Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 — Comments and Responses to DEIR

Comment Letter G1 — Sonny Lee

From: Sonny Lee
Tox Chrigting Tavior
Subject: B Susnimift Station Deaft EIR Motics of Avallatility
Date: Thursday, April 21, 2022 2:04:11 PM
Artachments: Imegedl .ong.

Sumerit Station MO FINAL pdf
Hi Christi
Thank you very mmch for your information.

G1-1

Have a blessed day.
Sonmy.
Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 20, 2022, at 9:02 PM, Chnstina Taylor <Ctaylorig@beaumontea gov-=
wWrote:

Greetings,

You are receiving this email because you have requested to be notified of project
related activity for the proposed Summit Station Specific Plan.

Attached is the Notice of Availability for the Drafit EIR for the proposed project. A
limk to view the Draft EIR is contained in the attached document or the Draft EIR
and other related documents can be found on the City's website here

https:/fwww beaumontca goy/1238/Beaumont-Sum mit-Station

Information on the public hearings and how to provide comments is included in
the attached document.

The City looks forward to receiving your comments.

CHRISTINA TAYLOR
Community Development Director

City of Beaumont

550 E. 6th Street, Beaumont, Ca 92223
BeaumontCa.gov

Facebook | Twitter | Instagram | YouTube

=
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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

May 1, 2022

City of Beaumont Planning Department
550 E 6" Street
Beaumont, California 92223

EE: Response to Summit Station DEIR
Dear Christina:

Thank you for the opporiunily o respond to the proposed warehouse development called
Summit Station. I am totally in opposition to this project in this location and the GE2-1
following letter will explain why. (NOTT: Quotes from the DETR are in bold.)

The Project implements the goals and policies of the City’s General Plan,
as amended; serves as an extenszion of the General Plan; and, can be G2-2
used as both a policy and a regqulatory document.

This staternent says that the requested amendment to the General Plan will ensure that
this Project implemenis the goals and policies of the City's General Plan, T guess thai’s
technically true since any project might be okay with the right amendments — even a pig G2-3
farm next to Brookside Elementary, What should be done, however, is o present a
project that meests the goals and policies of the City”s General Plan without the
amendments. Tn 2020, Beaumont paid over $840,000 for their most recent General Plan T
and emphasized its importance by stating that it will serve as a “blueprint for future
planning and development in the city,” The GP will also function as a guide 10 the “type
of community that Beaumont citizens desire™ with land use and policy determinations
being made within a comprehensive framework that incorporates public health, safety and
quality of life considerations. L

G2-4

This most recent general plan was developed to be in effect for the next 20 tw 30 vears
and its importance is clearly described in the government code that states the general plan
“serves as the constitution of the local government For which it has been prepared.”
Beaumont’s General Plan goes on to state that its policies, programs, and plans are the
City™s vision [or the future and represents the comerstone in the long-tange planning for
land use and development within the ¢ity, Also California Government Code, § 65454
requires thal any Specific Plan be consistent with the General Plan. And yet here we are - G2-5
- a little morc than a year after approval-- and a warchouse developer wants to amend the
“eonstitution™ and alter all the “blueprints”™ to fit his inappropriate project. Basically if
this development project were to be approved, the city council will have arbitrarily
trampled underfoot a very expensive and important document that they assured its
citizens they would take seriously, and instead allowed an out of area developer to decide
what our city will look like. 1
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All impacts of the Project can be mitigated to less than significant lewals
with the exception of ailr gquality, gresnhonse gas emisslons, nolse, and G35

trangportation. 1

I i wvamtied 10 pick the four seost impontant s of concern fof cllitens aboul
warehouses thess are the oned. The frst thres will have a subatantive impact oa the
healih and welfare of the citizens who live across the street and who will be most affected
by the impacts of this warchaowse on n dnily basis, Howewver, the Inst one is just as much
of p prohlem becamse it affects the lives of everyone who lives in Beasumont and who
must trave] the sume rosds as the warehouse trucks.  Inberestingly, [ nediced that this Go.7
developer chose the word “Transportsifon’ rathes than “oraffic™ o describe the 1ssoes thal
this warelwmase will generste with s endless stream of recks. [ guess be fgured that if e
used the woed transpontation, we woaldn't nodics the traffic sparls cansed by all of those
trocks making their estimated 13 152 Passenser Car Equivalent (IFCE) trips every day,
Regardless, this deveboper clnims that there really isnt anything that can be done to
mitignte the significant impacts o Beaemonl's cilizens in these four importang areas,
Ewvidently this developer simply wands s do “Hve with i,” 1

AIR pUALITY

The air pollutant emissions associated with the proposed Project wonld
b cumulatively considerable and therefore significant. Even with
implementation of regulatory requirements, standard conditions of
approval and implementation of reasonable and feasible mitigation
measures, the Project would regalt in unawvoidable significant impacts

with respect to air gquality.

Let"s start with the: problems that a warchouse exerts on air quality. The bigpest culprit
in this area are the thouwsands af seme-trucks thal zmive al and leave the warshouses.
These trucks — megardless of how vwell-srsdstaimed ey ane — eoudt dicsel particulate G20
matber every tm e cigeing s puming. The DEIR states dlsat at buoildowt the estinssted
vehbele trips will be 13,152 daily PCE with no feasible way to mitigate the impect below
Skomificant, OF course one “fenzible way™ wouald simply be to deny the project, Tnack T
cmissions have been showm to be detrimertnd e the health of nnyone who lives near
warehouses and current legislation in Califomia is s prohibit the building of any of these G2-10
types of air polluting projects within 1000 fiset of any human kabiation.

CARB identified diesel particulate matter (DPM) as a toxie air T
contaminant, DPM is not a single sabstance bai rather a complex

mintore of hnndreds of snbetancoes. Desel exhansi is a complex mixture
of particles and gases produced when an engine burns diesel fuel. 52-11

Sorme short-term(acute) effects of diesel exhaust inclode aye, nose,
throat, and lang irritation, and diesel sxhaust can canse conghs, L

2.
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headaches, light-headedness, and navsea. DPM poses the greatest
haalth risk among the TRCs, Rlmest all diesel exhaust particle mass is 10
microns or lese in diameter. Due o their extremely emall size, these
particles can be inhaled and eveniaally trapped in the bronchial amd
alvealar regions of the lnng.

Ien the G ussder Policy 30003 it states that the city of Beausoat will build meighborhoods
thai enhance il safety and weltare of all people who live here by avoiding te siting of
new projects and Innd uses that would produce localized air pollution in a way thei would
rmpec] exeshing air gqualily=sensitive receplors such as schools and semior housing. Both
of these sensitive receplors ans alrsady elose by this proposed project - Solem Senior
residential developenent and Brookside Elemeriary are locsied on Broaksade Avenue.

Project emissions levels would remain significant and wouald contribute
ta the nonatainment designations in the SCAR. Therefore, the Project
would be inconsistent with the AQMP, resulting in a significant and
unavoidable impact despite the implementation of mitigation.

There are: 18 different mitigations listed in the DEIR to try and comrol the aic quality
impact but o po avail. As o sidenote, there was very litile oversight indicated on gy of
the mitigations mentioned - enforcement for the most part was left up to the building
msamager. Sl even if those miligations were enforced nporonsly there will still be o
significant and woavoidable inparct o the envirommment in tbe city of Beasmont, Dut at
least the developer could say they tried all feasible mitigations o bring the air guality
issue inbe compliance, bt unforiunazly pothing actually worked. Finally, alihough ilsere
have: been many studies already dome on the harmful effects of Thicsed Pamiculabe Mater
om humans, one of the Inst commignds on this subject in the DETR is that “me meanisgful
conclision can be drawn with respeet to potential health effects from the criteria
pallutent emissions of the proposed Project.™ Eeally?!

GREEN HOUSE GGAS EMISSIONS

The Project incorporates all feasible mitigation measures that conld be
implemented to further reduce the Project’s GHG emissions balow the
3,000 MTCO2e threshold. There are no additional measures availabie
that weald farther reduce emizslons, The impacts have been deamed
Sigmificant and Unaveidable,

Umce the statement nbove i5 szt forth i the TETR, the majority of the rest of the section
on Cineen House Gas Emdssions 15 an asserison that the Project developer hos o control
owier any of the GHG emissions thal would be penerated by the steady stream al vehicle
traffic on a daily basis bocause “moter vehicles are conirolled by Sirfe and Federal
standards™ It furiber states thai the City of Besumonit has ne control over those
emissions either and therefime has “limifed abifity fo contraf or n:t@.m'g e vedidiele

3.
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enrivsivny avsecizfed with this Profece ™ While that statement is probahly true when it
comnes 1o the Slate and Federal stamdands of GEO emissions, the city of Beasmont
certalnly does bave contmal over which progects they approve or deny that are going to be
producing those emissons. In my opdmdon that is 8 mech maore powerful congrol and the
miat important ong regarding this proposed Froject or any other thal wants approvid
bagild in inappropriate places.

NOUSE

Noise in the community has often been clied as a health problem, not in
terms of actuoal physielogical darmage, such as hearing impairment, but
in terms of inhibiting general well-being and contributing to undue stress G217
and annoyance. The health effects of noise in the community arise from
interforence with human activities, incloding sleep, speech, recreation,
and tasks that demand concentration or coordination.

The DEIR states that Moeise s a sabjective issue apd it s difficult to determine which
noises most anneys poople. It further meations that “attiude surveys are used for
measuring the annoyance felt in a community for nokses intrading méo bomes or
affecting outdoor activity areas. Cawses for annoyance include inberference with
apech, radio and televisbon, house vibratlons and interference wiith sleep and resi. G318
There cantinwes to he disagreement ahont the relative annoyanee of these different
sources.”™ Thal might be true, but 1 think anvone wha has lisiened o the noise from semi-
trwcks with their back-ug alarms, downshilling gears, amd Jake brakes woukd definitely
say it was anpoving. And this would be doubly troe with these tnecks nanning all neght
long at & 2407 warchouse. As the DEIR stares *eumulative iraflic noise impacis wouold
oecar primarily as a resoli of inereased iraflic on local roadways due io buildoawt of
the: proposed Project amd otiver profeces I phe vicibty, ® (Emphasis mine) OF course
“orher peofects in the welsine " B3 referring to that other warehaouse monstrosity acnoss G2-18
Chemy Valley Blwd. 1 siands io renson thed iF vou add 13,152 more vehicle trips with the
resullant racket to the tneck noise already present, the quality of life of those around the
area will deleriorabe.

[ think most would agree that there is a continusos and increasing bombardmient of nvise
in wrban, suberban, and even naral arcas. The city has a responsibility to protect the health
and welfare of its citizens throwgh the control, Frrc'.rml'inn,_urrl mhatemend of neise, City
reseidents should fieel confident that they will havee an environment that is e free as

humanly possible frem modse that jeopardizes thedr health or welfare. Certainly they G2-20
would not expeet that the cliy eoumel would agree to & project such as ikis that will
kmrwingly imcrense the noise In their ciny.
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TRAF

Beaurmsont has already expericnced the problems ihat come from mot propetly evaluating
ik traffic generaled by an ever expanding residential development during the past
decade, Thousands of houses were built using basically the samie ronds thead have been
here since the city had 5000 residents. Now with eight times that population, we are all
lzeling the crunch of truflic jams. Admibiedly there have been some elfors at G2-21
improvements on Highland Springs Bhad. Fiest Street and Oak Valley Parkway — altha
il preferned “traffic mitigation™ scems to be o simply add ancther stoplight. Ard even
though those strests hiave been widensd to four-lanes to carry the majority of traffic fow
in and out of the city, each of them stll contines o have some two lane stretches which
phvwuys results in bottlencoks, +

bt the City of Beawmonat Creneral Pl thene are several goals and policies which oatlineg T
thie basis of future development desizions to help minimize the addivional wralle woes
that come with new development. Specifically:

Goal 4.6: An efficient goods movement sysiem that ensurss timely deliveries sinbou
compromlring quolity of life, safety, or smeosth fraffic few for Beaumont residents,

Folicy 4.6.2 Winimize or restrict keavy vekicle fraffic mear senyitive areas such gy G2-27
schonls, parks, and welphboroods,

Piliey 5.1.4 Encoumsge growth and expansion of husinesses and emplayment centers near
puhlic fransil (o merease ransporiation oplicns for eonplovess and St froffic
CORPESToR.

Poliey 5.1.8 Align City investment, including capital projects, stk areas of desired
eeonmic growih and business attraciion in the existing commercial and {ndusieizl
areay. [All ermphases mins) 1

Moaise of the above Ciny of Beasamont goals or policies are met by this appropriately
placed warchowse project. In addition with as much feasible mitigation as possible being
applied the project’s impact on Yehicle Miles Traveled (WMT) still continues to be G2-23
significant and s for as this developer 15 comcermed uavoidable, The DETR estimated
the heavy truck daily VBT 1o be 21 279 which 50 course, above the threshold
established in the General Plan L

The DEIR comtinues with a list of mitigation measures io iry to reduce those VT The
Trureporintion Demand Managemend (T program consisis of the asanl things 1o
discourage single occupancy car trips and 1o encourage walking, bicycling, carpooling, or
riding public irmeporiation wr wark. The TD3 program consists of such perks == G2-24
abwrwers and a repair cenber for bicyelists and special parking for those wh drive fusl-
cfficient cars or who carpool, It's nod that these mensures are “bad™ they ane simply
im=ffective smd really anmeasgrable and unenforcible. Even the IEIR comes to the : 4

~
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conclusion that beesuse the Project’s fransporiation inpact based on YMT is
potentially significant and as the efficacy of TDM measures and reduction of VMT
impucts below threshelds cannot be ssored. the Project’s VMT impact s therelore
consudered significant and unaveidable. {Emphasis mine)

A setaally [ don't believe that most people think that the above mitigalion measres T
gre even fermibly imporant when discussing warchouses, It is the pever-ending gireswn of
dizsel apewing trucks and their daily 4,667 daily PCE (passeager car equivalent]) irps (&2-95
o nned from these warchouses that would present the real problem and which seems to b
the elephant in the room that no one wants to tlk aboat!

HATER AND HYDROLOGY

The DENR makes |itibe or no mention of water or the lack thereof in the Pass area. Asfor T
as | koo, we skl have only one agquifir (The Beaamoni Bagin) and there ane ot leasi
20, 00D ouses already approved bl ot yed bulll in Beaumoent that will be taking thear
waler requircenents oul of ikat basin, Since all the current and futare residenbial G206
developmenis have owi-dated water informintion in their EIRs, (some weee writien as far
back as 1993) with no requiremend fo wpdate or amend their figures, it's really hard to tell
what the carrent condition of our wader supply 5.

Hoewever, in Southern Califormiba we nesd to take seronsly the quantity of waber any new T
developrment will requine amd evaluate Ha impect on our water supply. We centatily know
thet if vou cover the grourd with concrese budldings, there will be bees rainwatet
percolnting back into the aquifer as it would be if the land was vacang,  Since this
developer says they will build underground catch basins - we need to know how much G2-27
wailer will acthumlly g0 mbe those basns and how much will b available for use?  There
wirs & plethora of charts and praphs conceming water in the back of the DEIR - w0
bopefully someone wids the right knowledge is evaluating those questions. Waier use
should be a concem for all of us who live here. 1
The Beaumont-Cherry Valley Water District and the City of Beanmont T
entared inte a Memorandum of Undorstanding on July 9, 2019, which
defined the general terms, roles, and responsibilities of both agencies as
they related to the delivery of recycled water rom the City's upgraded 32-28
and expanded treatrnent facility. Therefore, the Project would not result
in lmﬂ:ﬂv-l'ly considerable impact related to ﬂ::hlg'.q:m
guality. 4

This & the only mention of “recseled wates™ that [ found in the body of the DELR. There
atill iz MO peeyeled water poing twough any of the purple pipes (et can be seen arowind
toowm 50 1'monot sure whint the “Therefore™ in the above parnpgraph signifies. Just becauas Z2-20
thase two agencies fave an MO about delivering recyched water, this dozsn’t mean that
it will be dome. In fact at the maost recend recyeled water update at the city council

la,
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meeting on May 3", there was still no agreement as to how ar when recyeled water (if it
1% produced) will actually be distribated. Howeever, | will say that the possibility of
prodiucing recyched water does seem closer than it ever has belore. Let's hope so since
wi" v b heanng about i1 for the past 20 years ar 0 and mallions of dollars has boen
apent o e waste resirent plasm

AESTHETICS

The most prominent scenio vistas are provided by the San Bernardino
Mountains located approximately sight miles north and the S5an Jacinto
Mountaing lecated approximately 12 miles southsast, The wisaal
character of the Project gile would be permanently altered by the Prajeci.

The major scenic view that the city of Beaumomg and all the Pass Area has are those
muajesiic moumtains on either side. This viewshed sels us apart and needs o be protected
Froem wiarchoases that fse 50-60 feet into the abr and Block whatever the view mighl be
behand theim. We have seen this in spades with that other Inmense warehouss on Cherry
Valley Blvd. which according to their certificd and approved Final EIR was supposed to
e Bawely wicibile from any adiscent rondway. This was the promise that the developer
made i the people of Cherry Valley in that EIR. Locking at that uply monstrosity as it
sits up om that manmede hall, T think we all can see very clearly how well that promise
was kepl Warehouse developers alk a shick speel aboul sesthelics and protecting scemic
silews, bt they really don't worry about them opce e prading starms. This is the primary
reason that all warehouses mesd to be bailt in & degignated industrial area — where the
impacts o the scenic beawty of the aren are minimized

Visnal semsitlvity can be described as viewer awareness of visual
changes in the environment and is based on the viewers' perspective
while engaging in aclivities from public areas near a project site. The
Project sife is visible o varions users.

Let's face it - warehouses are big boxes and it really doesn't matter bow well they are
dressed up -- they are stll immense square buildings 50-640 et high, Thers can be
Inmedscaping, trees (and these would tnke years fo grow big enough to oven bagin fo cover
those outsize boxes behind them) and even a propesed 30 fool wall -- none of these
coverups will begin lo camoultage or disgaise several maseive squans boxy buibdiigs
built right in tle middle of residential Beaurmoit.

LSLNING
The General Plan indicaies o Zoning Ordinance establishing zoning districts that govern

the uses of land while indicating standanis for the stroctures and improvements that are
pemmitted within the varions zones. The poelicy that sccompanies this Zoning

7
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Ordimance establishes buffers hetween apen space areas and urhan dovelopment by
encouraging less intensive rural residentinl development. This is exnctly whai the
previous Specific Flan already bad inmind. 1§ estzblished lower density housing on ihe
aulskirs of Beawmonl wath larger lobs and mone open spece and parks as a buffer between 7.4
the moee imeasive development already completed n Besumomnt and the rural
erviresunent in Cherry Valley, Amd if the apresd upon acreape of open undeveloped land
was placed on the Cherry Valley Blvd frontage there would also be a buffer between the
heouses and that warchouse eyesore across the street. The annexation of this property indo
Beaumaont was made with that promise bath fo the citizens of Cherry Valley nnd alse
Beaumant. And now because this developer doesn®L want 1o bubkd houses on land
spocified as Single-family Realdential, be cxpects the gy council 1o simply scrap that
idea amd go alomg with his unsuitable proposal and change the zoring 1o lhdustreal

ALTERNATIVES

CEQA requires that the decision-maker balance the benefits of a
proposed Project against its unavaidable eovironmental risks in G2-35
determining whether to approve the Project.

The best alternative would b to build these warchouses in a more appropriate and
properly zomed arca which would also ¢liminase the *spot zoning™ that this project would
eotail. This is what tle DEIR savs about that! There are mo other viabbe lots
appropriately located and sufficiently sized and owned by the Project appllcans
which would feasibly atiain most of the Project ohjectives. (Emphasis mine) In other
wards this developer bought this land for a kod bess than the properties ane selling for
across SRA0 where warchouses have bevn approved and welcomed, =236

The DEIR then goes on to evaluate the cevironmental impacts of tao allematives:

1) o Project’Sanny-Cal Specific Plan (already approved)
I Same project just reducing the sixe of the warehooses.

T ilsughit it weas imteresting that under sesthetics the DEIR staed thor the Spnmp-Cal plon
wowld resnly I signiflcant aesthefle impacts becanse i would kave a substaniial
adverse effect on @ sceric wintg. Fersomally, 1 believe that the “adverse effect” ona
soensi vigla has already been takan b b exinemes with that wely eyetons of 8 wanehouse
soaring above Cherey Valley Blvd. 1 neally dont think dsat a few hundeed bonses acnoss
the streel will have any impaci at all. However according to ibs DEIR, those unsighily 3237
Fisases will certainly rain the view if allowed to be boilt, Bug here"s the interesting pan.
Kipht after that statement that the Sunny-Cal houses will have an ndverse effect on a
soensc visle, the [FEIR siales thal the proposed project way feund to have a levy then o
sigmificead impact on Scemic wistas, | was cenamly surpelsed that several 50-60 oot
high box bulldings would not meis the view., Well the reason is simply becanse as the ¥

5
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DEIR puls ot fhe city doey mod coutain amy desigorated soemic viveer! Con vou bave it I
both wans? Evadently as for as thas developer 15 concerned -- yes vou can,

The traffic for the Sunny-Cal Specific Plan was then compared with the proposed Project T
with not surprisingly less impacts from the howses than the warchowses, 52-28

With implementation of the recommended mitigation measures, the T
proposed Sunny-Cal Specific Plan project would not have significant
impacts related to traffic, civenlation, or parking....under the No-Praoject

Alternative, impacts regarding iransportation would be lesser when G2-38
compared to the proposed Project because the proposed Project would
result in a significant nnavoidable impact. 1

Howewver, as is usual in thess EIRs ihe second alternative which is always the same
project bat with reduced square fosinge for the warchouses is presented and it is desmed
i hetler solution than anything else == except the onpnal project, of course, This
developer mikses the point == wirrehouses; all inan mappropriste areq are not better
sofnitios, They aren "t salutions af all, but the beginning of long-lemm problems for
Beaumoat's citizens, 1

52-40

In myy opinion warehouses which e built in irepproprinte places will have a nsch more
lang=lzsting, harmdul effect an the city of Beaumont == in mone ways thin just
environmenially. Onoe land is used for the worst possible developmeng - there is no
turniig back and wanling semething better. In fact allowing another warehouse to be
baailt im this totally issppropeiate location (&5 Riverside county did with that monstrosity
an Cherry Valley Blvd) will stop all other mors aftractive building options from even
being proposed.  As 1 have said before - you never see just one warchouse — mone G241
always come! Well we may be stuck with that frightfial eyesore that was foisted on the
citizens of aur beavtifiel valley by our previows County Supervisor Marion Ashley - bt
w can @il stop any more inrsads froo gready developers by simply saying oo o those
devlopments that don't fit the viskon of the General Plan. Wien the policies ard
provisions of that plan are considersd a top pricrity, the city will contime to grow
reasonnbly and rationally gwd will result in Beawmaont being a hometown af which we

can all be prowd.

Sincerely yours,

m%ﬂﬁ_&__j:?—
hary A. Daslel
PO Box 2041

Beaumaont, CA 92223
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Christina Taylor
From: Mary Canied <maddbrixd@gmal.com=
Sent: Morday, May 09, 2022 318 P
Tax Christina Taylar
Subject: e Appendi L on DEIR Summit Ssation
Thank youl
Cn Man, May 9, 3022 at 11:03 Ak Chrigting Taylor <Ctavkor@beawnontca govs wrote:

Yes ma‘am. Understood and | will make sure your commeent is noted for the record and provided o Plannmg
Commisskan and Courcil,

CHRISTIRA TAYLO®

Community Development Directar

City of Braumont

550 E. 5th Street, Beawmont, Ca 927323
Dhesk (251) 573-3212 | Fax |551) 760-8526

BeaumontCagow

Facebook | Twitter | Instagram | YouTubs
RACITYELEVATED

From: Bary Daniel smaddbriad@gmail come
Semt: Monday, May 9, 20032 104748 AM

To: Christing Taylor <Clay lons begumontoi g ove
Subject: Re: Appendix L on DEIR Summit Statian

Christing: Thank vou for the clarification. | dom trust 8 document that uses statements for the sole PUrpass

of miskeadirg the resder — like the one indicating the city produced the DEIR dooument. Ag far a5 I'm contsmed

that was writben to mafe people think the city is supporting this inappropriate praposal and that therefsne there is @747
nething that can be done o oppose it Loertainly hope that ism't true, OF course | really don't trust ANY statement
made oF writhen by a developer. That comes from 15 years of reading EIRs. Thank yau far your help. Mary Daniel

Ori Man, bay 9, 2023 at 10:03 AM Christine Taylor <Ctaydorng beaumontoa pove wabe:

Hi Mary,

I'wanied 1o condirm that the Appendix L was 1he NOP and it is indesd that decument. The link on the website bas baan
figed as weall s you should be abdes 1o scoess it there, Comments from the BO®/Scoping meeting would have Been
taken intn consideration and addressed in the Draft EIR but there would be ma formal response 1o SEOPIRE mesting
commants, The formal resparse o comments ane made to comemeants receiied during this current DETR review
peripd,

ta
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As for writing the EIR, the develeper does pay for and have B consultant prepars the EEL The City has a firm with
Manning and other techinical experts wha does a peer review on behalf of the City. The docsment i the City's
dogumaend because we are the keed fresponsible sgency according to CEQW but the applicant perys all costs nat the City,

Hope this hglps, . Mycu need any cther infermalion plezse let e know and |'m happy to pravide 1.

CHRISTIMA TAYLOR

Commumity Deselopment Directar

City of Beaumeant

550 E. 6'* Street, Beaursant, T4 92223
Dtk {95 1) 572-3212 Fax (951} T69-B526

Baaumontoa. gow

Froen: Mary Daniel < maddbr S e mail com™
samt: Monday, May B, 3031 3,58 Ak

Ton: Chiristina Taylor <Cpay lon beaumonbiag o
Subject: Re; Appendix L an DEIR Sumimds Statian

Hi Christina: Still heven't recetved the Appendix L with the summary of issues mised durning the public scoping &2
masating. Walting for it 5o 0 can finksh my responss to the DEIR Summit Station. Thank you for your help. Sery Danied| 43

On 'Wed, May 4, 2002 at 10:51 AM Mary Dandel <maddbeta? mpmall .com> wrole:

izat it But that isn't what | thought was in Appendin L. The DEIR said this: ® a more detailed summany of The Bsues T
ralsed DURING the public scoping mesting, are included in Appandis L, Motice of Freparation. Areas of concem
identified during the scoping pericd include: Trafic, Lighting, Moise, Solid Waste, and Residential Property Values, Mol
cther areas af carroversy are Kicwn 16 the lead agency,” The altachament wad anly the BOF which was ghen o us
BEFCRE the public scoping meeting =- so | guess | was expecting comments of what was sald at the meeting

itsaif. Anctherquestion: the DEIR alsa Indicated that tha city staff were the ones te write the DER. Just wondering
since when does the city s1aff do the werk for developers? Let me know about the Appendix L and | appredate yowr
helpfulmeis. Mary Damiel

47
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On Tue, May 3, 3022 at 7:57 PM Chaisting Taglor <Chay lorf hrawsmaonica g ove wpte:

Hi Mary,

Lat e knoey fyaw recaiva this attachmant, Carole s working on fldng the link on the website

CHRISTINA TAYLOR

Communify Development Directar

City of Beaumarnt

550 E. Gth Streel, Beaumont, Ca 93223
Dok (451) 5733212 | Fax{951) TES-8526
BeaumonbCa.gov

Facebook | Twitter | Instagram | YouTube

AACITY ELEVATED

Fram: bary Daniel <maddbriad @pmail.come
Jent: Monday, May 2, 20232 12638 AN

Ta: Chiristina Taylor < Claw s g B=aumGniis pind
Sulbsject: Re: Appendix L on DER Summit Statian

I did get the e=mail =o that's nat the problemn. Don't know why the sttachment doesn't come throwgh. i thas &2
doesn't work - | can ahaiays stop by and you tan gve me a hard copy. Lot me bnow, Thank you for your help. Mary 45

Daniel

Cin Mo, May £, 2002 at 9:0% A Christina Taylor <Ciaylorn@beaumontos gove wrabe:

Hi Mary,

| keep getting an errer vwben | iy 1o respond 10 pour email with the attachment, Can you confirm you recedved this
ermiail from me and I'll try o send the attachment again.

105
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CHRISTINA TAYLOR

Community Development Directar

City of Beaumant

550 E. 6™ Street, Beaumont, & 92323
Dweske (951] 572-3212 Fax {951} 760-8526

Braumartca.gav

Fram: Mary Deniel gnadabons2 Sgmail.com>
Senk: Sunday, May 1, 2022 3:15 AM

To: Christira Taylor <CLayIor S e umamlc By
Subject Appendiv L on DEIR Summit Statian

Hi Christira: [ tried to pull up the Appendix L an the DEIR and was unable to find it, Could you see what the

probiem might be? |am not the most tech sawy 5o it's probably me — but could you just send me a copy of that Eé
particular section via email? Thanks sa much for your help. Mary Danled
City of Beaumont July 2022
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Christina Taylor

Fram:
Sent;
Ta:

Subject:

Mary Darsel «madd b hgmed com
Mgrcay, Pay 09, 2022 10048 Al
Chiizting Teylar

Re: Appends L on DEIR Swemmit Station

Christing: Thank you for the clarification | don't trust a document that uses statements for the sele pumpose

of misieading the reader — like the one indicating the city produced the DEIR dooument. & far a5 1'm oonoenad
that was writhen ta make paople think the dty is supportieg this inappropriate propasal and that therefare there is

52

nithing that can be done 1o appose it | certainly hope that isn™t troe, OF course | really don't trust ANY statement made 47
ar wrillen by & develoger, Thal cornes fram 15 years of reading EIRE. Thank you far yaur help. Mary Danlel

Qi aoin, by 9, 203232 at 10003 AM Christing Taylor Claglorg beaumonics gy wiate;

Hi Mary,

I'wanted to confirm that the Appendix L was the NOP and it is indeed that documaent. The link cn (hie webiibe had been
fized as well 50 voul should be able 1o apcess i there, Comments Trem the mF‘.I'S{'WiI'II thinq: would have been
Laken inte corsideration and addressed in the Dralt EIR but thene would be na formal response to scoping mesting
comments. The formal response to comments are made to commenits received during this carrent DEIR newiiew period,

Mg for writing the EiR, the developer does pay for and have a corsuitant prepare the E#. The Clty has a firm with
Planning and other technical experts who does a peer review an bBehalf of the City, The documert is the City's
doecument because we are the lead/responsibile agency according to CECA but the applicant pays all casts nat the City.

