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Responses to Comment Letter G1 – Sonny Lee 

G1-1 Comment noted. This comment acknowledges the receipt of the Notice of Availability for the 

DEIR. 
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Comment Letter G2 – Mary Daniel 
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Responses to Comment Letter G2 – Mary Daniel 

G2-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G2-2 This text is taken directly from the DEIR, as the commentor notes in Comment G2-1. 

G2-3 As discussed in Section 4.10, Land Use and Planning of the DEIR, CEQA requires that an EIR 

consider whether a Project would conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or 

regulation (including, but not limited to a general plan, specific plan, or zoning ordinance) that 

was adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating environmental effect(s). This 

environmental determination differs from the larger policy determination of whether a 

proposed Project is consistent with a jurisdiction’s general plan. The broader general plan 

consistency determination considers all evidence in the record concerning the Project 

characteristics, its desirability, as well as its economic, social, and other non-environmental 

effects. Regarding plan or policy consistency, a project is evaluated in terms of whether the 

proposed site plan, project design, and/or development within a given location would 

substantially impede implementation of an adopted plan or policy resulting in a significant 

environmental effect. The mere fact that a project may be inconsistent in some manner with 

particular policies in a general plan or zoning ordinance does not, per se, amount to a 

significant environmental effect. In the context of land use and planning, significant impacts 

occur when a conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with 

jurisdiction over the Project results in an adverse physical environmental impact.   

The Project site is presently designated as “Single Family Residential” by the General Plan. A 

new Specific Plan and a General Plan Amendment would change the property’s land use 

designation from Single Family Residential to Industrial, General Commercial, and Open Space. 

The proposed land use designations would be consistent with the proposed e‐commerce 

center, commercial area, and permanent open space uses. Because approval of the Specific 

Plan and General Plan Amendment are part of the overall Project approvals, it is appropriate 

to measure consistency with the General Plan with these Project components in mind. As such, 

the conclusion in the DEIR is correct. 

G2-4 Comment noted. Refer to response to comment G2-3, above. 

G2-5 The City respectfully disagrees with the commentor. On September 26, 2006, City Planning 

Commission (Commission) held a public hearing on the Sunny‐Cal Specific Plan, North 

Brookside Community Plan, Sphere of Influence Amendment, and Annexation to the City. After 

the conclusion of the public testimony, the Commission closed the public hearing and 

continued the Project to November 14, 2006, at which time the Commission requested 

refinements to the Sunny-Cal Specific Plan and took action to recommend City Council 

approval of the Project.  
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On July 17, 2007, the City Council held a public hearing on the Project. At the conclusion of the 

public testimony, the City Council closed the public hearing and after consideration of the 

Project, requested elimination of the North Brookside Community Plan component of the 

Project and a revision to the Sphere of Influence Amendment to include only that territory 

within the boundaries of the Sunny‐Cal Specific Plan area. The approved 2007 Sunny‐Cal 

Specific Plan document incorporated the City Council’s direction.  

The previous Project Applicant for the Sunny-Cal Specific Plan never moved forward with the 

development of the Sunny-Cal project even though they had approvals to do so. As such, the 

property was sold and the current Project Applicant has submitted an application for a new 

specific plan.  

Adoption of the proposed Specific Plan (SP2021-0005) is a discretionary action subject to City 

Council approval. Adopted by Ordinance, the Specific Plan document will serve both planning 

and regulatory functions. This document contains the development standards and procedures 

necessary to fulfill these purposes, and would replace the existing Sunny-Cal Specific Plan. The 

proposed Specific Plan would implement the City’s General Plan as amended. The Specific Plan 

would be considered by the Planning Commission and City Council and would be adopted by 

Ordinance and would become the zoning for the Project. 

G2-6 This text is taken directly from the DEIR, as the commentor notes in Comment G2-1. 

G2-7 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Similarly, Section 4.15, 

Transportation, fully analyzed and discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the 

proposed Project.  

Although not required as part of CEQA, the Project includes a full Traffic Impact Analysis that 

contains an LOS discussion; refer to Appendix K of the DEIR. This additional information is 

provided for informational purposes only, as additional delay – to an intersection or roadway 

segment – is no longer considered a significant impact under CEQA. The DEIR includes a full 

discussion of all required impacts, as required by CEQA. 

G2-8 This text is taken directly from the DEIR, as the commentor notes in Comment G2-1. The 

comment restates the impact determination regarding cumulative air pollutant emissions 

impacts. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise 

any other CEQA issue. Therefore, no further response is necessary. 

G2-9 Comment noted. This comment summarizes the commenter’s views on the increase in vehicle 

trips and opines that feasible mitigation includes denying the Project. The comment does not 

raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any other CEQA issue. Therefore, 

no further response is necessary. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzed and 

discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project.  

Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to 

Appendix B of the DEIR). The Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project 

would not have an adverse impact on surrounding residents.  
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G2-10 This comment states that truck emissions would be detrimental to human health and that 

current legislation in California prohibits warehouse use within 1,000 feet of a residential use. 

A health risk assessment (HRA) was conducted pursuant to the South Coast Air Quality 

Management District’s (SCAQMD’s) Health Risk Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risks from 

Mobile Source Diesel Idling Emissions, the SCAQMD Risk Assessment Procedures, and guidance 

from the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (Refer to DEIR Appendix B). 

Results of the HRA indicate that construction and operation of the Project would not result in 

significant caner or non-cancer risks (refer to DEIR pages 4.2-50 through 4.2-55 and DEIR 

Appendix B, Table 8). With regard to California legislation prohibiting the citing of warehouse 

uses within 1,000 feet of residential use, this legislation is pending and has not been 

promulgated. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or 

raise any other CEQA issue. Therefore, no further response is necessary. 

G2-11 This text is taken directly from the DEIR, as the commentor notes in Comment G2-1. The 

comment restates the description and effects of diesel particulate matter (DPM). The 

comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any other CEQA 

issue. Therefore, no further response is necessary.  

G2-12 As discussed in Section 4.10, Land Use and Planning, the baseline conditions and impact 

analyses are based on review of Project maps and drawings; analysis of aerial and ground‐level 

photographs; and review of various data available in public records, including local planning 

documents (inclusive of the General Plan). The determination that a Project component will or 

will not result in “substantial” adverse effects on land use and planning standards considers 

the available policies and regulations established by local and regional agencies and the 

amount of deviation from these policies in the Project’s components.  The proposed Project 

would be consistent with the City’s Zoning Ordinance and Zoning Map; therefore, it would be 

consistent with all goals, policies, within the Beaumont GP upon Project approval. As such, 

inconsistency with City land use plans and regulations and the creation of environmental 

effects from Project implementation would be less than significant. 

A Health Risk Assessment (HRA) was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B 

of the DEIR). The Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not 

have an adverse impact on surrounding residents. As discussed in Section 4.2 of the DEIR, 

localized construction and operational emissions would not exceed applicable SCAQMD 

localized thresholds. In addition, the results of the HRA indicate that the Project would not 

result in significant cancer or non-cancer risks. Therefore, the Project would not produce 

localized air pollution in a way that would impact existing air quality-sensitive receptors. The 

comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any other CEQA 

issue. Therefore, no further response is necessary.  

G2-13 This text is taken directly from the DEIR, as the commentor notes in Comment G2-1. The 

comment restates that the Project would be inconsistent with the AQMP. The comment does 

not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any other CEQA issue. 

Therefore, no further response is necessary.  
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G2-14 As discussed in Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR, ozone concentrations are dependent upon 

a variety of complex factors, including the presence of sunlight and precursor pollutants, 

natural topography, nearby structures that cause building downwash, atmospheric stability, 

and wind patterns. Because of the complexities of predicting ground-level ozone 

concentrations in relation to the NAAQS and CAAQS, none of the health-related information 

can be directly correlated to the pounds/day or tons/year of emissions estimated from a single, 

proposed project. It should also be noted that this analysis identifies health concerns related 

to particulate matter, CO, O3, and NO2. Table 4.2-1 of the DEIR includes a list of criteria 

pollutants and summarizes common sources and effects. Thus, this analysis is reasonable and 

intended to foster informed decision making. This is standard industry practice. 

G2-15 This comment is a quote from the DEIR. The comment restates the significance determination 

with regards to GHG emissions. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy 

of the DEIR or raise any other CEQA issue. Therefore, no further response is necessary. 

G2-16 The comment summarizes the commenters view of the City’s inability to control on-road motor 

vehicle emissions. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR 

or raise any other CEQA issue. Therefore, no further response is necessary. 

G2-17 This comment is a quote from the DEIR. The comment restates the potential health effects of 

community noise. Section 4.11, Noise of the DEIR, noise associated with construction activity 

would be limited to the hours between 6:00 A.M. and 6:00 P.M. during the months of June 

through September and between 7:00 A.M. and 6:00 P.M. during the months of October 

through May, pursuant to City Municipal Code § 9.02.111. In addition, no sounds would exceed 

55 dBA for intervals of more than 15 minutes per hour as measured in the interior of the 

nearest occupied residence or school. As shown in Table 4.11-10, project construction would 

not exceed the Federal Transit Administration’s noise threshold as noise levels would not 

exceed 70 dBA, interior noise levels would attenuate to 55 dBA or less 

(conservatively assuming 15 dBA outdoor to indoor noise reduction with windows open). 

Therefore, noise levels when measured in the interior of the nearest occupied residence would 

not exceed the City’s threshold of 55 dBA at any time and impacts would be less than 

significant. Lastly, concerning operational noise, Tables 4.11-13 through 4.11-15, concluded 

that the Project at Project buildout (2027) and Project horizon year (2040) would not create 

significant noise impacts. Refer to Section 4.11, Noise for more information. 

G2-18 The comment summarizes the commenters view of the subjectivity of noise and the noise from 

semi-trucks.  The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or 

raise any other CEQA issue. Refer to response G2-17 and Section 4.11, Noise for more 

information.  

G2-19 The comment summarizes the commenters view of the potential cumulative traffic noise 

impact resulting from operation of the Project and other projects in the vicinity. The comment 

does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any other CEQA issue. 

Therefore, no further response is necessary.  
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G2-20 The comment summarizes the commenters view of the City’s  responsibility to protect the 

health and welfare of its citizens with respect to noise. The comment does not raise a specific 

issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any other CEQA issue. Therefore, no further 

response is necessary. 

G2-21 Comment noted. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR 

or raise any other CEQA issue. Therefore, no further response is necessary.  

G2-22 Comment noted. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR 

or raise any other CEQA issue. Therefore, no further response is necessary.  

G2-23 Comment noted. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR 

or raise any other CEQA issue. Therefore, no further response is necessary.  

G2-24 Comment noted. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR 

or raise any other CEQA issue. Therefore, no further response is necessary.  

G2-25 Comment noted. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR 

or raise any other CEQA issue. Therefore, no further response is necessary.  

G2-26 The BCVWD 2020 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) discusses the Beaumont Basin and 

the Project WSA addresses the UWMP and addresses the current condition of water supply 

and known future projects. 

G2-27 The BCVWD 2020 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) discusses the Beaumont Basin and 

the Project WSA addresses the UWMP and addresses the current condition of water supply 

and known future projects. 

G2-28 The supply of recycled water is related to drainage or stormwater quality. The Project has an 

approved Hydrology Report and Water Quality Management Plan.  

G2-29 The Project has made provisions to use recycled water once available via the City’s recycled 

water system. 

G2-30 This text is taken directly from the DEIR, as the commentor notes in Comment G2-1. 

G2-31 Under CEQA, a scenic vista is defined as a viewpoint that provides expansive views of a highly-

valued landscape for the benefit of the public. The Beaumont GP does not designate any scenic 

vistas near the Project site or in the City. Although no area within the City is officially 

designated as a scenic vista, the City is situated at a half-mile elevation in the County’s The 

Pass Area Plan, south of southern California’s highest peak, San Gorgonio Mountain, and north 

of San Jacinto Peak which provide the most prominent views from the City.   Because there are 

no scenic vistas on the Project site or in the vicinity of the Project site and the implementation 

of the Project would not obstruct views of the scenic vistas provided by the San Bernardino 
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Mountains and the San Jacinto Mountains from any publicly accessible point outside of the 

Project site, impacts in this regard would be less than significant.  

G2-32 This text is taken directly from the DEIR, as the commentor notes in Comment G2-1. 

G2-33 Refer to Section 4.1, Aesthetics, Light, and Glare of the DEIR. As noted in Section 4.1, all 

aesthetics impacts were deemed to be less than significant.  

G2-34 As discussed in Chapter 3, Project Description, the Project includes the following approvals:  

Specific Plan Adoption. SP2021-0005 

Adoption of the proposed Specific Plan is a discretionary action subject to City Council 

approval. Adopted by Ordinance, the Specific Plan document will serve both planning and 

regulatory functions. This document contains the development standards and procedures 

necessary to fulfill these purposes, and would replace the existing Sunny-Cal Specific Plan. The 

proposed Specific Plan would implement the City’s General Plan as amended. The Specific Plan 

would be considered by the Planning Commission and City Council and would be adopted by 

Ordinance and would become the zoning for the Project. 

General Plan Amendment No. PLAN2021-0656 

The Project site is presently designated as “Single Family Residential” by the General Plan. A 

General Plan Amendment would change the property’s land use designation from Single Family 

Residential to Industrial, General Commercial, and Open Space. The proposed land use 

designations would be consistent with the proposed e‐commerce center, commercial area, 

and permanent open space uses. 

Tentative Parcel Map No. PM2021-0009 

The Specific Plan area is comprised of several parcels. The Project includes a Tentative Parcel 

Map (TPM) to create five legal development parcels and would dedicate the rights -of-way for 

utility easements, if required by the City. 

Plot Plan/Site Plan (Plot Plan) No. PP2021-0388 

Three separate Plot Plans for the Project, consisting of an e-commerce project with three 

proposed structures, parking, landscaping, drainage facilities, and new and driveways is 

proposed. A separate Plot Plan/Site Plan will be required for each building area within the 

Specific Plan. Statutory Development Agreement 

A statutory development agreement, authorized pursuant to California Government Code § 

65864 et seq., may be processed concurrently with the approval of this Specific Plan. The 

development agreement would include, among other items, the term of entitlements and any 

provisions for off‐site improvements if applicable. Ministerial actions that follow the initial 

approvals include the following: 

• Grading Plans/Permits 

• Improvement Plans 
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• Final Map review and approval (City), recordation (County) 

• Jurisdictional Permits (if required by agencies) 

With the approvals listed above, the Project would be consistent with the General Plan and 

Zoning Map. 

Additionally, to further reduce changes in the visual environment, the Project would 

incorporate perimeter landscaping, trees, and ground covers to visually buffer the structures. 

For this reason, it is anticipated that implementation of the commercial and e-commerce uses 

would not degrade the visual characteristics that are already considered low. Impacts in this 

regard would be less than significant. The Project also proposes to preserve a total of 30.6 

acres of permanent open space within planning area 3 to ensure that adjacent uses are 

adequately separated from the Project. 

G2-35 This text is taken directly from the DEIR, as the commentor notes in Comment G2-1. 

G2-36 Pursuant to PRC 21100 and in accordance with the guidance in CEQA Guidelines §15126.6, the 

City conducted an alternatives analysis that includes a range of reasonable alternatives that 

would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the Project consistent with CEQA 

§15124(b), while avoiding or lessening impacts. The Project Applicant cannot propose to 

develop a project on parcel(s) that they do not own or control. See DEIR Section 6.0 for a 

discussion of alternatives considered.  

G2-37 Refer to response to comment G2-31, above. 

G2-38 The DEIR fully analyzes and disclosed all impacts associated with the Project, including 

transportation related impacts. Refer to Section 4.15, Transportation, for additional 

information. 

G2-39 This text is taken directly from the DEIR, as the commentor notes in Comment G2-1. 

G2-40 Comment noted. Refer to DEIR Section 6.0 for a discussion of alternatives considered for 

additional analysis.  

G2-41 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G2-42 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G2-43 Comment noted. The City communicated with the commentor that Appendix L was provided 

on the City’s website. Additionally, hard copies of the DEIR and appendices are located at City 

Hall, and on State Clearinghouse’s website located at 

https://ceqanet.opr.ca.gov/2021090378/2 

https://ceqanet.opr.ca.gov/2021090378/2
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G2-44 Refer to response to comment G2-43, above.  

G2-45 Refer to response to comment G2-43, above.  

G2-46 Refer to response to comment G2-43, above.  

G2-47 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G2-48 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G3 – Allan Lovelace 
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Responses to Comment Letter G3 – Allan Lovelace 

G3-1 Comment noted. 

G3-2 A Water Supply Assessment (WSA) was prepared for the proposed Project.  The WSA 

determined that there are adequate water supplies to service the Project. Refer to Appendix I 

for additional information. 

G3-3 The DEIR fully analyzed and disclosed all impacts associated with the Project, including air 

quality impacts. Refer to Section 4.2, Air Quality, for additional information.  

G3-4 Comment noted. Refer to responses to comments G3-2 and G3-3, above, for additional 

information regarding water supply and air quality impacts related to the Project.  
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Comment Letter G4 – Gayla Faux 
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Responses to Comment Letter G4 – Gayla Faux 

G4-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G5 – Dolores Weitz 
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Responses to Comment Letter G5 – Dolores Weitz 

G5-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to DEIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-352 

This page intentionally left blank. 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to DEIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-353 

Comment Letter G6 – Pablo Soto 
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Responses to Comment Letter G6 – Pablo Soto 

G6-1 The commentor is correct, in that the Project does include a warehouse component. More 

specifically, the Project is proposed as follows: 

Planning Area 1 (Parcels 1, 2, and 3) is proposed to be developed with three separate e-

commerce/warehouse buildings with supporting office, as follows: 

• Building 1: 985,860 square feet  

• Building 2: 1,213,235 square feet 

• Building 3: 358,370 square feet  

Planning Area 2 (Parcel 4) would include the development of up to 150,000 square feet of 

commercial uses and would be developed as part of Phase 2, as follows: 

• Hotel: 100,000 square feet 

• General Retail: 25,000 square feet 

• Food Uses: 25,000 square feet 

Planning Area 3 (Parcel 5) would remain as permanent open space. 

