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Letter I – Form Letter Number 2 for Andy Jackson Airpark 

NOTE:  There were 28 letters received using this same form, so the responses are the same for all the 

letters sent using this form.  All Forms submitted are included in Appendix D of the Final EIR.   

Table 2: Individuals Who Submitted Form Letter Number 2 

Name Date Name Date

Alexander Wright September 1 Joe Greblo September 1 

Andrew Beem September 1 Paul Donahue September 1 

Andrew Pryciak September 1 Paul Verderosa September 1 

Andrew Routley September 1 Robert Heaton September 1 

Eric Douglas September 1 Roman Dodson September 1 

Frank Havermeyer September 1 Thomas Shaffer September 1 

Freddy Wagner September 1 Todd Siebert September 1 

Greg Angsten September 1 Tom C's September 1 

Jim Thompson September 1 Unknown Sender September 1 

David Froschauer September 1 David Teal September 1 

Jose Lopez September 1 Joseph Szalri September 1 

Kevin Williams September 1 Sebastian Lutges September 1 

Unknown Signature # 1 September 1 Weaver September 1 

Unknown Signature # 2 September 1 Tommy Austin September 1 

Response to Comment I-1 

This comment addresses the same issues as Comment H-1, and is addressed by Response H-1 and the 

extensive analysis provided in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society. 

Response to Comment I-2 

This comment addresses the same issues as Comment H-2, and is addressed by Response H-2 and the 

extensive analysis provided in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society.   

One additional issue raised by this commentator is the proposed removal of open space to support 

additional development and to remove houses from the airpark approach zone.  The areas selected for 

preservation of open space have been carefully selected for this site.  The previous Paradise Hills 

project proposed development of housing up into the middle and upper portions of Badger Canyon, 

which was strongly opposed by conservation groups (e.g., Sierra Club, Audubon Society).  The areas 

currently proposed for development were selected to avoid Badger Creek and its associated uplands, 

and the San Andreas Fault.  Shifting development into any of these areas would clearly impact 
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significant biological resources and would not be an acceptable trade-off for areas under the airpark 

approach zone. 

Response to Comment I-3 

This comment addresses the same issues as Comment H-3, and is addressed by Response H-3 and the 

extensive analysis provided in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society.
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Letter J – Brad Hall Letter for Andy Jackson Airpark 

Response to Comment J-1 

The issues raised by the commentator are equivalent to those raised by the Crestline Soaring Society 

(CSS) and are addressed in detail in Response G-4.  It is an unfortunate result of suburban and urban 

development that hang gliding and parasailing landing sites are being lost in Southern California.  

However, both the Department of Water Resources, who leases the airpark site, and CSS are largely 

responsible for resolving this dispute since both were clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved in 1993 to relocate to the current site, which was after approval 

of residential development (Paradise Hills – February 1993) on the University Hills site.   
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Letter K – Deane Williams Letter for Andy Jackson Airpark 

Response to Comment K-1 

These comments address the same issues as Comments H-1 through H-3, and are discussed in 

Responses H-1 through H-3 as well as in the extensive analysis provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society.  The issue of moving development into open space areas is 

discussed in Response I-2. 
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Letter L– Edward Geller Letter for Andy Jackson Airpark 

Response to Comment L-1 

These comments address the same issues as Comments H-1 through H-3, and are discussed in

Responses H-1 through H-3 as well as in the extensive analysis provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society.  The issue of moving development into open space areas is 

discussed in Response I-2. 

It is an unfortunate result of suburban and urban development that hang gliding and parasailing 

landing sites are being lost in Southern California.  However, both the Department of Water 

Resources, who leases the airpark site, and CSS are largely responsible for resolving this dispute 

since they were both clearly aware of the potential conflict when the location of the airpark was 

approved back in 1993 which was after approval of residential development on the University Hills 

site.
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Letter M – George Berka Letter for Andy Jackson Airpark 

Response to Comment M-1 

These comments address the same issues as Comments H-1 through H-3, and are discussed in 

Responses H-1 through H-3 as well as in the extensive analysis provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society.  The issue of moving development into open space areas is 

discussed in Response I-2. 
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Letter N – H.A. Curt Otto Letter for Andy Jackson Airpark 

Response to Comment N-1 

These comments address the same issues as Comments H-1 through H-3, and are discussed in 

Responses H-1 through H-3 as well as in the extensive analysis provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society.  The issue of moving development into open space areas is 

discussed in Response I-2.  Both the Department of Water Resources, who leases the airpark site, and 

CSS are largely responsible for resolving this dispute since they were both clearly aware of the 

potential conflict when the location of the airpark was approved back in 1993, which was after 

approval of residential development on the University Hills site. 
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Letter O – James Reynolds Letter for Andy Jackson Airpark 

Response to Comment O-1 

These comments address the same issues as Comments H-1 through H-3, and are discussed 

inResponses H-1 through H-3 as well as in the extensive analysis provided in Response G-4 to the 

letter from the Crestline Soaring Society. 
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Letter P – John Scott Letter for Andy Jackson Airpark 

Response to Comment P-1 

These comments address the same issues as Comments H-1 through H-3, and are discussed in 

Responses H-1 through H-3 as well as in the extensive analysis provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society. 
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Letter Q – John Wright Letter for Andy Jackson Airpark 

Response to Comment Q-1 

These comments address the same issues as Comments H-1 through H-3, and are discussed by 

Responses H-1 through H-3 as well as in the extensive analysis provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society. 
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Letter R – Joseph W. Popper III Letter for Andy Jackson Airpark 

