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Citrus Reservoir Earthen Stockpile History as of 7/29/17 
 

 
Summary of Events 
The two large earthen stockpiles east of REI are the excavation materials from the 
construction of the California Dept. of Water Resources (CDWR) Citrus Reservoir. This 
reservoir is a component of CDWR’s East Branch Extension Phase 2 (EBX II) water 
project that was constructed to supply the growing water needs for communities in the 
eastern valley of the inland empire. The project ties into the aqueduct that exists under 
Opal Ave and pumps water east with storage in the Citrus reservoir and the reservoir 
above the Yucaipa Regional Park. 
 
The CDWR East Branch Extension EIR dated January 2009 contains many references to 
Redlands Airport. The construction related impacts to the airport and wildlife concerns 
about the reservoirs location were well documented in the EIR. Adequate mitigation 
measures were proposed, but most were not implemented. (See EIR info in this 
summary.) The City of Redlands did not provide any comments during the comment 
period of the EIR. Initially the site contractor communicated construction concerns with 
Jim Ott, Redlands Aviation as they thought he was the airport manager and City 
representative.   
 
The construction near the airport is on property just east of the Redlands City limits and 
within the unincorporated area of the County of San Bernardino.  
 
The new reservoir (Citrus Reservoir) is approximately ½ mile from the Redlands airport 
(REI). This reservoir will undoubtedly attract water fowl that are a hazard to aircraft 
operation. The California Airport Planning Land Use Handbook calls attention to the 
FAA's guidance on separation criteria for potential wildlife hazard attractants within FAA 
Advisory Circular 150/5200-33B, "Wildlife Hazard Attractants on and Near Airports". The 
guidance provides for a 5000' minimum separation distance between the airport 
operation area and the wildlife area attractant, the reservoir. 
 
We are not sure of how a reservoir got permitted and constructed within a ½ mile of 
the airport operation area.  Why did the State of California plan a reservoir closer than 
the recommended distances specified in the “The California Airport Planning Land Use 
Handbook” published by the State of California Department of Transportation?  
 
Numerous airport users made issue of the stockpile and the obstacle hazard it created 
in early 2013 to Caltrans, The City of Redlands, and the FAA. The stockpile of greatest 
concern is the one closest to Runway 26. The storage of the materials in the stockpile 
was done under a Temporary Use Permit (TUP) granted by the County of San 
Bernardino. 
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Sometime late 2013 or early 2014, CDWR's contractor, Ames construction 
sold/transferred ownership of this material to the property owner where it is stockpiled. 
It is assumed this transaction was done to avoid the obligation and costs associated 
with hauling and disposing of this large volume of excavation material to another site.  
 
A screening plant to separate rock from soil was erected in early July 2014 by the 
property owner that acquired the stockpile. The TUP granted by the County of San 
Bernardino did not specifically address this use. We also later learned the screening 
plant was built and operated to facilitate sorting the materials so the property owner 
could sell the excavation materials.  The screening plant was originally erected on the 
toe of the 7:1 slope in the N/W corner of the stockpile. It has remained in basically the 
same location until now, but as spoils have been removed, it’s height has been reduced. 
The current elevation of the nearest obstacle to REI’s runway is approximately 20’ AGL. 
It was originally approximately 80’ in height.  
 
Airport users voiced concerns about the stockpile and reservoir in meetings, emails, and 
letters numerous times to the following agencies: 
AOPA 
California Pilots Association  
FAA  
Caltrans Division of Aeronautics 
City of Redlands 
County of San Bernardino 
CDWR 
 
Caltrans Division of Aeronautics was initially helpful. Patrick Miles, our aviation safety 
representative was instrumental in getting the height of the earthen berm reduced in 
2013 below the part 77 approach heights. Patrick initially stated the CDWR contractor is 
supposed to remove this berm on the S/S of the runway centerline extended by 
November 2014 as a condition of his permit. He stated the site was supposed to be 
returned to its original elevation contours. The stockpile was supposed to be temporary.  
 