Lastly, the distance between the Project and Beaumont City Hall is irrelevant as it pertains to 

approval/disapproval of the Project. The Project is located in a semi-rural area of Beaumont, 

adjacent unincorporated Riverside County. Development associated with the Project is not 

located directly adjacent to any residential neighborhoods. 

G6-2 Please consider that 100’s of man hours were spent thoroughly evaluating the potential 

impacts associated with 18 environmental resources areas for the Project. 

Traffic/transportation impacts are evaluated in DEIR Section 4.15 and noise impacts are 

evaluated in DEIR Section 4.11.  

Also note that traffic (diesel) circulation associated with the Project would predominantly 

occur between the Project site and the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange. Traffic 

(diesel) associated with the Project would not frequent Brookside Avenue, as the Project is not 

accessible via Brookside Avenue, nor is there a fully functional interchange at I -10 and 

Brookside Avenue. Refer to Section 3.0, Project Description and Section 4.15, Transportation 

of the DEIR which discusses the Project’s circulation system and recommended improvements.  

Additionally, refer to page 4.15-19 of the DEIR for more information which describes the 

Project site access improvements.  Project traffic would not overrun roadways associated with 

residential neighborhoods. Lastly, permanent open space would separate the Project from 

Stetson to the south. 

G6-3 Comment noted. Mr. Soto will remain on the Project distribution list for any future 

communications pertaining to the Project.  
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Comment Letter G7 – Steve Mehlman 
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Responses to Comment Letter G7 – Steve Mehlman 

G7-1 The name of the Project Applicant, as presented in the Notice of Availability, is Exeter Cherry 

Valley Land, LLC. 

G7-2 The Project would be presented to the City Council and the Planning Commission at hearings, 

on dates yet to be determined, following the close of the comment period, June 6, 2022.  

G7-3 Impacts to sensitive receptors were evaluated in DEIR Section 4.2: Air Quality, Impact 4.2.3. 

Said impacts were found to be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.  

G7-4 According to Attachments B-1 and B-2 of the Project’s Traffic Study (DEIR Appendix K), the 

High-Cube Transload and Short-Term Storage proposed use would generate 493 truck trips 

daily, and the Warehousing proposed use would generate 166 truck trips daily.  

G7-5 Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not 

within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR.  However, your comment 

will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

Additionally, development associated with the Project would not be located adjacent to 

Solera/Oak Valley Greens, but would be separated by Brookside Avenue, undeveloped land, 

and permanent open space.  
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Comment Letter G8 – Richard Hobson 
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Responses to Comment Letter G8 – Richard Hobson 

G8-1 This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a 

specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  However, your 

comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G8-2 This comment addresses the method in which emissions increases is measured. Increases in 

emissions attributed to the Project have been estimated and summarized in Section 4.2 of the 

DEIR. With regard to air pollution monitoring stations within the vicinity of the Project, the 

nearest monitoring station is the Banning Airport Monitoring Station located approximately 

9.5 miles to the southeast of the site. A summary of pollutant concentrations from the years 

2018, 2019, and 2020 is included in Section 4.2 of the DEIR. The comment does not raise a 

specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any other CEQA issue. Therefore, no 

further response is necessary. 

G8-3 See response to comment G8-2.  
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Comment Letter G9 – Eugene De Fouw 
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Responses to Comment Letter G9 – Eugene DeFouw 

G9-1 This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a 

specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  However, your 

comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G9-2 This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a 

specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  However, your 

comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G9-3 This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a 

specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  However, your 

comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G9-4 Traffic circulation associated with the Project would predominantly occur between the Project 

site and the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange. Traffic associated with the Project 

would not frequent Brookside Avenue, as the Project is not accessible via Brookside Avenue, 

nor is there a fully functional interchange at I-10 and Brookside Avenue. Refer to Section 4.11, 

Transportation, page 4.15-19 for more information which describes the Project site access 

improvements. Furthermore, Planning Area 3 would be preserved as permanent open space.  

According to DEIR Exhibit 3.0-6: Conceptual Site Plan, the Project could add 425 dock doors. 

However, this conceptual site plan is shown for illustrative purposes as one potential layout. 

Final site planning will be provided as part of implementing project site plan review submittals 

G9-5 According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County 

of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard 

interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic operations.  

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements: 

• Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction 

• Add turn pockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps 

• Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps 

• Reconstruct and realign on- and off-ramps 

• Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

• Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard 

• Install new traffic signals 

• Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard 

• Add a 1,300-foot-long auxiliary lane to the eastbound off-ramp and 3,400-foot-long 

auxiliary lane to the westbound on-ramp 
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The Project proposes to contribute towards the planned improvements at the I -10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution.  

G9-6 This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a 

specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  However, your 

comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G9-7  This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a  

specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  However, your 

comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.  
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Comment Letter G10 – Carol Marquez 
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Responses to Comment Letter G10 – Carol Marquez 

G10-1 Comment noted. 

G10-2 Visual impact were evaluated in Section 4.1, Aesthetics, of the DEIR and were found to be less 

than significant. 

G10-3 Comment noted. 
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Comment Letter G11 – Kathleen Schneider 
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Responses to Comment Letter G11 – Kathleen Schneider 

G11-1 Comment noted. Air quality impacts are assessed in DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality; noise and 

vibration impacts are assessed in Section 4.11, Noise; and transportation impacts in 

Section 4.15, Transportation. 

Noise impacts would be less than significant with the exception of cumulative off-site traffic 

noise along Cherry Valley Boulevard (from Project access to Hannon Road, from Hannon Road 

to Union Street, and from Union Street to Nancy Avenue). Cumulative traffic noise impacts 

would occur primarily as a result of increased traffic on local roadways due to buildout of the 

Project and other projects in the vicinity. 

See DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study for recommended roadway improvements; I-10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange improvements; site adjacent roadway improvements; and site 

access improvements. 
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Comment Letter G12 – Rodger Thompson 
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Responses to Comment Letter G12 – Rodger Thompson 

G12-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G12-2 Permanent open space and undeveloped land would separate the Project from Stetson to the 

south. Visual impact were evaluated in DEIR Section 4.1, Aesthetics, and were found to be less 

than significant. Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values 

of homes is not within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR.  However, 

your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G12-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.  
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Comment Letter G13 – Linda Amarante 
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Responses to Comment Letter G13 – Linda Amarante 

G13-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

Permanent open space and undeveloped land would separate the Project from Stetson to the 

south. Noise/vibration impacts are analyzed in DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality and transportation 

impacts in DEIR Section 4.15, Transportation. There is no justification that the Project would 

affect the safety of the neighborhood. 

G13-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.  
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Comment Letter G14 – Helen Messrah 
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Responses to Comment Letter G14 – Helen Messrah 

G14-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G14-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G14-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.  
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Comment Letter G15 – Gerald Griffin 
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Responses to Comment Letter G15 – Gerald Griffin 

G15-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not 

within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR.  However, your comment 

will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

Additionally, development associated with the Project would not be located adjacent to 

Solera/Oak Valley Greens, but would be separated by Brookside Avenue, undeveloped land, 

and permanent open space. 

G15-2 According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County 

of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I -10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard 

interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic operations.  

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements: 

• Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction 

• Add turn pockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps 

• Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps 

• Reconstruct and realign on- and off-ramps 

• Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

• Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard 

• Install new traffic signals 

• Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard 

• Add a 1,300-foot-long auxiliary lane to the eastbound off-ramp and 3,400-foot-long 

auxiliary lane to the westbound on-ramp 

The Project proposes to contribute towards the planned improvements at the I -10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution.  
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Comment Letter G16 – Mark and Audrey Larsh 
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Responses to Comment Letter G16 – Mark and Audrey Larsh 

G16-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G16-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

Planning Area 2 (Parcel 4) would include the development of up to 150,000 square feet of 

commercial uses and would be developed as part of Phase 2, as follows: 

• Hotel: 100,000 square feet 

• General Retail: 25,000 square feet 

• Food Uses: 25,000 square feet 

See DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study for recommended roadway improvements; I-10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange improvements; site adjacent roadway improvements; and site 

access improvements. 

G16-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

Air quality impacts are assessed in DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality; noise and vibration impacts 

are assessed in Section 4.11, Noise; and transportation impacts in Section 4.15, 

Transportation. 

Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not 

within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR.  However, your comment 

will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

Development associated with the Project would not be located adjacent to Solera/Oak Valley 

Greens, but would be separated by Brookside Avenue, undeveloped land, and permanent open 

space. 
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Comment Letter G17 – Patricia Skriletz 
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Responses to Comment Letter G17 – Patricia Skriletz 

G17-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County 

of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I -10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard 

interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic operations.  

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements: 

• Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction 

• Add turn pockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps 

• Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps 

• Reconstruct and realign on- and off-ramps 

• Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

• Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard 

• Install new traffic signals 

• Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard 

• Add a 1,300-foot-long auxiliary lane to the eastbound off-ramp and 3,400-foot-long 

auxiliary lane to the westbound on-ramp 

The Project proposes to contribute towards the planned improvements at the I-10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution.   
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Comment Letter G18 – Patricia Norcutt 
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Responses to Comment Letter G18 – Patricia Norcutt 

G18-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

Air quality impacts are assessed in DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality; noise and vibration impact 

are assessed in Section 4.11, Noise; and transportation impacts in Section 4.15, 

Transportation. 

G18-2 Impacts to sensitive receptors were evaluated in DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality, Impact 4.2.3. 

Said impacts were found to be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.  

G18-3 According to Attachments B-1 and B-2 of the Project’s Traffic Study (DEIR Appendix K), the 

High-Cube Transload and Short-Term Storage proposed use would generate 493 truck trips 

daily, and the Warehousing proposed use would generate 166 truck trips daily.  

G18-4 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not 

within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment 

will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

Development associated with the Project would not be located adjacent to Solera/Oak Valley 

Greens, but would be separated by Brookside Avenue, undeveloped land, and permanent open 

space.  
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Comment Letter G19 – John and Sandra Stearn 
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Responses to Comment Letter G19 – John and Sandra Stearn 

G19-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

Impacts to sensitive receptors were evaluated in DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality, Impact 4.2.3. 

Said impacts were found to be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.   
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Comment Letter G20 – Wiltraud Dukes 
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Responses to Comment Letter G20 – Wiltraud Dukes 

G20-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

Impacts to sensitive receptors were evaluated in DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality, Impact 4.2.3. 

Said impacts were found to be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.  

G20-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to DEIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-416 

This page intentionally left blank. 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to DEIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-417 

Comment Letter G21 – Janet Hawkesworth 
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Responses to Comment Letter G21 – Janet Hawksworth 

G21-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.  
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Comment Letter G22 – Lane Joel 
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Responses to Comment Letter G22 – Lane Joel 

G22-1 Development associated with the Project would not be located adjacent to Solera/Oak Valley 

Greens, but would be separated by Brookside Avenue, undeveloped land, and permanent open 

space. 

Impacts to sensitive receptors were evaluated in DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality, Impact 4.2.3. 

Said impacts were found to be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.  

According to Attachments B-1 and B-2 of the Project’s Traffic Study (DEIR Appendix K), the 

High-Cube Transload and Short-Term Storage proposed use would generate 493 truck trips 

daily, and the Warehousing proposed use would generate 166 truck trips daily.  

See DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study for recommended roadway improvements; I-10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange improvements; site adjacent roadway improvements; and site 

access improvements. 

G22-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G22-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to DEIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-424 

This page intentionally left blank. 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to DEIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-425 

Comment Letter G23 – Kevin Trudgeon 
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Responses to Comment Letter G23 – Kevin Trudgeon 

G23-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

Development associated with the Project would not be located directly adjacent to residential 

communities, but would be separated by Brookside Avenue, undeveloped land, and 

permanent open space. 

Air quality impacts are assessed in DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality; noise and vibration impacts 

are assessed in Section 4.11, Noise; and transportation impacts in Section 4.15, 

Transportation. 

Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not 

within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment 

will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G24 – Joyce Bartholomew 
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Responses to Comment Letter G24 – Joyce Bartholomew 

G24-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.  
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Comment Letter G25 – Sharon Geiser 
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Responses to Comment Letter G25 – Sharon Geiser 

G25-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

The DEIR fully analyzed and disclosed all impacts associated with the Project, including air 

quality impacts. Refer to DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality, for additional information. 

G25-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.  
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Comment Letter G26 – Julio and Gwen Clementin 
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Responses to Comment Letter G26 – Julio and Gwen Clementin 

G26-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G26-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

Impacts to sensitive receptors were evaluated in DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality, Impact 4.2.3. 

Said impacts were found to be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.  

See DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study for recommended roadway improvements; I-10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange improvements; site adjacent roadway improvements; and site 

access improvements. 

G26-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.  
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Comment Letter G27 – Penny Key 
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Responses to Comment Letter G27 – Penny Key 

G27-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G27-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G28 – Steve Rutledge 
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Responses to Comment Letter G28 – Steve Rutledge 

G28-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G28-2 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Similarly, Section 4.15, 

Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the 

proposed Project. 

G28-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G29 – Bettie Erickson 
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Responses to Comment Letter G29 – Bettie Erickson 

G29-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G30 – Diane Gell 
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Responses to Comment Letter G30 – Diane Gell 

G30-1 Comment noted. Section 4.15, Transportation, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all 

traffic-related impacts associated with the proposed Project. Additionally, evaluating whether 

or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not within the purview of 

CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment will be taken into 

consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G31 – Ronnie Zacker 
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Responses to Comment Letter G31 – Ronnie Zacker 

G31-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Similarly, Section 4.15, 

Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the 

proposed Project. Section 4.3, Biological Resources, fully analyzes and discloses all impacts 

associated with biological resources and habitat.  
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Comment Letter G32 – Tim Pavilian 
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Responses to Comment Letter G32 – Tim Pavilian 

G32-1 Comment noted. Section 4.15, Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related 

impacts associated with the proposed Project. Additionally, the Project would be conditioned 

to pay fair share impact fees and TUMF fees for all roadway improvements to support the 

proposed Project. Refer to Appendix K beginning on page 47 for a list of roadway 

improvements required of the proposed Project.  
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Comment Letter G33 – Michael Tulledge 
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Responses to Comment Letter G33 – Michael Tulledge 

G33-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G34 – Carol Ennis 
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Responses to Comment Letter G34 – Carol Ennis 

G34-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G35 – Albert Sanderson 
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Responses to Comment Letter G35 – Albert Sanderson 

G35-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G35-2 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Similarly, Section 4.15, 

Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the 

proposed Project. Section 4.3, Biological Resources, fully analyzes and discloses all impacts 

associated with biological resources and habitat. Additionally, evaluating whether or not the 

introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not within the purview of CEQA and 

therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment will be taken into consideration 

by decision-makers. 

G35-3 Refer to response to comment G35-2, above. 

G35-4 Section 4.3, Biological Resources, fully analyzes and discloses all impacts associated with 

biological resources and habitat. Additionally, evaluating whether or not the introduction of 

warehouses lowers the values of homes is not within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not 

included in the DEIR. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-

makers. 

G35-5 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G36 – Phil and Carolyn Bonanno 
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Responses to Comment Letter G36 – Phil and Carolyn Bonanno 

G36-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project.  Additionally, a Health Risk 

Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The 

Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse 

impact on surrounding residents. 

G36-2 Comment noted. Section 4.15, Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related 

impacts associated with the proposed Project. As identified in Section 4.15, the proposed 

Project would result in significant cumulative transportation impacts.  
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Comment Letter G37 – Cathy Frates 
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Responses to Comment Letter G37 – Cathy Frates 

G37-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G38 – Lisa and Tony Lucchesi 
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Responses to Comment Letter G38 – Lisa and Tony Lucchesi 

G38-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G38-2 Comment noted. Section 4.15, Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related 

impacts associated with the proposed Project. Additionally, the Project would be conditioned 

to pay fair share impact fees for all roadway improvements to support the proposed Project. 

Refer to Appendix K beginning on page 47 for a list of roadway improvements required of the 

proposed Project. 

G38-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G38-4 Comment noted. The DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all impacts associated with both wet 

and dry utilities required of the proposed Project for both construction and operations phases.  

Refer to Section 4.17, Utilities and Service Systems, for a full assessment of potential impacts. 

As disclosed in Section 4.17, implementation of the proposed Project would not result in 

significant and unavoidable impacts to either electricity and/or water supply.  

G38-5 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G39 – Ann C. Hasbargen 
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Responses to Comment Letter G39 – Ann C. Hasbargen 

G39-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G40 – Jonathon Lanza 
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Responses to Comment Letter G40 – Jonathon Lanza 

G40-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G40-2 Comment noted. Section 4.15, Transportation, analyzes and discloses all traffic-related 

impacts associated with the proposed Project. Additionally, the Project would be conditioned 

to pay fair share impact fees and TUMF for all roadway improvements to support the proposed 

Project. Refer to Appendix K beginning on page 47 for a list of roadway improvements required 

of the proposed Project. Additionally, as identified in Section 4.15, the proposed Project would 

result in significant cumulative transportation impacts.  

G40-3 Refer to response to comment G40-2, above. 
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Comment Letter G41 – Rafael Gutierrez 
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Responses to Comment Letter G41 – Rafael Gutierrez 

G41-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G42 – Joanna Gutierrez 
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Responses to Comment Letter G42 – Joanna Gutierrez 

G42-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G43 – Charles and Hildegard Davis 
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Responses to Comment Letter G43 – Charles and Hildegard Davis 

G43-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, fully analyzes and discloses all air quality related 

impacts associated with the proposed Project. Additionally, evaluating whether or not the 

introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not within the purview of CEQA and 

therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment will be taken into consideration 

by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G44 – James and Peggy Rockwell 
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Responses to Comment Letter G44 – James and Peggy Rockwell 

G44-1 Comment noted. Section 4.15, Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related 

impacts associated with the proposed Project.  