Response to Comment R-1 

These comments address the same issues as Comments H-1 through H-3, and are discussed in 

Responses H-1 through H-3 as well as in the extensive analysis provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society.  The issue of moving development into open space areas is 

discussed in Response I-2.  Both the Department of Water Resources, who leases the airpark site, and 

CSS are largely responsible for resolving this dispute since they were both clearly aware of the 

potential conflict when the location of the airpark was approved back in 1993, which was after 

approval of residential development on the University Hills site.  
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Letter S – Mark Sorensen Letter for Andy Jackson Airpark 

Response to Comment S-1 

These comments address the same issues as Comments H-1 through H-3, and are discussed in 

Responses H-1 through H-3 as well as in the extensive analysis provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society.  The issue of moving development into open space areas is 

discussed in Response I-2.  Both the Department of Water Resources, who leases the airpark site, and 

CSS are largely responsible for resolving this dispute since they were both clearly aware of the 

potential conflict when the location of the airpark was approved back in 1993, which was after 

approval of residential development on the University Hills site.   







Final Environmental Impact Report 
University Hills Specific Plan 

Michael Brandman Associates 3-102
S:\Client\2533 Inland Communities\0006 Univ Hills EIR\FEIR-MMRP and Findings\FEIR\FEIR-MMRP_UHSP10-21-08 Print Version.doc 

Letter T – Matt Dettman Letter for Andy Jackson Airpark 

Response to Comment T-1 

These comments address the same issues as Comments H-1 through H-3, and are discussed in 

Responses H-1 through H-3 as well as in the extensive analysis provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society.  The issue of moving development into open space areas is 

discussed in Response I-2.
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Letter U – Michael Meier Letter for Andy Jackson Airpark 

Response to Comment U-1 

These comments address the same issues as Comments H-1 through H-3, and are discussed in 

Responses H-1 through H-3 as well as in the extensive analysis provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society.  The issue of moving development into open space areas is 

discussed in Response I-2.  Both the Department of Water Resources, who leases the airpark site, and 

CSS are largely responsible for resolving this dispute since they were both clearly aware of the 

potential conflict when the location of the airpark was approved back in 1993, which was after 

approval of residential development on the University Hills site.   
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Letter V – Peter Wurr Letter for Andy Jackson Airpark 

Response to Comment V-1 

These comments address the same issues as Comments H-1 through H-3, and are discussed in 

Responses H-1 through H-3 as well as in the extensive analysis provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society.  The issue of moving development into open space areas is 

discussed in Response I-2.
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Letter W – Phil Sergent Letter for Andy Jackson Airpark 

Response to Comment W-1 

These comments address the same issues as Comments H-1 through H-3, and are discussed in 

Responses H-1 through H-3 as well as in the extensive analysis provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society.  The issue of moving development into open space areas is 

discussed in Response I-2.  The comments and responses regarding flying non-motorized aircraft are 

the same or similar to a large degree in relation to designing and testing the aircraft, as indicated by 

the commentator. 





Final Environmental Impact Report 
University Hills Specific Plan 

Michael Brandman Associates 3-111
S:\Client\2533 Inland Communities\0006 Univ Hills EIR\FEIR-MMRP and Findings\FEIR\FEIR-MMRP_UHSP10-21-08 Print Version.doc 

Letter X – Philip Ferreira Letter for Andy Jackson Airpark 

Response to Comment X-1 

The comments regarding conflicts with the landing zone and the Proposed Project are addressed by 

Responses H-1 through H-3 as well as in the extensive analysis provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society.   





Final Environmental Impact Report 
University Hills Specific Plan 

Michael Brandman Associates 3-113
S:\Client\2533 Inland Communities\0006 Univ Hills EIR\FEIR-MMRP and Findings\FEIR\FEIR-MMRP_UHSP10-21-08 Print Version.doc 

Letter Y – Richard Jesuroga Letter for Andy Jackson Airpark 

Response to Comment Y-1 

These comments address the same issues as Comments H-1 through H-3, and are discussed in 

Responses H-1 through H-3 as well as in the extensive analysis provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society.  The issue of moving development into open space areas is 

discussed in Response I-2. 

It is an unfortunate result of suburban and urban development that hang gliding and parasailing 

landing sites are being lost in Southern California.  However, both the Department of Water 

Resources, who leases the airpark site, and CSS are largely responsible for resolving this dispute 

since they were both clearly aware of the potential conflict when the location of the airpark was 

approved back in 1993, which was after approval of residential development on the University Hills 

site (Paradise Hills – February 1993).  It should also be noted that the Inland Communities Corp and 

the CSS had agreed on a Clear Landing Zone that was incorporated into the land plan design, which is 

evidenced by a support and approval letter from CSS dated June 13, 2006.   
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Letter Z – Rob McKenzie Letter for Andy Jackson Airpark 

Response to Comment Z-1 

The commentator indicates that Pine Crest Airpark was approved by the City around 1977; however, 

data from the City and the CSS website indicate that the current location of the Andy Jackson Airpark 

was not and has not been approved by the City for such use.  The other comments regarding conflicts 

between airpark landings and the proposed University Hills Project are extensively discussed in 

Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society.  That discussion includes several 

possible solutions including one involving the State Department of Water Resources (DWR). 

Both the Department of Water Resources, who leases the airpark site, and CSS are largely responsible 

for resolving this dispute since they were both clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved back in 1993, which was after approval of residential 

development on the University Hills site. 


