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Letter DD – Source One Solutions, Inc 

Response to Comment DD-1 

The issue of conflicts between the airpark landing zone and future homes in the University Hills 

project are addressed in detail in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).  

That discussion includes several possible solutions that will prevent conflicts until the airspace issue 

can be ultimately resolved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and/or the State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR). 

Response to Comment DD-2 

There are a number of possible solutions available; however, the responsibility for resolving the issue 

lies primarily with the DWR and CSS since they were clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved back in 1993 after approval of residential development on the 

University Hills site.  Additional discussion of this issue is provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS). 

Response to Comment DD-3 

The City acknowledges that the airpark generates indirect economic benefits for the City, however, it 

must also be noted the airpark appears to operate in violation of City Development Code Section 

12.88, Hang Gliding, which prohibits non-motorized flight over areas within the City unless approved 

by the City.  According to available information, the operations of the Andy Jackson Airpark have 

never been approved or authorized by the City under DC 12.88. 
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Letter EE – Peter and Dexa Swanson 

Response to Comment EE-1 

The issue of conflicts between the airpark landing zone and future homes in the University Hills 

project are addressed in detail in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).  

That discussion includes several possible solutions that will prevent conflicts until the airspace issue 

can be ultimately resolved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and/or the State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR). 

Response to Comment EE-2 

These comments addresses the same issues and responses as, H-1 through H-3, and are addressed by 

Responses BB-10, BB-23 though BB-26, BB-31, and BB-29 to the letters of the San Bernardino 

Valley Audubon Society as well as 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 FF – Mark Andrews 

Response to Comment FF-1 

These comments address the same issues and responses in letter G-4 of the Crestline Society, Inc.  

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 conflict 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.  With implementation of Mitigation Measure HAZ-2, potential impacts to public 

safety from airpark operation will remain at less than significant levels.
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Letter GG – BK Hall 

Response to Comment GG-1 

The issue of conflicts between the airpark landing zone and future homes in the University Hills 

project are addressed in detail in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).  

That discussion includes several possible solutions that will prevent conflicts until the airspace issue 

can be ultimately resolved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and/or the State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR). 

Response to Comment GG-2 

There are a number of possible solutions available; however, the responsibility for resolving the issue 

lies primarily with the DWR and CSS since they were clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved back in 1993 after approval of residential development on the 

University Hills site.  Additional discussion of this issue is provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS). 

Response to Comment GG-3 

The City acknowledges that the airpark generates indirect economic benefits for the City, however, it 

must also be noted the airpark appears to operate in violation of City Development Code Section 

12.88, Hang Gliding, which prohibits non-motorized flight over areas within the City unless approved 

by the City.  According to available information, the operations of the Andy Jackson Airpark have 

never been approved or authorized by the City under DC 12.88. 
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Letter HH – Brian Kauffman 

Response to Comment HH-1 

The issue of conflicts between the airpark landing zone and future homes in the University Hills 

project are addressed in detail in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).  

That discussion includes several possible solutions that will prevent conflicts until the airspace issue 

can be ultimately resolved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and/or the State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR). 

Response to Comment HH-2 

These comments address the same issues and responses in letter G-4 of the Crestline Society, Inc.  

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.  With implementation of Mitigation Measure HAZ-2, potential impacts to public 

safety from airpark operation will remain at less than significant levels. 

Response to Comment HH-3 

There are a number of possible solutions available; however, the responsibility for resolving the issue 

lies primarily with the DWR and CSS since they were clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved back in 1993 after approval of residential development on the 

University Hills site.  Additional discussion of this issue is provided in the previous Response G-4 to 

the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS). 
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Letter II – Michael Sandlin 

Response to Comment II-1 

The issue of conflicts between the airpark landing zone and future homes in the University Hills 

project are addressed in detail in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).  

That discussion includes several possible solutions that will prevent conflicts until the airspace issue 

can be ultimately resolved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and/or the State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR). 

Response to Comment II-2 

There are a number of possible solutions available; however, the responsibility for resolving the issue 

lies primarily with the DWR and CSS since they were clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved back in 1993 after approval of residential development on the 

University Hills site.  Additional discussion of this issue is provided in the previous Response G-4 to 

the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS). 
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Letter JJ – Toni Hawks Hang Gliding Club 

Response to Comment JJ-1 

The issue of conflicts between the airpark landing zone and future homes in the University Hills 

project are addressed in detail in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).  

That discussion includes several possible solutions that will prevent conflicts until the airspace issue 

can be ultimately resolved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and/or the State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR). 