But after the CDWR contractor sold the stockpile to the property owner at the location 
of the stockpile, his assistance diminished. Many times, Patrick simply threatened to 
curtail nighttime ops at REI when airport users brought this issue to his attention. 
Thankfully, he does not have the authority to do so. Patrick did appear at a Redlands 
City Council Meeting in November 2014 to present on the obstacle. His letter dated 
October 16, 2014 that was presented at this meeting is included in this summary. 
 
The FAA was initially concerned about the stockpile, but ultimately because the slopes 
height was reduced below the approved part 77 approach slope they did not get 
involved.    
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Most of the communications made between the airport community and the City of 
Redlands Quality of Life Staff occurred at AAB meetings. This was done as the City is 
the airport sponsor and it was hoped they would take up the fight. Letters are included 
in this summary from the RAA to Fred Cardenas, City of Redlands and Dave Prusch 
County of San Bernardino. Also included are letters from Chris Boatman, City of 
Redlands to the County of San Bernardino.  
During discussions at the AAB meetings with the City of Redlands it became obvious 
that the best way to get the obstacle removed was to apply pressure to San Bernardino 
County. Their Land Services Department kept renewing temporary use permits (TUP) 
for the property owner with the stockpile. I believe the responsible parties at the 
County thought the property owner could sell the materials in a reasonable amount of 
time.  
 
On November 20, 2014, the City of Redlands asked the County not to renew the TUP.  
So, the County let the permit expire. The property owner continued removing some 
material but at a very slow pace.  
 
In July 2015, we learned the TUP had expired at the site. On July 28, 2015, the RAA 
wrote a letter to Dave Prusch, Land Use Services Supervisor SB County, asking him 
about next steps the County was going to undertake to get the “temporary” obstacle 
removed. David responded on 7-29-15 and said the matter would be sent to County 
Code enforcement. Julie Hernandez, a Code Enforcement Supervisor, was given the 
assignment to handle.  
 
Even when they had a TUP, we do not believe the property owner ever obtained FAA 
approval of the location and operation of their sorting plant. There were flags on their 
equipment but there aren’t any lights at night. Vehicles are also left on the slope when 
work is not being performed. 
 
The RAA shared these concerns with the City of Redlands at AAB meetings. We also 
followed up numerous times with County code enforcement staff after the matter was 
referred to them, but they didn’t return my calls or respond to our e-mails. Quality of 
Life Department shared that they too are not having any luck in getting county staff to 
resolve the situation.  
 
As a result, Ingrid Biglow, Jim Hoyt and I went to the San Bernardino County Board of 
Supervisors meeting on June 15, 2016 to voice our concerns during public comment 
(See Ted and Ingrid’s public comments). We requested the board’s assistance to get 
the proper focus on removing this hazard. Chairman Ramos referred the matter to the 
CEO of the Board for follow-up.   
 
Shortly after the BOS meeting I was contacted by Supervisor Ramos staff and they 
shared correspondence that had been sent from the County to the property owner. On 
June 23, the County’s attorney issued a stern letter to the property owner.  The letter 
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threatened the property owner with criminal prosecution. This correspondence is 
included in this summary.  
 
In July 2016, I was contacted by Andy Wingert, Code Enforcement Chief Land Use 
Services Department as he was aware that I wanted to talk to him about the stockpile 
issue. In our conversation and e-mails I thanked the County for issuing the letter to the 
property owner and shared there was significant activity occurring by the property 
owner to sort material and haul it away. But, I also asked Chief Wingert to investigate 
having the property owner move the screening operation away from the approach path 
of aircraft as I believed it was a hazard.  
 
Chief Wingert then shared he would involve Patrick Miles at Caltrans to assess the 
safety issues I had brought to his attention. On 8-16-16 I sent the County photos of 
blowing dust so bad from the sorting operation it obscured use of runway 26. This 
information was shared with Chris Boatman. The site contractor started using water 
during sorting operations shortly thereafter. Please see the email communications 
between the RAA, Chief Wingert and Chris Boatman included in this summary.  
 