Hop this helps. . If you need ary ather information pleass et me know and Fm appy to pravide it

CHEISTiRA TaYLOR

Community Development Director

City of Beaumnont

550 E. 6™ Stroet, Beaumnont, CA 92233

Dipsk [951) 573-32 12 Fax (951) 7659-8526

Beaumantca o

City of Beaumont
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From: Mary Daniel <madd brin2Egmail. com®
sent: Monday, May 5, 20232 2:53 AM

To: Chrristing Taylor <Cuavior@heaumontca gav=
Subject: Re; appendia L on DEIR Semmit Mation

Hi Christina: 5ill haven't received the Appendix L with the summary of istues raited during the public scaping
reeling. Wailing far il 20 | can finish my response (o the DEIR Summit Station. Thank you for vour kalp. Mary Dani

On Wed, May 4, 2032 at 1051 Ak fdary Danied <maddorcdi@gmall come wrobe:

GoA it Bt that isn't what | thought was in Appendix L. The DER said this: " a mone detailed sumemary of the e
raised DURING the pubdic scoping mesting, are included in Appsndix L, Notice of Preparation. &reas of conosrn
idensified during the scoping peried mchade: Traffic, Lighting, Woise, Salid Waste, and Besidential Froperty values, Mo
ather areas of comlroversy ane known 1o the lead agendy.” The attachment was only the NOP which was gheen to us
BEFORE the public scoping mesting -- so | guess | was eapecting commenis of what was said st the meeting

itself. Ancther question: the DEIR also indicated that the ity staff were the ames bo write the DEIR. Just wondesing

since when daas the ity stafl da the work far developers? Let me know about the Appendix L and | apgreciate your
hlpfulness, Mary Danied

O T, biary 3, 2022 8 7:57 PM Christina Taylor <08 lon® beaumontoa g e wrobe:

Hi Mary,
Let me know if you receive this attachment. Carole is working on fidng the link on the websipe,

CHRISTINA TAYLOR

Commiunity Development Directar

City of Beaumont

350 E. 6th 3reed, Beawmont, Ca 922723
Desk (551} 572-32112 | Fax (151) 769-B526
BeaumontCagov

Facebook | Twitter | Instagram | YouTube
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FROTYELEVATED

From: Mary Daniel smaddbriv2 @gmail.com=
Seniz Maonday, May 2, 3022 97830 AM

Ta: Cheisting Taylor <Clavior@heaumontcs Roy>
Subject: Re:- Appendix L on DEIR Summit Statkon

I did get the e-mail 5o that's not the problem. Ban't know wiy the attachment deesr’t come through. IF that doesn’
wiark == | £an alweny's stop Oy and you can give me a hard copy. Let me know. Thank you for your help,. Mang Danial

On Mon, May 2, 2022 at 9:05 AM Christina Taylor <Claylond besumanica gov™ Wrote;

Hi bary,

| keep getting an error when | try to respond to your email with the attachment. Can you confirm you received this
emall from rie and Fil try to send the attachrment again,

CHEISTINA TAYLLR

Commiunity Deselapment Director

City of Beaumont

550 E., 6" Street, Beaumont, CA 92273
Die=sk (851 572-3212 Fan (351) T60-B516

EBpausmonica.gow

From; Mary Daniel <macibe:2 g@g mail.come=
Sert: Sunday, May 1, 2023 B:15 aAkd

Taoc Chistina Taylor <Liay lonE beaumanica g g
Subject: Appendix L on DEIR Sumimit Station

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-326



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 — Comments and Responses to DEIR

Hi Christina: I tried to pull up the Appendia L on the DEIR and was unable to find it. Cowld you ses what the
prablemn might bed Lam not the mast tech savey 50 s probably me — but could you just send me a copy of that
particular sectian via ermad? Thamics so much for your help. Mary Danial
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Christina Taylor
From: Flary Danisl = maddbrx? @ gmailcam >
Cent: Wednesday, My 08, 2022 10:51 A
Tac Christina Taylor
Subject Fe: Apperdis L on DEIR Summit Staticn

5ot it But that i=n't what | thought was in Appendix L. The O£ said this: * a more detailed summary of ihe issues
raiged DURING the public scoping meeting, are includied in Appendiz L, Motlce of Preparation. dress of toncern identifi
durirg 1he staping pericsd include: Trafhic, Lghting, Moise, Sold Wase, and Residential Property Values. No other areas
of contraversy &re knoan to the lead agenoy.” The attschment was only the NOP which was gheen to us BEFORE the
public scoping mseting — so | guess | was expecting commients of what was said at the mesting itself, Arndther
question: the DEIR alsa Indicated that the city staff were the ones to write the DER. Just worsdering since when does
the city staff di the work for developers? Led me know about the Apperdis L and | appreciate your helpfulness, kany
Darial

O Tise, May 3, 2022 &t T:57 P Christing Tayhor <Ciavlon® beaumonioa s owvs wrate
i Mary,

Liet me know If you recaiva this attachment, Carcde b5 warking on fixing the link on the wehsite.

CHREISTINA TAYLOR

Community Development Director

City of Beaumont

550 E. 61k 3treet, Beawmont, Ca 92223
Cresk (251} 572-3212 | Fax (551) ¥69-B526
Beawmont{a.gov

Farabook | Twitier | Instagram | YouTubs

RACITYELEVATED

Frome Mary Danlel smaddbt 2 @g imail come
Sent: Monday, May 2, 3037 338138 A

Toi Christing Tayler «Ctay lon@ beaumontoae o>
Subject: Re: Appendic L on DEIR Summit Station

| did get the e-mail so that's nod the problem, Dor't know why the artacfment doesn't come through. 1 that doesn't
work — | can abways stop by and you can ghee me & hard copy. Let me krnaw. Thank you for vour help. Mary Daniel

On Moen, May , 2032 at 5:05 A0 Christing Taylor <Claglorambeaumontiagove wrote:

Hi Mary,

| keeg petting an error wheen | Ty to respond tooyour emallwith the attachment, Can you confirm you receteed this
email fram me and 'l try o Send the attachmient again

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-328



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 — Comments and Responses to DEIR

CHRISTINA TAYLOH

Community Develapment Direcior

City of B=aumont

550 E. & Street, Heaumant, CA 92333
Desk (951] 572-3202 Fax [351) 765-0516

Heaumantca. gow

From: Many Daniel anadd bric pgimsil oom»
Sent: Sunday, May 1, 2002 8:15 Ak

Tos Cheigting Taylor <ClagOr@beaumontos poy >
Subject: Appendid L an DEF Surmmit Statian

Hi Christira: | tried to pull up the Appendix L on the DERR and was unable to find it. Could you see what the prablem
might b=? 1am et the maost tech savey 50 t's prodably me — bet coulid you just send me & cogy of that partiodar
section vis email? Thanks so much for your help. Mary Daniel
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Christina Tenylor
From: Mary Daniel < madd bt @gmail com>
Sent: Sunday, by 01, 2022 8:15 Al
T Christira Taylor
Subject: Appandix L on DEIR Summit Statian

Hi Chiristina: 1 iriad to pull up the Appendix L an the DEIR ard was unabde 1o find . Could you =e what the problem
might be? | .amnot the most tech savey Sa it's probably mie — but could you just send me 3 copy of that perticular
section wia email? Tranks so much for your help, Mary Danlal
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BEAUMONT

O NNA

#ACITYELEVATED

From: Mary Daniel <maddbosd @gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, Apel 27, 2022 10,07 AM

To: Christina Taylor <Clayicr® besginomca 2oy
Subject: Cost of General Plan 2040

A question: How much did the City of Beaumont pay for the latest General Plan? And when was it appeoved. Thanks| G2
for your help. Mary Daniel 48
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Responses to Comment Letter G2 — Mary Daniel

G2-1

G2-2

G2-3

G2-4

G2-5

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

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

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 inconsistentin 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
tomeasure consistency with the General Plan with these Project components in mind. As such,
the conclusion in the DEIR is correct.

Comment noted. Referto response to comment G2-3, above.

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.

City of Beaumont July 2022
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G2-6

G2-7

G2-8

G2-9

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 regulatoryfunctions. 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 Planas 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.

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

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 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.

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 responseis necessary.

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

G2-11

G2-12

G2-13

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
AppendixB, Table 8). With regardto 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.

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.

As discussed in Section 4.10, Land Use and Planning, the baseline conditions and impact
analyses are based onreview 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 determinationthat 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 specificissue with the adequacy of the DEIR or raise any other CEQA
issue. Therefore, no further response is necessary.

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

G2-15

G2-16

G2-17

G2-18

G2-19

As discussedin 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
canbe directly correlated tothe 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, 03, 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.

This comment is a quote from the DEIR. The comment restates the significance determination
withregards 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 responseis necessary.

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 CEQAissue. Therefore, no further responseis necessary.

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. Inaddition, 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 measuredin 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.

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.

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

G2-21

G2-22

G2-23

G2-24

G2-25

G2-26

G2-27

G2-28

G2-29

G2-30

G2-31

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.

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.

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.

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.

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.

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.

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.

The BCVWD 2020 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) discusses the Beaumont Basinand
the Project WSA addresses the UWMP and addresses the current condition of water supply
and known future projects.

The supply of recycled water is related to drainage or stormwater quality. The Project has an
approved Hydrology Report and Water Quality Management Plan.

The Project has made provisions to use recycled water once available via the City’s recycled
water system.

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

Under CEQA, a scenicvista 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 onthe 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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G2-32

G2-33

G2-34

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.

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

Refer to Section 4.1, Aesthetics, Light, and Glare of the DEIR. As noted in Section 4.1, all
aesthetics impacts were deemedto be less than significant.

As discussedin 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 Planas 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.

GeneralPlan 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 areais 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 andany
provisions for off-site improvements if applicable. Ministerial actions that follow the initial
approvals include the following:

« Grading Plans/Permits

o Improvement Plans
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G2-35

G2-36

G2-37

G2-38

G2-39

G2-40

G2-41

G2-42

G2-43

« Final Mapreview 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.

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

Pursuant to PRC 21100and 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.

Referto response to comment G2-31, above.

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.

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

Comment noted. Refer to DEIR Section 6.0 for a discussion of alternatives considered for
additional analysis.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

Comment noted. The City communicated with the commentor that AppendixL 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://ceganet.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 takeninto 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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G3 — Allan Lovelace

From: Allan Lovedacs

Tox Christing Tayior, Allan Lovelaoe

Subject: Baaumont Summit Station domments

Date: Saturday, Aprll 23, 222 11:08:15 PM

Dear Chnstina Taylor:

I am wnting to request that my comments in this email be included in opposition to the "53_1

proposed Beaumont Summit Station warehouse project.

There is not adequate water for the project. As stated in the report for the project, rainfall has T
decreased in the area. Southem California is in the gmips of the worst drought in 1,200 years. G3-2
Also, the State Water Project has announced additional significant reductions in water
delivery.

I also oppose the project becaunse of its additional dust that is already a severe problem in the
area, along with the significant air pollution that will come from the many diesel trucks that G33
will visit the warehouse. -

I know that the additional tax revenue that would come from the warehouse must be T
appealing, but the timing could not be worse for this warehouse project. If the city would wait
another 10 or 13 years, the drought may have passed and by then most trucks will use electric
power. Please do the nght thing and wait until the drought and California’s water woes have

passed. And please wait until most tucks use electric power.

Thank you.

Allan Lovelace

810 Bogey Dmive
Beanmont, CA 92223

P.5.: ] am retired a resident of Beaumont, and not affiliated with a company or nonprofit.
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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|
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

Fromu: Garels Faup

To: Chrieting Tevier

Subject: Baaumont Summit Station Man
Date: Morclay, Agrl 25, 2002 12:27:26 PM

Is the City of Beaumont considering building more warehouses along Cherry Valley

on opposite side of the monstrosity under construction currently. If so, how do the G4-1
resident of Beaumont protest this fravesty? | just ran across a proposal from October

2021.
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G5 — Dolores Weitz

Fromi Tadendl

To: Christing Teyvior

Subject: BEALMCOMT SUSMIT STATION
Date: Friday, Apdl 22, 2022 11:46:32 AM
RE: Exeter Chermy Valley Land, LLC

We are the owners of 7.28 acres on Fabian Lane, Assessment=407 180007-8.

Also in partnership 34.75 acres Ass#407180002-2,15.37 acres Ass#07 170012-008.20 acres

Ass#40T170011-2 and HAMNMON MUTUAL WATER CO. As=8407140003-8 TOTAL 64 Plus acres

We are in favor of the proposed project. We feel the need for progress in the area., and can be reached G5-1
the following ways:

Thank you for your consideration.

DOLORES WEITZ

17720 MAGMOLLA BLVD #312
EMCING,CALIF 91316
PHOME 31D 730-3525

E-MAIL: TADEVIL@ACL. COM
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Responses to Comment Letter G5 — Dolores Weitz

G5-1 Comment noted.
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Comment Letter G6 — Pablo Soto

From: Pablo Soto <sotopal1993@gmail.com =

Sent: Friday, April 22, 2022 :23 PM

Ta: Chiristina Taylor

Subject: Re: Summit Station Draft EIR Motice of Availability
Christina Taylor,

While | am very disappointed that The City of Beaumont is still entertaining this project, | am not the least bit surprised. [
understand you must always entertain any business venture for the citizens of Beaumont, but | totally disagree with
another “warehouse” being proposed for this area. Commerce Center....really???? Come on, It's a warehouse. Please
relay this to everyone involved. It's a warehouse. Lipstick on a pig if you will. | truly believe The City of Beaumont will GE-1
approve this project because it's the furthest piece of land from City Hall, and none of you will see it from your offices.
I'm sure most City Hall employess work from home, or “telework”, so it won't bother them one bit. But it bothers me
and the people living in Stetson. Please consider the concerns of the people wha live hundreds of feet from it, and whao 7
will have to live with the diesels, the traffic, the noise, the trash..oh, and more diesels. It is very unfortunate, it's (56-2
demaoralizing, and it's insulting that our beautiful neighborhoods will soon look like Gotham City. | honestly do not
understand any of your impact report, and whoever prepared it knows that the average person won't either. This
“warehouse” is NOT needed, and | look forward to it failing entirely. | appreciate you notifying us, the concerned citizens
that are most directly affected by this project, and as much as | would like to berate and yell at you, and the City, |
realize that you have a job to do. And, that just isn't who | am. Just please understand how much we don't want this G6-3
project to go through. | am actually too angry and tired to continue writing, | look forward to opposing this project in
person to you at your next public forum. Thank You.

On'Wed, Apr 20, 2022 at 9:02 PM Christina Taylor <Clavlor@beaumontcg goy> wrote:

Greetings,

You are receiving this email because you have requested to be notified of project related activity for the
proposed Summit Station Specific Plan.

Attached is the MNotice of Availability for the Draft EIR for the proposed project. A link to view the Draft EIR is
contained in the attached docurmnent or the Draft EIR and other related documents can be found on the City's
website here https://www.beaumontca.gov/1239/Beaumont-Summit-Station

Infarmation on the public hearings and how to provide comments is included in the attached document.

The City looks forward to receiving your comments.

‘fou created this PDF from an application that is not licensed to print to novaPDF printer (hitp:ihwsarnovapdf.com)
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Responses to Comment Letter G6 — Pablo Soto

G6-1

G6-2

G6-3

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

» Hotel: 100,000 square feet
« GeneralRetail: 25,000 square feet
« Food Uses: 25,000square feet

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

Lastly, the distance between the Project and Beaumont City Hallis 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.

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
evaluatedin DEIR Section 4.11.

Also note that traffic (diesel) circulation associated with the Project would predominantly
occur between the Project site and the 1-10/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 1-10 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
Stetsonto the south.

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 Mehiman

From: steven mehlman <smehlman@beaumontca.gov:
Sent: Monday, April 25, 2022 1:12 PM

To: Chiristina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

Hi. Hope you had a nice weekend.
Two guestions: 1. Where can | find the name, address and, if possible, website for the developer? IGT—1

2. Do you plan on having a public hearing before or after the June & deadline for comments. Reason | asked is that I'll be ]:G?—Z
out of state from 5/24 to 6/6. I'd hate to miss it.

Thanks.

Steve Mehlman

‘fou created this PDF from an application that is not licensed to print to novaPDF printer (hitp:ihwsarnovapdf.com)

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-357



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 — Comments and Responses to DEIR

Christina Taylor

From: Steve Mehlman <smehl1506@aol.com>

Sent: Thursday, April 28, 2022 12:08 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Comments on Summit Station warehouse proposal draft EIR

There are a number of factors ignored or minimized in this draft EIR that would have negative effects
on the thousands of seniors in Solera/Oak Valley Greens, which is located across Brookside Avenue
from the site of this warehouse.

For example:

First, senior citizens are the MOST vulnerable of any age group to respiratory disease caused by
pollution from diesel 18-wheel trucks.

Second, based on estimates from the South Coast Air Quality Management District of the number of
trucks per square foot of warehouses, more than 800 big-rigs a day would be going to and from the |_,
warehouse. This would cause significant traffic safety problems for drivers and pedestrians alike,
especially seniors.

Third, many seniors in Solera live on fixed, limited incomes. Putting a mega warehouse adjacent to
the community would significantly lower the value of their homes.

There are many appropriate places to build industrial warehouses. Putting them in
residential areas, especially across the street from senior communities, is NOT

appropriate,

GT-5

I urge the Planning Commission and City Council to turn down the proposed warehouse.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Responses to Comment Letter G7 — Steve Mehlman

G7-1

G7-2

G7-3

G7-4

G7-5

The name of the Project Applicant, as presented in the Notice of Availability, is Exeter Cherry
Valley Land, LLC.

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.

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 mitigationincorporated.

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.

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 takeninto 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

Christina Taylor
Fram: Richard Hobson < RHobson@esush edu >
Sent: Wednesday, April 27, 2022 5:31 PM

Te: Christina Taylor

Subject: Re: Summit warehouse

Someone else should run the monitoring operation, of course, but the polluters themselves should be

Shouldn't the polluters be financing this monitoring of the air instead of the taxpayers via AQMD? ]
Gi-1

paying for it. No?

From: Christina Taylor <Ctaylor@beaumontca.gows
Sert: Wednesday, april 27, 2022 1:12 PM
To: Richard Hobson <RHobson@csusb.edu>

Subject: RE: Summitwarehouse

Good afternoon,

The Draft Environmental Impact Report can be found here on the project page

https://www.beaumontca. govy’1239 /Beaum ont-Summit-Station

The Air Quality and Green House Gas sections provide details on how the measurements and analysis

were performed.

Typically AQMD is responsible for air quality monitoring devices. | am not aware of any in our area but
AQMD may be able to advise ifthere are any in the Pass Area.

CHRISTINA TAYLOR

Community Development Director

City of Beaurnont

550 E. 6th Street, Beaumnont, Ca 92223

Desk (951) 572-3212
BeaumontCa.gov

Facebook | Twitter | Instagram | YouTube

4 iy
f &
CALITORNIA

#ACITYELEVATED
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From: Richard Hobson <RHobson @ csusb.edus
Sent: Wednesday, April 27, 2022 12:20 PM

To: Christina Taylor <Ctaylor@beaumontca.gov>
Subject: Summit warehouse

How will the increase in pollution be measured? Tailpipe emissions from the trucks? Do we have air
pollution monitoring sites around Cherry Valley and Beaumont? G8-2

Christina Taylor

From: Richard Hobson <RHobson®csusb.edu>
Sent: Wednesday, April 27, 2022 12:20 PM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit warehouse

How will the increase in pollution be measured? Tailpipe emissions from the trucks? Do we have air

pollution monitoring sites around Cherry Valley and Beaumont? G8-3
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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 tothe Project have been estimated and summarizedin 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 responseto comment G8-2.
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Comment Letter G9 — Eugene De Fouw

Christina Taylor

From: Gene De Fouw <geneadefouw@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2022 9:4% AM

To: Christina Taylor; Eugene A DeFouw

Subject: Re: Summit Station Warehouse & Mega Warehouse
Got it,

Sure hope it helps in their decision making. It didn't make much difference In all the letters written against the Cherry
Valley warehouse decision.

It all comes down to $55% money for the city & maybe indirectly $% or favors & benefits in the decision makers pockets.|®
Looking for a decision that favors our citizens and what's BEST for our health & future traffic congestion.

1

Will be interesting to see what the decision is. I'm not optimistic that the Decision will favor those wha live hera. IGB—:

Gene

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhgne

On Wednesday, June 1, 2022, 9:27 AM, Christina Taylor <Ctaylor@beaumantca.gov> wrote:

Thank you for your comments. They will be noted for the record and provided to the decision
makers.

CHRISTINA TAYLOR

Deputy City Manager

City of Beaumont

550 E. 6th Street, Beaumont, Ca 92223

Desk (951) 572-3212

ea ntCa.gov

Eacebook | Twitter | Instagram | YouTube
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Christina Ta:lur
From: Eugene A Defouw <eadefouw@idoud.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2022 728 PM
To: Christina Taylor
Subject: Summit Station Warehouse & Mega Warehouse
Attachments: Warehouses doot
MEGA WAREHOUSES -

The ‘elephant in the room’ that no one seems to want to talk about
That ELEPHANT is how much TOTAL traffic = semi-trucks, delivery & maintenance trucks and
employee vehicles will be added to area’s highways with the approval of any warehouse.

A recent news article from another state indicated.... " thar a 50 dock Amazon facility would add 400
workers resulting in 2,800 car trips/day plus over 70 Amazon trucks and semi-truck stalls turning out 265
b 8
trailers {over 5 trucks per dock] over a 24-hour period. During peak moming & afiernoon hours that
Jaciliies trips would rise to 400-500 roral per-hour. ®
Omn a 24/7 basis that facility would infrod uce up to 1,750 trucks plus 14,000 vehicles = 15,750 total
vehicles per week to the area roads.

Cherry Valley Mega. Warehouse
Riverside County approved a 200-dock warehouse onCherry Valley Blvd, near Go-2
=10 freeway. When they obtained approval for that warehouse, they had claimed they would add only 200
semi-tucks f24-hour day to our highway system. Only one truck/bay per day. | beg to differ] When you multiply
that traffic volume by 5 (bosed on the news orticle ) = 1,000 Trudks/day plus up to 1,000 workers = 7,000 vehicles and
then add delvery & maintenance vehickes, you are looking at over 8,000 vehicles per day. Then inone week - 7
days = 49,000 vehicles per week to the Cheery Valley Blwd. and

I-10 corridor. We are most likely looking at a PARKING LOT on the 1-10 Freeway in 10 years or less,

The residents fought that warehouse zoning change ap proval by writing over 1,000 letters to the county. We
found out later that those letters were never turned over to the county supervisors nor the warehouse com pany and
the issues presented were never addressed by the EIS (Environmental Impact Statement). So, the county approved
the project over the resident’s objection with only the company's input.

From professional management experience in managing several automotive supplier companies with over 25

trudking bays, operating on an 8-hour day— 5 daysfweek; we would average one truck inand out every 2 hours.
Hence, we yielded 4 trucks/bay x 25 boys = 100 trucks/day. That ocourred over 30-40 years ago in a non-automated
warehouse. A fully automated warehouse should be able to put in or out one truck every hour.

The gmission output frrom most diesel trucks is the highest when the truck first starts-up the engine and when
the trucks are traveling in low gear, which is the case near warehouses There are companies that manufacturer

patented diesel engine add-ons that significantly improved “cold engine startup’ and reduced cold engine
emissions. Those products are still available if the trucking companies order them. | would guess that the

emissions data that is used for semi-trucks for the EIS is the "over-the-road” average emissions not the
start-up & low gear emissions. Hence, air pollution will be significantly increased around
warehouses

in the county.

Summit Station Warshouse — Beaumeo nt 1
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As| understand this warehouse proposal, it would add 300 bays more to the Cherry Valley/ Erookside Ave. roads; T
however, the proposal would NOT have on and off ramps added to the I-10, for the Brookside BEivd; hence, all of
the added traffic would all be channeled through Cherry Valley Blvd.

Go-4

Another way to look at this issue is:

“What would use, operating at peak efficien tiy over a 24,7 period yield in
increased traffic?™

This fully automated type of warehouse could push through up to one (1) truck per bay per hour. TherefOre, 300
bays x 24 hours =7,200 semi-trucks per day x 7 days = 50,400 semi-trucks per week, plus employee, vendor,
restaurant, office buildings, etc. & residential traffic. The total traffic load for this project could be as much as

73,000
vehicles /week. Even if it were half that amount it is significant.

That's without adding the existing Cherry Valley Warehouse {under construction) traffic. | have found no E0-5
discussion planning about adding multiple lanes ineach direction to the 1-10 freeway around the Cherry Valley
exit. 'When you add both projects together, we could see upwards of 120,000 total additional vehicles per week.
How many more lanes would need to be added to the 1-10 to handle all this traffic?

The 1-10 s already a very congested freeway, especially during peak AM & PM travel times and east-bound on
Fridays and west-bound on Sunday-PM.

Does amfone really think that the present 1-10 highway corridor can handle that many more semi-trucks & vehides
perweek?

Riverside County is looking at a total mess of dogped, congested [o porking lot] traffic inthe next 5-10 years. | am T
not aware of any plans to expand the 10 freeway with many more lanes both west and/or east. between
Beaumont & Redlands. Driving on the 10; we find it is already neady impossible to exit off a ramp when there is a
solid lane

(sometimes two lanes - side-by-side) jammed full back-to-back with semi-trucks for hundreds of yards. It is like the
Great China Wall against an ex it side-by-side. GO-8

I haven't even addressed the Warehouse being presently build in Banning with others proposed. The dties
of Banning, Beaumont and Calimesa & Riverside County are locking at polluted, grid lock on our highways, within
the next 5-10 years. | just read today that there will be a 4.1 million 5q.Ft. Amazon warehouse built inOntario—
which would add even more trucks to the 1-10 & &0 highw ays going through Beaumont.

If we continue approving the addition of more and more wareho use’s; vehicle travel will be nearly impossible. We
will sit houwrs in traffic jams, trying to drive to Redlands or Palm Springs.  Beaumont needs office type businesses, a
step-up in restaurants vs. more fast food, and a rejuvenated downtown. Our city council should concentrate on
getting other businesses vs. more warehouses, Please listen to your residents and act accordingly.

Whendoes this STOP? We wrote over 1,000 letters to stop the Cherry Valley Warehouse, but it still is being
build. Disgusting! 1

Respectfully Submitted,

Gene DeFouw - =, o=, see

Past President / CEQ f Business Owner
Retired - Solera Oak Valley Greens
Beaumont, CA

909-B00-8453

eadefouwi® iCloud.com
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MEGA WAREHOUSES T

The “elephant in the room’ thaot no one seems to want to tolk about.

That ELEPHANT is how much TOTAL traffic = semi-drucks, defivery & maintenance trucks and
s iy e wehiches will be added to anea's highways withthe approval of any wa ndiguse.

i recent news article from another state indicat ed_.. " that o 50 dock Amazon focility would
add 400 workers resulting in 2800 car irpy'day phe over 70 Amazmn rucks and semi-truck sialls
fwrming out 365 semi-iraile s jover § trucks per dodk ] over a 2d-hour peniod. Dusing peak maorming
& afft ernaon hours that faciFlies brips wowld fse fo J00-500 todal per-fouwr.™ On a 24/7 basis that
facility would it roduce up to 1,750 trudes ples 18,000 vehicles = 15,750 total vehicles per week to
the area roada

Chemy Valley Mega, Wareshouse

Riverside County approved & 200-dock warehouse an Cherry Walley Blvd, near
10 freewsy. When they obtsined approval for that warehowss, they had daimed they would add
only X0 semi-tucks f24-howr dayio our highwey system. Only one truckfbay perday. | beg to differl
Whenyou multiply that iraflic vaume by 5 (based on the news article] = 1,000 Truds,day phs upto 1000
witikers = 7000 vehicles and then add delvery & main enance vehicles, you are ladaking at over 8,000
wehicles per day. Then in one week - 7 days = 45,000 vehicles per week to the Cveery Valley Bhd. and
10 corridor. 'Weare most Bkely |ooking 5t 3 PARKING LOT on the |- 10 Freeway in 10 years or bes

The residents fought that warshawse roning change approval by weiting over 1ODD letters to the
oy We found oul later that those leilers were never tumed over [o the counly supernvisors nor
the warshouse compony and the Bsues presenfed were never addressed by the EB (Environmental
impact Statement]. 5o, the county approved the project over the resident’'s objection with anly the

company’s inpul.

From profesionsl management experfience in managing several aulomotive suppler companies
with ower 25 trucking bays, operating on &n Bhour diy — 5 diys/week: we would sverage one trud in and
ol every 2 hours. Henos, we yielded 4 trucks fhay x 25 boys = 100 trucksfdey. That ocouwrned over 30-00
yeard B0 in & non-subormabed warehoude A fully sutomabted warehouse should be shle to put in o out
ane truck every howr.

The emsion cutpul from most diese trucks @ the highest when the truck frst startsup the
engine and when the trucs are treveling in low gear, which & the cxe near warehoudes. There are
companies that manufecturer patent ed diesel engine add-ons that significanily improved ‘cold engine
startug’ and reduced cold engine emissions. Those products are 2l avail shle if the trucking companies
order them. |would guess that the emismions data that is used for semi-trucks for the EIS i the “over-
the-road” sverage emisions not the start-up & low gear embsiors. Hence, air poliution will be
si gnificantly i nereased around warehousss in the county.

Surimit Station Warehouse = Beaurno mt
A | understand this warehouse proposal, it would add 300 bays mone to the Cherry Valleyf
Brookiide Ave. roads; however, the propossl would NOT heve onand off ramps sdded to the F10, for the
Broobkiide Blwl; hence, all of the added traffic would all be dhmns ed throwgh Cwenry Valley Bhed
"What would g fully aufomated wonshouse, opemating ot peok efficlently over o 24/7 period yield in
inereased traffie ™

¥
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MEGA WAREHOUSES

This fully mtomated type of warehouse could push through up to one I!.]-‘I:ru-u:t|:m'I:r.|'|-|:me|'l'r

hour. Therefore, 300 bays x 24 hours = 7,200 semi-rucks per day x 7 days = 50400 semi-trucks per
week, plus employee, vendor, restaurant, office buildings, ete. & residential traffic. The total traffic
load for this project could be a3 muth a3 73,000 vehidesfweek. Even if it were half that amount it is
sigrificant,

That's without adding the edsing Cherry Valley Warshouse junder consitrwction] iraffic. | have
found ne discusion planning sbout adding multiple lnes in each direction to the I-10 keeway around
the Cherry Valley exit.  When you add both projects together, we could see upwards of 120,000 total
additional vehicles per wesk. How many more lanes would need to be added to the 1-10 to handle all
ithis traffic?

The F10 is already 2 very congested freewsy, especially during peak AM & P8 travel times and
east-bownd an Fridays and weest-bownd dn Sunday-PSq.

Does anyone really think thet the present |- 10 highway oorridor can handle that many mone
serribirucks & vehicles per wesk?

Fiverside County is looking at & total mes of dogged, congested [a parking loy traffic in the next
5-10 years. | am not avane of any pland to expand the 10 freewery with many mofe lane both west
andjfor ead between Beavmont & Redands. Driving on the 10; we find it is slready nearly impossible
to exit off a ramp when there B a sofid lane Bometimes two lanes - side-by-sde) jammed
full back-to-badk with semitruwdks for hundreds of yards. 1t & like the Great China Wall agaimst an exit
dde-y-side

| haven't even addressed the Warshouse being presently build in Banning with others proposed.
The cities of Banning, Beaumaont and Calimesa & Riverside County are looking st poliuted, grid lock on our
highways, within the next 5-10 years. | just read today that there will be 4.1 million SgFft. Amazon
warehause buill inOntarie — which would add even more truchs to te 1-10 & 60 highways gaing through
Biea wmant.

i we continue approving the addition of more and more warehouse's; vehicle travel will be
nearty impessible.  We will sit hours in traffic jams, trying to drive 1o Redlands or Palm Springs
Beaumant needs office type businesses, a shep-up in nestaurants vs. more fast food, and & rejuvenabed
dowrntowen. Dur city oouncil should concentrate on getting other businesses va more warchouses. Please

listen to your residents and act accordingly.

When does this STOPT We wrote over 1,000 letters to stap the Cherry Valley Warehouse, but it still ks
being buikd. Disgusting

Respectfully Submitted,

Gene DeFouw - o= o, s

Pt Prees icevat F CEQ S Bushoes s Owiner
Hethred - Sokm Ook Volley Greers

Beau rmnt, CA
S -B00-8453
eadefousw @ oud.com
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Responses to Comment Letter G9 — Eugene DeFouw

G9-1

G9-2

G9-3

G9-4

G9-5

This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR 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.

This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR 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.

This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR 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.

Traffic circulation associated with the Project would predominantly occur between the Project
site and the 1-10/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 |-10and 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

According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltransand the County
of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard
interchange to relieve congestionand improve traffic operations.

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements:

o Widen CherryValley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction

o Add turnpockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps

o Add pedestriancrosswalks and curb ramps

« Reconstruct andrealign on- and off-ramps

« RealignCalimesa Boulevard north of the 1-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange
o Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard

« Installnew trafficsignals

« 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 1-10/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

6/6/22

City of Beaumont

Planning Dept.
660 Orange Ave. Unit H
Beaumont, CA 92320

Re: Industrial Complex Zoning on Cherry Valley Blwd.
Dear Flanning Dept. Staff:

"I have recently reviewed the EIR for the Sunny Cal Specifie Plan
to allow 2,557,465 sq. ft. of e-commerce uses oo or near Cherry

Valley Blvd. near the 10 fwy.

Please register my oppositiom to this land use due mostly to the
fact that the EIR states that are quality impacts from the opar- G101
ation of this‘preject cannct be mitigated to comply with State
alr quality thresholds. I live within & mile as the crow flies
of this project. This area is bordered by hills and mountains
which contain the toxic gases emitted by diesel trucks and other
vehicles travelling to and from this type of facility.

In addition to air quality is the unsightlimess of this much
industrial im one place and the excessive traffic from hundreds =10-2
of truck and avtomobile trips per davy.

If this project contioues I will be willing to participate in a
CEQUA filing to stop it. I hope you understand that residents
like me want to keep our area clean, natural, and beautiful sz it G10-3
is.