G44-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G45 – Joseph Leon 
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Responses to Comment Letter G45 – Joseph Leon 

G45-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G45-2 Comment noted. The DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality and health risk impacts 

associated with development of the proposed Project. Refer to Section 4.2, Air Quality, as well 

as Appendix A, Air Quality, and Appendix B, Health Risk Assessment, for additional 

information. As identified in the DEIR, the proposed Project would result in a cumulatively 

considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the Project region is non-

attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard.  Additionally, a 

Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the 

DEIR). The Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an 

adverse impact on surrounding residents.  

G45-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G46 – Mel and Cecilia Irwin 
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Responses to Comment Letter G46 – Mel and Cecilia Irwin 

G46-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G46-2 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project.  Additionally, a Health Risk 

Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The 

Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse 

impact on surrounding residents. 

G46-3 Comment noted. Section 4.15, Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related 

impacts associated with the proposed Project.  

G46-4 Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not 

within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment 

will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G46-5 Noise impacts would be less than significant with the exception of cumulative off-site traffic 

noise along Cherry Valley Boulevard (from Project access to Hannon Road, from Hannon Road 

to Union Street, and from Union Street to Nancy Avenue). Cumulative traffic noise impacts 

would occur primarily as a result of increased traffic on local roadways due to buildout of the 

Project and other projects in the vicinity. Refer to Section 4.11, Noise, for additional 

information. 

G46-6 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G47 – George J. Newlin 
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Responses to Comment Letter G47 – George J. Newlin 

G47-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project.  Additionally, a Health Risk 

Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The 

Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse 

impact on surrounding residents. Additionally, see DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study for 

recommended roadway improvements; I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

improvements; site adjacent roadway improvements; and site access improvements.  
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Comment Letter G48 – Ron Bogle 
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Responses to Comment Letter G48 – Ron Bogle 

G48-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G48-2 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project.  Additionally, a Health Risk 

Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The 

Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse 

impact on surrounding residents.  

G48-3 Traffic (diesel) circulation associated with the Project would predominantly occur between the 

Project site and the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange. Traffic (diesel) associated with 

the Project would not frequent Brookside Avenue, as the Project is not accessible via Brookside 

Avenue, nor is there a fully functional interchange at I -10 and Brookside Avenue. Refer to 

Section 3.0, Project Description and Section 4.15, Transportation of the DEIR which discusses 

the Project’s circulation system and recommended improvements. Additionally, refer to 

page 4.15-19 of the DEIR for more information which describes the Project site access 

improvements. Project traffic would not overrun roadways associated with residential 

neighborhoods. Refer to Section 4.15, Transportation, for additional information. 

G48-4 Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not  

within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment 

will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G48-5 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G49 – Shirley Slick 
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Responses to Comment Letter G49 – Shirley Slick 

G49-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Similarly, Section 4.15, 

Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the 

proposed Project. 
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Comment Letter G50 – Marcia Beyer-Casem 
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Responses to Comment Letter G50 – Marcia Beyer-Casem 

G50-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project.  

G50-2 Air quality impacts are assessed in DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality, and transportation impacts 

are assessed in Section 4.15, Transportation. Evaluating whether or not the introduction of 

warehouses lowers the values of homes is not within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not 

included in the DEIR. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-

makers. 
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Comment Letter G51 – Kathleen Maroste 
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Responses to Comment Letter G51 – Kathleen Maroste 

G51-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G51-2 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project.  Additionally, a Health Risk 

Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The 

Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse 

impact on surrounding residents.  

Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not 

within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment 

will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G51-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G52 – David L. Scott 
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Responses to Comment Letter G52 – David L. Scott 

G52-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project.  Additionally, a Health Risk 

Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The 

Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse 

impact on surrounding residents. Section 4.15, Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all 

traffic-related impacts associated with the proposed Project. As identified in Section 4.15, the 

proposed Project would result in significant cumulative transportation impacts . 
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Comment Letter G53 – Vallarie Clegg 
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Responses to Comment Letter G53 – Vallarie Clegg 

G53-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G54 – David and Mary Burke 
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Responses to Comment Letter G54 – David and Mary Burke 

G54-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project.  Additionally, a Health Risk 

Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The 

Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse 

impact on surrounding residents.  

G54-2 Comment noted. Air quality impacts are assessed in DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality; biological 

resources impacts are assessed in Section 4.3, Biological Resources, noise and vibration impact 

assessed in Section 4.11, Noise; and transportation impacts in Section 4.15, Transportation. 

G54-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G55 – James Gleason 
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Responses to Comment Letter G55 – James Gleason 

G55-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G56 – Joel Sr. 
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Responses to Comment Letter G56 – Joel Sr. 

G56-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

and health risk assessment impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project 

which includes, but is not limited to, mobile emissions. Similarly, Section 4.15, Transportation 

of the DEIR, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the proposed 

Project.  

G56-2 As discussed in Section 4.15, Transportation, the DEIR analyzed the proposed Project’s 

potential to substantially increase traffic hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp 

curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment). As concluded 

in Impact 4.15-3 (page 4.15-22), the Project’s proposed roadway improvements, ingress and 

egress point of entries, and interior circulation system have been designed and would be 

constructed consistent with the City’s Department of Public Works Department standard 

drawings. Large heavy-duty equipment such as rollers, graders, and dump trucks, all staging 

and construction areas would have appropriate signage and standard safety protocols 

pursuant to standard construction practices. Therefore,  the proposed Project would not cause 

significant traffic safety problems. 

G56-3 Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not 

within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR.  However, your comment 

will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G56-4 Comment noted. Development associated with the Project has been sited away from the 

Solera/Oak Valley Greens and would be separated by Brookside Avenue, undeveloped land, 

and permanent open space. 
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Comment Letter G57 – Arthur Wallace 
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Responses to Comment Letter G57 – Arthur Wallace 

G57-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G57-2 This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR. Refer to 

Section 4.1, Aesthetics, Section 4.2, Air Quality, and Section 4.15, Transportation which 

evaluated the proposed Project’s aesthetics, air quality, and transportation impacts. 

G57-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G57-4 The Project site is presently designated as “Single Family Residential” by the General Plan. A 

new Specific Plan and a General Plan Amendment would change the property’s land use 

designation from Single Family Residential to Industrial, General Commercial, and Open Space. 

The proposed land use designations would be consistent with the proposed e‐commerce 

center, commercial area, and permanent open space uses. 

G57-5 Refer to response G57-1 through G57-4 above. 
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Comment Letter G58 – Mike 
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Responses to Comment Letter G58 – Mike 

G58-1 Comment noted.  
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Comment Letter G59 – Lisa Mertins 
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Responses to Comment Letter G59 – Lisa Mertins 

G59-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G59-2 Refer to response G59-1. Refer to the Beaumont 2040 General Plan Update which will serve as 

the City's blueprint for future development and decision-making. 
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Comment Letter G60 – Jon Elliott 
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Responses to Comment Letter G60 – Jon Elliott 

G60-1 Refer to Section 4.1, Aesthetics of the DEIR. As noted in Section 4.1, all aesthetics impacts 

were deemed to be less than significant.  

 In addition, refer to Section 4.15, Transportation. Although not required as part of CEQA, the 

Project includes a full Traffic Impact Analysis that contains an LOS discussion; refer to 

Appendix K of the DEIR. This additional information is provided for informational purposes 

only, as additional delay – to an intersection or roadway segment – is no longer considered a 

significant impact under CEQA. The DEIR includes a full discussion of all required impacts, as 

required by CEQA. 

G60-2 According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County 

of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I -10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard 

interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic operations. 

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements: 

• Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction 

• Add turn pockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps 

• Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps 

• Reconstruct and realign on- and off-ramps 

• Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

• Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard 

• Install new traffic signals 

• Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard 

• Add a 1,300-foot-long auxiliary lane to the eastbound off-ramp and 3,400-foot-long 

auxiliary lane to the westbound on-ramp 

The Project proposes to contribute towards the planned improvements at the I-10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution.  Thus 

roadways would be improved as part of the Project. 

G60-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G61 – Julienne LeMaster 
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Responses to Comment Letter G61 – Julienne LeMaster 

G61-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G62 – Katherine Edwards 
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Responses to Comment Letter G62 – Katherine Edwards 

G62-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G62-2 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk 

Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The 

Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse 

impact on surrounding residents. 

G62-3 According to Attachments B-1 and B-2 of the Project’s Traffic Study (DEIR Appendix K), the 

High-Cube Transload and Short-Term Storage proposed use would generate 493 truck trips 

daily, and the Warehousing proposed use would generate 166 truck trips daily. 

 As discussed in Section 4.15, Transportation, the DEIR analyzed the proposed Project’s 

potential to substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves 

or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment). As concluded in 

Impact 4.15-3 (page 4.15-22), the Project’s proposed roadway improvements, ingress and 

egress point of entries, and interior circulation system have been designed and would be 

constructed consistent with the City’s Department of Public Works Department standard 

drawings. Large heavy-duty equipment such as rollers, graders, and dump trucks, all staging 

and construction areas would have appropriate signage and standard safety protocols  

pursuant to standard construction practices. Therefore, the proposed Project would not cause 

significant traffic safety problems. 

G62-4 Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not 

within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment 

will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G62-5 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G63 – Harry and Nadine Fieger 
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Responses to Comment Letter G63 – Harry and Nadine Fieger 

G63-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G64 – Janice Kuhn 
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Responses to Comment Letter G64 – Janice Kuhn 

G64-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G64-2 According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County 

of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard 

interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic operations.  

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements: 

• Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction 

• Add turn pockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps 

• Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps 

• Reconstruct and realign on- and off-ramps 

• Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

• Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard 

• Install new traffic signals 

• Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard 

• Add a 1,300-foot-long auxiliary lane to the eastbound off-ramp and 3,400-foot-long 

auxiliary lane to the westbound on-ramp 

The Project proposes to contribute towards the planned improvements at the I -10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution.  Refer 

to Section 4.15, Transportation, of the DEIR which discusses the Project’s transportation-

related impacts for additional information. 

G64-3 This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a 

specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your 

comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G65 – Sarah Godbold 
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Responses to Comment Letter G65 – Sarah Godbold 

G65-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G66 – Deborah Holley 
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Responses to Comment Letter G66 – Deborah Holley 

G66-1 Comment noted. According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with 

Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I -10)/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic operations. 

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements: 

• Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction 

• Add turn pockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps 

• Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps 

• Reconstruct and realign on- and off-ramps 

• Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

• Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard 

• Install new traffic signals 

• Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard 

• Add a 1,300-foot-long auxiliary lane to the eastbound off-ramp and 3,400-foot-long 

auxiliary lane to the westbound on-ramp 

 The Project proposes to contribute towards the planned improvements at the I-10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution.  Refer 

to Section 4.15, Transportation, of the DEIR which discusses the Project’s transportation-

related impacts for additional information. 
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Comment Letter G67 – Mary Anne Pickett 
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Responses to Comment Letter G67 – Mary Anne Pickett 

G67-1 Comment noted. According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with 

Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic operations.  

• The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements: 

• Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction 

• Add turn pockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps 

• Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps 

• Reconstruct and realign on- and off-ramps 

• Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

• Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard 

• Install new traffic signals 

• Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard 

• Add a 1,300-foot-long auxiliary lane to the eastbound off-ramp and 3,400-foot-long 

auxiliary lane to the westbound on-ramp 

 The Project proposes to contribute towards the planned improvements at the I -10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution. Refer 

to Section 4.15, Transportation, of the DEIR which discusses the Project’s transportation-

related impacts for additional information. 

G67-2 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk 

Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The 

Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse 

impact on surrounding residents 
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Comment Letter G68 – Dan Merritt 
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Responses to Comment Letter G68 – Dan Merritt 

G68-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G69 – Holly and Jerry Liversage 
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Responses to Comment Letter G69 – Holly and Jerry Liversage 

G69-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

 

 

 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-612 

This page intentionally left blank. 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-613 

Comment Letter G70 – Russell Buckland 
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Responses to Comment Letter G70 – Russell Buckland 

G70-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G70-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G71 – Geoffrey Wilson 
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Responses to Comment Letter G71 – Geoffrey Wilson 

G71-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G71-2 Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts 

associated with the development of the proposed Project. Similarly, Section 4.15, 

Transportation and Traffic, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related impacts associated 

with the proposed Project.   

Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to 

Appendix B of the DEIR). The Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project 

would not have an adverse impact on surrounding residents , as further discussed in 

Section 4.2, Air Quality of the DEIR. 

G71-3 Refer to responses to G7-1 and G7-2. Furthermore, Section 4.15, Transportation of the DEIR 

(page 4.15-23) concluded that the proposed Project’s construction and operation impacts 

related to emergency access would be less than significant. 
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Comment Letter G72 – Rick Craven 
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Responses to Comment Letter G72 – Rick Craven 

G72-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR ’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G72-2 Under CEQA, a scenic vista is defined as a viewpoint that provides expansive views of a highly-

valued landscape for the benefit of the public. The Beaumont GP does not designate any scenic 

vistas near the Project site or in the City. Although no area within the City is officially 

designated as a scenic vista, the City is situated at a half-mile elevation in the County’s The 

Pass Area Plan, south of southern California’s highest peak, San Gorgonio Mountain, and north 

of San Jacinto Peak which provide the most prominent views from the City. Because there are 

no scenic vistas on the Project site or in the vicinity of the Project site and the implementation 

of the Project would not obstruct views of the scenic vistas provided by the San Bernardino 

Mountains and the San Jacinto Mountains from any publicly accessible point outside of the 

Project site, impacts in this regard would be less than significant.  

Additionally, the Project would retain 30.6 acres of permanent open space that would serve as 

a buffer to the residential uses to the south. 

G72-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G73 – Fran Krieger 
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Responses to Comment Letter G73 – Fran Krieger 

G73-1 Comment noted and will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. Section 4.2, Air 

Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the 

development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared 

for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The Health Risk Assessment 

determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse impact on surrounding 

residents. Refer to Section 4.2 for more information. 
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Comment Letter G74 – Debbie Connor 
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Responses to Comment Letter G74 – Debbie Connor 

G74-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

 

 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-632 

This page intentionally left blank. 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-633 

Comment Letter G75 – Susan Cunningham 
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Responses to Comment Letter G75 – Susan Cunningham 

G75-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G76 – Cindi Deats 

 

 



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-638 

 

 



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-639 

 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-640 

This page intentionally left blank. 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-641 

Responses to Comment Letter G76 – Cindi Deats 

G76-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G76-2 Traffic circulation associated with the Project would predominantly occur between the Project 

site and the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange. According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic 

Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct 

the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve 

traffic operations. 

• The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements: 

• Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction 

• Add turn pockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps 

• Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps 

• Reconstruct and realign on- and off-ramps 

• Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

• Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard 

• Install new traffic signals 

• Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard 

• Add a 1,300-foot-long auxiliary lane to the eastbound off-ramp and 3,400-foot-long 

auxiliary lane to the westbound on-ramp 

The Project proposes to contribute towards the planned improvements at the I-10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution.  

G76-3 Comment noted and will be taken into consideration by decision makers. According to DEIR 

Appendix K, Traffic Study, the cumulative projects in the area were obtained from previously 

approved traffic studies in the area. Trip generation estimates for the cumulative projects were 

obtained from traffic studies, where available; and were developed by Kimley-Horn if approved 

traffic studies were not available. 

G76-4 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G76-5 Refer to response G76-2. 

G76-6 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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G76-7 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

 

 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-643 

Comment Letter G77 – Barbara Searcy 
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Responses to Comment Letter G77 – Barbara Searcy 

G77-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G78 – Laura Ramirez 

 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-648 

This page intentionally left blank. 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-649 

Responses to Comment Letter G78 – Laura Ramirez 

G78-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G79 – Gregory and Deborah Chamberlin 
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Responses to Comment Letter G79 – Gregory and Deborah Chamberlin 

G79-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project.  Additionally, a Health Risk 

Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The 

Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse 

impact on surrounding residents. 

Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not 

within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR.  However, your comment 

will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

Additionally, development associated with the Project would not be located adjacent to 

Solera/Oak Valley Greens, but would be separated by Brookside Avenue, undeveloped land, 

and permanent open space.  
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Comment Letter G80 – Jerry and Gladi Wilmes 
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Responses to Comment Letter G80 – Jerry and Gladi Wilmes 

G80-1 Comment noted. This is a summary of the significant and unavoidable impacts listed in 

Section 1.0, Executive Summary. 

G80-2 This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a 

specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your 

comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. The DEIR fully analyzed and 

disclosed all impacts associated with the Project, including but not limited to, air quality, noise, 

greenhouse gases, and transportation related impacts. Refer to Section 4.1, Air Quality, 

Section 4.7, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Section 4.11, Noise, and Section 4.15, Transportation 

of the DEIR for more information. 

G80-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. Refer to 

Section 4.15, Transportation, of the DEIR for more additional information regarding the 

proposed Project’s impact related to trip generation. 

G80-4 Comment noted. Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values 

of homes is not within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, 

your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

 Development associated with the Project would not be located within residential areas, but 

would be separated by Brookside Avenue, undeveloped land, and permanent open space. 

Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to 

Appendix B of the DEIR). The Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project 

would not have an adverse impact on surrounding residents. 

G80-5 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G81 – Anita Finkelstein 
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Responses to Comment Letter G81 – Anita Finkelstein 

G81-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. As noted in Section 4.2, Air 

Quality of the DEIR, the Air Quality Assessment (Appendix A) considered the construction and 

operational impacts associated with the Project. Where criteria air pollutant quantification was 

required, emissions were modeled using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod). 

Project-generated vehicle emissions (based on trip generation) were incorporated into 

CalEEMod as recommended by the SCAQMD. Refer to Appendix A, Air Quality Assessment. 

for additional information regarding the Air Quality Assessment’s methodology used to 

determine the proposed Project’s impacts to air quality.  Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment 

was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The Health Risk 

Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse impact on 

surrounding residents. 

