Agreement.

section 18. Experimental Nature of Noise Program.

Tﬁe pafties recognize and acknowledge that the concep"-
of tieped noise level limits based on the demonstrated néiée
performance capab;l;tles of different types and kinds of
aircraft is unlque.' Application of this concept has, tO the

xnowledge of -the parties, never been atgempted prior to this
186
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time anywhére: it will requ'ire.'t.he difficult task of
establishing a 'valid and reliable data base for analysis and
classification. Its application also requires creating a
1ass:.f1catlon system which identifies the performance based
noise jevels for the wide range of diverse aircraft types
cperating at +his Airport as well as the process of plac:xng
partlcular individual aircraft in a particular noise
performance category for this Airport.
| while the part;es believe this tiered concept
reaso:naﬁlry aéplied can \&Joxv'k,v they also acknowledge that it
is»‘ experirﬁental in nature. The parf;i‘es agree t;: work
cooperatlvely to develop this program. To this end the city
agrees to prov:Lde ‘to the FAA the data develcped by and
during this program. The FAA agrees to provide technical
assistahce to the City lncludlng but not llmlted to review
of the data provided, review. of .any data analyszs obta:.ned

by the City. and the FAA may conduct and make available to

+he cm»y jts own analysis of the data collected. The FAA

will make its Integrated Noise Model Computer Program

available to the City.

Section 19. Implementation of.

Noise’ Aba* ement Program.

he parties agree *ha* the process of implementing the
noise abatement_ program should proceed in s+ages, wish
regular measurlng and analysis, full communication and

coo;oerat;on, and adjustment as analysis progresses.' This
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process will generally comprise four {4) phases, to be

plemen*ed as follows:

- commencement of Program.
'Upora execution of  this 'Agreement, the City will
commence implementation of the noise abatemen+ program. The
first implemen+atxon phase will include: the adoptlon of
regulations institutzng the noise abatement program: the
esﬁablishment of a system tO promote communlcatlons and
voluntary compllance, the defxnxtzon of the terms of
sclentlflc analyses and experlments to be performed, the
gathering of data using the city's exlsting noxse monxtorlng
.equipment: and the design, procurement, and installatlon of

new no;se equipment necessary to conduct the'full program.

' Db. ‘Experimentdl Test Period.

cOmmencing from the date ‘the new noise equipment is
operational, there will be a one-year test period wherein
approprxate operating procedures and categorical npise‘
llmlts are developed and analyzed, and the effect of other
noise m1tlgatlon measures and factors is evaluated. At the
conclusion of this experxmental period. the regulations.

would bhe adjusted in accordance wl*rx the results of the

study-..

" . Evaluation Test Pericd.
After adjustmen*s have“been«made to the prograﬁ in
light of the results of the Experlmen*al Tes* Period, there
will be @& one;year period in which the noise abatement"

program as adjusted is evaluated in order to determine
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progress, coward achievement of the City's.Noise.Gbal. There
will also be a perlodlc evaluatlon ‘of the program by all
partles in terms of its relationship to -and measurement of
progress toward achievement of noise abatemeént generally and
aviation noise as a specific contribptor to community noise.
Included in this rev1ew will be an analysis of the extent to
which the abilxty of the City to achieve jts noise reductlon
gbals ;s affected by noise sources other than aircraft

noise.

- éﬁjustment'of.brograma»
The results of the Evaluation Test Period will be
analyzed by the'parties.f 1f the Clty s noise goal 1s not
met and analysis iﬁdicates that ai;craft noise exceeds noisé
from other sources in the commﬁﬁiﬁy, the City will"ana;yze
alternatlve noise mitigation measures de51gned to assist in
" the achievement of the City's aircraft noise reductzon goal,
inclqding possible regulaﬁ}ons intended to reduce axrcraft
noise attrlbutable to the volume of pattern flying. That
analysis will consider the effect of these alternative
'measures in terms of both noise abatement results expected
and tﬁe role,jfunction, and serv1ce prov;ded by the Airport._
Before the City 1mplements any such alternatlve measures, it
will consult with the FAA’ and other interested parties, it
5¢ing explicitly agreed however, that no material terms of
this pgreement can Dbe amended or modified wzthout the

agreehent of the parties to thls.Agreement.
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Section'ZO. Enforce'ment During Implementation.

frhe noise abatement program wzll emphas:.ze pllo*‘
education and communication with individual pllots regardlng
effective and safe noise abatement operating: procedures.
The cooper'ation ,apd advice of pilots, FBOs, and inﬁer;‘ested
members of aviation and h.eighborhood communities will ,b‘e*
s;ought.