Sincerely,

Carol I‘Iarqf:dﬂ-/‘?jmg/

Box 515
Caelimesza, CA 92320
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Responses to Comment Letter G10 — Carol Marquez

G10-1 Comment noted.

G10-2 Visualimpact were evaluatedin 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

Christina T.l:h'.r

From: kathleen schneider <kschneiderd15@gmail.coms
Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2022 9:38 AM

Te Christina Taylor

Subject: Surmmit Station

| am opposed to the development plan, especially to the warshouses. | feel that it is too close to housing and that T
the noise and pollution will be too much for a residential / ruralarea. | have a 2nd home (built in 2011 andin an
appredably more expensive [ upscale neighborhood - the people baddng on the street have said that they
sometimes feel vibrations inside their homes) approxdmately 1/4 mile from truck activity and their noise lewvel
inside the house is a constant background and outside it is really noticeable (also at imes the fumes are more G111
noticeable than others), | feel the report understates the effect of the noise.

I don't think the area infrastructure is designed for the increased traffic and the gridiock will be worse than
Highland Springs. |would imagine (based on prior projects) that any mitigation would be at least a decade or more
in the future, K. 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 CherryValley 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; 1-10/Cherry
Valley Boulevard interchange improvements; site adjacent roadway improvements; and site
access improvements.
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Comment Letter G12 — Rodger Thompson

Christina Taylor

From: roger@tcrels.com

Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2022 703 PM

To: Christina Taylor

e roger@terets com

Subject Summit Station development

Chrisfina: _

Thank you for the opporiunity to woice my opposition b the General Plan Amendment to allow the development of the
praject known as Summit Station. The City of Beaumaont, along with cifizen input, recently approved the General Plan
for the City of Beaumont. | do not believe this amendment and approval of the Summit Station project is for the G12-1
benefit of the ciizenry of Beaumaont. This parcel iz a perfect location to build custom SFR properties on half acre lots. 3
The demand for such a product would seem to be of great benefit to a developer in maximizing their profit, and
adding value to the City of Beaumont. 1

My own personal home gits upon the ridge line on Santa Paula Court. The Summit Station would negatively effect
the citizens living within Stetson development if this project wene to be developed. | understand when | purchased my
own home in 2000, that one day there would be a future development, including residential homes from
approximately 9 feet (single-story SFR) to 20 feet{2-sory SFR) in height. With the passage of this Amendment, the |G12-2
impact of a 36 foot to 40 foot high concrete wall will remove forever my view of the valley and Cajon Pass, all the
while lowering the value of my property and my neighbors in the Stetson Community. 1

I would ask the Planning Commission and City Council to leave the existing SFR. requirement within the General
Plan, which has been recenty approved by the City Councll and the community . 312-3

| thank you in advance for vour consideration. L

Roger Thompson

Dr. Temi Thompson

Ryan Thompson
Truman 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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

G12-2 Permanent open space and undeveloped land would separate the Project from Stetson tothe
south. Visualimpact were evaluatedin 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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-383



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 — Comments and Responses to DEIR

This page intentionally left blank.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-384



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 — Comments and Responses to DEIR

Comment Letter G13 — Linda Amarante

Christina Taylor

Fromi: Linda Amarante <Lamarante. 1980 @gmail com =
Sent: Monday, May 30, 2022 2:28 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject MO to Summit Station

Hello,

lam a homeowner in the Stetson Community right off of Brookside Ave. and understand that the city is looking
into developing the field across the street from our community.

I strongly disagree with this. | bought my home specifically in this neighborhood because it was a rural area and
not wery much traffic, noise and congestion. Slowly but surely the traffic is getting worse and worse inthis area

already and if the field was to be developed it would be extremely worse than what it already is. Not only does G131
this plan increase the noise and traffic it will also affect the safety of our neighborhood. This will bring more
questionable individuals to this area along with additional homeless individuals which can lead to multiple safety -
CONCET NS,

I 'will definitely protest this develo pment and if it does go through as planned |'will be looking to put my house on
the market. Like | said before the city has grown tremendously over the last few years and the logistics are not

getting any better. The streets need improvement. We are constantly being told we need to conserve water and G13-2
crime is going up.

Beaumnont used o be a nice quiet and peaceful city to raise a family and live in, that has changed.
Concerned homeowners with anabsolute NO to this plan.

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

Permanent open space and undeveloped land would separate the Project from Stetson tothe
south. Noise/vibrationimpacts are analyzedin 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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G14 — Helen Messrah

Christina Taylor

From: Helen <gtgramy@acl.com=
Sent: Monday, May 30, 2022 5:559 AM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station Warehouse
05/30/2022

To the city of Beaumont:

My name is Helen Messrah and | have lived in Chemry Valley for 65 years. | am hereby expressing my grave
concerns reganding the warehouse explosion that has cast a dark shadow on our community.ln the 60's we fought
to preserve these beautiful rural open spaces in this pristine valley by having the minimum 1 acre parcel for a G14-1
person to build on. Chemry Valley's boarder was all the way to then 14th street now Oak Valley Parkway.
Developers annexed Beaumont to Brookside Ave.so they did not need to comply with the 1 acre rule. Then to
Cherry Valley Blwd. for the High School and the Sunny Cal Property. | live on Cherry Valley Blvd, Just down from
the High School and at 8 am and 3:30 pm there are over 500 cars in front of my house, you can not drive down
Beaumont Ave.during those times because of all the school traffic. Those of us that live In Cherry Valley cannot get
into town or to the freeway. The warehouse now on Cherry Valley Bivd. will cause major traffic congestion. It is
heartbreaking to see what is happening to our community 1
Please do not ket this Summit Station Warehouse project be built IG14-3

G14-2

Sincergly

B 5 Bbserglyalley Blvd.
Chesry Valey, CA. 92223
{951 318 0611)
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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 takeninto 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 takeninto 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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G15 — Gerald Griffin

Christina Ta! or

From: Gerry Griffin <rembrandt 73 @me noom >
Sent: Saturd ay, May 28, 2022 3:34 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

Subject: Summit Station

My name is Gerald Griffin. I'ma 75 yr. old combat veteran that retired from the Union Pacific Railroad. T
I purchased a home in Solera in Beaumont in part because of the rural quiet setting. Like many other
Solera residents, a large portion of my estate is invested in my home. The addition of the Summit G15-1
Warehouse to the warehouses already on Cherry Valley Bhd. is goingto tumn this area into an

industrial zone devaluing our property. At 75 yrs. old, | like many other Solera residents lack the
capital and energy to relocate. 1

| am also concerned about the traffic ssues. They still have not resolved the traffic issues where

Cherry Valley Bivd. intersects -10. During peak hours it is gridlock. In the unfortunate scenario that
they are allowed to build the warehouse, or any other project for that matter, the traffic issues should | G15-2
be address before they are allowed to open the doors. Thank you.
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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 takeninto 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 takeninto 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 Caltransand 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 CherryValley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction
o Add turnpockets along CherryValley Boulevard approaching on-ramps
« Add pedestriancrosswalks and curb ramps
« Reconstruct andrealign on- and off-ramps
« RealignCalimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange
o Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard
« Installnew traffic signals
« Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along CherryValley 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 1-10/Cherry
Valley Boulevard interchange by a payment of TUMF fee and or fair share contribution.
City of Beaumont July 2022
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Comment Letter G16 — Mark and Audrey Larsh

Christina Tailnr

From: Audrey Larsh <audreylarsh@yahoo.com=>
Sent: Saturday, May 28, 2022 12:52 PM
Ta: Christina Taylor
Subject: Summit Station
Christine,
We are writing you regarding the proposed Summit Station that is up for a vote on June 28th.
My husband and | located to Beaumont two years ago from Orange County. We looked forward to having this
be our forever home and enjoy what the community has to offer. G161
However, now that we have lived the horrors of the freeway: crowded with trucks, large potholes, tire debris,
and vehicle damage caused by the same debris and with the infrastructure that can't support it, we regret our
decision. 1
Why would Beaumont want to be known for warehousing, this is a community that will not survive such a [
massive building. The plan to even suggest such a space speaks to greed and tax revenue vs. developing a city
with an environment where people enjoy living. There is already a bck of shopping, restaurants and
infrastructure to get from one place to another. In fact the roads in the city are some of the worst we've ever G16-2
experienced anywhere in or out of state, and the additional truck traffic that a massive ware house will bring
will only further contribute to the poor road conditions and already dangerous driving conditions.
A massive ware house is about to begin operation shortly in Cherry Valley which will not only bring noise, B
pollution and increased traffic but also depreciate the property/housing values in that market.
Why do you wish to destroy the current peaceful environment in Beaumont and destroy what Beaumonts
residences have built up over the years and specifically annihilate an existing 55 and over community at Solera
when it's residence moved here to avoid such structures and the noise and chaos they create.
G16-3
I am sure the concerns of the residents of Beaumont regarding this warehouse will not be considered and
instead the City Council will roll out the red carpet for this structure.
However, the day this warehouse is approved Beaumont will lose two residents as we will not live in a
community that chooses warehouses first, and the lives and well being of it's residents last.
Res pectfully,
Mark and Audrey Larsh
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPad
City of Beaumont July 2022
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Responses to Comment Letter G16 —Mark and Audrey Larsh

G16-1

G16-2

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

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

Planning Area 2 (Parcel 4) would include the development of up to 150,000 square feet of
commercialuses 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; 1-10/Cherry
Valley Boulevard interchange improvements; site adjacent roadway improvements; and site
access improvements.

Comment noted. This comment does not 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 takeninto 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

Christina Tax!nr

From: PMS Supreme <pmskriletz@gmail.com =
Sent: Tuesday, May 10, 2022 11:52 AM

Te: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

| just heard yet another large warehouse is being planned in Cherry Valley. Please don't approve this| Traffic atthe
I-10 freeway and Cherry Valley exit is already building and will be awful when the huge warehhouse north of Cherry
Valley Blvd opens. The Highland Springs exit is already a mess.

G171
I know politicians don't care about the people they are supposed to represent. | know they receive money for
voting in the developers’ best interests.

It's just so gross.

Patricia Skriletz
a concerned CherryValley resident
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa, with Caltransand the County
of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10 (1-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard
interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic operations.

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements:

o Widen CherryValley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction

« Add turnpockets along CherryValley Boulevard approaching on-ramps

o Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps

« Reconstruct andrealign on- and off-ramps

« RealignCalimesa Boulevard north of the 1-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange
« Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard

« Installnew 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 [-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

Christina Taylor
=
From: Patricia Norcutt <pnorcutt@yahoo.com=
Sent: Thursday, April 28, 2022 5:29 PM
Te: Christina Taylor
Subject: Summit Warehouses

Please, please don't do this to our city and our residents. The trucks, the traffic, the noise and pollution is already is over,
the top. | live off Highland Springs in Four Seasons where thanks to poor planning and decisions on the part of Banning  |=1=
City government, we face a huge warehouse project to the east of us. Enough,

There are a number of factors ignored or minimized in this draft EIR that would have negative effects on the thousands
of seniors in Solera/Oak Valley Greens, which is located across Brookside Avenue from the site of this warehouse.

G18-2
First, senior citizens are the MOST vulnerable of any age group to respiratory disease caused by pollution from diesel 18-
wheel trucks,

Second, based on estimates from the South Coast Air Quality Management District of the number of trucks per square
foot of warehouses, more than BOD big-rigs a day would be going to and from the warehouse. This would cause G183
significant traffic safety problems for drivers and pedestrians alike, especially seniors.

Third, many seniors in 5olera live on fixed, limited incomes. Putting a mega warehouse adjacent to the community
would significantly lower the value of their homes,

There are many appropriate places to build industrial warehouses. Putting them in residential areas, especially across
the street from senior communities, is NOT appropriate.

G-

| urge the Planning Commission and City Councll to turm down the proposed warehouse.

Thank you for your consideration.

Patricia Norcutt
Quiet Creek
Beaumaont
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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 takeninto 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 mitigationincorporated.

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 takeninto 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 takeninto 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

Christina Taylor

From: Jerry Stearn <stearn@outlook.coms
Sent: Thursday, May 26, 2022 6:56 AM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: SUMMIT STATION

Respectfully, Please Please Please do Mot Vote for the Summit Station Project , think of all your Senior Citizens
and the children that will be born close the polluting warehouse that will possibly have health Esues.

Take a minute and think of all your constituents that do not want Summit Stationand not the Money. The roads G13-1

at Summit Station are not build for thousands of trucks using them.
Thank you,

Johnand Sandra Steam
1689 S Forest Daks Dr

Beaumont, CA'92223

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.
https:/ e . avast.com/antivir us
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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 takeninto 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 mitigationincorporated.
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Comment Letter G20 — Wiltraud Dukes

Christina Taylor

Frome Wiltraud Dukes <wiltraud dukes@gmail.comz>
Sent: Wednesday, May 25, 2022 5:31 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station Warehouse

Ms. Christina Taylar

| am a Beaumont resident, living in Solera. | am writing in response to the planning of the Summit Station
Warehouse at Brookside in Beaumont. It is unbelievable that the City Counsel would even consider a huge
warehouse in our community. The Inland Empire has already itsshare of mega warehouses whose trucks cause
crowded streets and freeways, damage our roads and most of all poison our air. We know that air pollution caused | G20-1
by the Diesel fumes from the trucks cause pulmonary health problems. Is there no concem for the health of the
elderly who are mostly at risk and live close by? What about the children at Brooks Elementary School which is just
a few hundred yards down the road? What about the students of Beaumont H[gh School? 1
| strongly oppose the construction of the Summit Station Warehouse in our neighborhood. | sincerely hope that
Beaumont's City Counsel will consider the negative impact this warehouse would have on the life and the health of | G20-2
the residents and therefore DOES NOT approve the construction of Summit Station|
Since rely

Wiltraud Dukes

"BEAUMONT CARES"
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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 takeninto 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 mitigationincorporated.

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G21 — Janet Hawkesworth

Christina Taylor

From:
Sent:
T
Subject:

As a resident of Solera Oak Valley Greens, | strongly oppose the idea of more warehouses here in our lovely

Janet Hawkesworth <sdfirefly 1414@Egmail come
Wednesday, May 25, 2022 11:21 AM

Christina Taylor

Summit Station

community. Please, please vote against Summit Station. Thank you,

Janet Hawkesworth

=521-1
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G22 — Lane Joel

Christina Ta:lnr
—_— = ===
From: Lane Jodl <lsjoeld6@gmail.com:
Sent: Wednesday, May 25, 2022 9:59 AM
To: Christina Taylor
Subject: Summit Station

I've read that the City of Beaumont is considering the Summit Station
construction just outside the gates of my community (Solera Oak Valley
Greens). When I purchased my home, we were all told the “chicken
farm” was being demolished and a housing was to replace it. That didn't
seem too bad to me. Now there is a consideration of warehouse on this |G22-1
property with semi-trucks in and out of this new complex every hour of
every day. Has the City, County and State considered what the air
quality will be for us senior citizens that live across the street from this
massive building? What are we going to do with all the traffic that will
come with over 1000 trucks a day? 1

I believe there are more appropriate places in Beaumont for a project as T
described, but not across the street from a senior community. We (the
City of Beaumont) had no control regarding the monstrosity being
constructed on Cherry Valley Blvd. as it fell into the County of Riverside.
This project is in our City and we should have a say in what is G22-2
constructed on the vacant land or at the very least put a building that
falls within the City future. Warehousing in the middle of a residential
area doesn't fall in the City future in this location.

I strong urge a NO vote on this project. P

Lane Joel
Solera Resident
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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 mitigationincorporated.

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; 1-10/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 takeninto 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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G23 — Kevin Trudgeon

Christina Taylor

From: cvtrudgeons@aol.com

Sent: Tuesday, May 24, 2022 8:02 PM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: SUMMITSTATION

My wife and | strenuously oppose the Summit Station project based on the facts that a zoning change from residential

to commercial and light industrial is needed, and the location directly opposite of residential communities. Changing

the zoning is reason enough to question this project as it is obviously in a residential area, but the traffic and fraffic G23-1
pollutionand noise pollution are extremely detrimental to the surrounding communities. Also, and most important to
homeowners is the affect on property values to have such a monstrosity located so close to our homes.

Kewvin Trudgeon

1722 Snowberry Road
Beaumont, CA 92223
051-237-5830
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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 takeninto 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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G24 - Joyce Bartholomew

Christina Taylor

From: Joyce <jobart1645@ gmail.com:=
Sent: Tuesday, May 24, 2022 1:35 PM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

City Council;

Please do not allow yet another warehouse to be built in our Beaumont community. We were betrayed by
County of Riverside Supervisors who allowed the monstrosity to be built on Cherry Valley Blvd. 24-1

Hopefully our pleas will be heard.

Joyce Bartholomew
1645 Hibiscus Ct.
Beaumont, CA 92223
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G25 — Sharon Geiser

Christina Taylor

From: Sharon Geiser <sharkgei.2015@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 24, 2022 12:43 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Beaumnont summit Station

As a resident of Beaumont | am opposed to the Summit Station project due to its proximity |
to a residential area and a proposed park to be built across the street from the designated
location for this project. Beaumont is a fast growing city and we need to make sure that all
future G23-1

development takes into consideration the air quality of all residents in
the Pass area. 1

Traffic is also a concern as we already have traffic jams on every
major artery in the Pass area! Beaumont has industrial areas that

G25-2
have been set aside for developments of this nature.
Regards, )
Sharon Geiser
1689 Quiet Creek
City of Beaumont July 2022
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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 takeninto 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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G26 — Julio and Gwen Clementin

Christina Taylor

From: Joe Clementin <joeclementins1@gmail.com=>
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2022 10:39 AM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Re: Summit Station Project

Hello Miss Taylor, and The Beaumont City Council,

lam a resident of the Solera Community and have been since 2005. My wife and | moved to this beautiful
and peaceful community to get away from the hustle and bustle of the Los Angeles environment. Our mission
was to bring a better life for ourselves in our remaining years. In the past seventeen years we have seen much
growth in and around Beaumont. We expected as much when we made our move knowing the area had much
appeal for younger families to make a start. Many new family homes have been, and continue to be built here. G26-1
New schools have been built since we moved here and we have participated in supporting the Beaumont School
District. There are also several 55 and up communities in and around Beaumont as well as ranches and
farmlands. | believe itis a great mixture of diverse living.

The introduction of these large warehouse facilities are not only a bother to many of us, but a concern as
well. Mostly | don't see the sense in placing these large facilities near communities with elementary schools,
and the elderly. Of course the dangers of diesel exhaust and 'big rig' movement in the area does not hold be nefit
for any age group. I'm sure the City Council knows as well as the rest of us that our current Infrastructure (roads, | G26-2
streets etc.) is not viable for warehouse activity, which includes the increase in traffic flow and the other issues
that come with it. Besides these truths, | must ask, "Why do we need another wearhouse facility in our area
anyway 22111" | totally understand the rights of land-owners when it comes to selling or developing property, T
however, the tuming of this land into commercial use within communities thriving with families and the elderly
is REPREHENSIBLE! | also believe these large land/commercial propositions have become a money frenzy
opportunity for all involved and that consideration towards the residents of these surrounding communities has | 3053
become asham!

limplore you to do the right thing, and vote down this commercial land project proposition !
Thank you for your time and consideration!

Very best regands,

Julio and Gwen Clementin
819 Annandale Rd.
Beaumont, CA 92223
{951) 769-7237
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Responses to Comment Letter G26 —Julio and Gwen Clementin

G26-1

G26-2

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto 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 mitigationincorporated.

See DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study for recommended roadway improvements; 1-10/Cherry
Valley Boulevard interchange improvements; site adjacent roadway improvements; and site
access improvements.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G27 — Penny Key

Christina Taylor
From: Penny Key <penmhey] 2@gmal com >
Sent Monday, May 23, 2022 9:46 AM
Ta: Christina Taylor
Subject: Beaumant wanhouse
Hello Ms. Taylor, _
| an a resident of Four Seasons. | moved here in 2012 because of the peaceful and healthy environment. | am
distressed and appalled at the number of warehouses being bullt inour community. And now there is another
gargantuan bullding being proposed for Beaumaont, with it's attendant traffic and pollution problems. | G271
strong by protest this warehouse! Does Beaumont really have to be this greedy?
Surely there other ways o bring business developrment to Beaumont than to distort its very character? [
Additionally, there has to be other things that are equally im portant to money suchas neighborhood
relationships, community character, home improvements campaigns (ala HGTV's shows “Good Bones”, G27-2
“Hometown" and “Bargain Block™) and our beautiful views.
Thank you for corsidering my apinion.
Take good care,
Penny Key
1554 Turtle Creek
Beaumnaont, CA 92223
310-650-2662
Sent by Owl
City of Beaumont July 2022
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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 takeninto 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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G28 — Steve Rutledge

Christina Taylor

From: Steve Rutledge <snutledge2?@gmail.com>
Sent Maonday, May 23, 2022 343 AM

T Chiristina Taylor

Subject MNew Warehouse

Ms. Taylor:

As a member of the Pass Democratic Club, the Four Seasons Blue club, as well as

serving as the Vice Chairman of San Gorgonio Memorial Hospital's Board of Directors,
| implore you to stop the insanity of throwing open the doors of Beaumont to G281
another warehouse. This one | understand is to be 2.5 million square feet.

Iin addition to damage a warehouse would do to our ecology and air quality, lam
concerned, for obvious reasons, about how a warehouse like that would impact
traffic. it would hinder emergency vehicles trying to reach San Gorgonio Memorial G28-2
Hospital, and at some point would surely cost the life of someone in desperate need
of emergency assistance.

I am left to wonder if this is the cause of the mysterious and sudden departure of
former City Manager Todd Parton?

Please don’t make the same mistake the Banning City Council did in approving a | 5553
warehouse adjacent to Sun Lakes. Some of us, myself included, moved her for the
tranquility offered in the Pass area, and this warehouse is the antithesis to that

environment.

Sincerely,

Steve Rutledge
1594 Turtle Creek
Beaumont, CA 92223

(424) 222-1288
srutledge2?@ pmail.com
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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 takeninto 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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G29 — Bettie Erickson

Christina Taylor

From: bettie erickson <bjoerickson@ gmail. com=>
Sent: sunday, May 22, 2022 109 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

Please do not let another big rig warehouse be built in this area. We have multiple housing in the surrounding area
both seniors and family. This project would impact all our lives in ways that can’t be undone. The wind in this area G29-1
already brings many people with allergies and breathing problems to suffer daily. | beg you to vote no on this new

project.

Sent from my iPhone
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G30 — Diane Gell

Christina Taylor

From: Diane Gell <d_gell@hotmail com=>
Sent Sunday, May 22, 2022 10:57 AM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

Towhom it may concern,

| strongly oppose the Summit Station warehouse. The impact that this would have on transpartation and trafficwould be haorrific

to local homeowners. Cherry Valley Blvd. will already be greatlyimpacted by the new warehouses being built doser to the 10
freeway. For folks like myself who live in Solera, | am already using Oak Valley Blvd. to avoid all the construction currently going =30-1

on. This often adds time to my drive coming eastbound. This new proposal would overwhelm the roads and impact prices of

homes in this area greatly. Please fight against this for your citizens of Beaumont.

Thank you,

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 theintroduction 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

Christina Taylor

From: ronnie zacker <soleraronnie@ gmail.com>
Sent Saturday, May 21, 2022 701 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station Warehouse

| am totally opposed to building yet another mega warehouse near Solera OVG's 55+ Community as well as the

Junior High and High School just down the street on Brookside which would be heavily impacted.. This absolutely

will have a severe effect on the air we breathe, whereby causing more traffic, congested roads and freeways, as | G31-1
well as destroying our environment and natural habitat. Riverside County and 5an Bernardino County have the

MWORST Air Quality in the NATION! That, on its own merit should deter your decision!

I strongly urge you to rethink your decision.

Sincerely,
Ronnie Zacker
HOA Board VP of Solera OVG
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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

Christina Taxlnr

From: Tim Pavlian <tahoeflyingcub@hotmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, May 21, 2022 12:38 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

You can add my name to the growing list of individuals in opposition to the
proposed Summit Station development. The one just north on Cherry Valley
Blvd. was too much. Traffic has become unbearable on the I-10 and offramps at
Cherry Valley Blvd. and Oak Valley Blvd. We just don't have the roads, G32-1
intersections, and infrastructure to handle all this massive development. Please
stop this insanity.

Tim Pavlian
1543 High Meadow Dr.
Beaumont
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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

Christina Tazlnr

=—T
From: mmtulledge@netzero.net on behalf of mmtulledge@netzero.com
Sent: Saturday, May 21, 2022 11:00 AM
To: Christina Taylor
Subject: Summit Station
Please don't burden us with yet another Fulfillment Center On Brookside. Aren't 2 enough? Think of your
constituents instead of the money. Please. G33-1
Thank you for your consideration,
Michael Tulledge
Marcia Tulledge
1767 Dalea Way (Solera)
Beaumont Ca 92223
City of Beaumont July 2022
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G34 — Carol Ennis

Christina Taylor

From: CAROL ENNIS <ennisc@aol.coms>
Sent: Saturday, May 21, 2022 9:15 AM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

| am totally against putting the Summit Station warehouse in Beaumont. It would be directly
across from the senior community of Solera were most of the residents are in their 70's and 80's G34-1
and have respiratory problem.

Carol Ennis
966 Hidden Oaks Drive
Beaumont, CA 92223
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G35 — Albert Sanderson

Christina Taylor

From: Albert Sanderson < albert r.sanderson@ me.com:
Sent: Friday, May 20, 2022 527 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Summit Station Project, the
proposed amendment to allow the building of industrial properties and GA5-1
commercial buildings along Brookside Ave. While the local community may be
unable to prevent development, that in itself will be detrimental to the area,
nearly all residents in the Stetson neighborhood are completely opposed to the
addition of Industrial and commercial buildings that will cause traffic and safety | G35-2
problems, destroy local wildlife habitat, and potentially lower the property
values of the existing community.

Traffic and safety of pedestrians are major areas of concern. Traffic jams at the
Cherry Valley Blvd / 10 fwy On and Off ramps have already been substantially
increased by the construction and future large vehicle traffic from the current G353
addition of industrial building along Cherry Valley Blvd. This will become a
serious issue that will affect many residents and will only be increased by the
addition of Summit Station.

Wildlife has been observed in the area, and any development will destroy their
habitat. Any planned development of the property should consider the
continuing impact to local wildlife habitat. G35-4
Property values are likely to go down in the area if the area directly adjacent to
our neighborhood is allowed to contain industrial buildings due to the
increased noise and air pollution,

Before council members were to vote to allow something of this nature they
must consider how they would feel if this was to be built next to their own G35-5
neighborhood. Growth of the city is important, but not at the determinant of our
homes and health.

Thank you,
Albert Sanderson
Stetson Neighborhood Resident
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Responses to Comment Letter G35 — Albert Sanderson

G35-1

G35-2

G35-3

G354

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

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 CEQAand
thereforeis not included in the DEIR. However, your comment will be takeninto consideration
by decision-makers.

Referto response to comment G35-2, above.

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.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G36 — Phil and Carolyn Bonanno

Christina Taylor

From: Itbon1 @verizon.net

Sent: Friday, May 20, 2022 5:15 PM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

Ms. Taylor, We wish to formally notify you of our abject dismay with the Summit Station plan. This email serves as

our notice that we are absolutely against this proposed commercial G36
use of these lands directly across from both the Stetson and the Solera Communities. It means more pollution that -1
schoadl children and elders must deal with and is a very rea health risk.

Further, the non-stop traffic issues would make this a less than acceptable place to continue to live. Thank you for IGSB
listening. Please let our voices be heard. 2

Phil and Carolyn Bonanno
1570 High Meadow Dr.
Beaumont, Ca. 92223

951 769 9110
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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 transportationimpacts.
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Comment Letter G37 — Cathy Frates

Christina Taylor

From: Cathy Frates <cathy.frates@verizon.net>
Sent: Friday, May 20, 2022 4:07 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: warehouse

please stop the building of ANOTHER warehouse-the first one should never have been allowed near homes-there is

plenty of wide open spaces elsewhere 37-1
Sent from the all new ADL app for i05
City of Beaumont July 2022
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G38 — Lisa and Tony Lucchesi

Christina Taylor

From: Lisa lucchesi <coclamomi@yahoo.com >
Sent Friday, May 20, 2022 3:34 PM

Tex Christina Taylor

Subject BEAUMOMT SUMMIT STATION

To whom it may concern on the Beaumont Planning Commission,

We ({myself, husband and various neighbors of Solera) are vehemently against
this Summit Station Project. We campaigned furiously against the warehouses (No G381
Way Gateway) currenthy being construcked and it all fell on deaf ears, or stuffed
pockets,

Until the County of Riverside, Caltrans and the City of Beaumont can fix the
infrastructure needed to even deal with the city's population boom, building this
project would be terrible for the homeowners, traffic on Brookside and Cherry
Valley Blvd, not to mention the off and on ramps of the 10 freeway. It already gets |G38-2
backed up, just with parents heading to and from schools to pick up their children. I
am just waiting for the current warehouses to open and see how many accidents
happen when a semi pulls outin front of cars going 45-55mph or turns in front of
someone. We do not need another warehousefeyesore dotting our nice open =
landscape. The jobs that these provide are not high paying and with all of the other
jobs available right now, this project is not needed. If you are going to build a
project, forget the warehouses and get more entertainment, restaurants, shopping
and infrastructure.

I know we have a severe drought in California and rolling blackouts during the
summer, so why are we using 10,000 gallons for each water truck to spray the dirt
to grade pads for these behemoths? The amount of trucks and water needed for
these projects would be enough water for several homes already here. Also, all of 538-4
the electricity to keep these giant buildings air conditioned and running 24/7. It's
okay for business to use our precious water and power, but not current residents?
And the pollution of all of those diesel trucks pulling in and out!

Please think about the people in Beaumont that moved here for a nice town and
open spaces that are now fighting gridlock and pollution.

535-3

No one that I have spoken to is for this project, and every time I drive by the (G385
Gateway Project, I get angry. Please don't let this happen to Beaumont.

Thank you,

Lisa and Tony Lucchesi
Resident of Solera
Cherry Valley Blvd commuter

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-485



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 — Comments and Responses to DEIR

This page intentionally left blank.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-486



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 — Comments and Responses to DEIR

Responses to Comment Letter G38 — Lisa and Tony Lucchesi

G38-1

G38-2

G38-3

G384

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

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.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

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.
Referto Section 4.17, Utilities and Service Systems, for a full assessment of potentialimpacts.
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.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G39 — Ann C. Hasbargen

Christina Taylor

From: Ann <achas4@rrsigns.com>
Sent: Friday, May 20, 2022 11:29 AM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

| support the resolution, opposing, the proposed Beaumont Summit Station Warehouse,

Sincerely,

Ann C. Hasbargen

I G39-1

City of Beaumont
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-491



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 — Comments and Responses to DEIR

This page intentionally left blank.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-492



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 — Comments and Responses to DEIR

Comment Letter G40 — Jonathon Lanza

Christina Taylor

From: Jon Lanza <jonlanza@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 18, 2022 751 PM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

Good evening, if you don't have time to read this entire email | just want to start out by saying, please consider
the traffic issues this new commercial development will cause.

1 just wanted to quickly voice some concerns about the new summit station project that could possibly be G40-1
developed across from the Stetson Neighborhood which is where | live. | don't know the pros and cons of the

economic or environmental impact of this project and | won't pretend to either. | would think more commercial
real estate and businesses would bring more revenue and increase the value to our beautiful city. 1

The one thing that affects me that | can definitely speak on is traffic. If1 had one thing that | would want to be

considered when this Summit Station project is being developed, is how it will affect traffic. Beaumont has always
been behind the curve in developing new roads and infrastructure for the significant growth this city has seen. G40-2
Chemry Valley bivd. is now drastically busier with the new businesses that have been built just south of the -10and |
consistently sit in traffic while waiting to get on the freeway. (It's usually not much but it used to be non-existent). |

I just really hope there is thought about the increased flow of traffic that both Brookside and Cherry Valley Bivd. will |
see if this projectisdeveloped. Please consider adding lanes to both streets, possible on or offramps at Brookside | G40-3
Ave. or anything to make it better before the development is built, not after.

Thank you for your time!

lonathon Lanza
Qakhurst Ct. Resident
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

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

G40-3 Referto response to comment G40-2, above.
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Comment Letter G41 — Rafael Gutierrez

Christina Taylor

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rafael Gutierre <gutierrez.rafa@icloud.com>
Tuesday, May 17, 2022 7:48 PM

Christina Taylor

Summit Station

Voting a huge NO for that station to come to my neighborhood.