 Furthermore, although the building is considered speculative, the proposed buildings would 

be developed as follows: 

Planning Area 1 (Parcels 1, 2, and 3) is proposed to be developed with three separate e-

commerce/warehouse buildings with supporting office, as follows: 

• Building 1: 985,860 square feet  

• Building 2: 1,213,235 square feet 

• Building 3: 358,370 square feet  

Planning Area 2 (Parcel 4) would include the development of up to 150,000 square feet of 

commercial uses and would be developed as part of Phase 2, as follows: 

• Hotel: 100,000 square feet 

• General Retail: 25,000 square feet 

• Food Uses: 25,000 square feet 
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Comment Letter G82 – Diana Tull 
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Responses to Comment Letter G82 – Diana Tull 

G82-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not 

within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR.  However, your comment 

will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

 Refer to Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR which fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk 

Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The 

Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse 

impact on surrounding residents. 
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Comment Letter G83 – Ryan Fuentes 
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Responses to Comment Letter G83 – Ryan Fuentes 

G83-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G84 – Brad McDuffee 
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Responses to Comment Letter G84 – Brad McDuffee 

G84-1 Comment noted. 

G84-2 Comment noted. According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with 

Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I -10)/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic operations.  

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements: 

• Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction 

• Add turn pockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps 

• Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps 

• Reconstruct and realign on- and off-ramps 

• Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

• Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard 

• Install new traffic signals 

• Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard 

• Add a 1,300-foot-long auxiliary lane to the eastbound off-ramp and 3,400-foot-long 

auxiliary lane to the westbound on-ramp 

The Project proposes to contribute towards the planned improvements at the I -10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution.   

 Although not required as part of CEQA, the Project includes a full Traffic Impact Analysis that 

contains an LOS discussion; refer to Appendix K of the DEIR. This additional information is 

provided for informational purposes only, as additional delay – to an intersection or roadway 

segment – is no longer considered a significant impact under CEQA.  

G84-3 The DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development 

of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed 

Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The Health Risk Assessment determined that the 

proposed Project would not have an adverse impact on surrounding residents.  Similarly, 

Section 4.11, Noise of the DEIR, fully analyzes and discloses all noise-related impacts 

associated with the proposed Project. As noted in Section 4.11, all impacts would be less than 

significant without the implementation of mitigation measures with the exception of 

cumulative noise impacts. However as concluded in Section 4.11, Noise (page 4.11-32), 

feasible mitigation is not available to reduce traffic noise. Typically, feasible mitigation 

measures for off-site roadway noise impacts include repairing the roads with rubberized 

asphalt and developing sound walls or attenuation barriers to minimize noise impacts. 

However, this mitigation can only be imposed on on-site roadways since the Applicant would 

not have authorization or control to make off-site improvements. As impacts would also occur 

on off-site roadways and properties, it is usually infeasible for the Applicant to implement 
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these measures. Sound walls would be infeasible due to impacts on right of way, restricted 

views, and not being proportional to the barely perceptible. 

G84-4 Comment noted. The current zoning of the Project site is “Specific Plan.” Adoption of the 

proposed Specific Plan (SP2021-0005) is a discretionary action subject to City Council approval. 

Adopted by Ordinance, the Specific Plan document will serve both planning and regulatory 

functions. This document contains the development standards and procedures necessary to 

fulfill these purposes and would replace the existing Sunny-Cal Specific Plan. The proposed 

Specific Plan would implement the City’s General Plan as amended. The Specific Plan would be 

considered by the Planning Commission and City Council and would be adopted by Ordinance 

and would become the zoning for the Project. 
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Comment Letter G85 – Kathy Krause 
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Responses to Comment Letter G85 – Kathy Krause 

G85-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G86 – Bud Charlick 
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Responses to Comment Letter G86 – Bud Charlick 

G86-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk 

Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The 

Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse 

impact on surrounding residents. 
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Comment Letter G87 – Gary M. Stoh 
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Responses to Comment Letter G87 – Gary M. Stoh 

G87-1 Comment noted. Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values 

of homes is not within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR.  However, 

your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. In addition, development 

associated with the Project would not be located adjacent to Solera/Oak Valley Greens, but 

would be separated by Brookside Avenue, undeveloped land, and permanent open space. 
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Comment Letter G88 – Paula Walek 
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Responses to Comment Letter G88 – Paula Walek 

G88-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

 

 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-690 

This page intentionally left blank. 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-691 

Comment Letter G89 – Maureen Imoe 
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Responses to Comment Letter G89 – Maureen Imoe 

G89-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

 Although not required as part of CEQA, the Project includes a full Traffic Impact Analysis that 

contains an LOS discussion; refer to Appendix K of the DEIR. This additional information is 

provided for informational purposes only, as additional delay – to an intersection or roadway 

segment – is no longer considered a significant impact under CEQA.  
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Comment Letter G90 – Linda Clark 
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Responses to Comment Letter G90 – Linda Clark 

G90-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G90-2 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk 

Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The 

Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse 

impact on surrounding residents. 

G90-3 A Water Supply Assessment (Appendix I) was prepared for the proposed Project. The WSA 

determined that there are adequate water supplies to service the Project during normal, dry, 

and multiple dry years. Refer to Appendix I and Section 4.17, Utilities and Service Systems, of 

the DEIR for additional information. 

G90-4 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G91 – Jean Bowman 
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Responses to Comment Letter G91 – Jean Bowman 

G91-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. Additionally, 

refer to Section 4.2, Air Quality and Section 4.15, Transportation  which fully analyzes and 

discloses the proposed Project’s impacts related to air quality and transportation.  

 

 

 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-702 

This page intentionally left blank. 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-703 

Comment Letter G92 – Jesse Donardt 
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Responses to Comment Letter G92 – Jesse Donardt 

G92-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G93 – Barbara and Wayne Otte 
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Responses to Comment Letter G93 – Barbara and Wayne Otte 

G93-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. Additionally, 

refer to Section 4.2, Air Quality, Section 4.11, Noise and Section 4.15, Transportation which 

fully analyzes and discloses the proposed Project’s impacts related to air quality, noise and 

transportation. 
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Comment Letter G94 – Shelia Kelly 
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Responses to Comment Letter G94 – Shelia Kelly 

G94-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G94-2 Comment noted and will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. The DEIR fully 

analyzed and disclosed all impacts associated with the Project, including but limited to, air 

quality impacts. Refer to DEIR Section 4.2: Air Quality, for additional information. Additionally, 

a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the 

DEIR). The Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an 

adverse impact on surrounding residents. 
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Comment Letter G95 – Donna Littlefield 
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Responses to Comment Letter G95 – Donna Littlefield 

G95-1 Comment noted and will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. Section 4.2, Air 

Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the 

development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared 

for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The Health Risk Assessment 

determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse impact on surrounding 

residents. 

According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County 

of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard 

interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic operations.  

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements: 

• Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction 

• Add turn pockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps 

• Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps 

• Reconstruct and realign on- and off-ramps 

• Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

• Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard 

• Install new traffic signals 

• Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard 

• Add a 1,300-foot-long auxiliary lane to the eastbound off-ramp and 3,400-foot-long 

auxiliary lane to the westbound on-ramp 

The Project proposes to contribute towards the planned improvements at the I -10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution.   

 Although not required as part of CEQA, the Project includes a full Traffic Impact Analysis that 

contains an LOS discussion; refer to Appendix K of the DEIR. This additional information is 

provided for informational purposes only, as additional delay – to an intersection or roadway 

segment – is no longer considered a significant impact under CEQA. 
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Comment Letter G96 – Dr. Helmuth and Susan Fritz 
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Responses to Comment Letter G96 – Dr. Helmuth and Susan Fritz 

G96-1 Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not 

within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR.  However, your comment 

will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. Additionally, the DEIR fully analyzed and 

disclosed all impacts associated with the Project, including but not limited to, air quality, noise, 

and transportation related impacts. Refer to Section 4.2, Air Quality, Section 4.11, Noise, and 

Section 4.15, Transportation for additional information. 
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Comment Letter G97 – Catherine Frates 
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Responses to Comment Letter G97 – Catherine Frates 

G97-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G98 – Richard Bennecke 
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Responses to Comment Letter G98 – Richard Bennecke 

G98-1 Comment noted and will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. According to DEIR 

Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County of Riverside 

proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve 

congestion and improve traffic operations. 

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements: 

• Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction 

• Add turn pockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps 

• Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps 

• Reconstruct and realign on- and off-ramps 

• Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

• Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard 

• Install new traffic signals 

• Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard 

• Add a 1,300-foot-long auxiliary lane to the eastbound off-ramp and 3,400-foot-long 

auxiliary lane to the westbound on-ramp 

The Project proposes to contribute towards the planned improvements  at the I-10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution.  

 Although not required as part of CEQA, the Project includes a full Traffic Impact Analysis that 

contains an LOS discussion; refer to Appendix K of the DEIR. This additional information is 

provided for informational purposes only, as additional delay – to an intersection or roadway 

segment – is no longer considered a significant impact under CEQA.  
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Comment Letter G99 – Sharon Sylva 
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Responses to Comment Letter G99 – Sharon Sylva 

G99-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk 

Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The 

Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse 

impact on surrounding residents. In addition refer to response G98-1 concerning traffic and 

congestion. 
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Comment Letter G100 – Robert Radabaugh and Rachel Lyon 
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Responses to Comment Letter G100 – Robert Radabaugh and Rachel Lyon 

G100-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G101 – Katuria Julius 
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Responses to Comment Letter G101 – Katuria Julius 

G101-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G102 – John Mitchell 
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Responses to Comment Letter G102 – John Mitchell 

G102-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G102-2 Comment noted will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. Section 4.2, Air Quality, 

of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development 

of the proposed Project. Similarly, Section 4.15, Transportation and Traffic, fully analyzes and 

discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the proposed Project.  Additionally, 

Section 4.11, Noise, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all noise related impacts associated 

with the development of the proposed Project 

 

 

 

 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-746 

This page intentionally left blank. 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-747 

Comment Letter G103 – Diane Franklin 
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Responses to Comment Letter G103 – Diane Franklin 

G103-1 The commentor is correct, in that the Project does include warehousing. More specifically, the 

Project is proposed as follows: 

Planning Area 1 (Parcels 1, 2, and 3) is proposed to be developed with three separate e-

commerce/warehouse buildings with supporting office, as follows: 

• Building 1: 985,860 square feet  

• Building 2: 1,213,235 square feet 

• Building 3: 358,370 square feet  

Planning Area 2 (Parcel 4) would include the development of up to 150,000 square feet of 

commercial uses and would be developed as part of Phase 2, as follows: 

• Hotel: 100,000 square feet 

• General Retail: 25,000 square feet 

• Food Uses: 25,000 square feet 

Planning Area 3 (Parcel 5) would remain as permanent open space. 

This comment has been noted and will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G104 – Jerrie Offerdahl 
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Responses to Comment Letter G104 – Jerrie Offerdahl 

G104-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G105 – Caroline Sherwood 
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Responses to Comment Letter G105 – Caroline Sherwood 

G105-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G106 – Doris Foreman 
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Responses to Comment Letter G106 – Doris Foreman 

G106-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G106-2 All applicable mitigation measures, conditions of approval and project design features (PDFs) 

would be implemented during the Project’s short-term and long-term phases. PDFs specifically 

would be incorporated into the Project are therefore subject to compliance.  

 The following PDFs are proposed: 

PDF AQ-3 Tenant lease agreements for Phase 1 shall include contractual language restricting 

trucks and support equipment from nonessential idling longer than 5 minutes 

while on site. 

PDF AQ-4 All heavy-duty vehicles registered in California entering or operated on Phase 1 

shall be model year 2010 or later. This requirement shall be included as part of 

tenant’s agreement with third-party carriers. Tenants shall maintain records on its 

fleet equipment and ensure that all heavy-duty trucks accessing the Phase 1 use 

year 2010 or newer engines. The records shall be maintained onsite and be made 

available for inspection by the City. Encouraging the use of model year 2010 or 

newer trucks and other efficiency measures could incentivize near zero emission 

(NZE) or zero emission (ZE) truck visits, which would facilitate compliance with 

SCAQMD Rule 2305 2305 (Warehouse Indirect Source Rule). 

PDF AQ-5 Phase 1 facility operators shall be required to train managers and employees on 

efficient scheduling and load management to eliminate unnecessary queuing and 

idling of trucks. The building manager or their designee shall be responsible for 

enforcing these requirements. 

PDF AQ-6 Phase 1 tenants shall train its staff in charge of keeping vehicle records in diesel 

technologies and compliance with CARB regulations, by attending CARB-approved 

courses. Facility operators shall maintain records on-site demonstrating 

compliance and make records available for inspection by the local jurisdiction, air 

district, and state upon request. The building manager or their designee shall be 

responsible for enforcing these requirements. 

PDF AQ-7 Phase 1 tenants shall maintain records on its fleet equipment and vehicle engine 

maintenance to ensure that equipment and vehicles serving the warehouses 

within the project are in good condition, and in proper tune pursuant to 

manufacturer’s specifications. The building manager or their designee shall be 

responsible for enforcing these requirements. 

PDF AQ-8 The facility operator for Phase 1 shall ensure that site enforcement staff in charge 

of keeping the daily log and monitoring for excess idling will be trained/certified in 

diesel health effects and technologies, for example, by requiring attendance at 

California Air Resources Board-approved courses (such as the free, one-day Course 
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#512). The building manager or their designee shall be responsible for enforcing 

these requirements. 

PDF AQ-9 Phase 1 tenants shall include contractual language in tenant lease agreements that 

requires the tenant be in, and monitor compliance with, all current air quality 

regulations for on-road trucks including CARB’s Heavy-Duty (Tractor-Trailer) 

Greenhouse Gas Regulation, Periodic Smoke Inspection Program (PSIP), and the 

Statewide Truck and Bus Regulation. 

PDF AQ-10 The Phase 1 site shall install 30 light-duty vehicle charging stations and conduit for 

59 future electric light-duty vehicle charging stations. Spaces with conduit for 

future charging stations shall have properly sized and listed raceways/conduits, 

dedicated branch circuits, service panel or subpanel(s). Both the service panel or 

subpanel(s) and the raceway termination location shall be visibly marked as “EV 

CAPABLE.” 

G106-3 This comment refers to PDF AQ-16. Your comment is noted will be taken into consideration by 

decision-makers.  
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Comment Letter G107 – Joe Rose 
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Responses to Comment Letter G107 – Joe Rose 

G107-1 Comment noted and will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. According to DEIR 

Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County of Riverside 

proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve 

congestion and improve traffic operations. 

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements: 

• Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction 

• Add turn pockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps 

• Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps 

• Reconstruct and realign on- and off-ramps 

• Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

• Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard 

• Install new traffic signals 

• Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard 

• Add a 1,300-foot-long auxiliary lane to the eastbound off-ramp and 3,400-foot-long 

auxiliary lane to the westbound on-ramp 

The Project proposes to contribute towards the planned improvements at the I -10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution.  

 Although not required as part of CEQA, the Project includes a full Traffic Impact Analysis that 

contains an LOS discussion; refer to Appendix K of the DEIR. This additional information is 

provided for informational purposes only, as additional delay – to an intersection or roadway 

segment – is no longer considered a significant impact under CEQA.  
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Comment Letter G108 – Gail West 
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Responses to Comment Letter G108 – Gail West 

G108-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G109 – James and Susan Karalun 
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Responses to Comment Letter G109 – James and Susan Karalun 

G109-1 The introduction of this comment summarized the project description of the proposed Project  

and expresses the commentor’s concern of the proposed Project. This comment does not 

identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment 

related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into 

consideration by decision-makers. 

G109-2 Comment noted. Refer to response G109-1 above. In addition, Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the 

DEIR fully and analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development 

of the proposed Project. Similarly, Section 4.15, Transportation and Traffic, fully analyzes and 

discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the proposed Project.  
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Comment Letter G110 – Ronald and Debbie Monroe 
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Responses to Comment Letter G110 – Ronald and Debbie Monroe 

G110-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G110-2 Traffic (diesel) circulation associated with the Project would predominantly occur between the 

Project site and the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange. Traffic (diesel) associated with 

the Project would not frequent Brookside Avenue, as the Project is not accessible via Brookside 

Avenue, nor is there a fully functional interchange at I-10 and Brookside Avenue. Project traffic 

would not overrun roadways associated with residential neighborhoods.  

According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County 

of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard 

interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic operations.  

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements: 

• Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction 

• Add turn pockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps 

• Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps 

• Reconstruct and realign on- and off-ramps 

• Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

• Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard 

• Install new traffic signals 

• Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard 

• Add a 1,300-foot-long auxiliary lane to the eastbound off-ramp and 3,400-foot-long 

auxiliary lane to the westbound on-ramp 

The Project proposes to contribute towards the planned improvements at the I -10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution.   

As noted in Section 4.13, Public Services of the DEIR (page 4.13-10), the Riverside County Fire 

Department (RCFD) has reviewed the Project design to ensure conformance to RCFD 

requirements and would thereby reduce demands on fire protection services. Additionally, 

payment of the Fire Protection impact fees, property taxes, and other revenues generated by 

development within the Project area would be available to the City to offset any increased 

costs for fire protection services with little or no net effect on the City’s budget ). 

G110-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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A Water Supply Assessment (Appendix I) was prepared for the proposed Project. The WSA 

determined that there are adequate water supplies to service the Project during normal, dry, 

and multiple dry years. Refer to Appendix I and Section 4.17, Utilities and Service Systems, of 

the DEIR for additional information.  

G110-4 Refer to response to G110-2 above. Furthermore, as stated in Section 4.13, Public Services, of 

the DEIR (pages 4.13-10 through 4.13-11), The Project would not directly increase population 

and the officer to population ratio would remain the same and would not substantially affect 

service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives. 