There has not been any further communication between the RAA and San Bernardino 

County. The stockpile closest to the runway has been reduced from 80’ to 20’. The site 

is still not to original contours. Materials are still being sorted and hauled away. There 

are piles of material near the approach to the runway that can be located elsewhere.  

Current Recommendations for AAB to consider.  

• I believe it is appropriate for the City to follow-up now with the County to get the 

latest schedule on when the work will be completed. A formal inquiry of this 

nature to Supervisor Ramos’s office would may help their code enforcement 

group to keep the pressure on the property owner to finally remove the material. 

Perhaps an official from their Code enforcement organization could present at a 

Redlands City Council meeting.  

 
• The City of Redlands should understand both the City’s and the DWR’s 

obligations to implement mitigating measure LU-7 approved in the EIR for the 
EBX-II project. These mitigations are designed to minimize the potential for bird 
strikes resulting from birds being attracted to the reservoir. We are not aware of 
any progress on completing these mitigating measures.  

 
 
Prepared by: Ted Gablin 
  Redlands Airport Association  
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AOPA’s February 2013 Letter to the FAA 
 

 

 

February 25, 2013 

 

 

Ms. Karen McDonald 

Specialist, Air Traffic Airspace Branch 

Federal Aviation Administration, ASW-520 

2601 Meacham Boulevard 

Fort Worth, TX  76137-0520 

 

Re: FAA Aeronautical Study No. 2012-AWP-8150-OE 

 

Ms. McDonald, 

 

The Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association (AOPA), representing nearly 400,000 members 

nationwide, submits the following comments in response to the Federal Aviation 

Administration’s (FAA) Aeronautical Study Number 2012-AWP-8150-OE for an earth stockpile 

near Redlands Airport (REI) in Redlands, California.   

 

AOPA is disturbed with the impact the earth stockpile, already being constructed, will have on 

the safe and efficient navigation of airspace in and around Redlands Airport.  A major concern is 

the close in proximity (just over 3000 feet) of the earth stockpile to the approach end of RWY 

26.  The stockpile, not currently marked or lighted at night, appears alarmingly close to the final 

approach path to the runway and could present a substantial hazard during a night approach to 

RWY 26 which has no visual glideslope aides.  This could be particularly hazardous to transient 

pilots unfamiliar with the airport.  The earth stockpile will also rise to 1656 feet MSL which is 

82 feet above the RWY 26 threshold elevation of 1574 feet MSL.  The height and proximity is 

very troubling and could also present a hazard to aircraft arriving on RWY 26 and departing on 

RWY 08.        

 

In light of the impact the earth stockpile will have to flight operations at Redlands Airport, 

AOPA requests that the FAA issue a determination of hazard.  We appreciate the opportunity to 

comment on this proposed obstruction. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Patrick Timmerman 

Senior Aviation Technical Specialist 

Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association 
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Caltrans 10/16/2014 Letter to City of Redlands  
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Redlands AAB Meetings That Discussed Obstacle Issue 
Note There are More, But Minutes Cannot be Found on City’s Website 

 
1/12 – No mention 
4/4/12 – No mention 
 
5/2/12 – No mention 
 
6/6/12 – No mention 
 
7/11/12 – No mention 
 
8/3/12 – Discussion around the East Branch Water Project holding ponds centered on 
concern of attracting water fowl.  Observed that excavation of the ponds is presently in 
progress. 
 
12/5/12 – Mr. Boatman informed the Board a temporary use permit has been taken out 
by the County of SB for the storage of material removed during reservoir construction.  
The storage would be to the north of the project.  Discussion held on possible 
implications this could have along w/wildlife mitigation concerns.  It was decided staff 
would research this matter and report back to the board at the next scheduled meeting. 
 
2/6/13 – The East Branch Water Project holding ponds, located southeast of the airport, 
is of concern to the AAB due to excess elevation of soil stockpiles at the approach to 
Rwy 26, in addition to attracting water fowl.  The currently existing pile height 
interferes with safety of flight of both fixed wing and rotary aircraft.  The AAB is 
concerned about all projects that impact the safety of operations at the airport.  
Members are encouraged to write the State Water Resources Department expressing 
the stockpile height violation. 
 