Sent from my iPhone

City of Beaumont
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G42 — Joanna Gutierrez

Christina Taylor

From: Joanna Gutierrez <jcgq@icloud.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 17, 2022 7:46 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

Please do it bring that to our lovely family oriented neighborhood.
G42-1

Joanna Gutierrez

City of Beaumont July 2022
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G43 — Charles and Hildegard Davis

Christina Taylor

From: davis_ch1@verizon.net

Sent: Tuesday, May 17,2022 10:14 AM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

As we personally live on the Brookside area of Solera Oak Valley Greens we
OPPOSE the Beaumont Summit Station Warehouse buildings. Our homes will
be severely downgraded in selling prices and most importantly the air quality for
senior citizens that live here will have severe health issues. G43-1
Please do not vote for this warehouse building. There are way to many already
in this area.

Thank you, L
Charles and Hildegard Davis

Solera Oak Valley Greens

City of Beaumont July 2022
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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 CEQAand
therefore is not included in the DEIR. However, your comment will be takeninto consideration
by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G44 — James and Peggy Rockwell

Christina Taylor

From: Peggy Roclwell < peggy a.Ljohnson @gmail com =
Sent: Sunday, May 15, 2022 10:27 AM

To: Christina Taylor

Ce Peggy A. L. Rodewell

Subject: SUMMIT STATION

As two of 2,500 residents who live in the Solera community, my husband and | OPPOSE
the building of warehouses on Brookside Ave. Doing such will create an increased and
enormous truck/traffic-infested dilemma, causing delays, increased pollution, etc. that
ALREADY impacts residents of Sun Lakes, Four Seasons AND those of us who frequently G44-1
drive to Highland Springs Rd. to shop. The building and encroachment of warehouses next
to the Sun Lakes community will ONLY heighten the already overcrowded situation that
exits there! WE DON'T WANT THAT SAME SCENARIO IMPACTING OUR COMMUNITY OF
SOLERA!! 1
DON'T LET MONETARY GAIN BE THE CITY'S REASON TO ALLOW THE CONSTRUCTIONOF T
BUILDINGS ON BRODKSIDE TO BE APPROVED!!
It is our hope that the concern of all Solera residents will NOT BE neglected, but rather, G442
that its senior dtizens [and our neighbors who live in single family homes!) would have a
HIGH priority that would be taken into serious consideration. WE WOULD APPRECIATE IT
IF THE CITY OF BEAUMONT WOULD PLEASE VOTE AGAINST THAT PROPOSAL!

Sincerely, L
James & Peggy Roclwell

City of Beaumont July 2022
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-511



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 — Comments and Responses to DEIR

This page intentionally left blank.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-512



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 — Comments and Responses to DEIR

Comment Letter G45 — Joseph Leon
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Please vate NO on the Summit Station in our area.

Please listen to the voters needs 545-3
Thank you.

Joseph Leon

1639 Scotledale Road
Beaumont, CA 92223
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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 takeninto 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
adverseimpact 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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G46 — Mel and Cecilialrwin

Christina Taylor

From: meromansd2 8@ roadrunner com
Sent: Saturday, May 14, 2022 9.45 AM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: SUMBMIT STATION

We support the Resolution DOFPOSING the Beaumont Summit Station Warehouse.

The proposed 2.5 million sq. ft. Beaumont Summit Station mega warehouse across Brookside Avenue from Solera Del | 4
Webb would cause seripus problems for us seniors in our community.

First, senior citizens are the MOST vulnerable of any age group to respiratory disease that would be caused by pollutil:m- G468

from diesel 18-wheel trucks. “2
Second, the hundreds of big-rigs a DAY coming to and from the warehouse would cause significant traffic safety 346
problems for drivers and pedestrians alike, 13

Third, many of us in Solera live on a fied, limited income. Putting a mega warehouse adjacent to our community would 544
significantly lower the value of our homes, 4

Faurth, the sound factor of these big-rigs coming to and from the warehouse on a contlnual basis would create an ':34&
environmental noise hazard that could lead to additional health problems throughout the entire community. These [

noise factors may also be a contributing factor to "climate change." See, "The Effects of Moise on Health”™ - Harvard
Medicine Review - May 2, 2022. L

There are many other appropriate places to build industrial warehouses. Putting them in a residential area, especlally T
across the street fram senior communities is NOT appropriate,

4
We, along with over 2,500 city residents urge the City Council ta vate NO on the Summit Station Warehouse proposal, 6
Mel & Cecilia Irwin
1188 Wisteria Way
Beaumont, CA 92223
City of Beaumont July 2022
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Responses to Comment Letter G46 —Mel and Cecilia Irwin

G46-1

G46-2

G46-3

G46-4

G46-5

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

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.

Comment noted. Section 4.15, Transportation, fully analyzes and discloses all traffic-related
impacts associated with the proposed Project.

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

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

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

City of Beaumont July 2022
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Comment Letter G47 — George J. Newlin

Christina Taylor

From: George Newlin <geonewlin@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, May 14, 2022 8:56 AM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

| believe approving Summit Stafion is getting the cart before the horse, as the large warehouse on the north side of
Cherry Valley Blvd. is nearing completion, none of the promised infrastructure improvements to the freeway
overpass, freeway on and offramps nor sfreet work to allow for the increase in heavy duty traffic. The building of
another warehouse in that area before this work has been done will make Cherry Valley Blvd. nearly impassable and
freeway entrances and exits unmanageable. They're not great now before warehouse due to new housing on south
side of freeway. These iterns need to be dealt with before approving new warehouses in this area! GAT-1

| am sure jobs have been promised as need for these warehouses, but consider this a large senior community
almost directly across Brookhurst Ave., a nursery school, an elementary school and a High schod within 4 miles of
this project. So these promised jobs will also create many jobs in Doctors offices Hospitals and mortuaries as many
study's have shown these effects on respiratory systems in areas near these type of establishments. Please consider
this before authorizing any further truck traffic near these vulnerable areas.

Thank You

George J. Newlin
1648 Snowberry Rd.
Beaumont, Ca. 92223
951-863-8479
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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; [-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange
improvements; site adjacent roadway improvements; and site access improvements.
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Comment Letter G48 — Ron Bogle

Christina Taylor

From: Ren Bogle <r.bog@verizon.net >
Sent: Friday, May 13, 2022 11:29 AM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: SUMMIT STATION

The proposed 2.5 million sq. ft. Beaumont Summit Station mega warehouse across Brookside Avenue from Solera would I G48-1
cause serious problems for the seniors in our Solera 55+ community.

First, senior citizens are the MOST vulnerable of any age group to respiratory disease caused by pollution from diesel 18- :[ G482
wheel trucks. B

Second, the hundreds of big-rigs a DAY coming to and from the warehouse would cause significant traffic safety problems fcr]: G48-3
drivers and pedestrians alike. -

Third, many of us in Solera live on a fixed, limited incomes. Putting a mega warehouse adjacent to our community would :[ G548-4
significantly lower the value of our homes.

There are many appropriate places to build mndustrial warehouses, Putting them in residential areas, especially across the street
from semior communifies s NOT appropriate.

G48-5
Please urge the Beaumont City Council to vote NO on the Summit Station Warehouse proposal.
Thank
you.
City of Beaumont July 2022
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Responses to Comment Letter G48 —Ron Bogle

G48-1

G48-2

G48-3

G48-4

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

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.

Traffic (diesel) circulation associated with the Project would predominantly occur betweenthe
Project site and the 1-10/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 1-10 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.

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G49 - Shirley Slick

Christina Taylor

From: shirley <bslick2@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Friday, May 13, 2022 7:44 AM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit station

City Council of Beaumont: | firmly oppose the proposed warehouse summit station. Please do not let this
happen. Please consider the local schook,, the air quality and the traffic situation on the -10 and the intersection | (5349-1
at Cherry valley Blvd. One huge warehouse is ENOUGH !

Shirley Slick
1776 Brittney Rd
Beaumont CA

City of Beaumont

2.0-529

July 2022



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 — Comments and Responses to DEIR

This page intentionally left blank.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-530



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 — Comments and Responses to DEIR

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

Christina Taylor

From: Marcia Casem <mac-extrai@msncom>
Sent: Thursday, May 12, 2022 10:30 AM

Ta: Christina Taylor

Subject: RE: Summit Station

Thank you,

Marcia

Sent from Mail for Windows

From: Christing Taylor <Ctaylor@beaumontca. gov=
Sent: Thursday, May 12, 2022 9:44:24 AM

To: Marcia Casem <mac-extraf@msn.com>
Subject: RE: Summit Station

Thank you for your comments. They will be provided to the decision makers and noted for the record.,

CHRISTINA TAYLOR
Community Development Director

City of Beaumaont
550 E. 6th Street, Beaumont, Ca 92223
Desk (951) 572-3212

BeaumontCa.gov
Facebook | witter | Instagram | YouTube

W7 s N
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#ACITYELEVATED
From: Marcia Casem <mac-extra@msn.com=
Sent: Thursday, May 12, 2022 9:21 AM

To: Christina Taylor <Ctaylor@beaumontca. gov>
Subject: Summit Station

Good Morning Christina:

City of Beaumont July 2022
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Christina Tailur

From: Marcla Casem <mac-extra@msnoom>
Sent Thursday, May 12, 2022 9:21 AM

Te Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

Good Morning Christina:

I am a resident of Solera Oak Valley Greens Assoc. and I am opposed to the
Summit Station proposal with every breath I take. I worked in Mira Loma for 12
years and each year I had to do a report for the company (SWOT) which included
Threats. This included environmental concermns. Mira Loma had the worst air
quality in the country due to TRUCKS. There are nothing but warehouses,
distribution centers and manufacturing from before the 60 to the 15 freeways on
Etiwanda Ave. People can't say that Beaumont is windy and will blow bad air
away. Mira Loma has more and stronger winds than Beaumont.

Many seniors in this community have breathing problems, and I am one of them. | G50-1
I moved to Beaumont in 2005 because of the small town feel and clean air. You
may not think that one more project like this will hurt anything, but look what's
coming at the east end of Moreno Valley, the World Logistic Center project, which
is going to pollute our air and freeway with 14,000 trucks a day. I consider this in
our own backyard, and now Beaumont is literally going to put one in my backyard.
I absolutely hate driving on Cherry Valley Blvd. now because of the new
construction there. What will the proposed one do to Brookside? This will have a
negative effect on our property values, and I sincerely doubt that our property
taxes will be reduced enough to cover our medical expenses required because of
our declining health from this project.

Please vote against this project. Itis NOT good for Beaumont or for the residents T
of Beaumont! a50-2

Thank you for your consideration,

Marcia Beyer-Casem
1718 S. Forest Oaks Dr.
Beaumont, CA. g2223

Sent from Mail for Windows
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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

Christina Taylor

From: Kathy Maroste <jafrakat@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, May 12, 2022 809 AM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

| am writing to you regarding my extreme concern about Summit Station. As a Solera resident, | am already impacted by}51_1

the first mega-warehouse almost finished on Cherry Valley Blvd.
Summit Station would be even closer to Solera. As a senior citizen, this greatly impacts my health with diesel emissions,
G51-2

truck traffic & the value of my property.
Please consider the lives of the residents who have already made Beaumont their home, expecting their "golden years" }m_a

to be tranguil and healthy by voting AGAINST SUMMIT STATION.

Thank you, Kathleen Maroste, Solera Resident
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Responses to Comment Letter G51 — Kathleen Maroste

G51-1

G51-2

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G52 — David L. Scott

Christina Taylor

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dear Ms Taylor:

David <davidlscott10@gmail.com=>
Thursday, May 12, 2022 7:29 AM
Christina Taylor

Summit Station Project

As a resident of Solera Beaumont | am highly opposed to this development. We don’t want more traffic congestion and
more diesel pollution in Beaumont/Cherry Valley; there’s enough of that going on already. We've already seen what all st
this development is doing to the Banning area; specifically Highland Spring Ave and Sun Lakes area: ridiculous traffic
congestion and more to come; enough is enough. Please vote this project down.

Sincerely,

David L. Scott

1589 Valhalla Ct
Beaumont, CA 92223

Sent from Mail for Windows
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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 transportationimpacts.
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Comment Letter G53 — Vallarie Clegg

Christina Tﬂflor
—
From: ScrappinVall <scrappinvall®yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 11, 2022 8:20 PM
To: Christina Taylor
Subject: Summit Station

By now, I hope wyou have received hundreds if not thousands of emails
and/or letters opposing the Summit Station warehouses. I don't think I
can add any details as to why this would be welcomed in our residential
community. I know our HOA board will be attending any meetings concerning
this preoject and representing our Solera community with a firm "NO - WE DO|ss=
NOT WANT IT HERE" wview. I just wanted to add my name to the hundreds of
others that say NO. As a voter, I think we should he heard!

PLEASE CONSIDER MY 'NO' VOTE FOR THIS PROJECT.

Vallarie Clegg
1754 Dalea Way

Beaumont, CA
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G54 — David and Mary Burke

Christina Taylor

From: David Burke <dmburke@mail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 11, 2022 7:20 PM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station Warehouse

Good Evening, -
1 wanted to express our oppostion for the building of the Summit Station Warehause. My wife and I moved to the
Solera Community to retire. We carefully chose this location because my wife suffered significant lung damage as a  [e5+-1
result of COVID and this area offered a clean air environment where we could spend the rest of our lives.

The Summit Station warehouse project that is proposed to be adjacent to our retirement community would create
noise pollution, air polulition, traffic congestion due to the semi-truck traffic, impact the limited wildlife found in our  |es42
area such as Bobcats, Coyotes, Quail, Rabbits, Squirrels and song birds.

There was a reason this planned retirement community was built here, because of the beautifuls view, open spaces,
clean air and quiet living. This proposed Summit Station warehouse would jeporidize all of the aforementioned items. I
am certain you would loose long standing residences and the tax revnue and business revenue this community
generates, if this project is approved. The City of Beaumont and local businesses has greatly benefited from the
members of the Solera retirement community. 5543
While, We understand that the City of Beaumont may be considering how much tax revenue this warehouse will
generate for the city, they need to focus on how much they could loose if this project is approved and residence chose
to leave the area.

Respectfully,

David and Mary Burke
1158 Blackbrush Rd.
Beaumont, Ca. 92223
(909) 744-2411
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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 Section4.3, Biological Resources, noise and vibration impact
assessedinSection 4.11, Noise; and transportationimpacts 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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-551



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 — Comments and Responses to DEIR

This page intentionally left blank.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-552



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report

Section 2.0 — Comments and Responses to DEIR

Comment Letter G55 — James Gleason

Christina Taylor

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hi can you please add me to list to receive updates on this project?

Thank you. James Gleason.

Sent from my iPhone

Jim Gleason <jimg1126@gmail.com>
Wednesday, May 11, 2022 5:12 PM
Christina Taylor

Summit station warehouse

I live in Solera and this would be catastrophic.

55-1
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G56 — Joel Sr.

Christina Taylor

From: srjoel@verizon.net

Sent: Wednesday, May 11, 2022 433 PM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

I am not opposed to warehouse projects; however, I am respectfully requesting not to T
approve this warehouse project as it will be directly across the street from the 55+
Solera Senior Community in which I live as it would cause serious problems for the &66-1
seniors in our community. Senior citizens are the MOST vulnerable of any age group to
respiratory disease caused by pollution from diesel 18-wheel trucks.

The hundreds of big-rigs a DAY coming to and from the warehouse would cause

significant traffic safety problems for drivers and pedestrians alike. e

Putting a mega warehouse adjacent to our community would significantly lower the as.a
value of our homes.

There are many appropriate places to build industrial warehouses - but putting one 54
across the street from senior communities is NOT appropriate.
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Responses to Comment Letter G56 —Joel Sr.

G56-1

G56-2

G56-3

G56-4

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, fullyanalyzes and discloses all traffic-related impacts associated with the proposed
Project.

As discussed in Section 4.15, Transportation, the DEIR analyzed the proposed Project’s
potential to substantiallyincrease traffic hazards due toa geometric design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) orincompatible 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.

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

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

Christina Taylor

From: Arthur Wallace <artwallaceinc@icloud.coms
Sent: Wednesday, May 11, 2022 3:51 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Ce: crodgers@ keystonepacific.oom

Subject: Sumimit Station

Re: Froposed Summit Station Warehouse project
Dear Sirs,

As a long time (17 yrs.) resident of the city of Beaumont, and of the community of Solera, | am writing to voice my
opposition to the building of another mega-warehouse within the immediate area of our community and of the area G571
between Brookside and Cherry Valley Boulevard.

As you know a million square foot warehouse is already being built just a few miles from us, directly off the freeway on
and off ramps at Cherry Valley Boulevard. That warehouse, by itself will cause damage to the environment, air quality, |ases
traffic and the traditionally rural nature of Beaumont and Cherry Valley. it's more than enough, and the citizens of this
area of Beaumont fought this project for three years. Sadly, we lost.

Mow, it is the responsibility of the City of Beaumont to do the right thing for its residents. Please don’t sell us out again.
The City has already zoned areas for warehouse use. Put warehouses where they are intended, not by senior
communities.

LT

The land in question was originally zoned for single family dwellings. Then, later, commercial and restaurant type
enterprises. A massive warehouse complex was never imagined for that area by our original City Fathers. Why would
you do that now?

o574

In my opinion, this warehouse project, and ary others like it, will damage the character of our city, damage the quality
of our lifestyle, degrade traffic flow, degrade air quality, degrade gur home prices, and permanently damage the

livability of this City we call home. aars

Please reject this project.
Respectfulky,

Arthur Wallace
Barbara Wallace
1784 Muirfield Lana
Beaumnont, CA 92223
951-922-6004
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Responses to Comment Letter G57 —Arthur Wallace

G57-1

G57-2

G57-3

G57-4

G57-5

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

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
evaluatedthe proposed Project’s aesthetics, air quality, and transportationimpacts.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

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 toIndustrial, 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.

Refer to response G57-1 through G57-4 above.
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Comment Letter G58 — Mike

Christina Taylor

=1
From: Mike Mike <mbungahead@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 11, 2022 3:44 PM
To: Christina Taylor
Subject: The warehouse
Don't really care if it built or not. I G58-1
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
City of Beaumont July 2022
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Responses to Comment Letter G58 —Mike

G58-1 Comment noted.
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Comment Letter G59 — Lisa Mertins

Christina Taylor

From: lisa mertins <Ilmertinsillos@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 28, 2022 2:25 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station Mega Warehouse

Dear Ms Taylor,
I'm a long-time Cherry Valley resident and OC ex-pat that would like to weigh in regarding this project.

I had heard there would be homes across the street from the one that is being built now. Are you aware the first million
dollar home development is being built in Yucaipa now? e
This is an AMAZING opportunity to listen to those of us that want SMART growth. How on earth can we attract good
neighbors that will move to this area with ANOTHER leviathan to mar the landscape?

Infrastructure should be paramount to planners. Locals are furious about the blight of the new buildings. Give us an

upscale, pretty off ramp so we don’t have to look at the monstrosity every time we go to work. How about a beautiful
“Welcome to Cherry Valley” sign to distinguish us from Warehouse Blight? If there is a master plan to look at, please 5582
point me to it.

Thanks for your time, I'm sure you will notice you have our attention thanks to the God-Awful warehousing. UGH!

Sincerely, Lisa (I vote!) Mertins
Sent from my iPad
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

G59-2 Referto response G59-1. Refer tothe 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

Christina Taylor

From: Jon Elliott <jteyates@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, May 06, 2022 2:22 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit valley warehouse

Do not approve the permits to build another monstrosity warehouse that will increase truck traffic on side streets. Be E‘}am
visual blight to the views that the area offers And why we moved out here in the first place.

Because of the increase truck traffic, there will be increased wear and tear on the roads. Iaan-z
Lastly, there is already a 2.6 million Square feet warehouse nearing completion so why do there need to be another

one? IGED—J
Jon Elliott

Sent via the Samsung Galaxy Note20 5G, an AT&T 5G smartphane
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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 thansignificant.
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
AppendixK 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 AppendixK, 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 congestionand improve traffic operations.

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements:

« Widen CherryValley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction

« Add turnpockets along CherryValley Boulevard approaching on-ramps

o Add pedestriancrosswalks and curb ramps

« Reconstruct andrealign on- and off-ramps

« RealignCalimesa Boulevard north of the 1-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange

« Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard

o Installnew trafficsignals

o 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 1-10/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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G61 — Julienne LeMaster

Christina Taylor

From: Julienne LeMaster <juliennelemaster@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, May 06, 2022 10:55 AM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station Warehouse

Hello,

Please don't allow another warehouse building in our beautiful town. The construction building of warehouses and

housing developments has already caused way to much congestion on out roads and highway. Can’t imagine all the eot
wildlife that has already been killed and destroyed.
Sincerely a concerned constituent,
Julienne Lemaster
July 2022
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G62 — Katherine Edwards

Christina Taylor

——e
From: Katie Edwards <kt4tea@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, May 05, 2022 6:18 PM
To: Christina Taylor
Subject: Surmmit Station

Dear Ms. Taylor,
| am writing to respectfully oppose the Summit Station Warehouse project approval.

There are a number of factors ignored or minimized in this draft EIR that would have negative effects on the thousands
of seniors in Solera/0ak Valley Greens, which is located across Brookside Avenue from the site of this warehouse.

For example:

First, senior citizens are the MOST vulnerable of any age group to respiratory disease caused by pollution from diesel 18-
wheel trucks.

Second, based on estimates from the South Coast Air Quality Management District of the number of trucks per square
foot of warehouses, more than 800 big-rigs a day would be going to and from the warehouse. This would cause GE2-3

significant traffic safety problems for drivers and pedestrians alike, especially seniors.

Third, many seniors in Solera live on fixed, limited incomes. Putting a mega warehouse adjacent to the community

would significantly lower the value of their homes. o=
There are many appropriate places to build industrial warehouses. Putting them in residential areas, especially across
the street from senior communities, is NOT appropriate.
(&52-5
| urge the Planning Commission and City Council to turn down the proposed warehouse.
Thank you for your consideration.
Katherine Edwards
Beaumont Resident
City of Beaumont July 2022
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Responses to Comment Letter G62 — Katherine Edwards

G62-1

G62-2

G62-3

G62-4

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

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.

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 toa 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.

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

City of Beaumont July 2022
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Comment Letter G63 — Harry and Nadine Fieger

Christina Taylor

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dear Ms. Taylor:

arachkid1@verizon.net
Thursday, May 05, 2022 4:40 PM
Christina Taylor

Summit Station Warehouse

It is our understanding that yet another warehouse is being proposed for Cherry Valley, an area that has been designated
as rural for many years. Please do not allow Cherry Valley to be further defiled by another warehouse. Please make us |38+
residents your primary consideration and not the warehouse ownersf/operators who undoubtedly live elsewhere.

Sincerely,

Harry and Nadine Fieger
40020 Bridges Street
Cherry Valley CA 52223

City of Beaumont
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G64 — Janice Kuhn

Christina Taylor
From: Jan Kuhn <jkuhn99@gmail.com=
Sent: Wednesday, May 04, 2022 6:52 PM
To: Christina Taylor
Subject: Summit warehouse
Please do not build this warehouse.

-1
This would be an eyesore and a nightmare for residents to navigate to work, school, etc.
There is no infrastructure in place to support the traffic. | know there may be plans to update the bridges and roads, but | )
that is 5 years or more after this warehouse will be built. =
The city of Beaumont needs to consider what it means to be a good steward of public funds. Building this warehouse is T
MOT what is in the best interest for the community you serve. s
-Janice Kuhn

July 2022

City of Beaumont
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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 takeninto 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 CherryValley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction

o Add turnpockets along CherryValley Boulevard approaching on-ramps

o Add pedestriancrosswalks and curb ramps

o Reconstructandrealign on- and off-ramps

o RealignCalimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange

» Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard

« Installnew trafficsignals

o Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along Cherry Valley Boulevard

o 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 1-10/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

Christina Taylor

From: Suni <artbysuni@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 04, 2022 3:28 PM
Ta: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station Warehouse,

PLEASE? NO MORE WAREHOUSES. TRAFFIC)|....
IS ANIGHTMARE NOW!

THANK YOU!
SARAH GODBOLD

RESIDENT OF CHERRY VALLEY, RESIDENT OF
THIS AREA SINCE 1972

City of Beaumont July 2022
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

City of Beaumont July 2022
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Comment Letter G66 — Deborah Holley

Christina Taylor

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ms. Taylor,

Please, please recansider the location for the Summit Station Warehouse, We moved to Cherry Valley because of the
guaintness and rural location! These warehouses will cause even more traffic and congestion which is already a huge f—
problem! There are so many other locations that are farther out from the community where these can be built! Please

Debbie Holley <grammiedeb57@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, May 04, 2022 1:06 PM

Christina Taylor

Summit Station

think of the residents, not the 555!

Thank you,

Eric and Deborah Holley- Cherry Valley

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone

City of Beaumont

2.0-597

July 2022



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 - Comments and Responses to Draft EIR

This page intentionally left blank.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-598



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 - Comments and Responses to Draft EIR

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 congestionand 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 andrealign on- and off-ramps

Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the 1-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange
Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard
Install new traffic signals

Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along CherryValley 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 1-10/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.

City of Beaumont
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Comment Letter G67 — Mary Anne Pickett

Christina Tayler

Froam: telary Pickett <mpickett_k@hotmail com =
Sent: Wednesday, May 04, 2022 12:59 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Re: summit station

Thank you. | appreciate that.
M. A. Pickett

Fream: Christina Taylor <Ctaylor@beaurnontca.gove
Sent: Tuesday, May 3, 2022 4:03 PM

To: Mary Plckett <MPickett_k@hotmail.coms
Subject: Re: summit station

Thank you for your comments Mary. They will be noted for the record and provided to the decision makers.

CHRISTINA TAYLOR

Community Developmeant Director

City of Beaumont

550 E. 6th Street, Beaumant, Ca 92223
Desk (951) 572-32131 | Fax (951) 765-8526
BeaumontCa.gov

Facebook | Twitter | Instagram | YouTube

H#HACITYELEVATED

From: Mary Pickett <MPickett_k@hotmail.com:=
Sent: Saturday, April 30, 2022 2:59:29 PM

To: Christina Taylor <Cltaylor@beavmontca.gavs
Subject: summit station

Thank you for collecting opinions and thoughts an Summit Station.

Please, please- not another warehousellll I o
Cherry Valley Bivd. will be undrivable!!

Retail space-yes, but PLEASE- not another Warehouse!lll
Mary Anne Pickett

The air quality In our beautiful Cherry Valley will be unbreathable! I cer

City of Beaumont
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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 (1-10)/Cherry
Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic operations.

o The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements:

« Widen CherryValley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction

o Add turnpockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps

o Add pedestriancrosswalks and curb ramps

« Reconstruct andrealign on- and off-ramps

« RealignCalimesa Boulevard north of the 1-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange

e Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard

» Installnew traffic signals

o 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 1-10/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

City of Beaumont July 2022
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Comment Letter G68 — Dan Merritt

Christina Tavlor

From: Dan Merritt <dan@stiel-merritt.com:
Sent: Wednesday, May 04, 2022 11:56 AM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

To whom it may concern:

I have lived in Cherry Valley for 22 years. To allow another mega warehouse in our area would be devastating for all G6A-1
Beaumaont and Cherry Valley residents.

You must oppose such a project.
Sincerely,

Dan Merritt
39227 Oak View Lane
Cherry Valley, CA92223

City of Beaumont
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-607



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 - Comments and Responses to Draft EIR

This page intentionally left blank.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-608



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 - Comments and Responses to Draft EIR

Comment Letter G69 — Holly and Jerry Liversage

Christina Taylor

From: Jerry Liversage <respondingrecoveryministries@hotmail com
Sent: Wednesday, May 04, 2022 12:04 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: [*Suspicious Link*] AGAINST BUILDING SUMMIT STATION

Dear Ms Taylor, —
PLEASE DO NOT VOTE TO BUILD ANOTHER WAREHOUSE IN OUR
CHERRY VALLEY/BEAUMONT AREA. We aiready have enough
warehouses being built in our area. We are very much AGAINST THE
BUILDING OF THE SUMMIT STATION WAREHOUSE. THANK YOU.

GEa-1

Holly Liversage and

Jerry Liversage - DBAC, RAS

www.respondingrecoveryministries.org
www.banningnazarene.org
www.jerryliversageministries.o

This electronic mail message and any attachments are from Jerry Liversage Ministries, Inc./Responding Recovery
Ministries and are intended only for the addressee(s). This message may contain confidential or sensitive
information, which is privileged, and may be subject to various federal and state laws. If you are not the intended
recipient of this message or responsible for delivering this email to its intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this document in error. Any review, dissemination, copying, or taking action based on the
contents of this information is prohibited. Please promptly delete this message and notify the sender of the
delivery error by email.

City of Beaumont July 2022
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G70 — Russell Buckland

Christina Taylor

From: Russ Buckland <rbdsc@att.net>

Sent: Friday, April 29, 2022 12:01 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station proposed development
Ms. Taylor,

[ wish to voice my opposition to the Summit Station project on CV Blvd. The proposed regional park T
would be a welcome addition to the community, while more warehouses on this side of the freeway
are not. After seeing the huge warehouses already under construction on CV Blvd, it is ocbvious to

anyone that more of them would be an unwanted addition to the community. Please consider 1
rejecting the city's support of any new warehouses north of the 10 and 60 freeways. The south side of|
the 60 approaching the Badlands seem to me to be a much better location such projects. .

G-

Respectfully submitted,

Russell Buckiand
964 Essex Rd
Beaumont

City of Beaumont July 2022
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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 takeninto 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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

City of Beaumont July 2022
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Comment Letter G71 — Geoffrey Wilson

Christina Taylor

From: swl72153@aol.com

Sent: Thursday, April 28, 2022 8:49 PM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Fwd: Summit Station

——Original Message--—

From: aw072153@aol.com

Ta: ctaylor@beaument.gov <ctaylor@beaumont.gov>
Sent: Thu, Apr 28, 2022 8:44 pm

Subject: Summit Station

Dear Chrislina Taylor T
The above-mentioned proposed warehouse is once again too close to a senior community, Solera and school children.
Why would the City of Beaumont even think of mixing industrial development with residential? &7
I's bad enough that we're having to fight the warehouse sneaked in during covid lockdown, proposed behind Albertsons,
which would jam solid Highland Springs, half of which is in Beaumont. 1
The extra parliculate matter and fraffic gridlock are not worth the initial tax benefits and low paying jobs. At this rate, those]
who are able to leave Beaumont will do so and it will become just another Mira Loma, a place where senior's lives are cut
short and children’s brains don't develop properly due (o pollution. GT12
Last December | asked a City Council member at a charity fundraiser NOT to make Beaumont another Mira Loma and he
told me he would try to prevent it 4
| ask the City Council to deny this project as Beaumont's roads are not built for thousands of big rigs trundling around,

spewing out deadly particulate matter and causing gridlock and hazards to the community, blocking access to Emergency

Services. G713

Please take into consideration the lives of the residents here, not the greedy out of town, out of State corporations who

won't have to live with the consequences of their dreadful warehouses.

Geoffrey Wilson, 951-845-5192. -
City of Beaumont July 2022
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Responses to Comment Letter G71 — Geoffrey Wilson

G71-1

G71-2

G71-3

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 takeninto 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, 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.

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 emergencyaccess would be less than significant.

City of Beaumont July 2022
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Comment Letter G72 — Rick Craven

Christina Taylor

—_—

From: Rick Craven <rmcraven@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 28, 2022 8:09 PM
To: Christina Taylor
Subject: The will of the people.
Re Cherry Valley Blvd:
When does the will of the people get recognized? This country’s greatness came from freedoms, including from
tyranny. The majority of the people where this (not one originally requested mega warehouse, but two mega
warehouses are already put in; the largest one, that was to be hidden BELOW the boulevard - but now put on an

ET2-1

artificial mountain high up in the air, like thumbing their noses at the ¢itizens each day they have to pass by this
behemoth) warehouse was requested to be put in, was refuted by the locals. But 4-5 elected officials {which at least one
now is an apparent employee of this investor - talking about conflict of interest), voted for this; against the will of the
people & against what it was originally zoned for, and against the recommendation of the wildlife impact
recommendations. This monster is now prominently blocking any views of nature/mountains/open spaces, which
previously was the welcoming views into the vast open spaces of the once beautiful Cherry Valley. Now the area will be

plugged with semi trucks, delaying our already overwhelmed streets & highways to get to work - to pay taxes for our A
previous privilege to live in this once open space,
These elected officials (which were to represent their constituents, not one wealthy investor who doesn’t even live T
here), do not care for us, but choose I'll begotten gains for short term satisfaction, while forever changing the landscape
beyond their lives and negatively affecting the vast majority of the residents & impacting nature in a negative way for
many years to come.
Gr2-3

We are told, there is nothing we can do about it. May be true, but there likely will be more people escaping the tyranny
of California and it's crooked politics...
Peace...
Sent from Rick's iPhone

July 2022

City of Beaumont
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Responses to Comment Letter G72 — Rick Craven

G72-1

G72-2

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

Under CEQA, a scenicvista 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 onthe Project site orin 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.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR 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.