G110-5 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G111 – Michael Collins 
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Responses to Comment Letter G111 – Michael Collins 

G111-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G111-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. The DEIR fully 

analyzed and disclosed all impacts associated with the Project, including air quality, 

transportation, and utilities and service systems related impacts. Refer to Section 4.2, Air 

Quality, Section 4.15, Transportation and Traffic, and Section 4.17, Utilities and Service 

Systems of the DEIR for additional information. 
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Comment Letter G112 – Sharon Sylva 
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Responses to Comment Letter G112 – Sharon Sylva 

G112-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G112-2 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Similarly, Section 4.15, 

Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the 

proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed 

Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The Health Risk Assessment determined that the 

proposed Project would not have an adverse impact on surrounding residents.  In addition, A 

Water Supply Assessment (Appendix I) was prepared for the proposed Project. The WSA 

determined that there are adequate water supplies to service the Project during normal, dry, 

and multiple dry years. Refer to Appendix I and Section 4.17, Utilities and Service Systems, of 

the DEIR for additional information. 

 Lastly, evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes 

is not within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR.  However, your 

comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G113 – Mary L. Noll 
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Responses to Comment Letter G113 – Mary L. Noll 

G113-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G113-2 See response G113-1 above. The DEIR fully analyzed and disclosed all impacts associated with 

the Project, including air quality impacts. Refer to Section 4.2, Air Quality, for additional 

information. 

G113-3 See response G113-1 above. According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, 

with Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 

(I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic 

operations. 

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements: 

• Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction 

• Add turn pockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps 

• Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps 

• Reconstruct and realign on- and off-ramps 

• Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

• Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard 

• Install new traffic signals 

• Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard 

• Add a 1,300-foot-long auxiliary lane to the eastbound off-ramp and 3,400-foot-long 

auxiliary lane to the westbound on-ramp 

The Project proposes to contribute towards the planned improvements at the I-10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution.   

Although not required as part of CEQA, the Project includes a full Traffic Impact Analysis that 

contains an LOS discussion; refer to Appendix K of the DEIR. This additional information is 

provided for informational purposes only, as additional delay – to an intersection or roadway 

segment – is no longer considered a significant impact under CEQA. The DEIR includes a full 

discussion of all required impacts, as required by CEQA. 

G113-4 See response G113-1 above. 
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Comment Letter G114 – Jodi Lindman 
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Responses to Comment Letter G114 – Jodi Lindman 

G114-1 Comment noted. Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values 

of homes is not within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR.  However, 

your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

 The DEIR fully analyzed and disclosed all impacts associated with the Project, including air 

quality impacts. Refer to Section 4.2, Air Quality, for additional information. Additionally, a 

Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the 

DEIR). The Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an 

adverse impact on surrounding residents.  

 Similarly, Section 4.15, Transportation and Traffic, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-

related impacts associated with the proposed Project.  According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic 

Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct 

the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve 

traffic operations. 

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements: 

• Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction 

• Add turn pockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps 

• Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps 

• Reconstruct and realign on- and off-ramps 

• Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

• Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard 

• Install new traffic signals 

• Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard 

• Add a 1,300-foot-long auxiliary lane to the eastbound off-ramp and 3,400-foot-long 

auxiliary lane to the westbound on-ramp 

The Project proposes to contribute towards the planned improvements at the I-10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution.   

Although not required as part of CEQA, the Project includes a full Traffic Impact Analysis that 

contains an LOS discussion; refer to Appendix K of the DEIR. This additional information is 

provided for informational purposes only, as additional delay – to an intersection or roadway 

segment – is no longer considered a significant impact under CEQA. The DEIR includes a full 

discussion of all required impacts, as required by CEQA. 

G114-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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G114-3 Comment has been noted will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. This comment 

is an article from the LA times to support the commentor’s reasoning for opposing the 

proposed Project.  
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Comment Letter G115 – Laura Welch 
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Responses to Comment Letter G115 – Laura Welch 

G115-1 Comment noted and will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. The DEIR fully 

analyzed and disclosed all impacts associated with the Project, including air quality and health 

risk related impacts. Refer to Section 4.2, Air Quality for additional information. A Health Risk 

Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR) and 

determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse impact on surrounding 

residents. 
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Comment Letter G116 – Dennis James 

 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-802 

This page intentionally left blank. 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-803 

Responses to Comment Letter G116 – Dennis James 

G116-1 As discussed in Chapter 3, Project Description, the Project includes , but limited to, the 

following approvals: 

 Specific Plan Adoption. SP2021-0005 

 Adoption of the proposed Specific Plan is a discretionary action subject to City Council 

approval. Adopted by Ordinance, the Specific Plan document will serve both planning and 

regulatory functions. This document contains the development standards and procedures 

necessary to fulfill these purposes, and would replace the existing Sunny-Cal Specific Plan. The 

proposed Specific Plan would implement the City’s General Plan as amended. The Specific Plan 

would be considered by the Planning Commission and City Council and would be adopted by 

Ordinance and would become the zoning for the Project. 

 General Plan Amendment No. PLAN2021-0656 

 The Project site is presently designated as “Single Family Residential” by the General Plan. A 

General Plan Amendment would change the property’s land use designation from Single 

Family Residential to Industrial, General Commercial, and Open Space. The proposed land use 

designations would be consistent with the proposed e‐commerce center, commercial area, 

and permanent open space uses. 

 To reiterate, upon approval the proposed Project’s entitlements, the proposed Project would 

be consistent with the City’s Zoning Ordinance and Zoning Map and the General Plan Land Use 

Map.  
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Comment Letter G117 – James and Sherri Andervich 
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Responses to Comment Letter G117 – James and Sherri Andervich 

G117-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G118 – Russell Thompson 
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Responses to Comment Letter G118 – Russell Thompson 

G118-1 The DEIR fully analyzed and disclosed all impacts associated with the Project, including air 

quality impacts. Refer to Section 4.2, Air Quality, for additional information. Similarly, the DEIR 

fully analyzed and disclosed all noise related impacts associated with the Project. Refer to 

Section 4.11, Noise for more information. 

 Similarly, Section 4.15, Transportation and Traffic, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-

related impacts associated with the proposed Project.  According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic 

Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct 

the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve 

traffic operations. 

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements: 

• Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction 

• Add turn pockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps 

• Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps 

• Reconstruct and realign on- and off-ramps 

• Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

• Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard 

• Install new traffic signals 

• Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard 

• Add a 1,300-foot-long auxiliary lane to the eastbound off-ramp and 3,400-foot-long 

auxiliary lane to the westbound on-ramp 

The Project proposes to contribute towards the planned improvements at the I -10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution.  

Although not required as part of CEQA, the Project includes a full Traffic Impact Analysis that 

contains an LOS discussion; refer to Appendix K of the DEIR. This additional information is 

provided for informational purposes only, as additional delay – to an intersection or roadway 

segment – is no longer considered a significant impact under CEQA. The DEIR includes a full 

discussion of all required impact analyses, as required by CEQA. 
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Comment Letter G119 – Carlos Gutierrez 
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Responses to Comment Letter G119 – Carlos Gutierrez 

G119-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G120 – Judith Kropf 
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Responses to Comment Letter G120 – Judith Kropf 

G120-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G120-2 Refer to response to G120-2 above.  
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Comment Letter G121 – Susan Gagnon 
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Responses to Comment Letter G121 – Susan Gagnon 

G121-1 Comment noted. Section 4.15, Transportation and Traffic of the DEIR fully analyzes and 

discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the proposed Project.  According to DEIR 

Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County of Riverside 

proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve 

congestion and improve traffic operations. 

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements: 

• Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction 

• Add turn pockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps 

• Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps 

• Reconstruct and realign on- and off-ramps 

• Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

• Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard 

• Install new traffic signals 

• Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard 

• Add a 1,300-foot-long auxiliary lane to the eastbound off-ramp and 3,400-foot-long 

auxiliary lane to the westbound on-ramp 

The Project proposes to contribute towards the planned improvements at the I-10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution.  

Although not required as part of CEQA, the Project includes a full Traffic Impact Analysis that 

contains an LOS discussion; refer to Appendix K of the DEIR. This additional information is 

provided for informational purposes only, as additional delay – to an intersection or roadway 

segment – is no longer considered a significant impact under CEQA.  
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Comment Letter G122 – Nancy Carroll 
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Responses to Comment Letter G122 – Nancy Carroll 

G122-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G122-2 Refer to response to G122-1 above. 

G122-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. As discussed in 

Chapter 3, Project Description, the Project includes a Specific Plan Adoption, General Plan 

Amendment, Plot Plan/Site plan approval, tentative parcel map approval, and statutory 

development agree. With the approvals the proposed entitlement, the Project would be 

consistent with the General Plan and Zoning Map. 
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Comment Letter G123 – Ron Roy 
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Responses to Comment Letter G123 – Ron Roy 

G123-1 Comment includes email correspondence informing that the commentor’s comments will be 

taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G123-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G123-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G123-4 The DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts 

associated with the development of the proposed Project.  A Health Risk Assessment was 

prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The Health Risk 

Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse impact on 

surrounding residents. Additionally, impacts to sensitive receptors were evaluated in DEIR 

Section 4.2: Air Quality, Impact 4.2.3, which concluded that impacts were found to be less 

than significant with mitigation incorporated. 

G123-5 The Project Applicant does not currently own any other vacant property within the City and 

it’s not in the City’s place to dictate the activities a private property owner makes to improve 

their land. 

G123-6 To reduce changes in the visual environment, the Project would incorporate perimeter 

landscaping, trees, and ground covers to visually buffer the structures. For this reason, it is 

anticipated that implementation of the commercial and e-commerce uses would not degrade 

the visual characteristics that are already considered low. Impacts in this regard would be less 

than significant. The Project also proposes to preserve a total of 30.6 acres of permanent open 

space within planning area 3 to ensure that adjacent uses are adequately separated from the 

Project. 

G123-7 Section 4.15, Transportation and Traffic of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-

related impacts associated with the proposed Project.  According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic 

Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct 

the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve 

traffic operations. 

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements: 

• Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction 

• Add turn pockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps 

• Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps 

• Reconstruct and realign on- and off-ramps 
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• Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange 

• Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard 

• Install new traffic signals 

• Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard 

• Add a 1,300-foot-long auxiliary lane to the eastbound off-ramp and 3,400-foot-long 

auxiliary lane to the westbound on-ramp 

The Project proposes to contribute towards the planned improvements at the I -10/Cherry 

Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution.  

 According to CEQA Guidelines §21002, if economic, social, or other conditions make it 

infeasible to mitigate one or more significant effects on the environment of a project, the 

project may nonetheless be carried out or approved at the discretion of a public agency if the 

project is otherwise permissible under applicable laws and regulations.  In addition, according 

to CEQA Guidelines §15003, CEQA does not require technical perfection in an EIR, but rather 

adequacy, completeness, and a good-faith effort at full disclosure. A court does not pass upon 

the correctness of an EIR’s environmental conclusions, but only determines if the EIR is 

sufficient as an informational document. 

Section 4.11, Noise of the DEIR, fully analyzes and discloses all noise-related impacts 

associated with the proposed Project. As noted in Section 4.11, all impacts would be less than 

significant without the implementation of mitigation measures with the exception of 

cumulative noise impacts. However as concluded in Section 4.11, Noise (page 4.11-32), 

feasible mitigation is not available to reduce traffic noise. Typically, feas ible mitigation 

measures for off-site roadway noise impacts include repairing the roads with rubberized 

asphalt and developing sound walls or attenuation barriers to minimize noise impacts. 

However, this mitigation can only be imposed on on-site roadways since the Applicant would 

not have authorization or control to make off-site improvements. As impacts would also occur 

on off-site roadways and properties, it is usually infeasible for the Applicant to implement 

these measures. Sound walls would be infeasible due to impacts on right of way, restricted 

views, and not being proportional to the barely perceptible increase in noise levels.  

G123-8 According to CEQA Guidelines §15003, CEQA does not require technical perfection in an EIR, 

but rather adequacy, completeness, and a good-faith effort at full disclosure. A court does not 

pass upon the correctness of an EIR’s environmental conclusions, but only determines if the 

EIR is sufficient as an informational document. Refer to the Air Quality Assessment 

(Appendix A) and Health Risk Assessment (Appendix B) for more information regarding the Air 

Quality and methodology. 

G123-9 The City agrees with the commentor and will provide conceptual elevation drawings and revise 

Exhibit 3.0-6, Conceptual Site Plan to include more information that more accurately depicts 

the proposed Project. Refer to Section 3.0, Errata of this FEIR for these changes.  
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G123-10 The City agrees with the commentor and will revise Exhibit 3.0-8 as part of the revised 

Appendix K, Transportation Impact Analysis. Refer to Section 3.0, Errata of this FEIR for these 

changes.  

 The City respectively disagrees with this comment. It is not feasible for a Project to capture 100 

percent of runoff that would occur on-site. Nevertheless, the Project would be designed in 

accordance with the Water Quality Management Plans (Appendix H) prepared for the Project. 

As shown in Exhibit 3.0-11, the Project proposes to treat on-site runoff using a series of 

treatment control measures including biofiltration and infiltration basins. Where feasible 

stormwater will be captured within underground detention basins. While the underground 

detention basins have limited infiltration ability, the captured stormwater will be pumped to 

irrigate natural vegetation and infiltrate into native soils. On-site flows would be directed 

towards the proposed underground corrugated metal pipe (CMP) detention system for 

increased runoff mitigation for Buildings 1 and 3. On-site flows for Building 2 will be directed 

to a detention basin that provide both infiltration and mitigation for increased runoff. Flows 

would ultimately discharge to the existing natural streambed to the west of the Project site. 

The Project would also include self-treating landscape areas throughout the Project site. 

Routine inspection and maintenance of the biofiltration and infiltration basins and 

underground detention system are requirements of the City.  

 As identified in Standard Condition (SC) HYD-1, preparation, implementation, and participation 

with the Construction General Permit, including preparation of a SWPPP containing site-

specific BMPs, would reduce Project construction effects on water quality to acceptable levels. 

Compliance with SC HYD-2 would require the Project provide a Final WQMP specifically 

identifying BMPs that would be incorporated into the Project to control stormwater and non-

stormwater pollutants during and after construction. Compliance with SC HYD-3 would require 

preparation of an Erosion Control Plan that identifies specific measures to control on-site and 

off-site erosion. Section 4.9, Hydrology and Water Quality  concluded that impacts would be 

less than significant. Refer to Section 4.9, Hydrology and Water Quality  of the DEIR for more 

information. 

 The City agrees with the commentor and will revise Exhibit 3.0-12 to include cross-section 

elevation drawings. Refer to Section 3.0, Errata of this FEIR for these changes.  

G123-11 The City respectfully disagrees with this comment. Section 4.0, Environmental Impact Analysis 

lists the specific cumulative projects that were developed in consultation with City staff to 

provide a broad understanding and context for analyzing the cumulative effects of a project. 

Section 4.1, Aesthetics, through Section 4.18, Wildfire contains a separate cumulative 

discussion informing of the reader whether the Project’s environmental impacts are 

cumulatively significant.  

 The Project is not required nor is it feasible to perform cumulative emission assessments for 

each cumulative Project listed in Table 4.1. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15064, when 

assessing whether a cumulative effect requires an EIR, the lead agency shall consider whether 

the cumulative impact is significant and whether the effects of the project are cumulatively 

considerable. The DEIR was prepared since the City determined that the Project cumulative 
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impact could be significant and the Project’s incremental effect, though individually limited, is 

cumulatively considerable. “Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of 

an individual project are significant when viewed in connection with the effects of past 

projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects. 

G123-12 The commentor is correct, and Table 4.1 has been updated to include the Hidden Canyon 

Industrial Park’s designated land use. Refer to Section 3.0, Errata of this FEIR for these changes.  

G123-13 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.  

G123-14 The commentor is simply requesting to comment further on the DEIRs Sections. Comment 

noted. 

G123-15 Chapter 17.20 of the Beaumont Municipal Code ensures that approval and development of the 

Project will result in no net loss of residentially zoned property in the City, consistent with State 

law.  Chapter 17.20 establishes a program whereby, concurrent with the approval of any 

change in zone from a residential use to a less intensive use, a density bonus becomes available 

to project applicants subsequently seeking to develop property for residential use within the 

City. 

G123-16 The determination that a Project component will or will not result in “substantial” adverse 

effects on land use and planning standards considers the available policies and regulations 

established by local and regional agencies and the amount of deviation from these policies in 

the Project’s components. The proposed Project would be consistent with the City’s Zoning 

Ordinance and Zoning Map; therefore, it would be consistent with all goals, policies, within the 

Beaumont GP upon Project approval. As such, inconsistency with City land use plans and 

regulations and the creation of environmental effects from Project implementation would be 

less than significant. 

G123-17 Comment noted. The data presented in 4.12-4 accurately depicts SCAG’s pre-certified local 

housing data for the City also used in the City’s Draft. However, the City agrees to update 

footnote two located in Section 4.12, Population and Housing to read as “Note that the Draft 

6th Cycle Housing Element is currently in public review and employment demographics are 

estimates based on SCAG’s Pre-Certified Local Housing Data. Therefore, the employment data 

presented in this section is subject to change and does not represent the final outcome of the 

6th Cycle Housing Element Conclusions. Changes are also shown in Section 3.0, Errata, of this 

FEIR. 

G123-18 The City respectfully disagrees with the commentor. The DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all 

cumulative air quality, greenhouse gases, and transportation related impacts associated with 

the development of the proposed Project. Where applicable, the DEIR presented feasible 

mitigation measures, standard conditions, and project design features to reduce impacts.  
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G123-19 Chapter 17.20 of the Beaumont Municipal Code ensures that approval and development of the 

Project will result in no net loss of residentially zoned property in the City, consistent with State 

law.  Chapter 17.20 establishes a program whereby, concurrent with the approval of any 

change in zone from a residential use to a less intensive use, a density bonus becomes available 

to project applicants subsequently seeking to develop property for residential use within the 

City.  As a result, the City is not prohibited from approving the Project.  

G123-20 Refer to response to G123-7 above. 

G123-21 Refer to response to G123-15 and G123-19. 