Note that there is no mention in the notes of staff reporting back on the matter as 
decided on 12/5/12. 
 
3/21/13 – No mention 
 
4/10/13 – Staff reports that the dirt mound situation on the approach to Rwy 26 
continues to be closely monitored. 
 
5/6/13 – Mr. Pearce brought up the topic of the water project just to the east of the 
airport and the very high dirt pile that is part of the project.  He maintains the whole 
project is a danger to aircraft attempting to land at Redlands, and is in violation of the 
EIR report.  Mr. Boatman and Ms. Garcia stated they will assist in getting this 
issue to the City Council. 
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8/7/13 – Staff went over the projects mitigation plan throughout the phases of 
construction. Staff reminded us that the dirt pile and the reservoir were two separate 
projects and that these were the mitigation plans for the reservoir.  The last part of the 
plan deals with the control of wildlife at the reservoir. That part of the plan is dynamic 
and is subject to change. The board would like to keep this item on the agenda. 
 
10/2/13 – Discussion surrounding the reservoir and wildlife mitigation, as FAA 
recommended 5,000 ft. separation is not in place.  The chair stated she would establish 
an ad-hoc committee to look into what actions were appropriate.  Mr. Caton moved 
that the Board ask the City Council and the City Attorney to look into this 
issue.  The motion carried. 
 
12/4/13 – An investigation by the city attorney into the ‘reservoir’ has begun as to the 
legality of its existence. The board will continue to advise the city of our concerns.  Per 
Mr. Boatman, the county has been notified that the dirt pile, a separate entity has been 
confirmed as a project in clear violation of the law. The city has forwarded the 1-year 
extension to the county with comments, again proving its illegal existence.  No work 
back as of yet. 
 
2/5/14 – Mr. Boatman briefed board members that this project is an approved project 
which the State has an obligation to carry out.  He said the State indicated that 
documents were circulated for comments on the project, and that none were 
received…if waterfowl become an issue the State is required to implement mitigation 
procedures. 
 
No specific mention of the stockpile. 
 
3/19/14 – No mention 
 
6/4/14 – Ms. Biglow requested that Mr. Boatman and staff continue to monitor the 
project on the stockpile, which is still a temporary area of dirt.  Mr. Caton enquired 
what recourse the City has for a permanent design. 
 
8/6/14 – The construction of said reservoir has created the ominous controversial 
stockpile, since early of last year. Lengthy discussion ensued. A meeting took place 
earlier in the day, with Mr. Cardenas, QoL Director, Patrick Miles and others connected 
to resolve to remove said stockpile. 
 
9/3/14 – Mr. Gablin provided comments on the obstacle issue near the airport and 
notes that while some changes have occurred to reduce the size of the stockpile, there 
have been no beneficial improvements…Without intervention by the City and the 
responsible parties at the County of SB, Mr. Gablin stressed that contractor’s 
commitment to the removal of the stockpile would not appear to be completed by the 
end of the year. 
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Mr. Sullivan read a brief excerpt from the plan involving the removal of the stockpile, 
which highlights the primary operations for the next 60 to 90 days (10,000 cubic 
yards/month, pile is 100,000 cubic yards in size). Next project updated will be provided 
in Dec. ‘14 
 
10/1/14 – Notification that stockpile removal contractor is no longer on-site.  Mr. 
Sullivan informed that another permit extension for the stockpile location had been filed 
with the County.  Board made a motion to add agenda item for City Council and for City 
Attorney and staff to craft a letter opposing the extension of the permit and asking for 
the immediate removal of the stockpile. 
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Final EIR For EBX-II Project, January 2009 
 
The City of Redlands was identified as a party to the project EIR because of 
construction related traffic impacts to Redlands Municipal Airport. The EIR identified 
concerns regarding project construction impacts to airspace and wildlife attraction 
concerns resulting from the reservoir.  
 

• The City of Redlands did not provide any comments to the EIR.  
 