City of Beaumont July 2022
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Comment Letter G73 — Fran Krieger

Christina Taylor

From: Fran krieger <ftjustin@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2022 2:52 PM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit station warehouse

Dear Ms. Taylor,

| too wish to protest the building of this warehouse. Not only because it is across from the retirement communities
there on Brookside Ave. | just feel that Beaumont has allowed enough companies to move in here with their gigantic
warehouses.

At this time with us facing a severe drought condition of unknown length and the already numerous warehouses being
built, do we really need another,

Not only that, how is the city going to handle the increased amount of pollutants these big rigs will be spilling out into | G73-1
the local environment. There are already days when some residents who have respiratory problems feel the affects
from the higher pollution in the air. Do you and the city officials wish to make it even worse for them?

My opinion is that there are enough warehouses here in Beaumont/Cherry Valley now. Besides which | really don't wish
to see us turn into another Moreno Valley or Redlands with all the warehouses they have.

Thank you for reading my reply to this question before the council. 1

Fran Krieger

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
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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

Christina Taylor

From: jeannecminnerty <debfarouk@aal coms
Sent: ‘Wednesday, June 01, 2022 5:07 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

My name is Debbie Connor. my husband and | live in Sclera. One of the reasons for moving here,
was to retire, get away from traffic, less noise, and slower pace.
=74-1
I'm sure you are hearing this from many peopla here in Solera, we are very much opposed to a
warehouse across the street, from Brookside, that is a main road for us for shopping, etc. | would not

like to share the roadway with large trucks.
Thank you.

Debbie Connor
1182 Silverleaf Canyon Rd
Beaumont CA
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G75 — Susan Cunningham

Christina Taylor

From: susan cunningham <susannal954may@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2022 1:34 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Deep Concern

My input ...concern for Emergency Ambulance and Fire Trucks responding to The Lakes, Sunlakes and Four Seasons. |
Highlands Springs is impossible in the mornings and afterncons .

It took me from sunlakes ave to Hwy 10

20 mins. This is a daily concern.
G751

Banning and Beaumont are growing at such a fast rate. Adding Trucker Warehouse is stinkin thinking.

Just the issue of population growth to our area has increased crime and slow
Backup traffic dally concern

Thanks so much

susannal954may@yahoo.com
Susan Cunningham

SunLakes Country Club

206 225 0405

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G76 — Cindi Deats

Christina Taylor

From: Cindi Deats <cindi.deataiiclowd com=
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2022 139 Pl

Ta: Chriztina Taylor

Subject: Sumrmit Station Draft EIR

Some questions and statements from an e-commerce warehouse/hotels opposing community citizen:
Regarding the Beaumont Summit Station Draft EIR.

Hella my name |s Cindi Deats, my property is the closest residential home to Amazon Warehouse in Beaumont. lamon T
the border of Beaumaonts major industrial properties and befieve that future industrial builds should stay in an allotted
area such as mine ensuring Beaumont stays the bedroom community it has always been.  The charm of Beawmont,
Banning, Cherry Valley, Calimesa & Cak Glen are our small businesses. Apples, the pumpkin patch, charries, lavender
festivals are things the residents in our anea want to be known for. Wie are not a large scale warehousing hub, nor do we
want to be.

Let cur cities be the places that travelers can't wait to stop at instead of the warehouse lined highways we drive through
in LA and Orange counties.

I'm here for the rural landscape therefore, you won't hear me saying | need a SuperTarget or closer restaurants,

I'm looking to continue to shop in our lecal owned businesses, the businesses that fit with what | envision Beaumaont to
grow up to be. Active downtown, small businesses, pet friendly, restored & historic properties instead of ugly square
warehouses.

We bove growth but a little growth at a time!

I'd like 1o see a cap on the sguare footage allowed for warehouses. When we do bulld warehowsing, let’s always honar
the theme that our towns recognize, Western or railroad themes or family farmhouse theme,

| enjoy high desert low water landscaping as seen in Palm Springs instead of the generic plants always used

Make the off ramps beautiful and different than all the usual things.

I really bowe the Potrers Bridge made from iron, again, fitting the theme that The Pass Area tries hard to stick to,
Railroad and Western. | also think a forest of Evergreens that will eventually grow to cover the large, plain warehouses,
Planting an abundance of long living trees would help pull the pollutants from the air that will settle here from the G781
trucks, traffic and the warehousing itself. It would make commuting feel like a beautiful, relaxing drive home through
thee country side,

Let's slow down on future fast paced growth until we can fund and provide the infrastrecture needed to handle all we're
trying to build. This will upset the community if we continee to do the work backwards.

If the city council would be for more and more development llke these warchouses without the traffic improverments
needed then we have the wrong people in our local government, ones who do not know its own citizens or our highty
respacted surrounding communities, Becawse | can assure you that Beaumont, with Cherry Valley community and the
like, are the last people who want 1M sqft+ warehousing built in their little slice of heaven,

For example, Cherry Valley residents love thelr small town for its large lots, far neighbors and low traffie, Cherry Valley
Blvd is one of my favorite reads in our area for its rolling hills, cute farm houses, il shops and abundant wildlife and
livestock to be seen. There will be more vehicles and noise around and through their litthe town, long time residents
have probably never seen the likes of,

Other problematic changes will soon arise with Industrial land use, there will be a great need to open up the Brookside T
Westbound Rest Stop/off ramp behind Stetson. Bringing mare traffic, litter and crime,

They will have to widen many of the major surrounding roads to accommadate the influx of traffic. More specifically,

the an/off ramps of 6th 51760, Oak Valley, Cv, Calimesa & Singleton. G78-2
Cherry Valley Bhed, Brookside Dr, Union 5t, Hannon Or, Dak Valley and Beaumont Ave will have to widen and reinforce
their roads to withstand the major uptake of heavy loaded diesels. Not to mention all the ather roads needing
improvements. L
.q
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The traffic cumulative impact report needs to incude present and future neighboring cities” warehouses and planned
wane housing. Our city could hawve a clear, honest picture of what life here will look like in the coming years and that
will not make us happy.

Weneedto keep future industrial plans in our industrial area off of Fourth 5.

We need a hillside ordinance inplace so potential landowners and new builders come in knowing that thisis not ideal
land for lage ware housing to be build on top of . It is directly on San Jacinto Fault Line, our existing homeowners are
losing their home insurance left and right! Howdo you plan on insuring 1M =gqft when most people in our residential
homes are getting dropped from their long term insurance companies because of the high fire risk. it's very difficult
this year especially, to find another company who will take the chance with insuring our homes.

Weneed frontage roads for ER we hice s to use when these year round fires happen all around us.

Traffic is congested like clockwork, major improvements will need to take place in order to add evenmaore on
Beaumaonts plate.

How long willthat realistically take? There is nothing in the records setting a date for projects like that. That is
important to people in Beaumont.

Foad work ona 24ane mad|guarenteed to break ground after the ware houses are buil and traffic is
unmanageablefwhile trying to be on time for work?

It is difficult enough getting to Beaumont High Schoolon Cherry Valley Blwd in the mornings... or any elementary school
within 5 miles, for that matter. Imagine how long that line will be for us while we're waiting for a ton of semis at all the
stop signs!

There will be too much large Semi Truck traffic for a roundabout so installing traffic lights will be necessary. | am really
uncomfortable withthe rushingtraffic and congestion near the schools already.

The dty is going to have to add so many new stoplights with the handfuls of warehouses that are slated to be built
after this one.

| hope the builders and the city see andmeet our needs and add flashing crosswalk lights across the road near all the
the schools because people will be constantly running late, running stop signals and causing accidents. These updates
for school children need to be made asap and will be imperative in ensuring their safety.

Wide sidewalks for children on bikes and children who walk s theyam not having to pass each other by one or more
children riding or walking into the 2 lane road loaded with new semi trucks and the existing morning and after school
rush.

Additionally, the hotel. Fm just waiting for the day when our gowernor will allow us to house our homeless there.
Again, a little too dase to schoaols for my comfort, sorry.

Mo judgement here but it is things like this that every resident of Cherry Valley, Beaumont, Banning, Calimesa and
Yucaipa are thinking about. It is an even bigger concern of every one of our neighbors living in the nearby
rneighborhoods this is directly affecting.

Once built, there will soon be a need for gas stations nearby equipped for a large amount of trucks to refuel daily.
Maybe a Loves and a Pilot. That will inevitably bring more crime ftrafficflitter 24/7 toan area that has never had
growth this massive before.

These may all just sound like big city problems but that's just it, this is nota big dty. it's not even big enough to recyde
its own water, yet! But big enough for its sewer system to be atcapacity.

Let’s instead focus on the sewers, water processing and storage !

I callfor a momtorium on lage scale{500k sqft +warehouse builds until we have the infrastructure to support the
growth we have already gone through.

This is not just affecting the city of Beaumaont. We are a community of small towns & we'd like to stay that way.

Ida hope our City Coundl oppose or minimize the future planned warehouses on the books as well as propose a
better planned land use for the developer of Beaumont Summit Station, one that our community will really benefit
from and be proud to have in Beaumont!

In place of warehousing | propose building an exclusive, residential neighborhood with a few small shops all fitting a
countryside theme. This represents who our town is and how it wants to stay. Cherry Valley Bhd is a very beautiful
area and it would be amazing to have a high end neighborhood on a historic piece of land. Maybe with a set of lakes to
help replenis h Beaumonts water storage since the basinis naturalin that area.

Gre-3

G7o-4

576-5

Gre-6

GTE-T
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Thank you for your time,
Cirndi Dreats
Beaumont

Sent from my iPhone with LOVE.
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

G76-2 Traffic circulation associated with the Project would predominantly occur betweenthe Project
site and the 1-10/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 (1-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve
traffic operations.

o The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements:

e Widen CherryValley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction

o Add turnpockets along CherryValley Boulevard approaching on-ramps

o Add pedestriancrosswalks and curb ramps

« Reconstruct andrealign on- and off-ramps

« RealignCalimesa Boulevard north of the I1-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange

o Provide channelized turning on CherryValley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard

« Installnew 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 |-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
AppendixK, Traffic Study, the cumulative projects in the area were obtained from previously
approved traffic studies inthe 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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

G76-5 Referto 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 takeninto 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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G77 — Barbara Searcy

Christina Taylor

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

| object to the construction of the warehouse. To whom May | send my objection?}e??q

Sent from my iPad

Barbara Searcy <acbarbm@aol.com=
Thursday, June 02, 2022 1:56 PM
Christina Taylor

SUMMIT WAREHOUSE

City of Beaumont
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G78 — Laura Ramirez

Christina Taylor

From: Laura Ramirez <llramirez2011@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2022 2:06 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Opposition of Building of Warehouse

We are strongly against the structure of warehouses and buildings that obstruct; create more traffic and pollution. G781
Please respect our neighborhoods and our way of life.

Laura Ramirez
Liramirez2011@hotmail.com

Sent from my iPhone
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G79 — Gregory and Deborah Chamberlin

Christina Taylor

From: Greg & Debby <gregdeb.chamberlin@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2022 3:54 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: SUMMIT STATION OPPOSITION

As residents of Solera Oak Valley Greens 55+ Community, we were very unhappy to learn that the City is considering the
approval of a proposal by an Arizona developer to build a 2.5 million sq. ft. industrial warehouse between Cherry Valley
Blvd. and Brookside Avenue, just down the street from Solera. We understand this mega-warehouse will be 30% larger
than the Gateway warehouse, which we were also opposed to, now under construction further down Cherry Valley Blvd.

This beautiful rural-type area is being changed into an area that will be so congested with all the trucks that will beon  |G79-1
the road once Gateway is operational and now you want to approve an even bigger warehouse operation very near
Solera.

Please do not approve this proposed warehouse. One is bad enough!! Our property values will drop, traffic will be
negatively affected, and the air quality will worsen.

Sincerely, 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 takeninto 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

Christina Taylor

-
From: lerry Wilmes <jerry_wilmes@socalrr.coms
Sent: Thursday, lune 02, 2022 518 PM
Tao: Christina Taylor
Subject: Summit Station

Dear Ms. Taylor,

My wife and | are adamantly opposed to the Summit Station Warehouse proposal. Section 1.8 of the Draft EIR Cxecutive |
summary clearly states that the project cannot mitigate the significant impacts on air quality, greenhouss gas emissions, | G801
naise pollution and traffic congestion conflicting with air quality plans, an agency plan to reduce greenhouse emissions
and CEQA Guidelines. L

The negative impacts on air quality, the increases in noise pollution and greenhouse gas emissions and the increased
traffic congestion will affect the most vulnerable city residents, the children attending the schools adjacent to the GE0-2
project and the approximately 2,500 seniors living in Solara.

One study indicated that 800 trucks would arrive and leave the project daily. That's a eighteen wheeler every 54
seconds, Add this many vehicles to the estimated 1,200 eighteen wheelers arriving and leaving the Cherry Valley G803
Warehouses daily will create a traffic nightmare.

This project would greatly compromise the quality of life of the children attending the adjoining schoals and
the residents in the surrounding communities in addition to negatively impacting property values. Some seniors have
their entire life savings invested In their homes. Any negative impact on property values would be devastating for them.

GBO4
We understand the need for warehouses to accommaodate the increase in ecommerce but they should not be placed in
residential and school areas, There is plenty of room along Highway 60 for additional warehouses. In addition to the
negative impacts the project would have discussed above, there would be approximately 2,000 individuals in the
community daily who have no ties to the community. 1
The jobs generated by the project are low paying. Warehouse employees, retail clerks and hotel employees generally
earn close to minimum wages. Many of these jobs will be part time with no benefits. Hardly worth the damage the
project will do to the enviranment and to the quality of life of the surrounding communities,
GRO-5
Considering the several negative impacts of this project and the minimal benefits generated, we strongly urge the City
Council to reject the proposed change to the land use designation from low density residential to a mix of Industrial,
Commercial and Open Space.
Sincarely,
Jerry and Gladi Wilmes [Residents of Solara)
1672 Woodlands Rd.
Beaurnont
City of Beaumont July 2022
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Responses to Comment Letter G80 —Jerry and Gladi Wilmes

G80-1

G80-2

G80-3

G80-4

G80-5

Comment noted. This is a summary of the significant and unavoidable impacts listed in
Section 1.0, Executive Summary.

This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the DEIR 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.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR 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.

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.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G81 — Anita Finkelstein

Christina Taylor

—E——
From: Anita Finkelstein <animaybme@gmail.com:
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2022 546 P
Ta: Christina Taylor
Subject: Re: The Warehouse across from Sun Lakes

Thank you for asking. Yes, |sent the same concerns to the Banning City Manager,

On Tue, May 24, 2022 at 7:09 PM Christina Taylor <Ctay lor® beaumontca gov> wrote:
Good evening,

Thank you for your comments. Have you also provided these comments to the City of Banning?

CHRISTINA TAYLOR

Deputy City Manager

City of Beaumont

550 E. 6th Street, Beaumont, Ca 92223
Desk (951) 5T2-3212 | Fax (851) 760-8526
BeaumontCa.gov

Facebook | Twitter | Instagram | YouTube

#ACITYELEVATED
Get Qutiook for i03
From: Anita Finkelstein <animaybme@gmail com> . o

Sent: Tuesday, May 24, 2022 10:44:20 AM

Te: Christina Taylor <Ctavlor® beaumontca gov>
Subject: The Warehouse across from Sun Lakes

Dear Ms. Taylor,

I am sure you have received many comments on the matter of the proposed warehouse location across from the Sun
Lakes retirement community. 1 personally live in Beaumaont at Four Seasans. Our major concern that the building of
this facility and its use will cause hardship for us seniors is almost unanimous! The increased traffic and air pollution
this will cause, with all the trucking activity will exacerbate the respiratory preblems many of us suffer from, not to
mention cause severe traffic problems for all residents. The environmental impact report that was reguired for this
property owner to move forward with his plans, was done during the Covid lockdown, when traffic was at 2 minimal

level all around southern California. This did not reflect an accurate picture of the air quality in our area. To conduct G31-1
and accept such a report at that time was very misleading and deceitfulll From what was stated by the owner of the
property, no one has been identified as a leasee of the warehouwse and he was building it on spec. This implies that an
alternative development of the property could be made. Why build such a huge structure when you have no one to
lease it?
Thank you for allowing me to air my concerns on this very upsetting issue that has gotten the whole community upset.
Sincerely,
Anita C. Finkelstein
12
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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 constructionand
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:

e Building 1: 985,860 square feet
o Building 2: 1,213,235square feet
« Building 3: 358,370square feet

Planning Area 2 (Parcel 4) would include the development of up to 150,000 square feet of
commercialuses and would be developed as part of Phase 2, as follows:

« Hotel: 100,000 square feet
« GeneralRetail: 25,000 square feet
« Food Uses: 25,000 square feet
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Comment Letter G82 — Diana Tull

Christina Tavlor

From: Diana Tull <letsgo_dt@verizon.net>
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2022 653 PM
To: Christing Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

Christina Taylor,

My name is Diana Tull and I live in the Solera community which | love, | moved here because of the security
plus the beautiful hills and mountains and the community was small. Now it Is prowing so fast. Beaumont has
had the highest growth rate of any community in Riverside and 5an Bernardino Counties,

Regarding the Summit Station which | OPPOSE.

They just built a 1.8 million sguare foot warehouse on cherry valley which will have 206 trucks. Beside plus
there will be employees, the traffic is going to be awful, and Beaumont wants to put another warehouse on
Brockside with more trucks. Please do not even consider this proposal. There are seven warehouses in
Beaumont we do not need another one, they are building another warehouse out near Desert Hot Spring area| G82-1
three million sq. feet. How many warehouses do we need? There are 3,300 Large scale warehouse
distributions centers in Southern Calif. , 289 in Ontario, and building another, 140 in Fontana and more than
3,000 in Riv. County.

Please don't ruin are beautiful mountains, by adding huge warehouses and more traffic. If you build this
warehouse it will bring down prices of our homes, this is a senior community, the emissions from all the
trucks will be bad for a lot of seniors that have health problems, this will diminish our quality of life, plus
congestion.. There is not one good thing that this warehouse will bring. 1 5TRONGLY OPPOSE THIS
WAREHOUSE ., 111111110 -

Thank You
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 takeninto 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

Christina Taylor

From: Ryan Fuentes <ryanfu09@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2022 11:05 PM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

street from our neighborhood. We strongly disagree with this proposal. Please let us know if there is any other actions

I am responding to the proposed amendment to allow 2,557, 465 square feet of industrial warehouses right across the]
G83-1

needed.

Thank you

Ryan Fuentes
909-213-3816
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G84 — Brad McDuffee

Christina Taylor

From: Mary McDuffee <mmeduffeel1@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, June 03, 2022 11:32 AM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station development

Attachments: Summit Station Development.pdf

MS. Taylor,

Flease find the attached letter regarding the Summit Station Development
Thank you, Brad McDuffes G84-1
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Ms. Taylar,

| am writing to express my opposition to the Summit Station warehouse development
proposed between Cherry Valley Bivd, and Brookside Ave.
The proposed development will have a significant negative impact on the city and surrounding
areas while at the same time providing no benefit to its citizens. The residential areas will
experience increased traffic congestion on the streets. Cherry Valley Bivd. is a major
thoroughfare that will soon have the impact of the Gateway warehouse traffic. The Summit
Station will have an unknown but significant increase in the traffic flow. This will undoubtably G84-2
cause a more dangerous situation on the boulevard for the residents of the city. Cherry Valley
Blvd. already experiences traffic gridiock. The schools' access will experience increased traffic
flow which will increase the risk to our young citizens.

It is well known that truck traffic increases the maintenance of roadways. This will require the
city to absorb the cost of repairs and maintenance of the streets and roadways in the area. As
you are aware these costs are not fixed and will likely increase over time. 4
There will be an increase in the noise and air pollution which is already increasing. Regardless
of the proposed mitigation efforts it will still have an undesirable impact for the community.
There are senior communities and schools too close to the proposed development that have G84-3
increased risk of respiratory and other health issues as a result of air pollution. Several studies
have outlined the detrimental effects of air pollution on children and seniors. The increased
health risks are too great. -
There are already many planned warehouses that threaten the quality of like in the pass area. |
believe it is short sighted to continue to build warehouses in residential areas. Beaumont City
has a General Plan that has been adopted by the City Council. The Summit Station would
require this plan to be amended for this development to be approved. It would seem that this G844
area has not been zoned for this type of development. | encourage the Planning Commission
and City Council of Beaumont to reject this proposed development. The citizens should not be
subject to the negative impacts this development will create. 1

Sincerely,

Bradley MeDuffes
Mary McDuffee

990 Hidden Oaks Drive
Beaumont, Ca 82223
951 381-1988
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Responses to Comment Letter G84 — Brad McDuffee

G84-1

G84-2

G84-3

Comment noted.

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 (1-10)/Cherry
Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic operations.

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements:

« Widen CherryValley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction

« Add turnpockets along CherryValley Boulevard approaching on-ramps

« Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps

« Reconstruct andrealign on- and off-ramps

« RealignCalimesa Boulevard north of the I1-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange
« Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard

« Installnew traffic signals

« Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along CherryValley 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 1-10/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 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 withthe proposed Project. As noted in Section 4.11, allimpacts 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

Christina Taylor

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

As a resident of the Solera commmunity, | am strongly opposed to your warehouse project at summit station.

Kathy Krause
1698 Sarazen street

Sent from my iPad

KATHY KRAUSE <ktmckrause@aol.com>
Friday, June 03, 2022 12:32 PM

Christina Taylor

Summit station

‘|' G85-1
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G86 — Bud Charlick

Christina Taylor

Fram:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Dear C Taylor:

Bud Charlick <jbcharick@gmail.com=
Frday, June 03, 2022 1:54 PM
Christina Taylor

Re Summit Station

iy name is Bud Charlick and my wife Judith and | live on Lantana Drive in Solera in Beaumont. We are opposed to the
building of the proposed development , Summit Station as we are in our 80's and we are concerned about more truck

traffic and the pollution that is caused by diesel exhaust. As we only live less than a mile from the proposed site,when 1
the wind blows fram the West to the East, a5 it does often, we could be subjected to this pollution.

We would like the council to consider the elder citizens who live in Solera, when the vote comes up later this month,

Thank you for your consideration on this matter..

Bud Charlick
1192 Lantana Drive
Beaumont

951-7659-6465
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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

Christina Taylor

From: Steve Mehlman <smehl1506@aol.com:
Sent: Friday, June 03, 2022 429 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Fwd: SUMMIT STATION

Hi, Christing,

My friend Gary Stoh sent this to the City Council. Please add it to the comments on Summit Station.
Thanks.

Steve Mehlman

=——=0riginal Message--—
From: garymstoh@anl com
To: smehl1506@a0l.com
Sent: Fri, Jum 3, 2022 1:45 pm
Subject: SUMMIT STATION

Dear Beaumont City Council,

My wife and | are Beaumont residents and were one of the first residents to live in the 55+ Community of Solera since it
was developed in 2003. We, like many retired residents in Solera, chose o move to Beaumont to escape tha "Rat Race"
of Orange and LA Counlies and adopt & more relaxed and enjoyable standard of living. Since moving to Beaumaont we
have obviously seen many changes. Most have been good and have enhanced our lifestyle while still retaining a feeling
of a rural Community.

Unfortunately, the recent frend to start bullding mega warehouses near residential areas in the beautiful Pass area s
threatening to destray the ranguil lifestyle that we have come to enjoy. We are not opposed to warehouses, however, we
are opposed to building them next to residential and senior communities where the big-rig traffic and pollution are a
problem that affects the heatth, safety, quality of Ife and values of our property.  Additionally, making zoning changes and | 7.1
ameanding the Beaumaont General Plan to accommodate a warehouse is inappropriate.

While we fought the Gateway warehouse with petifions, sttendance at the supervisor board meetings, and written
opposition by the Beaumont City Council it did no goed and the project is being buill. However, the proposed Summit
Station is now In the hands of the Beaumant City Council and Planning Commission. It is our sincere hope that they will
step up and seriously oppose this project that is proposed to be built in an inappropriate location. Please consider the
residents of Beaumant that live adjacent to the location and their well-being. Don't make the in-excusable degksion that
the Banning Planning Commission and City Council made when they approved putting a warahouse next fo Sun Lakes
and The Lakes. Cleary they did not care about the residents. We hope that this doesn't happen in our City.

Regards,
Gary M. Stoh
851 Gleneagles Road
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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 andtherefore is not included in the DEIR. Howeuver,
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

Christina Taylor
————
From: walekpaula@yahoo.com
Sent: Friday, Jume 03, 2022 6:20 PM
To: Christina Taylar
Subject: Summit Station

| strongly oppose any building between Cherry Valley Boulevard & Brookside Avenue,
We don't need any more warehouses that provide low paying servitude jobs.
Destraying our environment & robbing us of the beauty we moved here to enjoy.

I'u:'gr grandparents moved here in 1946 to escape Compton which back then was becoming the now concrete jungle mess Gaa1
of a city.

When will the elected & appointed people represent & protect the families of this community ? No courageous one left
to not sell out to the highest bidder? | hope there is one willing to start a new trend of refusing to ruin our way of life.

Sent from my iPad
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G89 — Maureen Imoe

Christina Taylor

From: hMaureen Imoe <moeland@sbeglobalnet =
Sent: Saturday, June 04, 2022 12:06 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: BEALUMONT SLIMMIT STATION
Greetings,

I am writing to offer my opposition to the proposed project which would

change the original approved plans to more warehouse facilities. Tt is
disheartening to know that this would even be considered fer our area with

the many huge warehouses currently being built. our traffic (in the city, |gsgq
on the freeway, and the on/off ramps) will not accommodate more vehicles,
especially large trucks making many trips back and forth. This disrupts

the already built structures throughout, including emergency persnna?,
housing, schools, retail, etc.

Please do not allow this to continue. I appreciate your consideration.
Thank you,

Maureen Imoe
Beaumont, CA
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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 takeninto 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

Christina Taylor
From: lehpe@aol com
Sent: Saturday, June 04, 2022 1:57 FM
To: Christina Taylor
Subject: Ervironment Impact Report
| am writing this email to give my opinion regarding the Environment Impact Report on the warehouse(s) to be built near“
Cherry Valley Boulevard. | am opposed to the warehouse(s) because already our traffic in Beaumont is atrocious and Ga0-1
with the increase of more trucks on the road it will be a nightmare getting around in this area. ]
The air guality in this area has been unhealthful to moderate [ately and the summer isn't even here vel, Thisisa G002
concern for us as seniors and children. 1
With the present drought where is the extra water going to come from to supply the warehouse(s)? IGIIK-
| moved to this area six years ago to a beautiful 55 and older community to get away from traffic, noise and
overcrowding. If this project goes through it will take away my quality of life not to mention decreasing my property
value.
380+
PLEASE DO NOT CHANGE THE ZONING.
| only ask that the City of Beaumont really think about if the city will really benefit having the warehowsa(s) here,
Linda Clark
467 Everest Peak
Beaumnont, CA
Sent from the all new AQL app for i
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Responses to Comment Letter G90 — Linda Clark

G90-1

G90-2

G90-3

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

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.

A Water Supply Assessment (Appendix ) 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 | and Section 4.17, Utilities and Service Systems, of
the DEIR for additional information.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G91 — Jean Bowman

Christina Taylor

From: Jean Bowman «<bowman1208@aol.com>
Sent: Saturday, June 04, 2022 2:46 PM

Ta: Christina Taylor

Subject: Beaumnont Summit Station

Aft: Christing Taylor
Community Development Director

| am not a writer just a retired woman who lives here In Banning/Beaumani area . | so pray all of the people in our area
are heard and not on deaf ears like our Banning City council. | attended all the meetings and heard all the ples's from
individuals both healthy and sick to no avail. Their minds were made up that this warehouse monstrosity was going to be
build no matter what. We all know that the warshouses are going to be choking us eventually but the only thing we are
fighting now is the ridiculous location of the one right in our faces and next door o a facility that houses sick people . Qur
traffic right now is unreal, We all are frustrated with waiting for light after light just to get fo the other side of the freeway or
on the freeway. It's beyond our imagination that individuals would even consider this location, Our air quality Is already
bad and would get even worse. This area is surrounded by people 55 and over who already have health issuas, Wea have
ambulances coming and going constantly into our gated communities already. With large trecks on our roads how are
they supposed 1o get through in an emergency. 'm pleading with you to please not let this go through .

=91-1

My Mame is Jean Bowman. | live in Sun Lakes Country Club. We do so much for charities in our ciies please do
something for us,
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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.
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Comment Letter G92 — Jesse Donardt

Christina Taylor

From: Jesse Donardt <jdd39@wverizon net s
Sent: Saturday, June 04, 2022 3.02 PM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Surmmit-Station

| wish to ohject to the warehouse project, in the strongest of terms. I GOz
Jesse Donardt

996 Ironwood Rd

Beaumont, CA 92223

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G93 — Barbara and Wayne Otte

Christina Taylor

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

BARBARA OTTE <bjotted@acl.com:>
Saturday, June 04, 2022 3:59 PM
Christina Taylor

summit Station Warehouse

Please reject this warehouse. This is NOT an industrial area. Solera and Stetsan homeowners along Brookside should
not have to everlook monstrous warehouses and trucks, plus the noise, fumes, added traffic on Cherry Valley Blvd. 051
There is plenty of room along the 1-10 out in the desert for these warehouses. Please protect your Beaumont residents

and reject this proposal.
Barbara and Wayne Otte

Sent from my iPad

City of Beaumont

2.0-707

July 2022



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 - Comments and Responses to Draft EIR

This page intentionally left blank.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-708



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 - Comments and Responses to Draft EIR

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

Christina Taylor

From: Sheila Kelly <sheila922233@gmail com=
Sent: Saturday, June 04, 2022 402 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: BEAUMONT SUMMIT STATION

June 4, 2022

C. Taylor

550 E. B Street
Beaumont, CA 92223

RE: BEAUMONT SUMMIT STATION

There was a terrible tractor trailer accident yesterday at Cherry Valley Bivd/Calimesa
and the I-10 on & off ramps. This is just a sign of things to come, can't anyone see
this? The warehouses are not open yet and there are trucks and trailers already. Can
you imagine when it is full and running and you are actually thinking of building another
warehouse on Brookside? One now on Cherry Valley and now you want to add one on
Brookside? |live in Solera and last week two very large trucks came down Union
toward Cherry Valley from Brookside, the second one turning in such a small radius, |
was forced to pull off almost to the fence. Then to add insult to injury, another huge
truck was driving west on Brookside,

Please, please there are senior communities, family resident communities, two
elementary schools, one Jr. High School and one High School within a mile of your
thought process of adding another warehouse. | also notice kids, especially HS and Jr.
HS kids seem to travel in packs and as kids will be pushing and shoving — | can see it
now, one shove & just one truck, that's all it takes. The environment and air
quality...do you have any idea how many senior citizens and children will be affected
by this, not to mention the family residential communities.

| am a senior citizen and | never thought I'd feel this way but it seems no one much

worries about us nor veterans anymore, why listen to us you say? we're old and won't
be here that long. But you don't have the right to take away what quality of life we have
left, not to mention the health effects of children.

Of course everyone possible should write to you and beg or plead or do whatever it
takes. "But” it's really up to you to listen to us and do the right thing, please.

Thank you,

Sheila Kelly
Solera Oak Velley Greens

G34-1

534-2
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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 takeninto 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

Christina Taylor

From: Donna Littlefield <littlefislddonna@icloud comz=

Sent: Saturday, June 04, 2022 5:11 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Cc: donna littlefisld

Subject: Beaumont Summit Station

Hi o

I'will get right to the point, Thank you.