G123-22 As discussed in Section 4.10, Land Use and Planning  of the DEIR, CEQA requires that an EIR 

consider whether a Project would conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or 

regulation (including, but not limited to a general plan, specific plan, or zoning ordinance) that 

was adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating environmental effect(s). This 

environmental determination differs from the larger policy determination of whether a 

proposed Project is consistent with a jurisdiction’s general plan. The broader general plan 

consistency determination considers all evidence in the record concerning the Project 

characteristics, its desirability, as well as its economic, social, and other non-environmental 

effects. Regarding plan or policy consistency, a project is evaluated in terms of whether the 

proposed site plan, project design, and/or development within a given location would 

substantially impede implementation of an adopted plan or policy resulting in a significant 

environmental effect. The mere fact that a project may be inconsistent in some manner with 

particular policies in a general plan or zoning ordinance does not, per se, amount  to a 

significant environmental effect. In the context of land use and planning, significant impacts 

occur when a conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with 

jurisdiction over the Project results in an adverse physical environmental impact.  

Under CEQA, a scenic vista is defined as a viewpoint that provides expansive views of a highly-

valued landscape for the benefit of the public. The Beaumont GP does not designate any scenic 

vistas near the Project site or in the City. Although no area within the City is officially 

designated as a scenic vista, the City is situated at a half-mile elevation in the County’s The 

Pass Area Plan, south of southern California’s highest peak, San Gorgonio Mountain, and north 

of San Jacinto Peak which provide the most prominent views from the City.  Because there are 

no scenic vistas on the Project site or in the vicinity of the Project site and the implementation 

of the Project would not obstruct views of the scenic vistas provided by the San Bernardino 

Mountains and the San Jacinto Mountains from any publicly accessible point outside of the 

Project site. Additionally, to further reduce changes in the visual environment, the Project 

would incorporate perimeter landscaping, trees, and ground covers to visually buffer the 

structures. For this reason, it is anticipated that implementation of the commercial and e-

commerce uses would not degrade the visual characteristics that are already considered low. 

Impacts in this regard would be less than significant. The Project also proposes to preserve a 

total of 30.6 acres of permanent open space within planning area 3 to ensure that adjacent 

uses are adequately separated from the Project. 
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Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not 

within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR.  

Regarding Policy 3.4.1, the Project Applicant does not currently own any other vacant property 

within the City and it’s not in the City’s place to dictate the activities a private property owner 

makes to improve their land 

G123-23 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G123-24 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G123-25 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G123-26 Comment noted. The Traffic Impact Analysis was prepared in accordance with the County of 

Riverside traffic study procedures (Transportation Analysis Guidelines for Level of Service and 

Vehicle Miles Traveled – 2020). Peak hour intersection operations are evaluated using the 

methodology outlined in the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM 6th Edition), consistent with the 

requirements of the City of Beaumont and the County of Riverside. The intersection analysis 

was conducted using the Vistro software program and using the specified input parameters 

required by the City. Per the HCM Methodology, Level of Service (LOS) for signalized 

intersections is defined in terms of average control delay per vehicle during the peak hours. 

Therefore, the Traffic Impact Analysis adequately presents the project’s transportation 

impacts pursuant to the City and County’s requirements.  

As noted in Section 4.15, Transportation of the DEIR (page 4.15-21 through 4.15-22), The 

effectiveness of the above-noted TDM measures would be dependent on the ultimate building 

tenant(s), which are unknown at this time. Beyond project design and tenancy considerations, 

land use context is a major factor relevant to the potential application and effectiveness of 

TDM measures. More specifically, the land use context of the Project is characteristically 

suburban. Of itself, the Project’s suburban context acts to reduce the range of feasible TDM 

measures and their potential effectiveness. 

Consistent with the mitigation measures recommended in the air quality and greenhouse gas 

analyses, the Project shall implement a TDM program to reduce single occupant vehicle trips 

and encourage transit. Prior to issuance of occupancy permits, the Project operator shall 

prepare and submit TDM program detailing strategies that would reduce the use of single 

occupant vehicles by employees by increasing the number of trips by walking, bicycle, carpool, 

vanpool, and transit. The TDM shall include, but is not limited to the following: 

• Provide a transportation information center and on-site TDM coordinator to educate 

residents, employers, employees, and visitors of surrounding transportation options.  
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• Promote bicycling and walking through design features such as showers for employees, 

self-service bicycle repair area, etc. around the Project site.  

• Each building shall provide secure bicycle storage space equivalent to two percent of the 

automobile parking spaces provided. 

• Each building shall provide a minimum of two shower and changing facilities within 

200 yards of a building entrance. 

• Provide on-site car share amenities for employees who make only occasional use of a 

vehicle, as well as others who would like occasional access to a vehicle of a different type 

than they use day-to-day. 

• Promote and support carpool/vanpool/rideshare use through parking incentives and 

administrative support, such as ride-matching service. 

• Incorporate incentives for using alternative travel modes, such as preferential load/unload 

areas or convenient designated parking spaces for carpool/vanpool users.  

• Provide meal options on-site or shuttles between the facility and nearby meal destinations. 

• Each building shall provide preferred parking for electric, low‐emitting and fuel-efficient 

vehicles equivalent to at least eight percent of the required number of parking spaces.  

Based on available research, for projects located within a suburban context, a maximum 

10 percent reduction in VMT is achievable when combining multiple TDM strategies. Due to 

limitations of Project-level approaches to reducing VMT, the City or region may consider larger 

mitigation programs such as VMT mitigation banks and exchanges. VMT mitigation banks and 

exchanges have not yet been developed or tested by WRCOG or City of Beaumont. To clarify, 

these TDMs will be implemented by the Project operator. The City will ensure that this 

mitigation is implemented. 

Regarding the Project’s failure to minimize impacts, according to CEQA Guidelines §21002, if 

economic, social, or other conditions make it infeasible to mitigate one or more significant 

effects on the environment of a project, the project may nonetheless be carried out or 

approved at the discretion of a public agency if the project is otherwise permissible under 

applicable laws and regulations. In addition, according to CEQA Guidelines §15003, CEQA does 

not require technical perfection in an EIR, but rather adequacy, completeness, and a good-

faith effort at full disclosure. A court does not pass upon the correctness of an EIR’s 

environmental conclusions, but only determines if the EIR is sufficient as an informational 

document. The Project includes mitigation measures, standard conditions of approval, and 

project design features to minimize impacts. Therefore, the proposed Project analyzed it’s 

potentially impacts adequately and in good faith pursuant to CEQA. 

G123-27 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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G123-28 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.  

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. Additionally, the 

Project Applicant does not currently own any other vacant property within the City and it’s not 

in the City’s place to dictate the activities a private property owner makes to improve their 

land. 

G123-29 Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts 

associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk 

Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The 

Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse 

impact on surrounding residents. Furthermore, impacts to sensitive receptors were evaluated 

in DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality. Impact 4.2-3 concluded that impacts were found to be less 

than significant with mitigation incorporated.  

G123-30 The commentor provided text from a news article to support their opposition. Comment has 

been noted and will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.  

G123-31 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G123-32 This text was taken directly from Section 6.0 Alternatives of the DEIR. 

G123-33 Comment noted. Refer to response to G123-22 above. The City respectfully disagrees with 

commentor regarding their assumptions on the City’s approval process.   

G123-34 The Project Applicant does not currently own any other vacant property within the City so this 

alternative was not pursued. 

G123-35 The commentor’s interpretation of the CEQA Guidelines is incorrect. According the CEQA 

Guidelines §15126.6, “an EIR need not consider every conceivable alternative to a project. 

Rather it must consider a reasonable range of potentially feasible alternatives that will foster 

informed decision making and public participation. An EIR is not required to consider 

alternatives which are infeasible. The lead agency is responsible for selecting a range of project 

alternatives for examination and must publicly disclose its reasoning for selecting those 

alternatives…The range of potential alternatives to the proposed project shall include those 

that could feasibly accomplish most of the basic objectives of the project and could avoid or 

substantially lessen one or more of the significant effects.” The DEIR fully analyzes and 

discloses the Project’s alternatives discussion in Section 1.0, Executive Summary and 

Section 6.0, Alternatives. The Alternative Site Alternative was not pursued since the Project 

Applicant does not currently own any other vacant property within the City.  Refer to the 

Alternative Site Alternative discussion in Section 6.0 of the DEIR for more information. 
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G123-36 Although three alternatives were analyzed, the DEIR states that two alternatives were 

analyzed. Refer to Section 3.0, Errata for text changes to Section 6.0, Alternatives. 

G123-37 The comment is based on the commentor’s assumption. However, your comment will be taken 

into consideration by decision-makers. 

G123-38 This is a list of the DEIR’s EIR Sections and the commentor is requesting an opportunity to 

provide additional comments. Additional comment letters provided would be taken, but the 

City is not required to provide responses to late comments.  
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Comment Letter G124 – Blair M. Ball 
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Responses to Comment Letter G124 – Blair M. Ball 

G124-1 Refer to Response G2-3. 

 

 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-866 

This page intentionally left blank. 

  



Beaumont Summit Station Project  

Final Environmental Impact Report  Section 2.0 – Comments and Responses to Draft EIR 

 

City of Beaumont  July 2022 

2.0-867 

Comment Letter G125 – Nancy Hall 
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Responses to Comment Letter G125 – Nancy Hall 

G125-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G125-2 Comment noted. As noted in Section 4.17, Utilities and Service Systems, the Project proposes 

utility infrastructure improvements to serve the proposed Project. Refer to Section 4.17, 

Utilities and Service Systems which fully analyzes and discloses the DEIR’s impacts to existing 

utilities and service systems. 

G125-3 Refer to response to G125-1 above. 

G125-4 Refer to response to G125-1 above. 

G125-5 This comment refers to the transportation demand management strategies (TDMs) provided 

in Section 4.15, Transportation, Impact 4.15-2 (pages 4.15-21 through 4.15-22). The TDMs 

provided were examples that future Project operators could include in a TDM program to 

reduce the use of single occupant vehicles by employees. However, the effectiveness of the 

TDMs would be dependent on the ultimate building tenant(s), which are unknown at this time. 

Beyond project design and tenancy considerations, land use context is a major factor relevant 

to the potential application and effectiveness of TDM measures. More specifically, the land 

use context of the Project is characteristically suburban. Of itself, the Project’s suburban 

context acts to reduce the range of feasible TDM measures and their potential effectiveness. 

Based on available research, for projects located within a suburban context, a maximum 10 

percent reduction in VMT is achievable when combining multiple TDM strategies. Due to 

limitations of Project-level approaches to reducing VMT, the City or region may consider larger 

mitigation programs such as VMT mitigation banks and exchanges.  
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Comment Letter G126 – Jeff Hewitt 
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Responses to Comment Letter G126 – Jeff Hewitt 

G126-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

G126-2 Refer to the following: 

1. Adoption of the proposed Specific Plan (SP2021-0005) is a discretionary action subject 

to City Council approval. Adopted by Ordinance, the Specific Plan document will serve 

both planning and regulatory functions. This document contains the development 

standards and procedures necessary to fulfill these purposes and would replace the 

existing Sunny-Cal Specific Plan. The proposed Specific Plan would implement the 

City’s General Plan as amended. The Specific Plan would be considered by the Planning 

Commission and City Council and would be adopted by Ordinance and would become 

the zoning for the Project. 

2. Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy 

of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental 

analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 

3. The Project Applicant does not currently own any other vacant property within the 

City and it’s not in the City’s place to dictate the activities a private property owner 

makes to improve their land. 

4. Traffic circulation associated with the Project would predominantly occur between the 

Project site and the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange. Traffic associated with 

the Project would not frequent Brookside Avenue, as the Project is not accessible via 

Brookside Avenue, nor is there a fully functional interchange at I -10 and Brookside 

Avenue. Project traffic would not overrun roadways associated with residential 

neighborhoods. Lastly, permanent open space would separate the Project from 

Stetson to the south. 

5. On September 26, 2006, City Planning Commission (Commission) held a public hearing 

on the Sunny‐Cal Specific Plan, North Brookside Community Plan, Sphere of Influence 

Amendment, and Annexation to the City. After the conclusion of the public testimony, 

the Commission closed the public hearing and continued the project to November 14, 

2006, at which time the Commission requested refinements to the Sunny Cal Specific 

Plan and took action to recommend City Council approval of the project.   

On July 17, 2007, the City Council held a public hearing on the Project. At the 

conclusion of the public testimony, the City Council closed the public hearing and after 

consideration of the project, requested elimination of the North Brookside Community 

Plan component of the project and a revision to the Sphere of Influence Amendment 

to include only that territory within the boundaries of the Sunny‐Cal Specific Plan area. 

The approved 2007 Sunny‐Cal Specific Plan document incorporated the City Council’s 

direction.  
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The previous Project Applicant for the Sunny-Cal Specific Plan never moved forward 

with the development of the Sunny-Cal project even though they had approvals to do 

so. As such, the property was sold and the current Project Applicant has submitted an 

application for a new specific plan/proposed Project.  

6. Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy 

of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental 

analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G127 – Penny Quinn 
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Responses to Comment Letter G127 – Penny Quinn 

G127-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G128 – Julie Janesin 
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Responses to Comment Letter G128 – Julie Janesin 

G128-1 Comment Noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality 

impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project.  Additionally, a Health Risk 

Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The 

Health Risk Assessment determined that the proposed Project would not have an adverse 

impact on surrounding residents. 
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Comment Letter G129 – Lori Ellison 
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Responses to Comment Letter G129 – Lori Ellison 

G129-1 Comment noted. The DEIR fully analyzed and disclosed all impacts associated with the Project, 

including air quality, hydrology and water quality, noise, and transportation. Refer to 

Section 4.2, Air Quality, Section 4.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, Section 4.11, Noise, and 

Section 4.15, Transportation of the DEIR for more information. 

G129-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the 

DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. 

However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. 
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Comment Letter G130 – Jennie Rose Sylva 
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Response to Comment Letter G130 – Jennie Rose Sylva 

G130 Letter G130 was submitted past the public review deadline. Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines, 

the City is not required to respond to the comment letter.  
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Comment Letter G131 – Adam Salcido 
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Response to Comment Letter G131 – Adam Salcido 

G131  Letter G131 was submitted past the public review deadline. Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines, 

the City is not required to respond to the comment letter.  
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	FEIR Section 2 - 2.4 Comments and Responses_ G Letters part 1
	Comment Letter G1 – Sonny Lee
	Responses to Comment Letter G1 – Sonny Lee
	G1-1 Comment noted. This comment acknowledges the receipt of the Notice of Availability for the DEIR.


	Comment Letter G2 – Mary Daniel
	Responses to Comment Letter G2 – Mary Daniel
	G2-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-ma...
	G2-2 This text is taken directly from the DEIR, as the commentor notes in Comment G2-1.
	G2-3 As discussed in Section 4.10, Land Use and Planning of the DEIR, CEQA requires that an EIR consider whether a Project would conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation (including, but not limited to a general plan, specific ...
	G2-4 Comment noted. Refer to response to comment G2-3, above.
	G2-5 The City respectfully disagrees with the commentor. On September 26, 2006, City Planning Commission (Commission) held a public hearing on the Sunny‐Cal Specific Plan, North Brookside Community Plan, Sphere of Influence Amendment, and Annexation t...
	G2-6 This text is taken directly from the DEIR, as the commentor notes in Comment G2-1.
	G2-7 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Similarly, Section 4.15, Transportation, fully analyzed and discloses all traffic-r...
	G2-8 This text is taken directly from the DEIR, as the commentor notes in Comment G2-1. The comment restates the impact determination regarding cumulative air pollutant emissions impacts. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy o...
	G2-9 Comment noted. This comment summarizes the commenter’s views on the increase in vehicle trips and opines that feasible mitigation includes denying the Project. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any...
	G2-10 This comment states that truck emissions would be detrimental to human health and that current legislation in California prohibits warehouse use within 1,000 feet of a residential use. A health risk assessment (HRA) was conducted pursuant to the...
	G2-11 This text is taken directly from the DEIR, as the commentor notes in Comment G2-1. The comment restates the description and effects of diesel particulate matter (DPM). The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or ...
	G2-12 As discussed in Section 4.10, Land Use and Planning, the baseline conditions and impact analyses are based on review of Project maps and drawings; analysis of aerial and ground‐level photographs; and review of various data available in public re...
	G2-13 This text is taken directly from the DEIR, as the commentor notes in Comment G2-1. The comment restates that the Project would be inconsistent with the AQMP. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any ...
	G2-14 As discussed in Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR, ozone concentrations are dependent upon a variety of complex factors, including the presence of sunlight and precursor pollutants, natural topography, nearby structures that cause building d...
	G2-15 This comment is a quote from the DEIR. The comment restates the significance determination with regards to GHG emissions. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any other CEQA issue. Therefore, no furt...
	G2-16 The comment summarizes the commenters view of the City’s inability to control on-road motor vehicle emissions. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any other CEQA issue. Therefore, no further respons...
	G2-17 This comment is a quote from the DEIR. The comment restates the potential health effects of community noise. Section 4.11, Noise of the DEIR, noise associated with construction activity would be limited to the hours between 6:00 A.M. and 6:00 P....
	G2-18 The comment summarizes the commenters view of the subjectivity of noise and the noise from semi-trucks.  The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any other CEQA issue. Refer to response G2-17 and Section...
	G2-19 The comment summarizes the commenters view of the potential cumulative traffic noise impact resulting from operation of the Project and other projects in the vicinity. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or ...
	G2-20 The comment summarizes the commenters view of the City’s responsibility to protect the health and welfare of its citizens with respect to noise. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any other CEQA is...
	G2-21 Comment noted. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any other CEQA issue. Therefore, no further response is necessary.
	G2-22 Comment noted. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any other CEQA issue. Therefore, no further response is necessary.
	G2-23 Comment noted. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any other CEQA issue. Therefore, no further response is necessary.
	G2-24 Comment noted. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any other CEQA issue. Therefore, no further response is necessary.
	G2-25 Comment noted. The comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any other CEQA issue. Therefore, no further response is necessary.
	G2-26 The BCVWD 2020 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) discusses the Beaumont Basin and the Project WSA addresses the UWMP and addresses the current condition of water supply and known future projects.
	G2-27 The BCVWD 2020 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) discusses the Beaumont Basin and the Project WSA addresses the UWMP and addresses the current condition of water supply and known future projects.
	G2-28 The supply of recycled water is related to drainage or stormwater quality. The Project has an approved Hydrology Report and Water Quality Management Plan.
	G2-29 The Project has made provisions to use recycled water once available via the City’s recycled water system.
	G2-30 This text is taken directly from the DEIR, as the commentor notes in Comment G2-1.
	G2-31 Under CEQA, a scenic vista is defined as a viewpoint that provides expansive views of a highly-valued landscape for the benefit of the public. The Beaumont GP does not designate any scenic vistas near the Project site or in the City. Although no...
	G2-32 This text is taken directly from the DEIR, as the commentor notes in Comment G2-1.
	G2-33 Refer to Section 4.1, Aesthetics, Light, and Glare of the DEIR. As noted in Section 4.1, all aesthetics impacts were deemed to be less than significant.
	G2-34 As discussed in Chapter 3, Project Description, the Project includes the following approvals:


	Specific Plan Adoption. SP2021-0005
	General Plan Amendment No. PLAN2021-0656
	Tentative Parcel Map No. PM2021-0009
	Plot Plan/Site Plan (Plot Plan) No. PP2021-0388
	G2-35 This text is taken directly from the DEIR, as the commentor notes in Comment G2-1.
	G2-36 Pursuant to PRC 21100 and in accordance with the guidance in CEQA Guidelines §15126.6, the City conducted an alternatives analysis that includes a range of reasonable alternatives that would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the Pr...
	G2-37 Refer to response to comment G2-31, above.
	G2-38 The DEIR fully analyzes and disclosed all impacts associated with the Project, including transportation related impacts. Refer to Section 4.15, Transportation, for additional information.
	G2-39 This text is taken directly from the DEIR, as the commentor notes in Comment G2-1.
	G2-40 Comment noted. Refer to DEIR Section 6.0 for a discussion of alternatives considered for additional analysis.
	G2-41 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G2-42 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G2-43 Comment noted. The City communicated with the commentor that Appendix L was provided on the City’s website. Additionally, hard copies of the DEIR and appendices are located at City Hall, and on State Clearinghouse’s website located at https://ce...
	G2-44 Refer to response to comment G2-43, above.
	G2-45 Refer to response to comment G2-43, above.
	G2-46 Refer to response to comment G2-43, above.
	G2-47 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G2-48 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...