• The FAA provided comment to the EIR and basically was satisfied if mitigating 

measure LU7 was implemented. 
 

• Caltrans Division of Aeronautics provided a detailed comment letter to the EIR 
and asked for EIR mitigation measures LU3, LU4, LU5. LU6 and LU7 to be 
implemented.  
 

 
EIR Summary of Impacts to REI and Mitigation Measures 
 
The CDWR East Branch Extension EIR contains many references to Redlands Airport.  
  
It identifies when construction around the airport was supposed to happen. Most of it 
was supposed to be done at night. That didn't happen.  
  
The potential for attracting wildlife and waterfowl were identified by the FAA 
and Caltrans and are listed on pages 13-2 through 13-5.  
  
EIR mitigation measures involving the airport. My comments in red are below each 
measure: 
  
LU2 
Mitigation Measure LU-2: Flood control facilities, water conservation facilities including 
percolation ponds, roadways and private yards and driveways, will be returned to 
their original condition following installation of the pipeline. 
This addresses the stockpile obstacle. Even though Ames construction has 
sold the stockpile to a private property owner, it exists without a valid 
permit. As such, I think DWR has some obligation to insure the obstacle is 
removed East of the airport.  
LU-3 
Mitigation Measure LU-3: DWR shall either move the alternative alignment eastward of 
the planned runway extension, or include an encasement structure in the design of the 
project within the path of the proposed runway that would allow for a runway to be 
constructed over the pipeline in the future. The encasement structure would also 
provide necessary maintenance access. 
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I think they moved the pipeline to, Opal ave which is East of any planned 
runway extension  
  
 LU-4 
Mitigation Measures LU-4: Prior to final design, DWR will submit its proposed project 
plans to the Airport Land Use Commission for review and comment. 
I don’t think this happened as the City of Redlands is not clear about who at 
the City functions as an ALUC 
  
LU-5 
  
Mitigation Measure LU-5: Prior to conducting construction activities within the Airport 
Influence Area, DWR shall prepare an airport construction safety plan that identifies 
best management practices for use within each Zone identified in the Airport Land Use 
Compatibility Plan. For proposed construction within the Runway Protection Zone (Zone 
A), the Plan shall include, at a minimum, construction timeframes and hours, lighting 
and flagging requirements, air traffic control communication requirements, access and 
egress restrictions, equipment staging area requirements, personal safety equipment 
requirements for construction workers, and appropriate notification to aviators. The 
plan will be approved by the City of Redlands. 
If this happened no one at the City talked about it. The City of Redlands did 
not seem to know about the timing or extent of construction near the airport. 
We were always calling them after we noticed construction activities that 
were potential hazards.  
  
LU-6 
Mitigation Measure LU-6: Prior to final design, DWR shall identify the ground elevation 
associated with each project component and submit its project plans to airport staff for 
review and comment. DWR shall submit its design plans for airspace analysis (FAA Part 
7460-l review) to determine whether any of the proposed project components will 
protrude into protected airspace. If such objects are identified, DWR, airport staff, and 
FAA will identify appropriate steps to adjust project plans or include appropriate 
markings to identify hazards to aviators pursuant to FAA Part 7460-l. 
I have not heard anything about this. The contractor did file form 7460 for 
the stockpile. The FAA did not make a notice of determination because it was 
supposed to be temporary.  Caltrans said it should be lit at its highest point 
until its removed.  
  