My family moved to this area 26 years ago and we loved living in this area until now. We could even aceept that things
change and houses need to be built, This project is really a bad idea. | feel so bad for the Cherry Valley community along
with the Beaumont community and with us in the Calimesa area, The pollution which has cancer causing effects, the
traffic, taking away what is left of the rural area, the roads are already horrible and | don't see much improvement being | gas-1
done with that alone. The congestion in this area is already getting bad. The trucks are already a problem and with no
where to park much less everything else that the trucks need to do to get on and off the freeway. Extra turning area, etc.
Add more houses and warehouses and shopping and everyone will be using Calimesa Bhvd to go around that congestion
on the freeway like they already do.

Please consider that the people that live here have a voice and it isn't and shouldn't always be about money,

Thank you,

Danna Littlefield

Littlefielddonna@yahoo.com

Sent from my iPhone

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-715



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 - Comments and Responses to Draft EIR

This page intentionally left blank.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-716



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 - Comments and Responses to Draft EIR

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 Caltransand the County

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

interchange to relieve congestionand improve traffic operations.

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements:

o Widen CherryValley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction

« Add turnpockets along CherryValley Boulevard approaching on-ramps

« Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps

« Reconstruct andrealign on- and off-ramps

« RealignCalimesa Boulevard north of the 1-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange

« Provide channelized turning on CherryValley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard

« Installnew trafficsignals

« Constructsidewalks and bicycle lanes along CherryValley Boulevard

o 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 1-10/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

Christina Taylor

From: S Fritz <fritzsj@hotmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, June 04, 2022 5:21 PM
To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

We live in Beaumont in the Solera Oak Valley Greens neighborhood, and my husband and | are opposed to more
industrial warehouses being constructed so near to our residential homes. The increased traffic, pollution, and noise, in
addition to the industrial atmosphere created by these business warehouses lowers property values and are eyesore in G961
that location. We along with many many others do not think any positive contribution these make to the city can make
up for them being placed in that location. We opposed Gateway, and Summit Station will only exacerbate the
problems. Please do not allow this project to move forward.

Sincerely,

Dr. Helmuth and Susan Fritz

City of Beaumont July 2022
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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

Christina Taylor

From: Catherine Frates <cathy frates@icloud.coms=
Sent: Saturday, June 04, 2022 6:48 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: summit station

I would like to know If any member voting “yes" for the summit station lives next to the proposed site-if none, then |
propose it be built next to their home. It's time for them to be thinking about the well being of the people they

represent and not the all mighty dollar

Sent from my iPhone

G97-1
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-725



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 - Comments and Responses to Draft EIR

This page intentionally left blank.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-726



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 - Comments and Responses to Draft EIR

Comment Letter G98 — Richard Bennecke

Christina Taylor

From: Richard Bennecke <RBennecke@hotmail com:
Sent: Sunday, June 05, 2022 5:21 AM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Beaurnont Summit Station Specific Plan Draft EIR,

I would like to submit the following comments re: Beaumont Summit Station Specific Plan Draft EIR.

This Project represents a major land use shift to an area which has been rural, Originally designated for
multi=family housing with minimal impact to existing transportation infrastructure, this project will place
extreme stress on the current roadways and connecting corridors. With this in mind, attention needs to be
made on how the developer will contribute to the mitigation of this impact. Mitigation of this impact on the
transportation network in the area should be funded upfront and begin today. If not, we will continue to have |G38-1
the current bottlenecks at Cherry Valley interchange. Planning for the required improvements will take time.
The residents on the westside of Beaumont are, and have been, feeling the impact of the fast-paced housing
development in the area. Let's be proactive and creative in getting ahead of what we know will be a problem
down the road by improving our transportation corridors now.

Richard J. Bennecke
36709 Bay Hill Dr,
Beaumont, CA
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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 toreconstruct the Interstate10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange torelieve
congestionand improve traffic operations.

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements:

« Widen CherryValley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction

« Add turnpockets along CherryValley Boulevard approaching on-ramps

o Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps

« Reconstruct andrealign on- and off-ramps

« RealignCalimesa Boulevard north of the 1-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange
o Provide channelized turning on CherryValley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard

« Installnew traffic signals

« Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along CherryValley 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 1-10/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

Christina Taylor

From: Sharon <iamlovinretirement@gmail come

Sent: Sunday, June 05, 2022 9:37 AM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Proposed 2.5 million square foot warehouse on Cherry Valley Blvd.

To whom It May Concern: _
The Inland Empire already is facing the worst air pollution and traffic congestion in the entire United States.

Data compiled by UCLA has shown that 71% of children of 10 years and under living in the area have asthma. The
American Lung Association has rated Riverside County with an F for ozone and Particular Matter pollution.

With the increasing number of warehouses in Beaumont/Banning area the semi-truck pollution will increase the rates of
asthma, lung cancer and cardiovascular diseases. ©99-1
From a report by the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD), the office found that those living as close
as a half-mile from warehouses have a much higher chance of developing complications with heart diseases and asthma.
This warehouse will destroy this Pass area with more air pollution, traffic congestion and make this area the most
unhealthiest area to live in.

Please consider the welfare of the residents that live here. 1
Thank you.

Sharon Syhva

Banning reside
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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

Christina Taylor

From: bob radabawgh <bobradaba@hotmail com:=
Sent: sunday, June 05, 2022 10:12 AM

Te: Christina Taylor

Cez RACHAEL Lyon

Subject: Beaumont Summit Station EIR comments

June 4, 2022

Subject: Draft EIR

Project title: Beaumont Summit Station

Project applicant: Exeter Cherry Valley Land, LLC
Comments:

The key is zoning.

Once again, a thorough job of explaining all the Mitigation Measures that will make this
project a success for Exeter Cherry Valley Land. Seems the chief mitigating resolution, for
these 186 acres of rolling hills and open areas with some cattle grazing, is to sacrifice it to
developers for 55's.

EIR results presented are similar to the development on the North side of Cherry Valley Blvd.
by the developer (Shopaoff) who, as part of his push to get that project approved by the
Riverside County Commission, proposed the Sunny-Cal Specific Plan (ref. Project Background),
another fantasy idea floated to the public to calm nerves.

G100-1
To me the issue is how this Beaumont city property should be zoned to meet the needs of the
citizens of Beaumont? Do Not change this property to Industrial, fulfill the Sunny-Valley
promise for the betterment of the community.
The City has already done a marvelous job in establishing a planned Industrial-Warehouse
district that has the infrastructure & lots to build additional warehouses and Industrial
businesses on W. 4" St.
Let’s not let these outside real-estate flippers come into our city and destroy the rich heritage
of Cherry Valley.
We don't want to see the “Welcome to Cherry Valley” sign replaced by “Entering Beaumont
Summit Station”.
Respectfully,
City of Beaumont July 2022
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Robert Radabaugh & Rachael Lyon
886 Annandale Rd
Beaumont CA 92223
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G101 — Katuria Julius

Christina Taylor

From: Katuria Julius <katuriaj2 117 @gmail.com:
Sent: Sunday, lune 05, 2022 10:22 AM

To: Chrristina Taylor

Subject: Beaumont Summit Station

| am writing to say that | am against the bullding of more warehouses in this area. It is bad for the envirgnment, traffic,
and health. We live in a senior community and this is not at all what we signed up for in our area. Do not change the E101-1
zone to industrial. It shauld meet the needs of the citizens im this community, NO MORE Warehowses PLEASEIN

K. Julius

City of Beaumont
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G102 — John Mitchell

Christina Taylor
—

=
From: John Mitchell <mitchell7 1144@hotmail.com >
Sent: Sunday, June 05, 2022 1:22 PM
To: Christina Taylor

I am opposed to the placement of a 2.5 million square feet warehouse along Brookside Avenue next to the housing B
G102-1

communities in that location, The three warehouses that Calimesa are installing along Cherry Valley Boulevard is
enough for this area. My opposition is far the following: L
1. The consuming of large tracts of land along with the land consumed by new housing has caused enaugh T
problems traffic wise as it is,
2. Freight trucks generate air pollutants, noise, pavement damage and traffic safety threats.
3. Trucks create a higher environmental impact than a passenger vehicle.
4. Exposure of local residents, especially children and the elderly to truck related emissions like NOx and
particulate matter will cause health outcomes to this group of citizens 1020

5. The incorporation of the warehouse and all the new housing will not have infrastructure to support the growing
cammunity, Beaumont has done little to nothing to improve the infrastructure with all the houses, as witnessed
by the current traffic nightmares, and it seems that even with Melo Roo's in effect no infrastructure is
accomplished, for example no new wastewater treatment plant to support new construction, no new fire
stations, etc,etc,ete.

6. Warehouses do not belong in a housing community,

7. Warehouses seem to be a product of greed.

lohn Mitchell

940 Essex Rd

Beaumont, Ca

Sent from Mall for Windows

Sent from Mail for Windows
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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 takeninto 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, fullyanalyzes 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
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Comment Letter G103 — Diane Franklin

Christina Taylor

o —————
From: Diane Franklin <disabelf@gmail.com:>
Sent: Sunclay, June 05, 2022 1:44 PM
Tao: Christina Taylor
Subject: Summit Station

I'am a resident of Cherry Valley and a member of CYAN. | have lived here in Cherry Valley since 2011, | was a part of the 7
big group of people that opposed the 5an Gorgenio Crossing/ Gateway Center Project (Warehouse) that is now being
built on Cherry Valley Boulevard. We were not successful in stopping it

They changed the area to light industrial from rural to allow the project to continue. Now, Beaumont managed to annex
more land from Cherry Valley. | had heard that Cherry Valley originally had their boundary on 11th Street and Beaumont
had moved up to Bellflower with the exception of the high school. Now | heard that Cherry Valley boarders have
changed to Union to the west. Now that is a concern, no land to the 10, But the main concern and those of others who
live here is the propasal of the Summit Station, which will be located on the Beaumont annex property across from the
Gateway Center. It will be another warehouse complex which will be having 24-7 daily big rigs coming in and out from
the 10 onto Cherry Valley Blvd. The traffic on Cherry Valley Bivd. and the 10 Is already impacted by traffic on the west
side from the housing development. We just had an accident of a big rig loosing control trying to maneuver anto the 10
from Cherry Valley Blvd. We haven't seen yet what will happened when more trucks will be using the 10 and Cherry
Valley Bivd. The reports gloss over the impact of traffic, they make it sound that it would be negative, no problems. We
already have problems with out any trucks, imagine doubling up having two busy warehouses on each side of Cherry
Valley Blvd. It probably would be advantageous to the landowner to be able to sell his land as an industrial complex but
not to the best interest of us citizens of Cherry Valley. It would be great if we as citizens were recognized as owners,
consumers, and citizens of our community and were given a vaice, | hope we have a voice and you as our
representatives hear it! Many of us think the Summit Station is a terrible idea and is not progress but a step in the wrong
direction. -
Sincerely,

Diane Franklin

1031
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Responses to Comment Letter G103 — Diane Franklin
G103-1 The commentoris correct, inthat 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
o Building 2: 1,213,235 square feet
» Building 3: 358,370square feet

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

Christina Taylor

From: Jerrie Offerdahl <jerriecfferdahl@acl.com:>
Sent: Sunday, June 45, 2022 2:36 PM

Ta: Chrigtina Taylor

Subject: Warehouse

We do Not need more warehouses in Cherry Valley, When we purchased our property it was all zone for agriculture
MNow It is just rezoned whenever the city wants to make maoney. Totally unfair to us home owners, Please stop it

Sent from my IPad. Jerrie

16104—1

City of Beaumont
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G105 — Caroline Sherwood

Christina Taylor

From: Caraline Sherwood <violet237658yahoo.com =
Sent: Sunday, June 0%, 2022 344 PM

Te: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station Warehouses

Hella,

My husband and | moved to Solera community right before covid. It's very peaceful. We like this area |
of Beaumont/Cherry Valley because of the rural atmosphere and small town feeling: Cherry Valley
feed, Ace hardware, Flo's restaurant, cows, horses, and gardens, We were shocked the city of
Calimesa allowed those warehouses across the street from the proposed Summit Station araall It has
destroyed our rolling hillside view, let alane the truck traffic it will cause with people on their way 1o
and from work...no rural atmosphere anymore with mac trucks coming and going. My husband has
begun to think we moved to the wrong place. The adjoining cities of Calimesa, Beaumant, and
Banning have a madness with warehouses. The Summit Station warehouse will only magnify

this madness. In Beaumnont's General Plan for the city dated November 2020, they state their
purpose of the plan is to improve quality of life, promote a 'sense of place’ (not sure what that means
tho), and enhance community character. We ask, how do warehouses improve quality of life? They G105
will pollute the air more, cause a traffic nightmare even with the proposed change to Cherry Valley
Bhed/1-10 interstate. We ask, how do warehouses promote & ‘senss of place'? Well, let's see.. rural
atmosphere and small town feel will disappear completely. We will be known for that stretch of 1-10
that has all the warehouses, Seriously, that is what Beaumont, Calimesa, and Banning want 1o be
known for? Lastly we ask, how do warehouses enhance community character? From what i've
learned about the people of Beaumont, they are wery kind, fun, loving, and gensrous. It's history is full
of diverse heritages. | think warehouses have no character, in fact, | think the idea means the city is
either desperate or dumb. My husband and i are NOT for amending the Sunny Cal Specific Plan to
allow mix industrial. We would like the area to remain as single family dwelling. Let's stick with the
FLAN! Why not keep the warehouses where they are—over by Amazon and Wolverine? Why is
Banning trying to put them over by Sun Lakes another senior community? Beaumont needs to step
up and lead on-no warehouses at all in our 3 communities) 1

Thanks for listening,
Winlet
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G106 — Doris Foreman

Christina Taylor )
From: s «dorisdman@netscape.net>
Sent: Sunday, June 05, 2022 5:09 PM
Te: Christina Taylar
Subject: Comments on the Warehouse
| urge the City Council to deny the proposed zoning change to e-commerce/warehouse use. The city T
has approve an industrial area south of I-10 where large warehouses are located away from
residential homes and schools.
5106-1
A drive along 6th Street'Ramsey or I-10 one sees a hazy fog in the air unless it has just rained. This
is before the two large warehouses under construction at the western end of Cherry Valley Boulevard
open. Air quality will get worse if an additional warehouses are built so close to two senior
communities, an elementary school, middle school and high school.
The jobs created for warehouse workers are temporary with a high turn over rate. It is unrealistic that T
the "building manager or designee will be responsible for restricling trucks and support equipment
from non essential idling longer than 5 minutes while on site.” Will a third party truck driver respond to
the building manager or designee if confronted when this person has no direct supervisory
responsibility for the driver's performance or evaluation? How will this 5 minute idle time be monitored| %1%
when trucks are continually amriving? What mechanism will be used? How ill the tenant have control
over the age of the trucks arriving at a given bay?
The purchase of electric zero emission vehicle passenger cars for onsite employees employed for
five years is unlikely due to the high turn over rate. Many employees are employed by employment
agencies, not the warehouse tenant. The 119 parking spaces for clean air/electric vehicles will go G106 3
unused, A salary of $17 - $20/hour does not ensure purchase of an electric vehicle which has a base -
price of $27,000 upward. There will not be employees rushing to purchase electric vehicles at these
salary levels. 1
Please do not approve the zone change!
Sincerely,
Doris Foreman
1781 Desert Poppy Lane
Beaumont
City of Beaumont July 2022
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

G106-2  All applicable mitigation measures, conditions of approval and project designfeatures (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

PDF AQ-4

PDF AQ-5

PDF AQ-6

PDF AQ-7

PDF AQ-8

Tenant lease agreements for Phase 1 shallinclude contractual language restricting
trucks and support equipment from nonessential idling longer than 5 minutes
while on site.

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 oniits
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).

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.

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.

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.

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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PDF AQ-9

PDFAQ-10

#512). The building manager or their designee shall be responsible for enforcing
these requirements.

Phase 1tenants shallinclude contractual language intenant 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.

The Phase 1site shallinstall 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 takeninto consideration by
decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G107 — Joe Rose

Christina Taylor

From: K Danice Rose <jdjkrose@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, June 05, 2022 820 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

I have lived in Fairway Canyon for 17 years and have watched the exponential growth without the proper infrastructure

in place in a timely manner. it has been nearly impossible to travel from our residence to the High School during traffic

hours. Adding another warehouse will almost certainly cut is off from the rest of Beaumont and Calimesa amenities. G107-1
You need to come over to Palmer and Cheery Valley Blvd at 7:30 AM on a school day to see for yourself. Calimesa is to

blame for the first series of warehousing in Cherry Valley. Additional warehouses without the proper road infrastructure

is irresponsible and dangerous.

Joe Rose
Jdjkrose @gmail.com
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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 toreconstruct the Interstate10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange torelieve
congestionand improve traffic operations.

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements:

« Widen Cherry Valley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction

« Add turnpockets along CherryValley Boulevard approaching on-ramps

« Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps

« Reconstruct andrealign on- and off-ramps

« RealignCalimesa Boulevard north of the I1-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange
o Provide channelized turning on CherryValley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard

« Installnew traffic signals

« Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along CherryValley 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 1-10/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

Christina Taylor

From: Gail West <mattgailannie@hotmail com =

Sent: Monday, June 06, 2022 8:10 AM

Te: Christina Taylor

Subject: "Summit Station” Please do not allow another mega warehouse near our Solera
neighber. It would make our air even more unhealthy. Thank You Matthew West and | S102-1
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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G109 — James and Susan Karalun

Christina Taylor

From: Sue Karalun <suekdb@hotmail.com=
Sent: Monday, lune 06, 2022 9:43 Ak

To: Christina Taylar

Subject: Beaumont Summit Station

We are opposed to the idea of amending the previously approved Sunny-Cal Specific]
Plan to allow for 2,557,465 square feet of e-commerce uses on approximately 140
acres, up to 150,000 square feet of commercial uses (including hotel, retail and
restaurant uses) on approximately 11 acres. This land is across from current
residential housing, with children, and a 1290 home 55 plus community. The Project
proposes to amend the existing General Plan designation from Single-Family
Residential to Industrial to allow for the proposed e-commerce uses. Changing the
designation for these parcels is not in the best interest of the residents who reside in
the neighboring communities as older adults and children are the most vulnerable
when it comes to environmental hazards. 1

G1081

Warehouses bring with them increased traffic and pollution. We don't need this in our T
community and urge the members of the City Council to vote no on changing the

General Plan designation from Single Family residential to Industrial. G102

Thank you,

James and Susan Karalun
995 Gleneagles Rd
Beaumont, CA 92223
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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

Christina Taylor

From: RONALD MONRCE <roncapd@aol oom=
Sent: Monday, June 06, 2022 10200 AM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Fwed: Summit Station

—Original Message--—

From: ROMNALD MONROE <roncap@acl.com=

To: ctaylor@Beaumont.gov <ctaylor@Beaumont.gov=
Sent: Mon, Jun 8, 2022 9:53 am

Subject; Summit Station

Please add our names fo the growing opposition of the proposed Summit Station development.
G110
My wifie and | live in the Solera community of Beauvmaont, Calfernia. In addition fo the usual nolze and anvironmental
concarns, lat me add a few mora, 1L

In casa of a disaster requiring evacuation of the Solera community, truck traffic along Brookside Ave will cause
evacuations from Solera to be extremaly difficult. Brookside Ave is the primary evacuation route for Solera with three
entry/exit gates on Brookside Ave. There are many homes on the west side of the community that will use these gates to
exit, Brookside with all the truck traffic and employee traffic will make evacuations next to impossible. Increased truck Gi10-2
traffic will also delay emergency responders responding to Solera and other communiiies facing Brookside Ave and
Cherry Valley Ave, The Solera eommunity will be negatively affected by the proposed Summit development regardless of
whatever fraffic patterm is implementad

Water....Our state, county and eity is In a continual drought. Solera residents and HOA are actively reducing our water
usage. My wife and | water our lawns twice a week and take other steps to conserve water, The Solers HOA has reduced
its greenbelt watering program by fifty percent. That being said, The proposed Summit development would wipe out any
water conversation programs that Solera and its residents have implemented. The Summit development Is going to use
massive amounts of water of during construction. Once completed, Summit Station tenants will use water for restrooms,
break areas and fire protection systems to include sprinkler systems, interior fire hydrants and most likely truck washing
bays. Lets not forget any landscaping the Summit Station will put in and have to malntain, The obvicus question s where
does all that water come from? Does our community suffer at the hands of the Summit development? | should hope not.
Water conservation is huge and rightfully so. | hope a water usaga study was conducted to further prove my paint,
Massive developments use massive amounts of water that our community does not have. 1

G110-2

Fire protection is going to be costly in the event of a fire. One only has to look as the massive warehouse fire tha ocourred]
in Redlands off the 1-10 Freeway last year. As a ratired firefighter, | can already see that the warehouse will have a
massive fire lead. Responding fire units will be initially overwhelmed by the amount of fire and lack of resources to fight a
fire of this size. The closest fire station will be coming from Cherry Valley followed by the two other Beaumont fire stations
further east of the development. Other fire mutual aid will be coming from nearby communities. Police recourses will be
overwhialmed in the form of evacuation suppon and road closures. All these committed fire resources will put a strain on | G110-4
the City of Beaumont and Cherry Valley should another firefmedical emergency take place al the same time. At present,
there is no Beaumont fire station west of Oak Valley Parkway. | strongly urge the city council to immediately build a
temporary three bay fire station housing two paramedic fire engines and one ladder truck company, all fully paid and
staffed regardless of the cutcome of the Summit Station development.

In closing, | respectfully ask that the City of Beaument and other governmental agencies strongly oppose the Surmmit
Station developmeant. Mo amount of increased tax money s worth putting lives at jeopardy. | believe our community has
enough warshouses as it is. More warehouse and other large scale developments using massive amounts of water, G110-5
causing massive traffic problems and impacting public safety of Beaumont and it neighbors | net needed now or in the
future. | respectfully ask that the City of Beaumont to vote no on the proposed Summit Station development.

Ron and Debbie Monroe
A6
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Responses to Comment Letter G110 — Ronald and Debbie Monroe

G110-1

G110-2

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

Traffic (diesel) circulation associated with the Project would predominantly occur betweenthe
Project site and the 1-10/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 [-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 congestionand improve traffic operations.

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements:

« Widen CherryValley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction

« Add turnpockets along Cherry Valley Boulevard approaching on-ramps

o Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps

« Reconstruct andrealign on- and off-ramps

« RealignCalimesa Boulevard north of the 1-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange
« Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard

« Installnew trafficsignals

o 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 1-10/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).

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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A Water Supply Assessment (Appendix ) 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|and Section 4.17, Utilities and Service Systems, of
the DEIR for additional information.

G110-4 Refertoresponseto G110-2 above. Furthermore, as statedin 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 ratiowould 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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G111 — Michael Collins

Christina Taylor

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Ms. Taylor,

Attached, please find my letter in opposition to the Beaumont Summit Station project. Thank you for allowing me the
opportunity to speak to the unbridled growth of warehouse space in the once, pristine Pass Area and for helping to get

my voice heard.

Michael Collins
Banning, CA
714-469-3572

Michael Collins <mkcollins@grmail.com>
Monday, June 06, 2022 10:10 AM
Christina Taylor

Beaumont Summit Station

Beaumont station.doc

G111-1
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While | am not a citizen of Beaumont, | do live in the Pass Area and this project will
directly affect me as | travel the 1-10 corridor, specifically the Cherry Valley off ramp as |
have children and grandchildren that live there, and do the vast majority of my shopping
in Beaumont,

When we retired a few years ago, we decided to take what little we had and leave the
built up, noisy, polluted Orange County and move to the Pass Area for its pristine
scenery, open spaces and to be closer to our Kids. What a mistake that was! In the faw
years we have lived here, we have walched the explosion of millions upon millions of
square feet of warehouse spaces either built, under construction or in the planning
stages. Most of the warehouses being built or in the approval process don'l even have
tenants, they are being built on the premise that, because there is currently a shortage
of space, companies will flock to occupy them. California is in the middle of an historic
drought and yet they continue to add these huge buildings, with no infrastructure (roads,
water, sawer, electrify) in place to support them! Beaumont Surmmit is a prime example
of this, Yes, evantually the Charry Valley interchange with the 1-10 will be upgraded, but
not until years after the millions of square feet of warehouses, along with the hundreds
of additional daily truck trips have already begun. It was |ess than a year ago when
Beaumont spent hundreds of thousands of dollars to updale their General Plan, a vision
fior how they wanted to see the area growih planned. And now some developer wants to
change all that with the promise of jobs. Anyone who has ever worked in the warehouse
industry knows this of the lie that is. With increased automation, what few jobs they offer
are low wage, dead and affairs. | know that whera | live, all the City Council keeps
repegting is “but they're giving us four million dollars in developer fees!”, which iz about
1 and a half times what they should be, It seems the elacted officials in the Pass are
care more for developer faes than they do for the people they promised (o serve!

=111-2

The Inland Empire in general and the Pass are in particular is either the second or third
largest area in the Country for turning farmland and beautiful vistas for large, squat, ugly
warehouses, Our area consistently has the WORST air quality in the Mation because of
geography and one of the only east, west truck routes in and out of Southem California
and now they want to add hundreds of addiional truck trips to our area, with all the L d
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unknown hazards of diesel particulate matter?!? And yet, the EPA says these
warahouses can offset all the fruck air pollution by using electric forklifts and installing
solar panels on the buildings. How does that keep us from being assailed by the light,
noise and air pollution all these trucks and warehouses bring? | spent many years as an
over the road trucker and can attest to the fact that, In order 1o maintain their comfort,
drivers will idle their trucks to maintain the heating or air conditioning in their trucks.
How do solar panels and electric forklifts offset that? That's like saying if you create 100
acres of rain forest in Brazil, you can spew several hundred more metric tons of
particulate matter into the air in Californial It's for that reason that many cities in the
Inland Empire have declared moratoriums on warehouse development; they just don't
know the long term effects of all that fine silt getting pushed into people's lungs. It's the
same throughout the Pass area, warehouses are buill, truck trips increase and there are
gtill not the roads and other things needed to support them, in place. An example of this
can ba seen along the 215 corridor between Moreno Valley and Menifee where, So Cal
Edison won't even commit to being able to power the vast majority of theml In
Redlands, where warehouses have grown without restriction, try getting off the 1-10 at
California Strest. Because of all the warehouses built there, traffic does not move
because of the number of trucks and this is happening in the entire Pass area as well
and will only get worse with the hundreds of millions of square feet of warehouse space
planned for the Pass areall |s that what we want to raise our children and grandchildren
in or want to see happen o our area? Even though | live in Banning, | have to drive
those roads everyday and have watched traffic deteriorate badly in this tims. Between
Yucaipa and the Morongo Reservation | find semi trucks in every lane on the freeway,
not just the right two where they are restricted by law, Adding several million more
square faet of warahousa space will only exacerbate an already intolerable problem.

Thank you for taking the time to listen and hopefully hear what | have to say.

Michaal Collins
T14-469-3572
Banning, CA
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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 takeninto 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

June 5, 2022

Christina Taylor

Community Development Director

City of Beaumont

550 East 6th Street

Beaumont, CA. 92223

Regarding: Proposed 2.5 million square foot warehouse on Cherry Valley Bivd.

Dear Christina:

) . . . o - G112-1
This letter is against the change of zoning and building of the 2.5 million square feet of

warehouse to be located on Cherry Valley Blvd. and here are the reasons why.

1.The Inland Empire already is facing the WORST AIR POLLUTION and TRAFFIC

CONGESTION in the entire United States.

2. Data complied by UCLA has shown that 71% OF CHILDREN OF 10 YEARS AND UNDER

LIVING IN THIS AREA HAVE ASTHMA.

3. The American Lung Association has BATED RIVERSIDE COUNTY WITH AN “F" FOR

OZONE AND PARTICULAR MATTER POLLUTION.

4. With the increasing number of warehouses along with the semi-truck traffic in the Pass area,

thers WILL BE A DRAMATIC INCREASE OF ASTHMA, LUNG CANCER AND

CARDIOVASCULAR DISEASES. G112-2

5. South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) found that PECPLE LIVING AS

CLOSE AS A HALF-MILE FROM WAREHOUSES HAS A

HIGHER CHAMNCE OF DEVELOPING COMPLICATIONS WITH HEART DISEASES AND

ASTHMA,

This warehouse and any other proposed warehouses will destroy the Pass area with more air

pollution, traffic congestion, children’s safety, water use, real estate and the beauty of this area.

Please consider the welfare of the residents living here.

Thank you for all that you can do to stop this warehouse and any others from being built.

Sharon Sylva. ,Q%cub‘w éfﬂ,

/995" /s adese Wgﬁ;
rParnig, L& 92220
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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 takeninto 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 1) 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 | 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

Christina Taylor
From: marylou noll <marylounoll@men. com
Sent: Monday, June 06, 2022 11:38 AM
To: Chiristina Taylor
Subject: Summit Station
) ) G113
| am opposed to this development for the following reasons: -1
This property is not zoned for industrial use. Do not let the developer change the %1 13

zoning.

Air pollution from a 2.5 million sq. ft. warehouse with trucks arriving 24/7. Our air
guality is already at risk from the warehouses on Cherry Valley Bivd.

Lack of infrastructure, this area can’t handle 18 wheelers. The proposed change to the
Cherry Valley Interchange will take years to build. Brookside over Interstate 10 is only two %1 13
lanes wide. It can hardly manage the traffic going to and from the high school. ;

Warehouses do not belong next to residential areas. The City of Colton just stated this
in not allowing a warehouse building permit. Beaumont has an Industrial-Warehouse district
on 4" Street. Please keep warehouses there.

My husband and | moved to Solera to be close to our son and his family. We wanted a quiet
and well-maintained community. We enjoyed the views of the rolling hills and countryside. | |G113
lost my husband to Covid in 2020. This development, if approved, will i i ife|

i p , if app d, will impact the quality of life
for myself and 1,290 households in Solera and many more on either side of Interstate 10.

Please do not change the zoning.
Sincerely,
Mary L. Noll

1738 Snowberry
Beaumont, CA 92223

Sent from Mail for Windows
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

G113-2 Seeresponse 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 G113-1above. According to DEIR Appendix K, Traffic Study, the City of Calimesa,
with Caltrans and the County of Riverside proposes to reconstruct the Interstate 10
(1-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve traffic
operations.

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements:

« Widen CherryValley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction

« Add turnpockets along CherryValley Boulevard approaching on-ramps

o Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps

o Reconstruct andrealign on- and off-ramps

« RealignCalimesa Boulevard north of the 1-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange

» Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard

« Installnew trafficsignals

o 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 [-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

Christina Taylor

e —————
From: lodi Lindman <jodilindman@gmail.com=
Sent: Maonday, June 06, 2022 1:10 Ph
To: Christina Taylor, Lloyd White
Subject: Summit Station
6/5/22

Dear Beaumant City Council,
RE: Summit Station Warehouse

The time has come for you to lead the city of Beaumont into the city of tomorrow.

Mot to follow the other cities in the Inland Empire who have sold out to big business and corporate
greed. Our city should be about all our residents, from children to seniors, their welfara should be
your main concern. Not some shortsighted financial gain that in the end will cause pollution which will
cause health problems, traffic which could cause accidents leading to deaths, and lower paying job.
As a 10-year citizen of Beaumont, | have watched in horror as the traffic continues to bottleneck many]
times coming to a standstill. Many residents have moved to Beaumont for cleaner air, good schools
and parks and open space. Move traffic and the continued building of warehouses will only make our
community less desirable and therefore effect our property values.

Having another warehouse located off Cherry Valley Blvd will only increase traffic, pollution, and car
accidents. Many families used both Cherry Valley Blvd and Brookside Ave to take their children to
school. Also, many high school students are also driving themselves to school, which creates a
sarious situation with hundreds of diesel trucks sharing the road. One death is to much.

What we need in North Beaumont is shopping, theaters, nice restaurants, and hofels. Services that
families can enjoy. The Beaumont planning commission has already made mistakes. Placing all our
services off Highland Springs has already been a traffic nightmare. Infrastructure and planning have
not kept pace with growth, the freeway interchanges are inadequate for the traffic, and that will hold
true with Cherry Valley Blvd. Yes, | see they are planning a new interchange, but in reality, how long
will that take to build and once built will it accommaodate the new traffic and growth. Just go down to
Redlands and see the traffic nightmare at all the interchanges brought on by warehouse traffic.

H114-1

The city of Beaumont supported stopping the Gateway Warehouse in Cherry Valley, what has
changed to make you now think it's a good idea to build one across the street in Beaumont? How
much money are you getting from the landowner (who was first in line to support the Gateway
Warehouse), the developers? Is it really worth a lifetime of ruining our Beautiful community of G114-2
Beaumont.