The 95.dB maximum SENEL limit will be enforced by the
city using civil -sanct;:xo'ns varying accdrdiﬂg,to the
willfulness, severity,--ahd“-fr‘eq-uency of violatioﬁs. With
r'especﬁ to pilots who repeatedly opel‘rate an aircraft '.in
'i/iolation of this limit, the City may after investigation to
assure that ‘a violation was not related to extraneoug_
factors beyond the pilot s control such as 1055 of power,
action to aveoid othe; aircraft, or unusual wgather
cénqiitions; take actions suc.i'x as 'forma.l' warning, imposition
of. eivil penalties, or, after informing f:he"FAA, exclusion
from the Airport. -

' The partigé recognize that certain types of airc.r.a‘ft
areL estimated to be unable to meet the 95 AB maximum limi+
under any condition or pro'ce'dure. ~ Operators of such
aircraft, upon violatjon of max imum noise limits, may be
requested not to return to the Alrport. If such aircrafy do
return and v;olate the noise limits after such request, they -
may be excluded from the Airport through formal

administrative action. 1%t is recognized that disobedience
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of a formal City administrative action is subject to
additional.sénctions.
puring the initial implementation phase deécribed ir;
section 19(a), the city will establish two performance~based :
noise 1.imit8 at 95 dB and 90" dB. based on lnltlal noise
easurements and data analys1s‘ During the secoﬁd.phase of
the noise abatemen* program described in Section 138(b},
aircraft W1ll be placed into partxcular noise limit
gategoﬁies based gn the demonstratea noise pérformancel
histérx of that  aircraft and advice provided to the City by
ijts consultants, the FAA, and Qsers of the Airport. . It is
gxpected that noise categor;es w1ll be initially established
at 95 dB, 90 dB,_and 87 dB, consistent thh the measurements
and analy?is performed'in conjunction with the noise
" abatement program. . ‘
The parties expressly xecognzze that there Ls a need
o Eollect a substantlal amount of addltional data on all’
types of ajrcraft which operate at the Airport- When that
‘data basé,is developed the parties rgdbgnlze that additional
'or d;fferent cafegories ‘may be created as well as the
1dentiflca+10n and placement of varxous specifxc aircraft
into a particular category, or the adjustment of the noxse
" level categories.
Durlng the Qhases of «his "progran described in Sec+ion
19, the FAA will, in cooperation with the City and any other
intérmﬂﬁd person oOr persons, make reasonable efforts to

educate, inform, and counsel pilots in terms of how to
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perate thelr aircraft so as to ellmlnate unnecessary n01se
in the communities adjacent toO the Alirport. Similarly,
during the 1mplementatlon phases of this program déécribed
in Sections 19(a), (b), and (c), the C¢ity will not take
formal administrative action against pilots. who operate
their aircraft to 6r from +he Airport in a manner which
oxceeds either the 90 dB or g7 dB SENEL limit but does not

exceed the maximum 95 db SENEL limit.

Sectlon 21. Cooperation in Enforcement.

".The City and the FAA ‘acknowledge and agree that
vis-a-vis third, partles each of them is responsible for the‘
enforcement of their own respectlve regulat;ons and that
‘neither of them has any responsxbllity tqr or'authorxty xo
enforce any regulatlons establlshed by the other. However,
both_the City and the FAA recognize that it is in thelr‘
mﬁtual 1nterest to cooperate'and exchange relevant
jnformation necessary to the successful implementation of

this‘Agreement.

Section 22. Night Depar+ure Restrxct;on

Tﬁe parties recognize tha* the City has establlshed'a
prohlbltlon on takeoffs from the Airport between 11:00 p.m.
“and 7:00Va.m. on Monday through Friday. and petween 11:00
pem. and. 8:00 a.m. on saturday and sunday. This prohibiﬁion
is not applicable in emergency situations. This regulation'
is ibchﬁed as a ﬁmterial term of +this Agreemant'and is

expected to remain in effec . It is agreed that it will not
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pe amended OF modified without the prior agreement of the

" parties.

gection 23. Golf Course Tarn .

As a noise abatement measure FAA will establish a
standard departure procedure for runway 21 which will route
alrcraft approxlmately 10 degrees south of the present
runway allgnmen* routing so as to route air traffic over the '
golf course area. Additionally, FAA w11l study the
possibility_of estéblishing an offset lbcalizer'appfoacﬂ to
runwaf 21, if approved by the Clty and installed the offset
jocalizer would be an interim measure antil a microwave
1anding system can be 1nstalled at the Airport. Before’
establlshlng such an offset locallzer appreoach FAA will
analyze and advise the City of what' effect,.if any., that
facili£y-would have in terms of providing some noise
abatement. |

The effect of the Golf Course Tﬁrn én aircraft noise
impaét in Santa Monica and Los Angéles neighborhoods will Se
analyz&i‘auring the implementation of the nbise abatement

program.

section 24. Hellcopters.