	Comment Letter G3 – Allan Lovelace
	Responses to Comment Letter G3 – Allan Lovelace
	G3-1 Comment noted.
	G3-2 A Water Supply Assessment (WSA) was prepared for the proposed Project. The WSA determined that there are adequate water supplies to service the Project. Refer to Appendix I for additional information.
	G3-3 The DEIR fully analyzed and disclosed all impacts associated with the Project, including air quality impacts. Refer to Section 4.2, Air Quality, for additional information.
	G3-4 Comment noted. Refer to responses to comments G3-2 and G3-3, above, for additional information regarding water supply and air quality impacts related to the Project.


	Comment Letter G4 – Gayla Faux
	Responses to Comment Letter G4 – Gayla Faux
	G4-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-ma...


	Comment Letter G5 – Dolores Weitz
	Responses to Comment Letter G5 – Dolores Weitz
	G5-1 Comment noted.


	Comment Letter G6 – Pablo Soto
	Responses to Comment Letter G6 – Pablo Soto
	G6-1 The commentor is correct, in that the Project does include a warehouse component. More specifically, the Project is proposed as follows:
	G6-2 Please consider that 100’s of man hours were spent thoroughly evaluating the potential impacts associated with 18 environmental resources areas for the Project. Traffic/transportation impacts are evaluated in DEIR Section 4.15 and noise impacts a...
	G6-3 Comment noted. Mr. Soto will remain on the Project distribution list for any future communications pertaining to the Project.


	Comment Letter G7 – Steve Mehlman
	Responses to Comment Letter G7 – Steve Mehlman
	G7-1 The name of the Project Applicant, as presented in the Notice of Availability, is Exeter Cherry Valley Land, LLC.
	G7-2 The Project would be presented to the City Council and the Planning Commission at hearings, on dates yet to be determined, following the close of the comment period, June 6, 2022.
	G7-3 Impacts to sensitive receptors were evaluated in DEIR Section 4.2: Air Quality, Impact 4.2.3. Said impacts were found to be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.
	G7-4 According to Attachments B-1 and B-2 of the Project’s Traffic Study (DEIR Appendix K), the High-Cube Transload and Short-Term Storage proposed use would generate 493 truck trips daily, and the Warehousing proposed use would generate 166 truck tri...
	G7-5 Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.


	Comment Letter G8 – Richard Hobson
	Responses to Comment Letter G8 – Richard Hobson
	G8-1 This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.
	G8-2 This comment addresses the method in which emissions increases is measured. Increases in emissions attributed to the Project have been estimated and summarized in Section 4.2 of the DEIR. With regard to air pollution monitoring stations within th...
	G8-3 See response to comment G8-2.


	Comment Letter G9 – Eugene De Fouw
	Responses to Comment Letter G9 – Eugene DeFouw
	G9-1 This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.
	G9-2 This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.
	G9-3 This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.
	G9-4 Traffic circulation associated with the Project would predominantly occur between the Project site and the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange. Traffic associated with the Project would not frequent Brookside Avenue, as the Project is not ac...
	G9-5 According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic operations.
	G9-6 This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.
	G9-7  This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.


	Comment Letter G10 – Carol Marquez
	Responses to Comment Letter G10 – Carol Marquez
	G10-1 Comment noted.
	G10-2 Visual impact were evaluated in Section 4.1, Aesthetics, of the DEIR and were found to be less than significant.
	G10-3 Comment noted.


	Comment Letter G11 – Kathleen Schneider
	Responses to Comment Letter G11 – Kathleen Schneider
	G11-1 Comment noted. Air quality impacts are assessed in DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality; noise and vibration impacts are assessed in Section 4.11, Noise; and transportation impacts in Section 4.15, Transportation.


	Comment Letter G12 – Rodger Thompson
	Responses to Comment Letter G12 – Rodger Thompson
	G12-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G12-2 Permanent open space and undeveloped land would separate the Project from Stetson to the south. Visual impact were evaluated in DEIR Section 4.1, Aesthetics, and were found to be less than significant. Evaluating whether or not the introduction ...
	G12-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G13 – Linda Amarante
	Responses to Comment Letter G13 – Linda Amarante
	G13-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G13-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G14 – Helen Messrah
	Responses to Comment Letter G14 – Helen Messrah
	G14-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G14-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G14-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G15 – Gerald Griffin
	Responses to Comment Letter G15 – Gerald Griffin
	G15-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G15-2 According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic operations.


	Comment Letter G16 – Mark and Audrey Larsh
	Responses to Comment Letter G16 – Mark and Audrey Larsh
	G16-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G16-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G16-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.


	Comment Letter G17 – Patricia Skriletz
	Responses to Comment Letter G17 – Patricia Skriletz
	G17-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G18 – Patricia Norcutt
	Responses to Comment Letter G18 – Patricia Norcutt
	G18-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G18-2 Impacts to sensitive receptors were evaluated in DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality, Impact 4.2.3. Said impacts were found to be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.
	G18-3 According to Attachments B-1 and B-2 of the Project’s Traffic Study (DEIR Appendix K), the High-Cube Transload and Short-Term Storage proposed use would generate 493 truck trips daily, and the Warehousing proposed use would generate 166 truck tr...
	G18-4 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G19 – John and Sandra Stearn
	Responses to Comment Letter G19 – John and Sandra Stearn
	G19-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G20 – Wiltraud Dukes
	Responses to Comment Letter G20 – Wiltraud Dukes
	G20-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G20-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G21 – Janet Hawkesworth
	Responses to Comment Letter G21 – Janet Hawksworth
	G21-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G22 – Lane Joel
	Responses to Comment Letter G22 – Lane Joel
	G22-1 Development associated with the Project would not be located adjacent to Solera/Oak Valley Greens, but would be separated by Brookside Avenue, undeveloped land, and permanent open space.
	G22-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G22-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G23 – Kevin Trudgeon
	Responses to Comment Letter G23 – Kevin Trudgeon
	G23-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G24 – Joyce Bartholomew
	Responses to Comment Letter G24 – Joyce Bartholomew
	G24-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G25 – Sharon Geiser
	Responses to Comment Letter G25 – Sharon Geiser
	G25-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G25-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G26 – Julio and Gwen Clementin
	Responses to Comment Letter G26 – Julio and Gwen Clementin
	G26-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G26-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G26-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G27 – Penny Key
	Responses to Comment Letter G27 – Penny Key
	G27-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G27-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G28 – Steve Rutledge
	Responses to Comment Letter G28 – Steve Rutledge
	G28-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G28-2 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Similarly, Section 4.15, Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-...
	G28-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G29 – Bettie Erickson
	Responses to Comment Letter G29 – Bettie Erickson
	G29-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G30 – Diane Gell
	Responses to Comment Letter G30 – Diane Gell
	G30-1 Comment noted. Section 4.15, Transportation, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the proposed Project. Additionally, evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of h...


	Comment Letter G31 – Ronnie Zacker
	Responses to Comment Letter G31 – Ronnie Zacker
	G31-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Similarly, Section 4.15, Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-...


	Comment Letter G32 – Tim Pavilian
	Responses to Comment Letter G32 – Tim Pavilian
	G32-1 Comment noted. Section 4.15, Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the proposed Project. Additionally, the Project would be conditioned to pay fair share impact fees and TUMF fees for all roadwa...


	Comment Letter G33 – Michael Tulledge
	Responses to Comment Letter G33 – Michael Tulledge
	G33-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G34 – Carol Ennis
	Responses to Comment Letter G34 – Carol Ennis
	G34-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G35 – Albert Sanderson
	Responses to Comment Letter G35 – Albert Sanderson
	G35-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G35-2 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Similarly, Section 4.15, Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-...
	G35-3 Refer to response to comment G35-2, above.
	G35-4 Section 4.3, Biological Resources, fully analyzes and discloses all impacts associated with biological resources and habitat. Additionally, evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not within the pur...
	G35-5 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G36 – Phil and Carolyn Bonanno
	Responses to Comment Letter G36 – Phil and Carolyn Bonanno
	G36-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refe...
	G36-2 Comment noted. Section 4.15, Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the proposed Project. As identified in Section 4.15, the proposed Project would result in significant cumulative transportation...


	Comment Letter G37 – Cathy Frates
	Responses to Comment Letter G37 – Cathy Frates
	G37-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G38 – Lisa and Tony Lucchesi
	Responses to Comment Letter G38 – Lisa and Tony Lucchesi
	G38-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G38-2 Comment noted. Section 4.15, Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the proposed Project. Additionally, the Project would be conditioned to pay fair share impact fees for all roadway improvements...
	G38-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G38-4 Comment noted. The DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all impacts associated with both wet and dry utilities required of the proposed Project for both construction and operations phases. Refer to Section 4.17, Utilities and Service Systems, for a...
	G38-5 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G39 – Ann C. Hasbargen
	Responses to Comment Letter G39 – Ann C. Hasbargen
	G39-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G40 – Jonathon Lanza
	Responses to Comment Letter G40 – Jonathon Lanza
	G40-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G40-2 Comment noted. Section 4.15, Transportation, analyzes and discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the proposed Project. Additionally, the Project would be conditioned to pay fair share impact fees and TUMF for all roadway improveme...
	G40-3 Refer to response to comment G40-2, above.


	Comment Letter G41 – Rafael Gutierrez
	Responses to Comment Letter G41 – Rafael Gutierrez
	G41-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G42 – Joanna Gutierrez
	Responses to Comment Letter G42 – Joanna Gutierrez
	G42-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G43 – Charles and Hildegard Davis
	Responses to Comment Letter G43 – Charles and Hildegard Davis
	G43-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, fully analyzes and discloses all air quality related impacts associated with the proposed Project. Additionally, evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not ...


	Comment Letter G44 – James and Peggy Rockwell
	Responses to Comment Letter G44 – James and Peggy Rockwell
	G44-1 Comment noted. Section 4.15, Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the proposed Project.
	G44-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G45 – Joseph Leon
	Responses to Comment Letter G45 – Joseph Leon
	G45-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G45-2 Comment noted. The DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality and health risk impacts associated with development of the proposed Project. Refer to Section 4.2, Air Quality, as well as Appendix A, Air Quality, and Appendix B, Health Risk ...
	G45-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G46 – Mel and Cecilia Irwin
	Responses to Comment Letter G46 – Mel and Cecilia Irwin
	G46-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G46-2 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refe...
	G46-3 Comment noted. Section 4.15, Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the proposed Project.
	G46-4 Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.
	G46-5 Noise impacts would be less than significant with the exception of cumulative off-site traffic noise along Cherry Valley Boulevard (from Project access to Hannon Road, from Hannon Road to Union Street, and from Union Street to Nancy Avenue). Cum...
	G46-6 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G47 – George J. Newlin
	Responses to Comment Letter G47 – George J. Newlin
	G47-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refe...


	Comment Letter G48 – Ron Bogle
	Responses to Comment Letter G48 – Ron Bogle
	G48-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G48-2 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refe...
	G48-3 Traffic (diesel) circulation associated with the Project would predominantly occur between the Project site and the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange. Traffic (diesel) associated with the Project would not frequent Brookside Avenue, as th...
	G48-4 Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.
	G48-5 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G49 – Shirley Slick
	Responses to Comment Letter G49 – Shirley Slick
	G49-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Similarly, Section 4.15, Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-...


	Comment Letter G50 – Marcia Beyer-Casem
	Responses to Comment Letter G50 – Marcia Beyer-Casem
	G50-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project.
	G50-2 Air quality impacts are assessed in DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality, and transportation impacts are assessed in Section 4.15, Transportation. Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not within the pur...


	Comment Letter G51 – Kathleen Maroste
	Responses to Comment Letter G51 – Kathleen Maroste
	G51-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G51-2 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refe...
	G51-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G52 – David L. Scott
	Responses to Comment Letter G52 – David L. Scott
	G52-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refe...


	Comment Letter G53 – Vallarie Clegg
	Responses to Comment Letter G53 – Vallarie Clegg
	G53-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G54 – David and Mary Burke
	Responses to Comment Letter G54 – David and Mary Burke
	G54-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refe...
	G54-2 Comment noted. Air quality impacts are assessed in DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality; biological resources impacts are assessed in Section 4.3, Biological Resources, noise and vibration impact assessed in Section 4.11, Noise; and transportation impa...
	G54-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G55 – James Gleason
	Responses to Comment Letter G55 – James Gleason
	G55-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...



	FEIR Section 2 - 2.4 Comments and Responses_ G Letters part 2
	Comment Letter G56 – Joel Sr.
	Responses to Comment Letter G56 – Joel Sr.
	G56-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality and health risk assessment impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project which includes, but is not limited to, mobile emissions. ...
	G56-2 As discussed in Section 4.15, Transportation, the DEIR analyzed the proposed Project’s potential to substantially increase traffic hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e....
	G56-3 Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.
	G56-4 Comment noted. Development associated with the Project has been sited away from the Solera/Oak Valley Greens and would be separated by Brookside Avenue, undeveloped land, and permanent open space.


	Comment Letter G57 – Arthur Wallace
	Responses to Comment Letter G57 – Arthur Wallace
	G57-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G57-2 This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR. Refer to Section 4.1, Aesthetics, Section 4.2, Air Quality, and Section 4.15, Transportation which evaluated the proposed Project’s aesthetics, air quality, and tra...
	G57-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G57-4 The Project site is presently designated as “Single Family Residential” by the General Plan. A new Specific Plan and a General Plan Amendment would change the property’s land use designation from Single Family Residential to Industrial, General ...
	G57-5 Refer to response G57-1 through G57-4 above.


	Comment Letter G58 – Mike
	Responses to Comment Letter G58 – Mike
	G58-1 Comment noted.


	Comment Letter G59 – Lisa Mertins
	Responses to Comment Letter G59 – Lisa Mertins
	G59-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G59-2 Refer to response G59-1. Refer to the Beaumont 2040 General Plan Update which will serve as the City's blueprint for future development and decision-making.


	Comment Letter G60 – Jon Elliott
	Responses to Comment Letter G60 – Jon Elliott
	G60-1 Refer to Section 4.1, Aesthetics of the DEIR. As noted in Section 4.1, all aesthetics impacts were deemed to be less than significant.
	G60-2 According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic operations.
	G60-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G61 – Julienne LeMaster
	Responses to Comment Letter G61 – Julienne LeMaster
	G61-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G62 – Katherine Edwards
	Responses to Comment Letter G62 – Katherine Edwards
	G62-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G62-2 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer...
	G62-3 According to Attachments B-1 and B-2 of the Project’s Traffic Study (DEIR Appendix K), the High-Cube Transload and Short-Term Storage proposed use would generate 493 truck trips daily, and the Warehousing proposed use would generate 166 truck tr...
	G62-4 Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.
	G62-5 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G63 – Harry and Nadine Fieger
	Responses to Comment Letter G63 – Harry and Nadine Fieger
	G63-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G64 – Janice Kuhn
	Responses to Comment Letter G64 – Janice Kuhn
	G64-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G64-2 According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic operations.
	G64-3 This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.


	Comment Letter G65 – Sarah Godbold
	Responses to Comment Letter G65 – Sarah Godbold
	G65-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G66 – Deborah Holley
	Responses to Comment Letter G66 – Deborah Holley
	G66-1 Comment noted. According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve tr...


	Comment Letter G67 – Mary Anne Pickett
	Responses to Comment Letter G67 – Mary Anne Pickett
	G67-1 Comment noted. According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve tr...
	G67-2 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refe...