You have a choice to bring our beautiful community into the future and say no to warehouses and yes
to sustained growth with emphasis on families and seniors who call Beaumaont their home.

I have included a condensed version of the LA times article written by Susan A. Phillips is professor of T
environmental analysis and director of the Robert Redford Conservancy for Southern California Sustainability
al Pitzer College. htips:Pwwwe latimes. comdopinionstory 2022-05-01 Anland-smpire-warehouse-growth-map

ervirgnment 2 fholid=IwAR { SUFOex M7 GO0 Yge FUUTED Iy Caf PYOv2ek-ulywKoetk VXY MiBmu T VA0E v
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hJ
"Ower the last 20 years, I've watchad open land and farmland in the Inland Empire become a
gridiocked sea of warehouses. These giant boxes have worsened traffic, air quality, cancer rates and
chronic health problems in the region and have cemented poverty here. The industry once touted as
a blue-collar miracle is instead filled with temp jobs rife with health and safety issues, wage theft, little
job security and a future in which robotic workers are predicted to reign supreme. “There are more
than 3,000 warehouses in San Bernardino County and nearly a thousand more In Riverside County.
(Graham Brady / Redford Conservancy at Pitzer College)” G143

Forty percent of the nation's goods now travel through the Inland Empire, mainly in diesel trucks but
also via trains and planes. Their combined emissions caused the Riverside-San Bernardino-Ontario
area to have lhe worst air quality in the United States as of 2019. This means we have more days of
high ozone and particulate matter exposure than most places in the country.

The Inland Empire is at a breaking point. More than a dozen groups throughout its vast 27,000-
square-mile region are attempting to pass moratoriums on warehouse construction. But
conservative politics and development money continue to win out. City councils in what are
known as “diesel death zones” routinely sacrifice the health of residents for economic benefit in areas
that often have lower income populations. New construction of warehouses should be minimized if not

eliminated. Community participation in the planning process should become a priority.

Creating a regional commitment to the principles of national and state legislation to conserve 30% of
open and working lands, and coastal waters, by 2030 could make the Inland Empire a keystone
region for nature-based solutions to climate change.

Today, each new warehouse — each new dot on the map — represents a new group of people
struggling to have their voices heard. Senior citizens in Banning, Community members in Fontana,
Colton or San Bemardine. Concerned neighbors in nearby Bloomington, Residents in Moreno Valley.
Farmers and families in Ontario.” And family neighborhoods in Beaumont.” * LA Times

Please say no to approving the Summit Station Warehouse. Instead continue on with the main plain
bringing services and housing to the area.

Regards,

Jodi Lindman

933 Southwind Ct'
Beaumant, CA 92223
jodilindmani@gmail.com
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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

guality 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 (1-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve

traffic operations.

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements:

» Widen CherryValley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction

« Add turnpockets along CherryValley Boulevard approaching on-ramps

o Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps

« Reconstruct andrealign on- and off-ramps

« RealignCalimesa Boulevard north of the 1-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange

« Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard

« Installnew trafficsignals

« Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along CherryValley 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 [-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 takeninto 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

Christina Taylor

From: Laura Welch <hwvelch?31@gmail.com
Sent: Maonday, June 06, 2022 1:44 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

Dear Planning Commissioners:

We adamantly oppose the mega warehouse proposed to be located between Cherry Valley Boulevard and Brookside

Avenue, We moved here from 5an Bernardino County for a different gquality of life and we believe this project could

subject many to great health risks and that it could zlse environmentally devastate our area that we have come to love 211271
so much. Our community cannot withstand this mega warehouse and we respectfully and adamantly request denial of

this project,

James and Laura Welch
1008 Blackhawk Dir.
Beaumaont CA, 92223
909-533-5464

Sent from my iPhone

City of Beaumont
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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 toSection 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

Christina Taylor

== =
From: Dennis James <gmcbone.dj@gmail.com:=
Sent: Monday, June 06, 2022 2:11 P
To: Christina Taylor
Subject: Summit Station Warehouse Project

To whom it may concern,

As a Solera homeowner | am extremely troubled by the proposed warehouse project.

Before purchasing our home we researched the surrounding area and found it to be of a rural nature and the existing
zoning and general plan designation supported that distinction.

50 why spend the money and effort to create a general plan for land use if the powers that be are just going to violate
the provisions whenever the mood strikes them? Talk about a violation of the public trust!!

This action is unconscionable!!

Have you forgotten your elected oaths?

Where does your allegiance lie, with the citizens of Beaumont and the pass or with the developers?

This project is definitely not in the best interests of the citizens of Beaumont!| So why violate the general plan, provide
exemption from the zoning designation and walk all over the public trust to curry favor with the developers??

We implore you to do the right thing and reject this project.

G116-1

Sincerely,

Dennis and Adel James
952 Brentwood Rd
Beaumaont, Ca
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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 tofulfill these purposes, and would replace the existing Sunny-Cal Specific Plan. The
proposed Specific Plan would implement the City’s General Planas 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.

GeneralPlan 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 ResidentialtoIndustrial, 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

Christina Taylor

Fram:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sherm &ndervich <i2scrive@earthlink net>
Manday, June 06, 2022 2:24 PM

Christina Taylor

Sumimit Station

My husband and | strenuously oppose the construction of a 2,5 million sq.ft. warehouse on Cherry | gq17.1
Valley Bivd. adjacent to our Solera community

James & Sherri Andervich
1678 Woodlands Rd.

951-797-0085
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G118 — Russell Thompson

Christina Taylor

From: Russell Thompson <redlandsruss@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, June 06, 2022 2:31 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station Warehouse

This will document my opposition to the construction of the Summit Station Warehouse. There are several
reasons why I feel this way: (1) It will add maore traffic to what will be an overcrowded freeway access and

will require that a new freeway access be built. (2) Because of the amount of vehicles going in and out, it G118
will create more pollution to the environment. (3) It will create a nolisier environment. -1

I moved to Solera to get away from congestion, not to be in the midst of it. Thank you for your attention
and consideration of this matter

Russ 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 (1-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve

traffic operations.

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements:

o Widen CherryValley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction

« Add turnpockets along CherryValley Boulevard approaching on-ramps

« Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps

« Reconstruct andrealign on- and off-ramps

« RealignCalimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange

« Provide channelized turning on CherryValley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard

« Installnew trafficsignals

« Constructsidewalks and bicycle lanes along CherryValley Boulevard

o 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 1-10/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

Christina Taylor

From: Carlos Gutierrez <carlesgutierrezxco@gmail.com:>
Sent: Monday, June 06, 2022 3:06 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Beaumont Summit Station

Hello Christina, I am a resident in the Stetson neighborhood here in
Beaumont. I have reviewed the Draft EIR regarding the Beaumont Summit
Station and I'm very concerned with the impact the proposed development
will have on the City of Beaumont, surrounding cities, and all the residents.
The traffic, the air quality, the noise, the pollution, the wildlife, will all 51191
negatively affect the residents in Beaumont. This is not the locaton for a
warchouse. I will be at the public hearings to oppose the proposed beaumont
summit station. It should stay zoned for the Sunny Cal Specific Plan.

Carlos Gutierrez
(951)323-6129
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G120 - Judith Kropf

Christina Taylor

=
From: Judith Kropf <jkropf@2data.net>
Sent: Monday, June 06, 2022 2:38 PM
To: Christina Taylor
Subject: Summit Station Warehouses

I live in Solera and how dare you planing commissioners even think of changing the city plans from residential property T
to commercial property. this whole area south of Brookside Ave is a senior community and we have enough health G170
problems without having all those trucks with there pollution. In the last 4 menths our air quality has only hit good -1
4 days and the rest of time it has been moderate to unhealthy for the 4 months. | know my health has been declining
with all the truck traffic around here. We now have too many warehouses In this area. Also our electric so expensive  —
arpund here and it will only get worst with their power being on 24/7. our power gets shut off too often now. when it
gets shut off again | personally will go after the city for any lose of food or any fires we might have. Now we have to %120
watch the use of water and you can fine me for not doing that if you bring in these warehouses. Are we going to have to |
pay for the upkeep of all our roads around us or are you going to charge the developer? | hope they will have to stay off
of Brogkside and only use Cherry Valley. We are paying all these mellow rouse taxes for upkeep of the roads and fire

department and water coming into the area. The warehouses on Cherry Valley did not have to pay any of that and they

still don't have to. | hope they will have to also. -

Judith Kropf

1570 Castle Pines Lane, Begumont, CA
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

G120-2 Refertoresponseto G120-2 above.
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Comment Letter G121 — Susan Gaghon

Christina Taylor

=
From: Sue <singinsue3@yahoo.com:
Sent: Monday, June 06, 2022 3:18 PM
To: Christina Taylor
Subject: Beaumant Summit

| am writing to protest another large warehouse being build across from the one siill being built on Cherry Valley. As a
resident that moved to Cherry Valley for a more rural atmosphere that is being taken away little by litte. We are already
feeling the effects of the building process and it will continue to get worse as hundreds of trucks begin going into and out
of the warehouse now being built. The smog from the diesel trucks, the road {Cherry Valley) already being torn up, and 121
the traffic is already a mass for those of us that use it daily, and will confinue to get worse when the first warehouse 3
actually opens. It is already dangerous even trying to gel on the freeway at Cherry Valley or crossing over due to the huge
development on the other side of the freeway. Thay changed the zoning for the first warehouse and now want to take
away the rural area on the other side by changing the zoning there also. Please re-consider another ugly, large
warehouse and adjacent proposed hotel, restaurants and whatever else ara in the plans,

Thank you for your consideration.

Susan Gagnon
10760 Deerfield Dr.
Cherry Valley, CA
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Responses to Comment Letter G121 — Susan Gagnhon

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 Interstate10 (I-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange torelieve
congestionand improve traffic operations.

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements:

« Widen CherryValley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction

« Add turnpockets along CherryValley Boulevard approaching on-ramps

o Add pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps

o Reconstruct andrealign on- and off-ramps

« RealignCalimesa Boulevard north of the 1-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange
« Provide channelized turning on Cherry Valley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard

« Installnew trafficsignals

o 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 [-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

Christina Taylor

From: Nancy Carroll <nancyjeanc@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, June 06, 2022 3:27 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Beaumont Summit Station EIR response letter
Attachments: Summit Station Comments.docx

Dear Christina,

I hope you are doing well. | have always been impressed with the good work you are doing. Please accept my G122-1
comments on the proposed Beaumont Summit Station.

Best to you,

Nancy Carroll

949 510-3560

1165 Lantana Road
Beaumont, CA. 92223
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Response to EIR Summit Station, Beaumont CA

To: Christina Taylor

From: Mancy Carroll
1165 Lantana Rd.
Beaumont, CA, 92223

A J
I am opposed to approval of the Beaumont Summit Station EIR and allowable permitting of the plans

submitted for land use changes to this site. | have read through the EIR and while | could find fault with
many of its assumptions and statistics | will focus on other areas.

Az many know, there was an incredible outpouring of opposition to the approval of the "Gateway
Warehouse™ on Cherry Valley Boulevard for a speculation warehouse, The name was changed by the
developer from the Gateway warehouse. He should have left it named as such, 'We all knew that it was
an attempt to “punch a hole” into Cherry Valley Boulevard and redefine the area as a speculative
warehouse spot instead of an entrance into Cherry Valley, Oak Glen and our beautiful rural
communities. It now stands as a Gateway to greed and speculation. We were also aware of the risk to
the surrounding land to become "“warehouse fertila”,

And o here we are. | love Beaumont and Cherry Valley. As an elected, | spent many hours pouring over
the General Plan. I listened to the specific plan for this land use that we are now referring to in this EIR.
It was to have parks, housing, and families. | talked with the owner personally about his intentions. We
took the largest amount of money that Beaumont has ever spent to develon and honorable,
promising, and well-designed General Plan. This was taxpayer and resident money that we spent to
develop a general plan that did not allow for warehouse/logistics in this location, but instead fallowed
good land use design principles and segregated this type of development inta an area where roads and
infrastructure could well serve these uses.

G122-2

50, this is how it works. The inappropriate warehouse on Cherry Valley can now be “used” as an excuse
to put another across the street. The new “lucky rabbits’ foot™ for developers to pull out of their packets
won't be "it provides us with the good jobs we need” spouted by the previous pockets lined with sibver.
Mew justifications out of the mouths of profiteering, other quid pro quo or even to refill the greedy
ctampaign chests of election candidates will be what they espouse. Now you will hear other siren songs -
= “But it will use less water (of course, but in a different lacation this is true also)” "We will make it look
nice, give shopping choices too or office space (true in any other location alsa)”. I it looks Hke an
inappropriate usage by the general plan, it is. Na smaoke and mirrors required.

FUT IT WHERE IT BELONGS! Too bad you didn't buy the land in the warehouse zaned area. So
sympathetic that you took a risk that you could convince poor cities that they needed your dollars more
than they needed to respect their residents. | have faith that the City of Beaumont will not be <old out
so easily. | know we have excellent planning staff. | believe that the people who work in the city know
how much this community cares about how It is developed, how it grows. | know my fellow Council v
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miemibers have integnty. IFf they are planning on living here and not relecating, ey will have 1o face
their neighbars and constituarts, Most wauld not sell them aut sa gkl

L0, | belieres that far the following simple reasons Lhe Summit $tation will not and should not be -
approved

s There s a raned warehouse area -this is not located init

*  There is Lame maney you are better off without. You no longer need it so desperataly, When on
Councl we were worried about not going bankrupt. Through the TEAM of Cauncil, s1aff, and the
support of aur residents, we now have a 530 mililon surplus, Continue with souand leadership
and disagres with this proposal

* |l inappropriate for truck traffic, safe roads ta schoaols, anather pin in the warehouse coffin for
# rural lecation

L S-P'ﬂl:llhtm arg allowed to pat any project forward a4 a prapadal, that does rat rrﬂn.lhﬂ'
should gat approval o] Pl

= We spent over a milllen dollars on owr General Plan, It is onb 8 few years old, When vou add
the contrack Brice of develosing this Blan stafl howrs and oversighi this was well over a
miton-dottar nvestment In owr gdbaniiing and futune.

#  [on show them they are right — they can buy anything, promise amything, profitear, and leaws,
Hawe yau s=en that mausoleum an Cherry Valley Boulevard ¥ The one whene they scoffed at us
and said we would never even see it? Could it have gone In a properly zomed area? e, Wiould
they herve made as much carpethagging money? No.

Ciften the ruse is to float an EIR, get what the rolse is abewt, and ihen profler compromise. just say na,
moue io the warehowse anea, pay up for that land if you really believe in ywour praject. T pull the bait
ard switch on our planning department, residents and cty leadership is 10 profiteer on the backs of aur
families, seniors and taxpayers,

Rizspectfully,
Marncy Carnall
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

G122-2 Refertoresponseto 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 discussedin
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

Christina Taylor

From: Rari Hoy <rmay310@gmail com
Sent: Monday, fune 06, 2007 615 P
Ton Christing Taydos

Subjeci: R BEALIMIONT SLIMBMIT STATION

Thank you Ms. Taylor|

O Mon, Jun B, 202 at £:3% PM Christing Taylar <Ciaglon beaumantoa gous wiobe:

Gaod alternoon Mr. Roy,

Thank you far taking the time to comment. Your commerits will be inciuded for the record and will be
provided ta Planning Commission and City Council ahead of the meetings. G1Z-1

CHRISTIMNA TAYLOR

Deouty ity Manager

City of Beaumont

550 E. 6th Street, Beaumont, Ca 92223
Desk (951) 572-3212

BeaumontCa.goy

Facebook | Twiller | Instagram | YouTube

BEAUMONT

|
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FALITYELEVATED

From: Fon Roy <rroy S 1 06 il oo e
Sent: Monday, June 06, 2022 348 PM
Ta: Christina Tegor < Ctay o b aum pntos g o

Subject: BEAUMONT SLIMBIT STATION

Dear bs. Taylor

Attached pleaze find my comment letter ba the abave praject

Please confirm timely receipt.

Thark you,

Rian Rovy

35161 Hogam Or, Arawmont, CA 57223
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Christina Taylor

From: Ran Boy <rroy3 1@ gmail.com=

Sent: konday, June 06, 2022 248 P4

Ta: Lhristina Taylar

Subject BEALIMCIHT SUILMIT STATION

Attachmenis Rion Ray_ Beaurnsnl Residenl_Comimers 10 SummitStationEIR final docs
Dear Wi Taytar

Attached please find my commens letter ta the above project

Plazase conlirm Limely receipt.
Thank you.

R Aoy

35161 Mogan Dr, Beavmont, C& 42323

City of Beaumont
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Jume &, 2022
Ta:
Christina Taylor, Community Developmaent Director City of Beaumant
550 E. 6th Street
Beaumaont, CA 92233
From:

Rom Roy: Beawmont Resident: Fairway Canyon
Beaurmani, Ca, 93223

rrovy 31 D ermail Lo

fe:
BEALBAONT SUBARMIT STATION

Digar Mz, Taylor
Beaumaont Surmmiit Siation DEIR Tabla of Contents CATEGORIES

There's no such thing as an abssbute property right and never is that treer than in this poarly
conceived and poorly located zone change reguest for a largely warehousa developmant, jwith
a paltry sprinkling of “mixed use”) in a rural residential valley naxt to large residentiad
communities. Under CEQA and commaon sense, this project must be danied.

E123-2
Beaumont should not become an industrial town Bke Vermnon or Industry. The dty's look, its
dignature, should be one of a pristine residential community with high guality retall and
recreation attractors. This massiee warehouse project will undermine, and forever scar, this
argas vision and guality of life.

The biggest problems with this project

1. Warehouse jobs are now widely praven as high turnover, low wage, physically
demanding jobs, rather than bringing pood paying sustainable jobs, with long term
benefits and prospects, mostly nor-unban. The peophe working in these warehouses will =173-3
mivt b able ta afford to live in the Area as the price of howsing is too EHPRASHE Far 1hisir
avarage incomas (545 000] to support housing financing, taxes, and upkesp.

1. Warahouses attract and concentrate hundreds of diesel big trecks 1 a sngle site T
emitting some of the most dangerows air pollution. B0% of all big rigs on the read in
California are diesel engine driven. Warehouse pollution will be particularly dangerous
and cause numerows deadly health effects on sensitive receptor humans and the
sensitive receptor communitiesfacilitias near the project, such as the residential G134
communities south of Brookside and north of 110, Cherry Valley Rural residents, Fairway
Camyen, Tournament Hills, Jak Valley Greens, Summerwind, Singleton Rd., nearby
mobile hofme parks, school facilithes like Beaumont High School, Brooksids E_.I-E[ruentar',l__ L
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San Gorgonio Middle Schoal, Summensind Middbe School, Taurnament Hills Elementary,
Three Rings Elementary, Highland Academy Charter Schaol, Palm Innovation Academy,
Glen Wiew High Schoal, Starlight Elementany: alse the medical facilities in the Pais Area,
such a4 5an Gorgonio Hospital, Highland Springs Medical Offices. Kearby community
parks, sports facilitles, and the Beaumant Soccer fields. There are also sensithe receptor
refreation centers with sutdear pools such a2 Salera, Fainmay Canyon, Four 5easons.

3. Beawmont, and other areas in the Inland Empire and SaCal, have warehouse districts
with the land and infrastructure to better support, mega warehouses of the scale of
proposed 2.5 million sq.ft proposed for Summit Station. Under CEQA alternative analysis
{CECWA section 15126 et.all, the applicant must reasonably and adeguately consider
these alternatives, which might be better solutionslecations for alarge scale
warehouse project than the current propoasal.

4. Warehouses, by their very physical nature/conflguration, are iImpossibile to dedign in a
dynamic and creathely diverse and attractive way. The economics of warehause design
require them ta be masshee featureless high prafile (now reaching well over 50 feet
high) rectangular structures thet agpropriste massive amounts of land, in order to
support the volume of merchandise that must be sorted and distributed inside and
traniported by hundreds (thousands) of big rig trucks, Warehouses will bight the
bucaolic Cherry Valley area. There is not aesthetic remedy,

5. Traffic: Cherry Valley Boulevard b5 il suited to suppert thousands of big-rig truchks,
breaking on the steep grades, and gueveing up &t the warshause entrances and Cherry
Walley interchanpe.

&, Naoize pollution has not been sufficiently mitigated.

1. Cummulative effect of warehouse pollution from project and other Pass warehowses.
will caese unsustalmable alr quality canditions far Pass Ressdents.

Below are my commaents in more detail to sections in the EIR, References from the EIR or other
sources will be in BLACK font color, My commients will ke in RED fart color:

Draft Environmgntal Impact Report

= 3.0 Project Description
FOF HOI 1: The Project would be grade separated by approximately 48 feeq and would
intlude & retaining wall that would attenuate noise between the loading docks and
receptars to the ek Elevation drawings must be included for public review. A minimum
wall hetight, natural berm, or ather man-made or natural vericle barrier around, and
nearbry, the project sites perimeter needs to be established which hides the buildings
appearance from wehitular raffic (assuming maximum vehlcle haight of 14 feet high) fram

G135

G126

G129
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110 [Morif right-af-way boundary between Broakside dvenue and Cherry Valley Blwvd ,
Brockside Avenue, Lhermy Valtey Blvd. and the eastem progerty Line ffar 44 mile),

v Exhibit 3.0-8: Cross Sections of Cherry Valley Blvd and Brookside Ave. Cheory Valley Blvd, T
should have, at minimum, the same lane corfiguration as Brookside Ave. (as depicted in
Bropkside Cross Section]), with the addition of dedicated, northesst/southesest truck Lanes
{adding I mare lanes minimum to Brookside Cross Section, one on each slde} on Chesry
WValley Blwd., from Ehe praject to 110 irberchange. Trsck lanes shall be 14° wide. Mo truck
wraffic iz allowed northeast of the prajects nomheast cormer, Signage to that effect mast be

nstalled.

The replication of the Brookside Ave design with the addition of dedicsted truck Lanes is
important as this alse mitigates the combined effect of aoded big-rig tucks raversing to-
and-from 110 ta swppart both Summit Station and 5an Gorgonle Crossing Wanehiouses,

iG123-10i

o Emhibit 3.0-11: Concepiual Drainage Plan: ALl runoff eater must be 100 recaptured,
recyCled and returmed Lo either the retreated or domestic water supply,

- [Exhibit 5.0-12: Conceptual Grading Plan: Meed 8 cross-section elevation drawing showing
o the building and site profile will keok from street Level point-of-view.

o 4.0 Environmental Impact Analysis

o ‘Table 4-1, Cumulative Projects: Table 4.1 fails miserably in providing public with relevane T
information on cumulstie impacts af projects: For aach progect idensified, am amissions
soore needs to e established for that wWe/propect, <o that the public understands the
Clamrent emmissions that are being generated for all exsting projects. Public needs to know
the difference in emission scones famount of emEsions Trom various palluton sources such
a5 particulate matter, GHG, nitrous oxide, and other emissions designated by AQMD and
CARE). | would expect dramatically different emission scores from s3y, the Shopoff
Warehouses, South Beaumant Warehouwse Projects, Hidden Canyon Industrial Park, lack
Rabbit Trail Warehowses (SRED), Banning Wanshouse Projects, Cabazon warehouse projects,
vE. The specific plan communities like Salera, Dak Yalley Specific Plan, Heartland 5P, and o101
Sumimenvwind, Barmning and Calimesa residential communities vs retail oenters ke ™~
Street Marketplace, San Gorgonio Village etc. and Besurnont's few industrial sounges,

Theen emission scones need to be established for Summit Station Warehouses, and other
propased warehouse prajects scheduled for Beaumant {jackrabbit trail warehauses),
Eamning [Banning Foink, Sunset Crassrosds.

Omly this way will the public get acourate knowledge of the cumulative impact fram
Summit Station warehouses.
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Project 14; Hidden Camyan Industrial Fark: needs 2 designated Land use, Currently its c173-12
missing

Table 4-1 Organization: This table needs to be regrganized by Land use bype and maom
descriptive codes For retail, commercial, warehosse then KSR, Consen aeitly for example
Beaurnant ared warehauses would be bunched in a WH category and their total square

feotage || estimate 14.31E million sgft w'o WLE: 35,788 millon sq.ft with WLC) can be 12313
readily identified. Alsa need to include Barming, Cabazon, Callmesa Wanshouges in this
takble

Request the cppartunity to comment further on following categaries 4,1 thry 4,11 ;

o 41 Aesthetics

o &2 Air Quality

4,3 Biolagical Resaurces

a 44 Cultural Resouroes

o 4.0 Energy

G123-14
o 46 Geology and Sails

o 4.7 Gregnhouse Gas Emissions

o 4.8 Hazands and Hazardous Materials

o 4.9 Hydrolagy and Water Quality
o 410 Land Use

& 411 Moise
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0

4.12 Population and Housing

Popufation in the City is forecasted to increase to 80,200 persons by 2045, an approximatedy
55.2 percent difference from 2016. Households within the City are forecasted to increase to
25,100 households by 2045, an approximately 55.4 percent difference from 2016, SCAG also
forecasts that the number of jobs in the City will increase 1o 15,500 by 2045, an approximstely
52.3 percentage difference. [the city/appicant has not demonstrated wivich land in the city will
be usad to fulfill state housing requirements (581, SB10) or SCAG projected grawth,
[This site is far better suited for housing development as evident under its current specific
plan {price to this project propoasal) to meet state housing goals.

Using this site for housing is also compatable with the majority of the existing land use in
the surounding area, notably Solera, Stetson, Hansen specific plans, and the rural
residental zoning of Cherry Valiey and Riverside County's Pass Area Plapning Area which
swTounds the project on three sides

Soe also alternative uses,

Furthermore, both the City and County have a high vacancy rate of 4.8 percent and 13.0
percent, respectively, and therefore are not considered housing-pocs. [Viacancy rate 15 not a
valid indicator of housing demand. Vacarcy rate term Is undefinad: for example, vacant
homes may be in demand, but are not currently marketable, due to clouded titles,
encumbrances, or ather restrictions that must be cleared before a house can be sold.
Effective demand and actual demuand for housing is better measure, Effective demand has &
direct bearing on housing affordability and stste housing affordability goals,
City Employment: Table 4,12-4, Employment by Sector — City of Beaumont (2020) This dals i«
erraneous and fallacious as it falls to include the fastest growing employment sector (Sauth
Spaumont Warehouse District}: warehousing and logistics. This sector meeds to be included in
order for residents 10 get an accurate assessment of its impact, Foe example, this gives more
accurate determinetion of the percentage of new jobs that will be low wage warehousing or
retail. Rank sectors by job quality {safary, benefits, education, long term prospects etc.)
Jobs-Housing Balance: Table 4.12-5: Job Housing Balance

This Infarmation is misleading. Glven the market values of Beaumont housing stock, this
ratio should use onty a sustainableMigh-wageMiah skill job tally to compare with housing.
Cannat buy 3 house if the job does not provide sufficlent wages and long term prospacts to
gualify far current market homes, Avereage warehouse job $45,000 annual: often loss
Housing Accountablility Act (Senate B 330) Addresses the states housing crisls and
designates Beaumont as an affected city subject to SB330. Therefore Beaumont is
prohibited against removing or downzoning residentially zoned land such that there
would be a "net loss” in residential zoning capacity.

Beaumont Summit Station i already approved for a housing development. Converting
this to warehouse zoning is ramowving this residentially zoned land from the cities
available housing stock, thereby further restricting the limited supply of housing need
for our area and the reglon, Sticking with the existing specific plan better suits the
alleviation of the Intense pressure for new end affordable hausing in California. Suni Cal
Specific Plan does this. Far example, The Suni Cal Comprehonsive Land Use Plan
approved in 2007 allows for 560 residential units on approximately 200 acres, with an

G123-18

G123-16

G123-17

G123-18

G123-18

Y
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owverall grass density of 2.8 dwelling units per acre, Simgle family residential
dewelopmant in the Spacific Plan Includes residential neighborhaods of one and two-
story single-family detached homes on 20,000 square foot [SF) lots, 8,500 5F lats, §.000
S5F lots, and 7,000 5F lots. Open dpace and recreational amenities include a
neighborhood park site and two pocket parks connected by a systermn of paoess. A S0
taot-wide landscaped berm will buffer the Specific Plan site from the surrounding
development as well as provide area for enhanced landscaping including a sidewalk and
meanderng paseo which may be usead by eguestrians. This suits the nearby residential
caomimiunities and the rural residential character of Cherry Valley, 3 community in which
residents have fought doggedly to stave off poor governmental plamning and ill
concenved warchouse prajects,

o Reglonal Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy

o Western Riverside Coundil of Govermments: The applicant has not demonstrated baw
the impact of this praject an local traffic and road/ highway infrastructure will apply to 12330
Beaumont and the region, in terms of both diesel, big rig truck, or vehicular traffic, or
the amount, if any of sales or other taxes that could contribute to offset transportation
impacts orthe amount of 1
Beoumont Housing Element: According Lo the EIR, "Beaumont’s Housing Element is
intended to ensure that tha City astablishas policles, procedures, and incentives in its
land use planning activities that result in the maintenance and expansion of the housing
supply to adeguately accommadate houwsehalds currently living and expected to live in
the City. The Housing Element provides the policies that guide City decisien-making and
implement hausing goals through the year 2025 to ensuring 8 balance of hausing types
and costs ara avallable to meet the needs of the City.” Unfortunately, the EIR has not
provided an accurate inventory of available residentially zoned land matching projected
build-out with projected houwsing demand for the foreseeable future L

o ity af Besumant 2040 Geaeral Plan: If arything this project goes counter to any afthe T
ohjectives of the Land Use and Community Design Element, For example it violates 3.3
which states: “A City that preserves its existing residential neighborhoods and
proristed development of new housing choices.” The vast majarity of the project
acreage will be pollution generating (from diasel truck polflution], blight inducing (big
50+ high square boxes of featureless design, that obstruct mountain and rural valley
views), will degrade property values and trigger the type of mass exoduses of residents | G123-22
a5 found In Sun Lakes community, when residents learned they are being surrounded by
wiarehouses,

5123-H

And how will this project comply with policy 2.3.7 which Reguines wall-connected
walkabla neighborhoods with quallty access to transit, pedestrian, and bicycle Facilities?
it won't, Thess Warehauses will strip the nearby neighbaerboods of their bucolic
character. Pedestrians and cyelisis will have to compete with large diesel big-rig trucks
aperating 24,7, v
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Policy 3.4.1: Continue to promote commencial and induttrial development in the
Interstate Employment Subares that capitslizes on the City's location mear the 1-10 and
the SRE60 Freewsys. There are other areas In Beawmont, and the Pass that are far
superior places to locate warehouses, such as the South Beawmont warshouse district
which are better designed to support the big-rig truck traffic congestion, kdling and
queueing. This project aoreage is best suited for residential commaunity develapmert.
Folicy 3.4.2: Promate the development of neighborhood commercial uged in the vicinity
of residential neighborhoads and larger commerdlal retall centers alang the major
transpartation corridors, Small-medium scale neighborhoed shopping center with
plannied infrastructure has alresdy been ectablished nearby at the Marketplace xt
Calimesa, Oak Valley Plaza, Dak Valley Town Center and tha small Cherry Valley retail
ared on Beaumont Awe, Morth of Cherry Valley Biwd, Also Retall strip on Haey 79 near
1%/Beaumnant Ave, 2™ Street Market Place, and San Gorgonio Village Shapping Cir. (-
And-0ut incl], Batter to upgrade snd expand these existing retail areas rather than
insert an oddly placed, isolated retall that would campete and drain business from the
aforementioned neighborhood retail areas. If anything Summit Statien retail, could be
blight and crime induding, negatively mpacting the safety of nearby residential
neighborboads. Also Beaumont, needs to focus on upgrading it's original downtown
area centered 2t £ St/BEeaumont Ave,

Economic Development Elerment;

Goal 5.1 : A dynamic local economy that attracts diverse business and investment.
What we are learning from the epidemic proliferation of warehouzes in the Inland
Ernpére, and now the Pass and Beaumont, is that warebouses do mare than amy other
type of land use/findustrial development, to destroy economic diversity and embed
monolithic land use under one type of “industry”. Warehouses do not bring high paying,
high skilled, long-lasting jobs that can suppart families and housing purchases. The
turnawer rate is now become common-knowledge. The vast magority of warkers
typically last no langer than 1-2 years, before guitting.