The parties recognlze that noise from hellcop*efs can
havé an impact on residential commgnities atound the
Airport, including neighborhoods that are mot significantly
affected DY noise}from.fixed—wing aircraft. The»partiés

agree to develop and implemen®t a designated helicopter

23

Exh. D
104




janding  area, a preferred helicopter flight bathq and a

helicopter flight altitude that provides maximum noise

abatement consistent with safety.

The parties recognlze that hellcopters are an
i&portant'part of the general aviation fleet,,and.are used
'fér'mllltary' law enforcement and medlcal purposes, and will
be permitted to use the Airport consxstent with n01sev
regulatlonso

The'parties agree thé£ the current ‘ban on helicopter
pattern flylng will’ remain in. effect. e -

- The parties recognize that the Axrport is not

rently used as a base for hellcopter sales, trainlng or

cur
. maintenance.  The parties agree that hellcopter noise w111
.be evaluated as part of the noise. abatemen+ program study.
Dependent on the resul*s of that study the City may, after
consultation with the parties, déeny agcess to the Airport to
an ?BO.'a substantial porg?bn,of whose activigy involves
helicopter operaﬁioné. During the pendency of that study,
the City is not reguired to le%éé space on the Airport to an
" FBO, a,s&bStantial pq;tion,df whose écci;ity.iDVOlyes
helicopter operations.

gection 25. Pattern FlyinguReétrictions

The partxes recognlze *hat the City has establlshed a

prohlbltlon on touch-and-go or stop—and go 0pera+1ons at the'
Ajirport af*er sunset and before 7:00 a.m. on Honday through

fwiday as well as all ‘day on Saturday,'Sunday, and 1ega1'

holidays.
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This restriction is expected YO iEmain iu criewn
pending the results of the noise abatement study described
in Section 19. The parties agree that the pattern £lying
restrlc*‘lOﬂ described above may be modified by the Clty,
affer consul'ratlon with the FAA, following the complet1on
and based cn the results of the noxse abatement study.

section 26. Design for Noise Abatement.

‘'The Airport Layout Plan ir;cludes several design
features intended to provide mitigatioh of éircraft noise.'
These “include designated engine run-up areas and noise
buffers to mitigate ground noise. designated helicopter
operatlon areas, and the establlshment of a touch-and- go
line. Structures constructed under the Alrport Plan will be

designed %o assist in mitigatlng noise impacts.

Section 27. Analysis of Future Alternatives.

The parties recognize and ack'n.owledge that there may
be other'feaSi'ble noise ai)atement actions POSSib'._Le but not
described in this Agreement.. Programs to acquire homes and
resell them with easements or to Provide insulatxon of
buildings may provide additional means to . ac‘h;eve the CJ.ty s
noise abatement goals. New or 1mproved fl:.ght o;:erating
'tech.niques or aircraft modification technology may be
developed. The parties aglree to keep each other informed of
progress :,n the area of noise.abatement technology and
+echn1ques which become avallable as means of reduc:.ng the‘

impact of alrcraft} noise on the cornmunlty.
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section 28. Federal Funding.

The parties recognlze and acknowledge v;hat the
;ccomp;lshment of the program described in thls Agreement,
inclu‘ding but not limited to the redesign'of the Airport and
the‘-implémen.tation of the .noise'labatement program will
fequire the_exﬁenditure of funds. The FAA agrees.that it
will,'cons‘istent'with this Agreement and _i_‘c.s 'nationwide'
program, proviée- financial assistance to the City for those
A'irport.proje'cts~eligible for such assistarice pursuant to
the Airport and Aifyay' Improvement Act of 1982 and other -
fﬁndin‘g sodrceg, and will accord the City a high prioriey
for such, financial assisfance.' These f\mds will be maae
'_avallable for many dlfferent purposes 1nclud1ng Alrport
plannlng, Airport lmprovement. and "Airport noise abatement

.projects consistent with the terms of this Agreemeﬁt.

Section 29. Commitment to Future Cooperatlon.

The par*xes ant;c:.pate that - frcm time to tlme in the
future this Agreement may be supplemented and/ox modn.fied in
order to accomplish its purposes.‘ The parties. agree to work
cooperatlvely and consult: with each other and other
1nterested persons to resolve any differences between them
which‘ may arise in the futute and in partlcular to work
cooperativeiy,ana' consult with each other with respect to
implementation of the tiered noise level concept based on
.d'en'nonstrated aircraft noise pe'rformanc‘:e classification as .~
well as any'othgr propo'sal designed to effect noise.

abatement at the Airport.

26

Exh. D
107




. IN WITNESS WHEREOF,djgﬁ/parties have caused this.
, - .

Agreemen£ o be executed thils day of January, 1984.

CITY OF SANTA MONICA,
a municipal corporation

JOHN H. ALSCHULE
City Manager

APPROVED AS TO FORM:’
Mo b e

ROBERT M. MYERS ¥
. City Attorney

FEDERAL AVIATION"ADMINISTRATIQN

el At
MICHAEL
Deputy Administrator
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