LU-7 
Mitigation Measure LU-7: DWR shall reduce the potential attraction of its proposed 
facilities to wildlife through project design features, and ongoing monitoring as 
described below: 
• DWR shall incorporate one or more avian wildlife deterrent design measures to 
minimize attracting wildlife. Measures could include one or more physical, mechanical, 
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visual, biological devices and features to deter avian wildlife attraction into project areas 
coincidental with the Airport Land Use Plan. 
• DWR shall not plant seed-bearing grasses or fruit-bearing trees (other than citrus 
trees or other native vegetation required to replace existing habitat value) for 
landscaping at the Citrus Reservoir or within the disturbed project area coinciding with 
the Airport Land Use 
Plan. 
• DWR shall coordinate with the City of Redlands to develop a Wildlife Hazard 
Management Plan for the Citrus Reservoir pursuant to 
FAA guidelines. At a minimum, the Plan would include maintenance, monitoring, and 
reporting requirements. 
Not sure of the design feature they have selected to deter "avian wildlife" in 
the reservoir.  I haven't heard anything about working with the City of 
Redlands on a wildlife hazard management plan pursuant to FAA guidelines.  
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RAA Letter to City of Redlands  
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City of Redlands Correspondence to San Bernardino County  
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Ted Gablin’s Public Comment @ County of San Bernardino Board of 

Supervisors Meeting June 14, 2016 

Good morning Chairman Ramos and Members of the Board.  My name is Ted Gablin. I 

am a pilot based at Redlands airport. I am also the President of the Redlands Airport 

Association. Our association is an airport advocacy group. I’m not going to spend my 3 

minutes going over the history of the obstacle in Mentone that is a hazard to aircraft 

using Redlands municipal airport.  Ingrid Biglow will cover much of that that.  

This matter was referred to your code enforcement division on July 29th last year, by 

David Prusch of your Land Use Services Department. He did this after I wrote a letter to 

him dated July 28th. Chairman Ramos, you were copied on that letter.  

Dave referred the removal of this stockpile to your code enforcement office. I briefly 

discussed the matter by phone with the designated Code Enforcement Project Manager, 

Julie Hernandez on July 29th. She stated she was in a meeting and she stated she would 

get with me. The follow up never happened even though I called again and wrote her 

an email on August 5th, 2015.    

I have provided the board copies of relevant correspondence between parties involved 

with this issue and some photos taken this weekend that give you an idea of where this 

obstacle is in relationship to the runway at Redlands airport. 

We have seen some activity recently by the property owner to remove some of the 

material. If that is being done as a result of your code enforcement divisions actions, 

thank you. Unfortunately the manner the material is being removed is not very airport 

friendly. The property owner has set up a material sorting plant on the toe of the 

obstacle slope at the closest location to approaching aircraft.  Also, the property owner 

is not removing the obstacle with urgency. Its removal instead appears to be tied to his 

ability to sell the stockpile material. The property owner has no regard for the impact of 

his dirt stockpile pile to pilots operating out of the airport.  If he did, I wouldn’t be here.  

We do not believe the owner has obtained FAA or Cal Trans approval of the location 

and operation of their sorting plant. They would not permit that material sorting 

operation at that location. They do have flags on their equipment but there aren’t any 

lights at night. Vehicles are also left on the slope when work is not being performed.   

Our association has shared our concerns with the City of Redlands since I have not had 

any luck communicating with your code enforcement staff. Our contacts at the City 

have recently shared that they too are not having any luck in getting county staff to 
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resolve the situation. So, we are asking for the board’s assistance to get the proper 

focus on removing this hazard.   

I am requesting the assistance of the board to facilitate a meeting between County staff 

involved, the staff involved at the city of Redlands and some members of our airport 

community to address the concerns on how and when this material will be removed. I 

am available to answer any questions from the board. Thank you for your time.  

Ingrid Biglow’s Public Comment @ County of San Bernardino Board of 
Supervisors Meeting June 14, 2016 

 
Good Morning Chairman Ramos and Members of the County Board of Supervisors:  My 

name is Ingrid Biglow and I’m a member of the Redlands Airport Advisory Board.  I’m 

here today to ask for your assistance to move a mountain, in other words find a 

solution to move thousands of Cu feet of dirt, the residual dirt from the CDWR Citrus 

Reservoir on Opal Ave and San Bernardino Ave in Mentone. We have been told that this 

dirt was stored on privately owned property under a temporary use permit that has 

expired in 2014.  

We, from the airport community in Redlands are affected by this obstacle to aircraft 

using our airport.  Mr. Ted Gablin and I are here today to bring this matter to your 

attention.  