There are a number of possible solutions available; however, the responsibility for resolving the issue 

lies primarily with the DWR and CSS since they were clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved back in 1993 after approval of residential development on the 

University Hills site.  Additional discussion of this issue is provided in the previous Response G-4 to 

the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS). 
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Response to Comment KK-1 

The issue of conflicts between the airpark landing zone and future homes in the University Hills 

project are addressed in detail in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).  

That discussion includes several possible solutions that will prevent conflicts until the airspace issue 

can be ultimately resolved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and/or the State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR). 

Response to Comment KK-2 

There are a number of possible solutions available; however, the responsibility for resolving the issue 

lies primarily with the DWR and CSS since they were clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved back in 1993 after approval of residential development on the 

University Hills site.  Additional discussion of this issue is provided in the previous Response G-4 to 

the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS). 
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Response to Comment LL-1 

The issue of conflicts between the airpark landing zone and future homes in the University Hills 

project are addressed in detail in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).  

That discussion includes several possible solutions that will prevent conflicts until the airspace issue 

can be ultimately resolved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and/or the State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR).  

There are a number of possible solutions available; however, the responsibility for resolving the issue 

lies primarily with the DWR and CSS since they were clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved back in 1993 after approval of residential development on the 

University Hills site.  Additional discussion of this issue is provided in the previous Response G-4 to 

the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS). 
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Response to Comment MM-1 

The City acknowledges that the airpark generates indirect economic benefits for the City, however, it 

must also be noted the airpark appears to operate in violation of City Development Code Section 

12.88, Hang Gliding, which prohibits non-motorized flight over areas within the City unless approved 

by the City.  According to available information, the operations of the Andy Jackson Airpark have 

never been approved or authorized by the City under DC 12.88. 

The issue of conflicts between the airpark landing zone and future homes in the University Hills 

project are addressed in detail in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).  

That discussion includes several possible solutions that will prevent conflicts until the airspace issue 

can be ultimately resolved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and/or the State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR).  

Response to Comment MM-2 

There are a number of possible solutions available; however, the responsibility for resolving the issue 

lies primarily with the DWR and CSS since they were clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved back in 1993 after approval of residential development on the 

University Hills site.  Additional discussion of this issue is provided in the previous Response G-4 to 

the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS). 
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Response to Comment NN-1 

The issue of conflicts between the airpark landing zone and future homes in the University Hills 

project are addressed in detail in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).  

That discussion includes several possible solutions that will prevent conflicts until the airspace issue 

can be ultimately resolved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and/or the State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR). 

Response to Comment NN-2 

There are a number of possible solutions available; however, the responsibility for resolving the issue 

lies primarily with the DWR and CSS since they were clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved back in 1993 after approval of residential development on the 

University Hills site.  Additional discussion of this issue is provided in the previous Response G-4 to 

the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS). 

Response to Comment NN-3 

The City acknowledges that the airpark generates indirect economic benefits for the City, however, it 

must also be noted the airpark appears to operate in violation of City Development Code Section 

12.88, Hang Gliding, which prohibits non-motorized flight over areas within the City unless approved 

by the City.  According to available information, the operations of the Andy Jackson Airpark have 

never been approved or authorized by the City under DC 12.88. 
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Response to Comment OO-1 

The issue of conflicts between the airpark landing zone and future homes in the University Hills 

project are addressed in detail in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).  

That discussion includes several possible solutions that will prevent conflicts until the airspace issue 

can be ultimately resolved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and/or the State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR).  

There are a number of possible solutions available; however, the responsibility for resolving the issue 

lies primarily with the DWR and CSS since they were clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved back in 1993 after approval of residential development on the 

University Hills site.  Additional discussion of this issue is provided in the previous Response G-4 to 

the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS). 

Response to Comment OO-2 

The City acknowledges that the airpark generates indirect economic benefits for the City, however, it 

must also be noted the airpark appears to operate in violation of City Development Code Section 

12.88, Hang Gliding, which prohibits non-motorized flight over areas within the City unless approved 

by the City.  According to available information, the operations of the Andy Jackson Airpark have 

never been approved or authorized by the City under DC 12.88. 
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Response to Comment PP-1 

The issue of conflicts between the airpark landing zone and future homes in the University Hills 

project are addressed in detail in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).  

That discussion includes several possible solutions that will prevent conflicts until the airspace issue 

can be ultimately resolved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and/or the State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR).  

