


























Amendments to  
ALUCPs for  

Six Rural Airports and 
McClellan-Palomar Airport 

ITEMS 3 TO 9 



Scope of Proposed 
Amendment 

o Clarify policies and define thresholds 
for review 

o Streamline project review procedures 
o Same amendment as done in 2010 to 

urban airports (except McClellan-
Palomar) & MCAS Miramar 



Affected ALUCPs 

o Six rural airports, adopted in 2006 
o McClellan-Palomar Airport  
o not included in 2010 due to previous 

amendment that year 
o ALUC restricted to 1 amendment per 

calendar year 
o Amendment now preserves ability to 

amend ALUCPs in 2012 



Meetings with  
Affected Agencies 

o Met with County of San Diego on 
October 28 regarding six rural airports 

o Met with City of Carlsbad on 
November 1 regarding McClellan-
Palomar Airport 



Components of 
Amendment 



New Uses within  
Existing Structures 

Current Plan:  ALUCPs do not apply to existing land 
uses.  However, when a new use is proposed 
inside an existing building (e.g., tenant 
improvement), ALUCPs do not provide guidance 
regarding when review is required. 

 
Amendment:  Interior improvements that maintain or 

reduce previous occupancy intensity would not be 
subject to ALUC review; projects proposing a 
higher occupancy (e.g., retail to assembly) would 
be subject to ALUC review 



Review Area 2 Projects 

Current Plan: Land use actions in Review 
Area 2 have only airspace protection as a 
potential concern, and there is confusing 
guidance as to whether ALUC review is 
necessary. 

 
Amendment: Require ALUC review in Review 

Area 2 only for FAA hazards or if the project 
has other unique circumstances of concern, 
such as bright lights, glare, or wildlife 
attractants 



ALUC Staff Review 

Current Plan: Applicants for projects that are 
entirely consistent must wait for monthly 
ALUC hearing to reaffirm staff findings, 
presenting hardship for some applicants. 

 
Amendment: Staff review is sufficient for 

projects that are consistent with all ALUCP 
compatibility factors (same as other California 
ALUCs and already provided for in existing 
Airport Authority Policy 8.30) 



Threshold of Change  
for New Review 

Current Plan: ALUCPs require ALUC review of 
projects when substantive changes are made, 
without quantifying what “substantive” means. 

 
Amendment: Adopt 10 percent cumulative 

increase in building area or lot coverage as a 
measurable threshold above which projects 
would be subject to ALUC review; this is the 
standard used by most cities & County of San 
Diego 



Upgrades for Non-
Conforming Structures 

Current Plan: ALUCPs do not allow non-conforming 
structures to be modernized for life safety code 
upgrades, such as accessibility requirements, 
without triggering requirement for complete 
conformance. 

 
Amendment: Allow non-conforming structures to be 

upgraded to the extent necessary to meet code 
requirements without losing non-conforming 
status, provided there is no increase in dwelling 
units or people per acre, nor any height increase 
which would be deemed a hazard by the FAA 



Eating/Drinking Places 
in Shopping Centers 

Current Plan: Shopping Centers are 
described as always including 
eating/drinking establishments. 

 
Amendment: Clarify in policy text and 

compatibility matrix that shopping 
centers may or may not include 
eating/drinking establishments 



Method of Calculating  
Maximum Use of Site 

Current Plan: Requires complex Floor Area Ratio* 
(FAR) calculation by dividing proportions of each 
use by the proportionate share of project site; 
does not yield meaningful maximum FAR. 

 
Amendment: Determine the maximum use of a site 

by multiplying the proportion of each use by the 
allowable FAR in the ALUCP (see illustration on 
following slide) 

 
*  FAR = square feet of building / square feet of 

entire site 
 



Method of Calculating  
Maximum Use of Site 

Office 
(75% of total  
building area) 

Retail  
(25% of total  
building area) 

ALUCP FAR for 
Office: 0.64 
 
Max Allowed FAR 
75% x 0.64 = 0.48 

ALUCP FAR for 
Retail: 0.51 
 
Max Allowed FAR 
25% x 0.51 = 0.13  



Applicable to Rural 
Airport ALUCPs Only 



Overflight Notification 

Current Plan: Makes reference to 
recorded overflight easements, when 
these do not exist and could be 
confused with avigation easements. 

 
Amendment: Replace overflight 

easement with overflight agreement in 
all references 



Missing Heading 

Current Plan: Residential Development 
Criteria heading was omitted in the 
plans. 

 
Amendment: Place the heading in the 

appropriate place and indent and 
renumber subsequent subheadings 
and sections accordingly 



Recommendation 

• Adopt the amendments to the six 
rural airport and McClellan-
Palomar Airport ALUCPs 

• Adopt each Addendum to the 
previously adopted Negative 
Declarations for each of the 
airports 
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