We have exhausted our efforts to be heard. The Citrus Reservoir project began over 7 

years ago. The City of Redlands on more than one occasion has asked your personnel 

in writing to get the obstacle removed. But they also have told us the dirt is out of their 

jurisdiction because the site is in the County.   

We have contacted the CDWR but have gained NO direction and NO progress from their 

Sacramento staff. Two engineers showed up at an Airport Advisory Board Meeting and 

essentially washed their hands of the matter. They simply told us that their contractor 

had legally sold the dirt to a private party and they had no responsibility, obligation or 

rights to remove the dirt from the site.    

Your County Land Use Services Department permitted this stockpile under a temporary 

use permit. It expired and after many letters from the city of Redlands, CalTrans and 

the Redlands Airport Association they turned the matter over to your code enforcement 

department. There appears to be some activity on the site recently to sell the 

excavation but the obstacle has actually increased in size at its closest location to the 

airport.   
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This dirt pile has a history of excuses from the government agencies involved. This 

obstacle penetrates the required FAA 20:1 approach slope to runway 26 and it is not lit 

at night either. This obstacle is a severe SAFETY risk to pilots. 

This dirt pile is long over-due for removal.  San Bernardino County has agreed to the 

Redlands Airport Land Use Compatibility plan for Redlands airport that was developed 

to prevent these types of issues. We ask for your assistance to direct your staff to seek 

its removal by whatever means necessary and as soon as possible before we have an 

incident that results in loss of human life. Thank you for your time. 
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San Bernardino County Letters to Property Owner 
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Emails Communications RAA and Chief Wingert San Bernardino County  
 

From: Ted Gablin [mailto:gablintc@msn.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 02, 2016 8:44 AM 
To: Wingert, Andy 
Cc: Paule, Philip; redlands.airport.association@gmail.com 
Subject: Status of Dirt Stockpile Obstacle East Of Redlands Airport ? 
 
Chief Wingert,  
 
It’s been almost a month since we last discussed the County’s efforts to get the dirt 
stockpile removed on the easterly approach to Redlands airport. Since we had our 
discussion we have seen considerable activity, but it is a big pile of dirt and it’s going to 
take a while. This is especially true since the material is being sorted prior to removal.  
 
We have not seen any effort by the site contractor to relocate the sorting operation 
from the closest area to the runway approach. Equipment, piles of sorted stockpile 
material and machinery are in the closest location to the aircraft approaching runway 
26 at Redlands airport. The site contractors will not be able to restore this area to pre-
existing grade until they move the sorting operation to another location on the 
property.  There does appear to be room now to relocate this sorting operation to 
another location on the property.  I have attached a photo I took yesterday from the 
end of runway 26 looking east which shows this area.  
 
I know this has been a challenge for all. We do appreciate the efforts the county has 
made to get the pile removed. Can you please provide any status updates on code 
enforcements efforts to remove the stockpile since we last talked? 
 
Sincerely  
Ted Gablin 
Redlands Airport Association 
 
 
From: Wingert, Andy [mailto:Andy.Wingert@lus.sbcounty.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, August 04, 2016 11:31 AM 
To: Ted Gablin 
Subject: RE: Status of Dirt Stockpile Obstacle East Of Redlands Airport ? 
 
Good morning Mr. Gablin –  
 
My apologies for not responding sooner. I have been out of the office for most of the 
past two days.  
 

mailto:gablintc@msn.com
mailto:redlands.airport.association@gmail.com
mailto:Andy.Wingert@lus.sbcounty.gov
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Since our last conversation we have reached out to Cal Trans through our attorney. I 
will make certain that whatever position Cal Trans takes is informed by current 
photographs of the soil sorting operation.  
 
There is also someone in our Department that I believe might be able to offer a fairly 
expert opinion about how the sorting operation is staged so that it occurs in the fastest 
possible manner. I will try and have that person accompany me to the site within the 
next two to three days.  
 
