
AMERICAN AIRLINES 
CAHI ADOIISS AMAII 

AMON CARTER FIELD • FORT WORTH, TEXAS 

FORT WORTH, phone AT/or 4-2551 • DALLAS, phone ANdrew, 2-1392 

OFFICE OF 

THE REGIONAL VICE /'RESIDENT 

Mr . Amon G. Carter 
1220 Broad Street 
Fort Worth, Texas 

Dear Mr. Carter: 

8 December 1954 

I am attaching a copy of a letter that I have just written to 
C. w. Jacob concerning the Dallas Chamber of Commerce comments 
on the Fort Worth proposal to share Carter Field with Dallas. 

I feel certain that what the Dallas Chamher of Commerce told 
its membership must have come to your attention. If it has 
not , and you wish to secure a copy, please let me know and I 
will f i nd someway to get another one . I presently have only 
the one copy which I have sent to Jake. 

With best regards , I am, 

MDM/ew 
Attachment 

Sincerely 

9t-~~ 
Mel vin D. Miller 
Regi onal Vice President 



C. W. Jacob - NYCP 

Regional Vi ce President - Sales, ACF 

React ion of Dallas to Ft. Worth 's Airport 
Proposal 

8 December 1954 

I am att aching a copy o.f a communication from the Dallas Chamber of Commerce 
to its membership dated November 30th, but received in my office today, Dec­
ember 8th. You will find t hat i t includes Jim Buckley' s recommendation to 
the City of Dallas on the Fort Worth offer to sel l Dallas an interest in 
Carter Field and the reply of the Dall as Mayor to the Mayor of Fort Worth. 

Buckley' s analysis and comments are so full of 
they hardl y deserve discussion on my part, but 
minimum comments : 

He glibly assumes t hat t he Fort Wor rop ~ 
abandonment of Love Fiel d for scheduled a1 

hat are obvious that 
1 make t he following 

to my knowledge, has never been op ed or con 

eant t he complete 
ervice when that , 
m at ed., 

2. Buckley estimates an exor i time and money to Dallas 
travelers if t hey used th t Cart er Fiel d, again assum-
ing t hat all of the· have to be there . He says 
that 48% of Dall as .A"'-~- equire more than 20 minutes 
more ground time · to ACF as compared t o Love 
Field. This is c downtown Dallas , it takes a 
minimum of 20 mi vorabl e condit ions to go to 
Love Field es, under the most unfavorable 
conditions (I say this on the basis of 
extensive om the residential area of Dallas, 
many trav Field in equal or l ess time than to 
Love F'iel erage the difference will not be more than 
15 minutes imates are exaggerated and would not stand 
up under i .-.._..-•..Y• tion. 

J. Buckley says t hat 58% of Dallas air travelers originate or terminate 
their journeys away from the downtown center o.f Dallas and would have 
to travel an added distance by cab or private car to reach a down­
town airport limousine terminal if t hey were using service at Carter 
Field. This is pure fabricat i on because he knows that the private 
ear passengers coul d drive directly to Carter Field if it were closer 
than downtown Dallas , and either private car passengers or cab users 
could go directly to Love Field from which point limousines go t,o 
Carter Field at JO-minute i ntervals during the greater part of the 
day. 

4. Buckley e ites a $12, 000, 000 payroll loss to Dallas if it accepts the 
Fort Worth offer. Even if that offer contemplated complete abandon­
ment of Love Field, there is no room to assume that its acceptance 
would cost Dallas any loss in payroll dollars now spent there. In 
fact, much of the payroll now at ACF is accruing to employees who 
live in Dallas and who spend the money from their paychecks there . 
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T1is argument is purely a smoke screen to hoodwink the public and the 
voters in Dallas. Wit h Carter Field extremely accessibl e to Dallas 
residents by private car., in point of time, it is unthinkabl e that the 
proposed joint operation would cause Dallas airline employees to move 
out of that city. 

Jim Buckl ey' s comments are too t r ansparent to be accepted by anyone other than 
t hose t hat they are designed to pl ea.se . 

I am quite certain that this is not a closed subject. Certain groups in Dallas 
feel t hat the City Council has taken arbitrary actio and apparently intend to 
make t his a major issue in the campaign for a city ction, which will take 
place next April . The Dallas Airport Bond El ect ion i January 1953 favored the 
bonds by a rel atively narrow margin~ If this issue i aggressively pushed 
next spring by opponents of Love Field, we m sily see a complete change 
in t he make-up of the ci t y administraQ ~ 

MDM/ew 
Attachment 

lvin D. Miller 