	Comment Letter G68 – Dan Merritt
	Responses to Comment Letter G68 – Dan Merritt
	G68-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G69 – Holly and Jerry Liversage
	Responses to Comment Letter G69 – Holly and Jerry Liversage
	G69-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G70 – Russell Buckland
	Responses to Comment Letter G70 – Russell Buckland
	G70-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G70-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G71 – Geoffrey Wilson
	Responses to Comment Letter G71 – Geoffrey Wilson
	G71-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G71-2 Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Similarly, Section 4.15, Transportation and Traffic, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-rel...
	G71-3 Refer to responses to G7-1 and G7-2. Furthermore, Section 4.15, Transportation of the DEIR (page 4.15-23) concluded that the proposed Project’s construction and operation impacts related to emergency access would be less than significant.


	Comment Letter G72 – Rick Craven
	Responses to Comment Letter G72 – Rick Craven
	G72-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G72-2 Under CEQA, a scenic vista is defined as a viewpoint that provides expansive views of a highly-valued landscape for the benefit of the public. The Beaumont GP does not designate any scenic vistas near the Project site or in the City. Although no...
	G72-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G73 – Fran Krieger
	Responses to Comment Letter G73 – Fran Krieger
	G73-1 Comment noted and will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Ris...


	Comment Letter G74 – Debbie Connor
	Responses to Comment Letter G74 – Debbie Connor
	G74-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G75 – Susan Cunningham
	Responses to Comment Letter G75 – Susan Cunningham
	G75-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G76 – Cindi Deats
	Responses to Comment Letter G76 – Cindi Deats
	G76-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G76-2 Traffic circulation associated with the Project would predominantly occur between the Project site and the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange. According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County ...
	G76-3 Comment noted and will be taken into consideration by decision makers. According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the cumulative projects in the area were obtained from previously approved traffic studies in the area. Trip generation estimates...
	G76-4 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G76-5 Refer to response G76-2.
	G76-6 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G76-7 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G77 – Barbara Searcy
	Responses to Comment Letter G77 – Barbara Searcy
	G77-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G78 – Laura Ramirez
	Responses to Comment Letter G78 – Laura Ramirez
	G78-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G79 – Gregory and Deborah Chamberlin
	Responses to Comment Letter G79 – Gregory and Deborah Chamberlin
	G79-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refe...


	Comment Letter G80 – Jerry and Gladi Wilmes
	Responses to Comment Letter G80 – Jerry and Gladi Wilmes
	G80-1 Comment noted. This is a summary of the significant and unavoidable impacts listed in Section 1.0, Executive Summary.
	G80-2 This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. The DEIR...
	G80-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G80-4 Comment noted. Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-ma...
	G80-5 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G81 – Anita Finkelstein
	Responses to Comment Letter G81 – Anita Finkelstein
	G81-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. As noted in Section 4.2, Air Quality of the DEIR, the Air Quality Assessment (Appe...


	Comment Letter G82 – Diana Tull
	Responses to Comment Letter G82 – Diana Tull
	G82-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the ...


	Comment Letter G83 – Ryan Fuentes
	Responses to Comment Letter G83 – Ryan Fuentes
	G83-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G84 – Brad McDuffee
	Responses to Comment Letter G84 – Brad McDuffee
	G84-1 Comment noted.
	G84-2 Comment noted. According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve tr...
	G84-3 The DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of the DEIR). The Health Ris...
	G84-4 Comment noted. The current zoning of the Project site is “Specific Plan.” Adoption of the proposed Specific Plan (SP2021-0005) is a discretionary action subject to City Council approval. Adopted by Ordinance, the Specific Plan document will serv...


	Comment Letter G85 – Kathy Krause
	Responses to Comment Letter G85 – Kathy Krause
	G85-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G86 – Bud Charlick
	Responses to Comment Letter G86 – Bud Charlick
	G86-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refe...


	Comment Letter G87 – Gary M. Stoh
	Responses to Comment Letter G87 – Gary M. Stoh
	G87-1 Comment noted. Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-ma...
	G87-1 Comment noted. Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-ma...


	Comment Letter G88 – Paula Walek
	Responses to Comment Letter G88 – Paula Walek
	G88-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G89 – Maureen Imoe
	Responses to Comment Letter G89 – Maureen Imoe
	G89-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G90 – Linda Clark
	Responses to Comment Letter G90 – Linda Clark
	G90-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G90-2 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refe...
	G90-3 A Water Supply Assessment (Appendix I) was prepared for the proposed Project. The WSA determined that there are adequate water supplies to service the Project during normal, dry, and multiple dry years. Refer to Appendix I and Section 4.17, Util...
	G90-4 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G91 – Jean Bowman
	Responses to Comment Letter G91 – Jean Bowman
	G91-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G92 – Jesse Donardt
	Responses to Comment Letter G92 – Jesse Donardt
	G92-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G93 – Barbara and Wayne Otte
	Responses to Comment Letter G93 – Barbara and Wayne Otte
	G93-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G94 – Shelia Kelly
	Responses to Comment Letter G94 – Shelia Kelly
	G94-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G94-2 Comment noted and will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. The DEIR fully analyzed and disclosed all impacts associated with the Project, including but limited to, air quality impacts. Refer to DEIR Section 4.2: Air Quality, for addi...


	Comment Letter G95 – Donna Littlefield
	Responses to Comment Letter G95 – Donna Littlefield
	G95-1 Comment noted and will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Ris...


	Comment Letter G96 – Dr. Helmuth and Susan Fritz
	Responses to Comment Letter G96 – Dr. Helmuth and Susan Fritz
	G96-1 Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. Additiona...


	Comment Letter G97 – Catherine Frates
	Responses to Comment Letter G97 – Catherine Frates
	G97-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...


	Comment Letter G98 – Richard Bennecke
	Responses to Comment Letter G98 – Richard Bennecke
	G98-1 Comment noted and will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Bo...


	Comment Letter G99 – Sharon Sylva
	Responses to Comment Letter G99 – Sharon Sylva
	G99-1 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refe...


	Comment Letter G100 – Robert Radabaugh and Rachel Lyon
	Responses to Comment Letter G100 – Robert Radabaugh and Rachel Lyon
	G100-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...


	Comment Letter G101 – Katuria Julius
	Responses to Comment Letter G101 – Katuria Julius
	G101-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...


	Comment Letter G102 – John Mitchell
	Responses to Comment Letter G102 – John Mitchell
	G102-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...
	G102-2 Comment noted will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Similarly, Section 4.15, Tran...


	Comment Letter G103 – Diane Franklin
	Responses to Comment Letter G103 – Diane Franklin
	G103-1 The commentor is correct, in that the Project does include warehousing. More specifically, the Project is proposed as follows:


	Comment Letter G104 – Jerrie Offerdahl
	Responses to Comment Letter G104 – Jerrie Offerdahl
	G104-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...


	Comment Letter G105 – Caroline Sherwood
	Responses to Comment Letter G105 – Caroline Sherwood
	G105-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...


	Comment Letter G106 – Doris Foreman
	Responses to Comment Letter G106 – Doris Foreman
	G106-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...
	G106-2 All applicable mitigation measures, conditions of approval and project design features (PDFs) would be implemented during the Project’s short-term and long-term phases. PDFs specifically would be incorporated into the Project are therefore subj...
	G106-3 This comment refers to PDF AQ-16. Your comment is noted will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.


	Comment Letter G107 – Joe Rose
	Responses to Comment Letter G107 – Joe Rose
	G107-1 Comment noted and will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley B...


	Comment Letter G108 – Gail West
	Responses to Comment Letter G108 – Gail West
	G108-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...


	Comment Letter G109 – James and Susan Karalun
	Responses to Comment Letter G109 – James and Susan Karalun
	G109-1 The introduction of this comment summarized the project description of the proposed Project and expresses the commentor’s concern of the proposed Project. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a...
	G109-2 Comment noted. Refer to response G109-1 above. In addition, Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully and analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Similarly, Section 4.15, Transpo...


	Comment Letter G110 – Ronald and Debbie Monroe
	Responses to Comment Letter G110 – Ronald and Debbie Monroe
	G110-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...
	G110-2 Traffic (diesel) circulation associated with the Project would predominantly occur between the Project site and the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange. Traffic (diesel) associated with the Project would not frequent Brookside Avenue, as t...
	G110-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...
	G110-4 Refer to response to G110-2 above. Furthermore, as stated in Section 4.13, Public Services, of the DEIR (pages 4.13-10 through 4.13-11), The Project would not directly increase population and the officer to population ratio would remain the sam...
	G110-5 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...


	Comment Letter G111 – Michael Collins
	Responses to Comment Letter G111 – Michael Collins
	G111-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...
	G111-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...


	Comment Letter G112 – Sharon Sylva
	Responses to Comment Letter G112 – Sharon Sylva
	G112-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...
	G112-2 Comment noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Similarly, Section 4.15, Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic...


	Comment Letter G113 – Mary L. Noll
	Responses to Comment Letter G113 – Mary L. Noll
	G113-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...
	G113-2 See response G113-1 above. The DEIR fully analyzed and disclosed all impacts associated with the Project, including air quality impacts. Refer to Section 4.2, Air Quality, for additional information.
	G113-3 See response G113-1 above. According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion a...
	G113-4 See response G113-1 above.


	Comment Letter G114 – Jodi Lindman
	Responses to Comment Letter G114 – Jodi Lindman
	G114-1 Comment noted. Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not within the purview of CEQA and therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-m...
	G114-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...
	G114-3 Comment has been noted will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. This comment is an article from the LA times to support the commentor’s reasoning for opposing the proposed Project.


	Comment Letter G115 – Laura Welch
	Responses to Comment Letter G115 – Laura Welch
	G115-1 Comment noted and will be taken into consideration by decision-makers. The DEIR fully analyzed and disclosed all impacts associated with the Project, including air quality and health risk related impacts. Refer to Section 4.2, Air Quality for a...


	Comment Letter G116 – Dennis James
	Responses to Comment Letter G116 – Dennis James
	G116-1 As discussed in Chapter 3, Project Description, the Project includes, but limited to, the following approvals:


	Comment Letter G117 – James and Sherri Andervich
	Responses to Comment Letter G117 – James and Sherri Andervich
	G117-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...


	Comment Letter G118 – Russell Thompson
	Responses to Comment Letter G118 – Russell Thompson
	G118-1 The DEIR fully analyzed and disclosed all impacts associated with the Project, including air quality impacts. Refer to Section 4.2, Air Quality, for additional information. Similarly, the DEIR fully analyzed and disclosed all noise related impa...


	Comment Letter G119 – Carlos Gutierrez
	Responses to Comment Letter G119 – Carlos Gutierrez
	G119-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...


	Comment Letter G120 – Judith Kropf
	Responses to Comment Letter G120 – Judith Kropf
	G120-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...
	G120-2 Refer to response to G120-2 above.


	Comment Letter G121 – Susan Gagnon
	Responses to Comment Letter G121 – Susan Gagnon
	G121-1 Comment noted. Section 4.15, Transportation and Traffic of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the proposed Project. According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans ...


	Comment Letter G122 – Nancy Carroll
	Responses to Comment Letter G122 – Nancy Carroll
	G122-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...
	G122-2 Refer to response to G122-1 above.
	G122-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...


	Comment Letter G123 – Ron Roy
	Responses to Comment Letter G123 – Ron Roy
	G123-1 Comment includes email correspondence informing that the commentor’s comments will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.
	G123-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...
	G123-3 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...
	G123-4 The DEIR Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. A Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix B of ...
	G123-5 The Project Applicant does not currently own any other vacant property within the City and it’s not in the City’s place to dictate the activities a private property owner makes to improve their land.
	G123-6 To reduce changes in the visual environment, the Project would incorporate perimeter landscaping, trees, and ground covers to visually buffer the structures. For this reason, it is anticipated that implementation of the commercial and e-commerc...
	G123-7 Section 4.15, Transportation and Traffic of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the proposed Project. According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltrans and the County ...
	G123-8 According to CEQA Guidelines §15003, CEQA does not require technical perfection in an EIR, but rather adequacy, completeness, and a good-faith effort at full disclosure. A court does not pass upon the correctness of an EIR’s environmental concl...
	G123-9 The City agrees with the commentor and will provide conceptual elevation drawings and revise Exhibit 3.0-6, Conceptual Site Plan to include more information that more accurately depicts the proposed Project. Refer to Section 3.0, Errata of this...
	G123-10 The City agrees with the commentor and will revise Exhibit 3.0-8 as part of the revised Appendix K, Transportation Impact Analysis. Refer to Section 3.0, Errata of this FEIR for these changes.
	G123-11 The City respectfully disagrees with this comment. Section 4.0, Environmental Impact Analysis lists the specific cumulative projects that were developed in consultation with City staff to provide a broad understanding and context for analyzing...
	G123-12 The commentor is correct, and Table 4.1 has been updated to include the Hidden Canyon Industrial Park’s designated land use. Refer to Section 3.0, Errata of this FEIR for these changes.
	G123-13 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision...
	G123-14 The commentor is simply requesting to comment further on the DEIRs Sections. Comment noted.
	G123-15 Chapter 17.20 of the Beaumont Municipal Code ensures that approval and development of the Project will result in no net loss of residentially zoned property in the City, consistent with State law.  Chapter 17.20 establishes a program whereby, ...
	G123-16 The determination that a Project component will or will not result in “substantial” adverse effects on land use and planning standards considers the available policies and regulations established by local and regional agencies and the amount o...
	G123-17 Comment noted. The data presented in 4.12-4 accurately depicts SCAG’s pre-certified local housing data for the City also used in the City’s Draft. However, the City agrees to update footnote two located in Section 4.12, Population and Housing ...
	G123-18 The City respectfully disagrees with the commentor. The DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all cumulative air quality, greenhouse gases, and transportation related impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Where applicabl...
	G123-19 Chapter 17.20 of the Beaumont Municipal Code ensures that approval and development of the Project will result in no net loss of residentially zoned property in the City, consistent with State law.  Chapter 17.20 establishes a program whereby, ...
	G123-20 Refer to response to G123-7 above.
	G123-21 Refer to response to G123-15 and G123-19.
	G123-22 As discussed in Section 4.10, Land Use and Planning of the DEIR, CEQA requires that an EIR consider whether a Project would conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation (including, but not limited to a general plan, specif...
	G123-23 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision...
	G123-24 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision...
	G123-25 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision...
	G123-26 Comment noted. The Traffic Impact Analysis was prepared in accordance with the County of Riverside traffic study procedures (Transportation Analysis Guidelines for Level of Service and Vehicle Miles Traveled – 2020). Peak hour intersection ope...
	G123-27 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision...
	G123-28 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision...
	G123-29 Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (refer to Appendix...
	G123-30 The commentor provided text from a news article to support their opposition. Comment has been noted and will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.
	G123-31 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision...
	G123-32 This text was taken directly from Section 6.0 Alternatives of the DEIR.
	G123-33 Comment noted. Refer to response to G123-22 above. The City respectfully disagrees with commentor regarding their assumptions on the City’s approval process.
	G123-34 The Project Applicant does not currently own any other vacant property within the City so this alternative was not pursued.
	G123-35 The commentor’s interpretation of the CEQA Guidelines is incorrect. According the CEQA Guidelines §15126.6, “an EIR need not consider every conceivable alternative to a project. Rather it must consider a reasonable range of potentially feasibl...
	G123-36 Although three alternatives were analyzed, the DEIR states that two alternatives were analyzed. Refer to Section 3.0, Errata for text changes to Section 6.0, Alternatives.
	G123-37 The comment is based on the commentor’s assumption. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-makers.
	G123-38 This is a list of the DEIR’s EIR Sections and the commentor is requesting an opportunity to provide additional comments. Additional comment letters provided would be taken, but the City is not required to provide responses to late comments.


	Comment Letter G124 – Blair M. Ball
	Responses to Comment Letter G124 – Blair M. Ball
	G124-1 Refer to Response G2-3.


	Comment Letter G125 – Nancy Hall
	Responses to Comment Letter G125 – Nancy Hall
	G125-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...
	G125-2 Comment noted. As noted in Section 4.17, Utilities and Service Systems, the Project proposes utility infrastructure improvements to serve the proposed Project. Refer to Section 4.17, Utilities and Service Systems which fully analyzes and disclo...
	G125-3 Refer to response to G125-1 above.
	G125-4 Refer to response to G125-1 above.
	G125-5 This comment refers to the transportation demand management strategies (TDMs) provided in Section 4.15, Transportation, Impact 4.15-2 (pages 4.15-21 through 4.15-22). The TDMs provided were examples that future Project operators could include i...


	Comment Letter G126 – Jeff Hewitt
	Responses to Comment Letter G126 – Jeff Hewitt
	G126-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...
	G126-2 Refer to the following:


	Comment Letter G127 – Penny Quinn
	Responses to Comment Letter G127 – Penny Quinn
	G127-1 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...


	Comment Letter G128 – Julie Janesin
	Responses to Comment Letter G128 – Julie Janesin
	G128-1 Comment Noted. Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the DEIR fully analyzes and discloses all air quality impacts associated with the development of the proposed Project. Additionally, a Health Risk Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project (ref...


	Comment Letter G129 – Lori Ellison
	Responses to Comment Letter G129 – Lori Ellison
	G129-1 Comment noted. The DEIR fully analyzed and disclosed all impacts associated with the Project, including air quality, hydrology and water quality, noise, and transportation. Refer to Section 4.2, Air Quality, Section 4.9, Hydrology and Water Qua...
	G129-2 Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis. However, your comment will be taken into consideration by decision-...


	Comment Letter G130 – Jennie Rose Sylva
	Response to Comment Letter G130 – Jennie Rose Sylva
	G130 Letter G130 was submitted past the public review deadline. Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines, the City is not required to respond to the comment letter.


	Comment Letter G131 – Adam Salcido
	Response to Comment Letter G131 – Adam Salcido
	G131  Letter G131 was submitted past the public review deadline. Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines, the City is not required to respond to the comment letter.