I was at the site earlier this week and am generally encouraged by what I saw. 
Specifically, it seems clear that overall size of the northern stockpile is being reduced in 
a steady, measured fashion, and that clear progress has been made in recent months. 
As with my last visit to the site, I witnessed two semi-trucks come to the site to have 
material loaded onto attached trailers for the purpose of removing material from the 
site. (The last time I was there I witnessed two trucks leaving the site, driving south 
bound on Opal).  
 
Respectfully 
 
Please take a moment to complete our 1 Minute Satisfaction Survey 
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/LUS_Email 
Andy Wingert 
Code Enforcement Chief 
Land Use Services Department 
Phone: 909-387-8178 
Fax: 909-387-8217 
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1st Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187 
 

 
  
Our job is to create a county in which those who reside and invest can 
prosper and achieve well-being. 
www.SBCounty.gov 
  
County of San Bernardino Confidentiality Notice: This communication contains 
confidential information sent solely for the use of the intended recipient. If you are not 
the intended recipient of this communication, you are not authorized to use it in any 
manner, except to immediately destroy it and notify the 
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From: Ted Gablin [mailto:gablintc@msn.com]  
Sent: Sunday, August 14, 2016 12:01 PM 
To: Wingert, Andy 
Cc: Paule, Philip 
Subject: Status of Dirt Stockpile Obstacle East Of Redlands Airport  
 
Chief Wingert,  
 
Just wanted to give you an update on stockpile removal progress. Attached is a picture 
taken today, 8-14 -16. It gives you a good feel for the amount of material that has 
been removed from one of the stockpiles. They are making some progress.  
 
That said, we are looking forward to the site contractor relocating their equipment, piles 
of sorted stockpile material and machinery from the closest location to the aircraft 
approaching runway 26 at Redlands airport. As stated before this will be necessary for 
the site contractor to restore this area to pre-existing grade and reduce the hazard to 
aircraft.  
 
Thanks for your attention to this matter.  
 
Sincerely  
Ted Gablin 
Redlands Airport Association 
 
 
From: Wingert, Andy [mailto:Andy.Wingert@lus.sbcounty.gov]  
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2016 11:08 AM 
To: Ted Gablin <gablintc@msn.com> 
Cc: Paule, Philip <Philip.Paule@bos.sbcounty.gov> 
Subject: RE: Status of Dirt Stockpile Obstacle East Of Redlands Airport  
 
Mr. Gablin –  
 
Thank you for the photograph. It is very useful.  
 
I should be able to communicate the findings of Cal Trans to you within the next few 
days.  
 
Please take a moment to complete our 1 Minute Satisfaction Survey 
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/LUS_Email 
Andy Wingert 
Code Enforcement Chief 
Land Use Services Department 
Phone: 909-387-8178 

mailto:gablintc@msn.com
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/LUS_Email


41 
 

Fax: 909-387-8217 
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1st Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187 
 
 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Redlands Airport Association <redlands.airport.association@gmail.com> 
Date: Tue, Aug 16, 2016 at 8:21 AM 
Subject: Serious Safety Issue at Airport This Morning 
To: Christopher Boatman <cboatman@cityofredlands.org>, Will Hamilton 
<whamilton@cityofredlands.org>, Aaron Evans <aevans@cityofredlands.org> 

 
The property owner east of the airport has been removing material from the stockpile 
very aggressively since Ingrid and I spoke at the Board of Supervisors meeting. That's 
good news.  
 
The bad news is that the work is being done without regard to aircraft operations. I 
have been complaining to Andy Wingert, Chief of their code enforcement about that. 
I'm not sure if he's listening to me though.  
 
I got a call from a flight instructor this morning. They had to curtail instruction this 
morning because of poor visibility (less than visual flight rules). The contractor 
removing dirt from the stockpile is not employing any dust control (watering).  A dust 
cloud obscured the approach path to the runway. See photos. This is extremely 
hazardous.  
 
I will follow up this morning with my contacts at the County, but I think it would carry 
more weight if the City of Redlands made the complaint. The County would probably 
be more likely to respond.  
 
Please call if you have questions.  
 
 
Ted Gablin 
909-557-5292  
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