There are a number of possible solutions available; however, the responsibility for resolving the issue 

lies primarily with the DWR and CSS since they were clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved back in 1993 after approval of residential development on the 

University Hills site.  Additional discussion of this issue is provided in the previous Response G-4 to 

the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS). 
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Response to Comment QQ-1 

The issue of conflicts between the airpark landing zone and future homes in the University Hills 

project are addressed in detail in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).  

That discussion includes several possible solutions that will prevent conflicts until the airspace issue 

can be ultimately resolved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and/or the State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR). 

Response to Comment QQ-2 

There are a number of possible solutions available; however, the responsibility for resolving the issue 

lies primarily with the DWR and CSS since they were clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved back in 1993 after approval of residential development on the 

University Hills site.  Additional discussion of this issue is provided in the previous Response G-4 to 

the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS). 
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Response to Comment RR-1 

The issue of conflicts between the airpark landing zone and future homes in the University Hills 

project are addressed in detail in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).  

That discussion includes several possible solutions that will prevent conflicts until the airspace issue 

can be ultimately resolved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and/or the State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR). 

Response to Comment RR-2 

There are a number of possible solutions available; however, the responsibility for resolving the issue 

lies primarily with the DWR and CSS since they were clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved back in 1993 after approval of residential development on the 

University Hills site.  Additional discussion of this issue is provided in the previous Response G-4 to 

the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS). 

Response to Comment RR-3 

The City acknowledges that the airpark generates indirect economic benefits for the City, however, it 

must also be noted the airpark appears to operate in violation of City Development Code Section 

12.88, Hang Gliding, which prohibits non-motorized flight over areas within the City unless approved 

by the City.  According to available information, the operations of the Andy Jackson Airpark have 

never been approved or authorized by the City under DC 12.88. 
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Response to Comment SS-1 

The issue of conflicts between the airpark landing zone and future homes in the University Hills 

project are addressed in detail in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).  

That discussion includes several possible solutions that will prevent conflicts until the airspace issue 

can be ultimately resolved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and/or the State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR). 

Response to Comment SS-2 

There are a number of possible solutions available; however, the responsibility for resolving the issue 

lies primarily with the DWR and CSS since they were clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved back in 1993 after approval of residential development on the 

University Hills site.  Additional discussion of this issue is provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS). 

Response to Comment SS-3 

The City acknowledges that the airpark generates indirect economic benefits for the City, however, it 

must also be noted the airpark appears to operate in violation of City Development Code Section 

12.88, Hang Gliding, which prohibits non-motorized flight over areas within the City unless approved 

by the City.  According to available information, the operations of the Andy Jackson Airpark have 

never been approved or authorized by the City under DC 12.88. 
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Response to Comment TT-1 

The issue of conflicts between the airpark landing zone and future homes in the University Hills 

project are addressed in detail in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).  

That discussion includes several possible solutions that will prevent conflicts until the airspace issue 

can be ultimately resolved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and/or the State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR).   

There are a number of possible solutions available; however, the responsibility for resolving the issue 

lies primarily with the DWR and CSS since they were clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved back in 1993 after approval of residential development on the 

University Hills site.  Additional discussion of this issue is provided in the previous Response G-4 to 

the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS). 
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Response to Comment UU-1 

The issue of conflicts between the airpark landing zone and future homes in the University Hills 

project are addressed in detail in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).  

That discussion includes several possible solutions that will prevent conflicts until the airspace issue 

can be ultimately resolved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and/or the State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR). 

There are a number of possible solutions available; however, the responsibility for resolving the issue 

lies primarily with the DWR and CSS since they were clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved back in 1993 after approval of residential development on the 

University Hills site.  Additional discussion of this issue is provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS). 

The City acknowledges that the airpark generates indirect economic benefits for the City, however, it 

must also be noted the airpark appears to operate in violation of City Development Code Section 

12.88, Hang Gliding, which prohibits non-motorized flight over areas within the City unless approved 

by the City.  According to available information, the operations of the Andy Jackson Airpark have 

never been approved or authorized by the City under DC 12.88. 
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Response to Comment VV-1 

The issue of conflicts between the airpark landing zone and future homes in the University Hills 

project are addressed in detail in Response G-4 to the letter from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).  

That discussion includes several possible solutions that will prevent conflicts until the airspace issue 

can be ultimately resolved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and/or the State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR).  

There are a number of possible solutions available; however, the responsibility for resolving the issue 

lies primarily with the DWR and CSS since they were clearly aware of the potential conflict when the 

location of the airpark was approved back in 1993 after approval of residential development on the 

University Hills site.  Additional discussion of this issue is provided in Response G-4 to the letter 

from the Crestline Soaring Society (CSS).