Beaumont is failing to aggressively recruit and secure, high quality, manufacturing, tech,
ar ather guality aconomic sectors, that attract sustalnable reswssding professions....

Palicy 5,252 Recruit and retain ererging growih industries {industries with significans
employment and performanie potential) thet pravide revenues to the Oy and jobs o 1he
tamimunity, including health care, education, and professianal sendces. “The tyoe of emerging
provath industries with sgnificant ermployment and performance potertial,, Beaurmnont should
be recruiting. should not be warehouse distribution, bul rather prafessional sevices 21"
eeniury manutaciuring that MAKES eaceptional products as found in sustainabée, renewablie
industries, subamotive, consumer products, acraspace, “Hi-iech® emerging technclagies, mat
sorbmg and distribution.

5123-23

512324

City of Beaumont

2.0-840

July 2022



Beaumont Summit Station Project

Final Environmental Impact Report

Section 2.0 - Comments and Responses to Draft EIR

(=]

4,13 Public Services

4.14 Recreation

This site |s very well sultac far a recreational site that supPOrS the cities unmet needs for
sponts fielos, nature trails, bike lanes, sports parks (BMX, skateboard), tennis courts, aquatic
facilities, community and reglanal parks, and other recreational resources, A
naturefrecreation site should de cansidered under CEQA 25126, especially with the approx.
123 acre park site across the street from the project site.

4.15 Transportation and Traffic

Re:4,15:6:4.15-7 County of Riverside Congestion Management Program “Tha focus of the
CMP is the development of an Enhanced Traffic Monitoring System in which real-time
traffic count data can be accessed by the RCTC to evaluate the condition of the Congestion
Management System, as well as meeting other monitoring requirements at the state and
federal levels.” After all these years, the city of Beaumant does not have a locally based
and corcrolied monitoring system with traffic monitoring technclogy and infrastructuse
embedded,hardwlred/cornmected threughout the city's street system, Using and basing
traffic analysis, Including the one for the Summit Station EIR, bated an cut-of-Beaumont,
sourced oata creates sgnificant INaccuracies that uncermines the credibility of traffic
stidles and public trust in the gooo faith efforts of their city to falrly understand the actual
impacts that the hundreds of trucks attracted to this warehouse project will generate on
the street system

Also on 415-7 The plan must contain mitigation measures, Including transportation demand
management strategles and transit alteratives, and a schedule of mitigating the deficiency
Meaither the projpect applicant nor the city has implemented these measures ar a schedule, sgain
|eopardizing the health and safety

Where industrial uses are near existing and planned residential development, require that
Industriad projects be designed to Bmit the impact of truck traffic, air and noise pollution on
sensitive receptors, Applicant has faded to do this

City of Beaumant 2040 General Plam. Land Use and Community Design Elément

Goal 5.1 A City structure that enhances the quality of life of residents, meets the community’s
vision for the future,

The project is In the area of Cherry Valley on the Narth and East, and High Quatity
Resigential Communities 1o the South and Scutheast In this area are rural residential
Chery Vailey, followed by residential PUDs, Solera, Stetson, and other resicential north of
110. So the community character is overwhelmingly rural aariculture residential and SFR
residential and should develop in the same tand use mannes until the area is bullt out,
Enhancing the quality of life means pratecting ane expanding on this community’s (again)
resklential character. Please note that oxcept for the spot-zoned Shopoff warehouse (close
ta 110}, under the Pass Area Plan {under Riverside County’s General Pian), and Beaumaont's
General Plan AND Suni-Cal Specific plan this community is designated as overwhelmingly
rural agriculture and residential. These combined planning areas should not be converted
MO an Industeeal area, Like Ontario, Mareno Valley ar Redlands warehouse dlstrict or even o

G123-25

G123-26

G123-27

Yy

City of Beaumont

2.0-841

July 2022



Beaumont Summit Station Project

Final Environmental Impact Report

Section 2.0 - Comments and Responses to Draft EIR

‘mixed” use. And there is no "balancing act” that can be achleved here, between megs- Y

warehousas and the surrounding land uses, because the massive size of the warshouses i
50 out of scale with the surreunding propesty dwellings and improvements, given the
limized size of Cherry Vatley {unlike the massive Matlard/valley floor thousands of acres in
Morenn Valley, Redlands, Ontario etc), that the 2.5 milllen square feet of warehouses with
50+feet high profiles will, essentially obliterate the community character for good. These
massive monolithic structures will overwnelm the existing community seale, As for non-
residential land uses, keeping the agricultural properties preserves the area character and
property values, And “adding” any retail, shouls not be done an the project site, It's better
that the city enhances existing retail armas near the project site, such a3 the strip near
Cherry Valley Fead, and passible expansion of Oak Valley Town Center (northeast cormer of
Beaument Ave, and Oaik Valley Parkway) which are already very conveniently iocated in
proximity 1o Solera and 1ts nearby resicential communities, tut cauld use some additional
retall options. | {ike how Oak Valley Plazs (Golf Club Dr/Oak Valley Piwy) and Calimesa's
small scale shoppling center on Myrtlewood across om Calimesa Stater Brathers, achleve
very high quatity dining options within an appeopriately small scale, Expand on these small
scale, high quality dining options In the existing nearby shopping centers.

Regacding Shapoff Warehause, Ironically, | belleve the Beaumont City Council unansmously
agrees that this project was a mistake. In other words, the council knows these warchouses
are bad for the Cherry Valley area, (f appreciate that the city council has filed an objection
Letter, due 1o the Shopolf Warehouse profile being too high: the dullding pads were
supposed 10 be graded at & much lawer elevation to obscure the high-profile bulldings)
Unfortunately, the city council did not have the lead agency autharity to vote dawn the
project, Now the councit does have it with Summit Station. Don't make the same méstake
twice. Approve residential communities. Impreve on the existing nesrby small scale
“village” retail areas,

Goal 3.3: A City that preserves its existing residential naighborhoods and promotes -

development of new housing choices. i goal strongly apples to the prapased projocts
existing zoning as ingicated by the Suni-Cal Specific plan. Also, glven California’s severe
nousing shortage and the policies of S31 and SB10 (both 2021}, bultding a residential
community on the 200 acres under Suni-Cal Specific Plan, accomplishes both state ana
{ocal objectives.

Re: Policy 3.4.2: Promate the development of nelghborhood commercial uses in the vicinity
of residential neighborhoods and larger commercial retail centers along the major
transportation corridors, Cherry Valley Is unique becsuse of it's rural character, but the ity
can achleve 3.4.2 abjective by adding to the existing, approprately located small-scale
neighborhood commercial retall centers nearby at the Marketplace &t Calimesas (NE Corner:
Tudewet Carryan Parkway and Desert Lawn D}, Oak Valley Plaza (NW Comer: Golf Club Dr
and Dak Valley Packway), Oak Valley Town Center (NE comer Beaumont Ave and Oak
Valley Parkway), and the small retail area on Beaumont Ave. betweon the Grange and
Cherry Valtey Feag.
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o Add to General Plan & "Commercial Nursery™ zone for Cherry Valley area. Chesdry Wil Ly ¥

Mursery 5 & beloved and extracrdinarily high-quality rersery, Please consider consulting
with the nursery cwner, to determine il nearby nurseries (such as commercially g roe
veqetables) might be sllowed that would complement, rather than negatively compete,
with Cherry Valley Mursery, Hemet-5an lacinito Valley's admittedly bave stronger exist i}
agricubtural epticns, but adding “boutique” growers in Chesry Valley pwith perhaps a nearbry
Farmeers market), would add a wery corvenlent optlon for nat enly Beaumaont, but Pass Area
residents. Again something to consider,

= Policy 2.4.1: Continue to pramote commarcial and industrial development in the Interstate
Employment Subarea that capitalizes on the Clity's locathon mear the 1-10 and the SR-&0
Freeways. This type of development is far better sukted South of 110, netably, the vacant
lamds betweer Heome Depot ard Penrsylvania Ave, and the South Beaument warehauses
anchared by 47 51 and Potrero Blwd, Putting 2.5 million souft. of meda warshousas in Cherry
Walley ic arguably the very worst place you could locate these monsirosities.

- Goal 3.8: A City that encourages a healthy Lifestyle for people of all ages, income levels, -
and culburel bacigroands. |1 ic well sectled that mega warehauses and the distribution
sys5tem that comes with them, are known to create “death zones” for the deadly pollution
they generate In terms of diesel soot, P25, P10, Mitraws Oxide, GHG, and othsi AQMO/CARE | GIZ23-2
identified pollutants that cawse cancer and lung diseass in sensitiee receptor Communities,
af which thene are many neartby the project.

Mlea, concider this Fact fram - hitps: sl iS00 128652 calfarnia-

mandate-gle oric-trucks-all-eyv-by- H04 5

“Trucks are the largest single source of vehicular sir pollution, CARB said in a press release
Thursday. They account for 70% of pollution and S30% of diesel soot, despite numbering
only 2 million of the roughly 30 million vehicles registered in California,

Diesel exhaust emissions also dispropartionately affect minority and low-income
nelghborhoods, as these neighbarbocds are more likely to be situated near ports, rail yards,
dh_lrlhﬂunmﬂm,mdhlﬂnmﬁuuﬂﬂupﬁmzhnqmmhw
said. G123-30

The regulation will result in 100,000 zero-emissian trucks in Callfornia by 2030, and
300,000 by 2035. Relsted efforts aim to close diesel emissions loopgholes retated to
commencial wehicles.”

What this praves is that Cherry Valley area will be subject o death zone™ warehouse
podlutian far decades ta come. The first CARB tangets are not are expected for 3 decadn,
and even then, theie improverments will ondy account for 1 5% of total trucks by 2035,
Treenefore, it is warealistic, and migle=ading to expect, that this projec will be able ta
ENTOrce any Meligatons that remave this basic fact, Also consider that less than 1% of
California commercial trucks are electric. |t will likely take up ta 50 years before California
5eES BLECLNC oF altermative fued thicks, beoame the majarity of the tnacks driven statewids,

Y
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and by extersion, Beaumant. Meamshile Cherry Valley and Beaumant will be breathir ] in
this desdly, warehousefruck generated air pallutbon

= Goal 311 A City that maintains and enhances open space used for resource preservation
andfor recreatlon, The project site &5 an kel Location, it would it very suitably within the
Uity General plan far this use, and should be considered as a CEQA preferred alternative, fiar S1-3
& natural open-space, regianal-park, recreation area, considering for example, that it wouwld
be roughly across the street fram the 123 acre regional park denated 1o Chemry Valley Parks
Liistrch. L

o 416 Tribal Cultural Resources

o 417 Utilities & Service Systems
a 418 Wildfire

o 2.0 Additionsl CECA Considerations

= 6.0 Alternatives
a 61 Wntreduction -

o California Ervironmentsl Quality Act (CEQA) requires that Environmental Impact Reparts
{EIR) “describe a range of reaserable alternatives to the Project, or to the Location of the
Progect, which would feasibly attain mast of the basic abjectives of the Project but waould
awnid or sunstantizlly [essen any of the signifcant effects of the Project and evaluate the
cemparative merits of the alternatives.” [State CEQA Guidelines § 15125,6). The State CEQA
Guidelines require that the ERR include sufficlent information sbout each Albernative to
allew meaningful evaluation, analysis, and comparlson with the Project. If an alternative
would cauge one ar more significant effects in addition to those that would be caused by
the Project as proposed, the significant effects of the Altemative must be dicussed, but
these effects may be discussed in less detail than the significant effects of the project as
proposed (Lalifomla Code of Regulations [CCR] § 151 26.6[d])). The EIR |5 not reguired to
carsider evary concelvable Alternative o a project but is guided by a nule of reason. An EIR
is et required to consider alternathves which are infeasible. Section 15128 .6{d]) states that
the EIR must corsider 2 reasonable range of potentlally feasible altsmatives that will foster
infiarmed decision making and public participation, Key provisions of the State CEQA
Gubdelimes an altematives (§ 151346 64 throwegh () are summarized below ta expdain tha
foundation and legal requirements for the Albernative’s analysis in the Draft EIR

o “The discussion of alternatives shall focus on alternatives to the Project or its Location
which are capabile of avolding or substantizlly lessening any significant effects of the
Progect. even if these altematives walld impede th some degree the attalnment of the
Project objectives or wowld be more castly” (& 151266000 ¥

512332
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o “The specific altemative of 'no profect” shall alse be evaluated along with its impact” [§ Y

15126 661

«  “The no Project analysis shall discuss the existing conditlons at the time the notice of
preparation is published, or if no notice of preparation was published, at the time the
eniranfmental analysis is commenced, a5 woll as what would reasonably be expected to
acour in the foreseeable Future if the Project were not approved, based on curreng plans
and consiEtent with available infrastructure and community serdicas, I the envirenmertally
superior Aliermative is the ne Froject’ altemative, the EIR shall also st it fy 3
environmentally superios altermative among the ather altermnatives™ (§ 151 26.6(1(27).

o “The range of alternatives required inan EIR is governed by a 'rule of reason’ that require
an EIR tooset forth only those alternatives necessary to pesmit a reasoned cholce, The
alternatives shall be Umited to ones that would avoid or substantially lessen any of the
sgnificant effects of the Project” (8 15126.6(M).

o “Amang the factors that may be taken into account when addressing the feasibility of
alternatives are site switability, economic wiabllity, availability of infrastructure, general
plan cargistency, other plans ar regulatory Limitations, jurtsdicticnal boundaries (projects
with a regianally significart impact should consider the regienal contest), and whether the
propenent can reasonably acouire, cantral ar pthenwise hawe access 00 the altemative site
(ar the site is already cwnexd by the praponert)™ § 1512680010,

o Far alternative Locations, “anly locations that would avoid or substantially lessen any of the
significant effects of the Project need be considered for inclusion in the EIR® (%

1512666024

o "An EIR nesd not consider an altemmative whoss effect cannot be reasanably ascenained
and whose Implementation is remate and speculative™ (5 15126.5(7(3)),

o 6.2 Project Objectives:

o 1) Provide & Land use plan that is sensitive to the environment through avoidance of
sensitive resources, sesthetically pleasing through application of design guldelines, and
places compatible land uses and Facilities in an appropriate location.

o The &5 millian £9.7 manaliths which would cover ower 70% of the Land, are noL, nar can
they ever be aesthetically pleasing. Mewhere in Southern Califarnia is there such a thing as
an “aesthetically pleasing” warehouse. They are manalithic, and whether singular o
multipiied, are mordtonous visually. They can only exist a3 featureless roctanguelar “boxes”,
that noey reach minimurm SO helghts. The ONLY intenests who will perpetrate a fiction
that these monstrosities are “aesthetically pleasing” are the warehouse developing industry
and companies (REIT, LLC), wha ane put-of-ares, and Look for cheap land and weak city
cauncils bo approve these ware hauses, Warehouses ane not sensitive o the erviranment a5
they cannol avaid, despite countless atempted mitigations, the deadly air pallution from
ruck, trailer, Tagility, tre, on-site gnd offsite pallution. Warehawses are not compatibile Land
uses for Cherry Valley, Ta say athessios i complete ficthor. Other mone compatahle Land
uses for this Chermy Valley Lecation must be considered: Residential communities of varg ng
dansstes, rural resigential agricutiune 1o stract buyers who sre improving the rural zoned

G123-33
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L J
Acreage Imba Righ-guality homes, with boatigue, ench and/or farm. Open space park and
recreation to support the growing demand for these facilitles, notably sponts fields, rec-
CEniers, contemporany sports parics (skatchoarding, BME, etc), aguatics, et

o 9) Facilitate the establishment of design guidelines and development standards that create
# unique, well-cefined kentity for the proposed Project. Mo zone change can be approved
weithout the public first seeing a detailed set of plans for the bulldings, Tacilites
landscaning, access. Othenwise the developer is getting away with a wild, imsubsrantiated
Clzim. Betore any approval the public must first see detailed plars for grading, site plan,
bullding elevations, water, sewer, biiffers, Landscaping, ete. This is a dirty trick when city
COUNCILE approve a 2one change without knowing execly what facilities ane golng in ls
abvicus from the applicants current site plan, that they've already completed the
afarementioned detailed plars, Therefore ket the public see them now, so we know what
W are up against,

In additian, living in arguably the biggest wanrshauselogisticsfdistribution regian in the
wiarld (soithern Califormial, it is well seplad...

[from: hirps v Aatimes. comyopinionstary 2032 -05- D1 finland -emp re-warehause-
graweth-map -prvironment: the collective footprint |s astonishingly massive: &5 of 2021, the
wearefiouses af the Inland Empine accounted for mare than 8 billion sgusne feet, There are
more than 3,000 warehawses in San Bernarding County and nearly a thousand mone in
Riwerside County. They cover almast 37 contiguous square miles. This grawth shaws no
signs of stowing.]

.. froum viewing pur |E warehouses, whilch | know the city council, i@ mane than ful ¥ aware,
the that it's impassible for a warghowss, by its necessany design, madsive fookpring,
featureless nature, massive disruption 2 tocal commanities alr, traffic congestion,
neighborhood character, safety, |:|r| perty values, schoal district academic curriculum and
standing. natural areas, water, g, lght, noise, etc, to ever achiewe “design guidelines and
development standards that create 3 unique, well-defined identity.” | defy the applicant
and the city council [o provide one visual example wWia a photo or wideg, Just one?

& 6464 Criterla for Selecting Alternatives T

o Per§ 15116.6{B) of the State CEQA Guidelines, the discussion of alternatives shall focus on
alternatives o a project, or its lecation, that are capable of avoiding or substantially
Lessening significant impacts of a project, even if the alternatives would impaede to some
degres the attaimment of the project objectives or would be moare costly. This altematives
analysis, therefore, foouses on project altematives that could sveid or substantially lessen
ervirenmental impacts of the Project related to the environmerntal categories listed in G123-3
Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines,

Here the applicant did not identify alternative sites for the praject, in spite of the
fact that CEQA requires that analyzing alternative sites are required that are
capable of aveiding or substantially lessening significant impacts of a project, even
If the alternatives would impede to some degree the attainment of the project ¥
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objectives or would be more costly, This requirernent in CEQA required alternative
analysis is, in my experience, one of the CEQA requirements that are most often,
misrepresented, misleading, and fallaciously presented by warehouse project
applicants. This applicant is not different,

Per State CEQA Guidelines § 15126.6(d), additional significant effects of the alternatives
are discussed in less detail than the significant effects of the project & proposed. For sach
Alternative, the analysis below describes each Alternative, analyzes the impacts of the
Alternative as compared to the Project, identifies significant impacts of the Project that
would be avoided or lessened by the Alternative, assesses the Alternative's sbility to meet
mast of the Project abjectives, and evaluates the comparative merits of the Alternative and
the Praject. The following sections provide a comparison of the environmental impacts
associated with each of the Praject alternatives, as well as an evaluation of each Project
altermative to meet the Project abjectives.

6.5: CEOQA Guidelines § 15126.6]c) atbernatives Removed fram Further Consideration
Alternatives Removed from Further Considerution

State CEQA Guidelines § 15126.6(c) states that an EIR should identify any
alternatives that were considered by the lead agency but rejected because the
Alternative would be infeasible, fail to meet most of the basic project objectives, or
unable to avold significant enviranmental impacts. Furthermore, an EIR may
consider an alternative Llocation for the proposed Project but is only reguired to do
so if significant project effects would be avoided or substantially lessened by
moving the Project to another site and if the Project proponent can reasonably
acquire, control, or otherwise have access to the alternative site.

In developing the Project and alternatives, consideration was given to the density
of development that could meet Project objectives and reduce significant impacts.
The anticipated significant impacts would result from the intensity of the
develogment proposed. In developing a reasonable range of alternatives, an
alternative site alternative was considered but removed from consideration for a
variety of reasons. These Alternative and the reasons are discussed briefly below:

Given the regional footprint and regiondl nature of the infrastructure (supply chain)
of warehouse lagistics in the Southern Califarnia 5 county region, in order far
alternative sites to be considered, the applicant needs to undertake an analysls of
comparable sites within this logistics Industry footprint. That means finding and
analyzing at least 3-6 comparable sites within at least a 100 mile radius of the
Ports of LA/Long Beach. Its fair to say that the applicant knows that this is a widely
understood industry practice. The applicant must have undertaken an exhaustive
comparative analysis of sites throughouwt Southern California, If not the Souwthwest,

¥
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with detailed appraisals examining key elements, including site suitability to the
CEQA 15126 criteria. This information and the costs associated with arriving at it,
i% a pant of applicants industry practice. Therefore there is no “cost burden™ when
these particular costs are a part of doing business. This comparative appraisal
analysis data, should be made available to the public, so the pubdic can understand
how the agplicant arrived at the project site, after comparing It with other locations.
To restrict the altemative site radius to Beaumont is fallacious. As typical of
developers addressing CEQA alternative analysis, this applicant, Likewise, misleads
the public with a fallacious claim without the slightest basis of facts to suppaort the
claim. The only claim the applicant makes i3 that " There are no other lots
appropriately located and sufficient sired snd owned by the Project applicart in the
ity and along & mafor transporiation corridor that would satisfy the Project
ebjectives and eliminate or reduce impacts from the Projecs ™

The degree of misrepresentation here |s astonishing! The applicant is required to IDENTIFY
the alternative sites, not make & generalized claim. The public is entited to aerial maps. site
MAps, ASessar parcel nemibers, township and ramge descripliorg and army ard all oata
required bo give the public a reasonabile oppomunéty and clear basis 1o EXAMINE shese
altermative sites. How else can the public reasonably be expected o detarmine the
credibility af the applicants claim as the public analyzes whather the comparative
(alternative) sites would ar wauld not hase been more suitable altermatives per CEQWA

Alternative Site Alternative
Please not that CEQA § 15126.6 (1) states the following:

Cal. Code Regs. tt. 14 § 15126.6 ((1) Feasibility. Amang the factors that may be
taken into account when addressing the feasibility of alternatives are site
suitability, economic viability, availability of infrastrecture, general plan
consistency, other plans or regulatory limitations, jurisdictional Baundaries (projects
with a regionally significant impact should consider the reglonal context), and
whether the preponent can reasonably acquire, control or otherwiss have access to
the alternative site (or the site is already owned by the proponent). No ane of these
factors establishes a fixed Limit on the scope of reasonable alternatives.”

The analysis of alternatives to the proposed Project must also address “whether any
of the significant effects of the Project would be avoided or substantially lessened
by putting the Project in another location™ (CEQA Guidelines § 15126 6{M{2)A)).
Only those locations that would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant
effects of the Project need be considered. If no feasible altemative locations exist,
the agency must disclose the reasons for this conclusion (CEQA § 15126.6(A(2)(B)).

L J
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Here, the applicant, has not given sufficient, if any, reasan for determining that no
alternative locations axist other than, a generalized claim that = There are fo other
lots appropriately located and sufficient sized and owned by the Project applicant in
the City and along a major transportation corridor that would satisfy the Praject
obfectives and eliminate or reduce impacts from the Profect”. The apolicant is
required to identify and analyze altemative sites for their suitability as altermatives
in & manner that the public can reasonably examine and assess for the applicants
claim to have credibility and accuracy, in accordance with the CEQA 15126
directives (s2e alse my previous comments in Section 6. Otherwise, how else will
the public be able to, as CEQA states examine the “site suitabllity, economic
viabllity, avallability of infrastructure, general plan consistency, other plans or
regulatory limitations, jurisdictional boundaries (projects with a regionally
significant impact should consider the regional context), and whether the
proponent can reasonably acquire, control or otherwise have access to the
alternative site.

Also its fallacious for the applicant to Uimit its "analysis” to (heretofore unidentified)
properties it “owns” or limit its analysis to Beaumont. As CEQA Indicates the
applicant must consider “{projects with a regionally significant impact should
consider the regional context), and whether the proponent can reasanably scquire,
control or otherwise have access to the alte mative site,”

Here the applicant, neads 1o Let the public know how, for selected alternative sites
that are not under the applicant’s current ownership, it would cost to acquire the
alternative site. Given the widely varying property values for warehouse vacant or
improved sites within the aforementioned 100-mile radius, its reasonable to think
that there are alternative sites “along major highway corrldars® or reasonably close
o these carridars, that might actually be less costly to acguire and build, and
atherwise meet CEQA 15126 criteria, For example, given its becoming common
knowledge that warehouses are best [ocated in warchouse districts, a comparable
warehouse vacant site, of improved ite in one of the Inland Empire's warehouse
districts, such as Redlands, Ontarlo, Beaumont, Moreno Valley, would make sense as
an albernative location for consideration.

It would also make sense that this/these alternative(s) would be mare suitable since
these warehouse district have already installed the road, utility, sewer, water, and
other infrastructure, truck capacity freeway access, that would make these
“alternatives to a project, or its location, that are capable of avoiding or substantizily
lezzening significant impacts of a project, even if the slternatives would impede to scme
degree the attainment of the project objectives or would be more costly.”
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Certainly locating in @ warehouse district lessens the impact given an alternative
here can utilize existing district-scale Infrastructure, vs, as in the case of Summit
Station, having to build all of the project generated infrastructure from scratch, and
impacting Cherry Valley area infrastructure, which 15 not designed for industrial
warshouses, bul rather small scale rural residential and 5FR residential
COMTiLinltes.

Also InCluding an alternative site that's located In a warehouse district, such as
Redlands, in this EIR, would allow for the assessment of how alternatives pollution
effects affect nearty communities. For example, Redlands warehouse district is
largerly adjacent to existing industrial and commercial areas, rather than Summit
Stations close proximity to senditive receptor communities such as Solera, Stetson,
Cherry Valley, Fairway Canyon, Beaumont High School, Summernwing Middle School,
&ic.

6.6 Alternatives to the project. Only I altematives were cansidered, 3 no build, and a
rmadification of the axisting site. Alternative sites must be idertified and detsiled i theis
examination, including warehouse districts in Southern Califomia, and alternatively zaned
alternatives such as sports/racreation (Including sports felds), hospitality, nature recreation
(think regionad courity parks, state parics, Matlonal monuments/preserves (Fx, Sand to
>N, education (elementany through high schood sites, callege facilities), community
facllities (like Chatigny Center), municipal, state, and federal facilities.

7.0 Effects Found Not To Be Significant

Schools: Development and use of the Project couwld result in indirect generation of students |

by encouraging new growth needed to house employees and thirir familles. [How iz this
possble since the average annual wages from the employess working at businesses at this
praject {average warehousa waorker |ob ks less than $45,000 per year), is not sufficent ta
alleny warkers qualify far home martgages.|

8.0 IR Consultation and Preqaration

A References

Apgendix 4 - Air Oualit, Anakysis

Appendix B - Health Risk Ascessiment

Appendix C1 - Biological Resources Assessment and MSHCP
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5123-36

E123-37

5123-38
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o Appendix €2 - Aquatic Resources Delineation Report

o Appendix C3- Determination of Biologically Equivalent or Superior Pressrvation [DEESE)
Beport

o Appendix [ - Cultural Resources Assessment

Appandis £ - Geotechnical Irvestigation

Appendix F - Greenhouse Gas Assessment

a 9 4

Appendix G - Phage | Environmental Site Assesiment
Appendix H - Hydrodogy and Water Quality Managemsens Plan
Appereix | - Water Supply Assessmeqt
Appendix )| - Moloe Acsescrment

o]

o

& & oo

Appendix K - Traffic impact Analysis and Vehicle Miles Travelled
appenid L - Motice af Préparaticn

4

MNOTE: some CECQLA categories were not address and show only their tithe heading. Reguest
opportunity to complete these categories as wall

Thank you
Ron Aoy
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Responses to Comment Letter G123 — Ron Roy

G123-1

G123-2

G123-3

G123-4

G123-5

G123-6

G123-7

Comment includes email correspondence informing that the commentor’s comments will be
taken into consideration by decision-makers.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

The DEIR Section4.2, 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 mitigationincorporated.

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.

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
anticipatedthat implementation of the commercial and e-commerce uses would not degrade
the visual characteristics that are already considered low. Impacts inthis regard would be less
thansignificant. 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.

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 (1-10)/Cherry Valley Boulevard interchange to relieve congestion and improve
traffic operations.

The Locally Preferred Alternative will include the following improvements:
e Widen CherryValley Boulevard to two lanes in each direction

e Add turnpockets along CherryValley Boulevard approaching on-ramps
e Add pedestriancrosswalks and curb ramps

e Reconstruct andrealign on- and off-ramps
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G123-8

G123-9

¢ Realign Calimesa Boulevard north of the I-10/CherryValley Boulevard interchange
e Provide channelized turning on CherryValley Boulevard to Calimesa Boulevard

e Installnew trafficsignals

e Construct sidewalks and bicycle lanes along CherryValley Boulevard

e 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 1-10/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 agencyif 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, allimpacts 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
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.

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
(AppendixA) and Health Risk Assessment (Appendix B) for more information regarding the Air
Quality and methodology.

The City agrees with the commentor and will provide conceptual elevation drawings and revise
Exhibit 3.0-6, ConceptualSite 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

G123-11

The City agrees with the commentor and will revise Exhibit 3.0-8 as part of the revised
AppendixK, 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 (AppendixH) 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.

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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G123-12

G123-13

G123-14

G123-15

G123-16

G123-17

G123-18

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.

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.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

The commentor is simply requesting to comment further on the DEIRs Sections. Comment
noted.

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
changeinzone fromaresidential use toaless intensive use, a density bonus becomes available
to project applicants subsequently seeking to develop property for residential use within the
City.

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, withinthe
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.

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 toread as “Note that the Draft
6t 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
presentedin this sectionis 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.

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 toreduce impacts.
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G123-19

G123-20

G123-21

G123-22

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
changeinzone fromaresidential use toaless intensive use, a density bonus becomes available
to project applicants subsequently seeking to develop property for residential use within the
City. Asa result, the City is not prohibited from approving the Project.

Refer to response to G123-7 above.
Referto responseto G123-15 and G123-19.

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 scenicvista 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 onthe 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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G123-23

G123-24

G123-25

G123-26

Evaluating whether or not the introduction of warehouses lowers the values of homes is not
within the purview of CEQA and thereforeis not included in the DEIR.

Regarding Policy 3.4.1, the Project Applicant does not currently own any other vacant property
within the Cityand it’s not in the City’s place to dictate the activities a private property owner
makes to improve theirland

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

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 6t 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 Cityand 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), whichare 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 characteristicaly
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 shallinclude, but is not limited to the following:

o 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 toa vehicle of a different type
than they use day-to-day.

o Promote and support carpool/vanpool/rideshare use through parking incentives and
administrative support, such as ride-matching service.

« Incorporateincentives 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 toreducing 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
mitigationis 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. Inaddition, 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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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G123-28

G123-29

G123-30

G123-31

G123-32

G123-33

G123-34

G123-35

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers. Additionally, the
Project Applicant does not currently own any other vacant property within the City andit’s not
in the City’s place to dictate the activities a private property owner makes to improve their
land.

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 tosensitive 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 mitigationincorporated.

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.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy of the
DEIR or note a specific issue or comment related to the DEIR’s environmental analysis.
However, your comment will be takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

This text was taken directly from Section 6.0 Alternatives of the DEIR.

Comment noted. Refer to response to G123-22 above. The City respectfully disagrees with
commentor regarding their assumptions on the City’s approval process.

The Project Applicant does not currently own any other vacant property within the City so this
alternative was not pursued.

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.
Ratherit 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 discussionin 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 Thecomment is based onthe 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
Cityis not required to provide responses to late comments.
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Comment Letter G124 — Blair M. Ball

Christina Tavlor

From: lazyb 1@verizon.net

Sent: Monday, June 06, 2022 4:06 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Beaumont Summit Station..EIR Comments for June 6, 2022

Please include the following for public comment for the Beaumont Summit Station EIR.

The applicants desire to change Beaumont's general zoning plan, for their own special interest, from its current
residential designation to industrial is not a good fit for the citizens of Beaumont and the region. The project is described
in the EIR as being located in the "extreme (read EXTREME) northern portien of the City of Beaument”. This seems lo
imply that it is in an obscure "out of sight, out of mind” location in the city and it will have little or no impact. That however
is not the conclusion of the applicants own chosen and funded consultants who researched and wrote this EIR. Without
belaboring the conclusions of the EIR, it is readily obvious that in many aspects, (ransportation, traffis, and air quality to
narme a few), there are "significant unavoldable Impacts” to this project for this location as it applies to the citizens of this
area whether they live in Besumont, Calimesa, Charry Valley or beyond. The fact that is s located in the "extreme”
northem portion of Beaumont simply means it is across the street from the citizens of Calimesa and Cherry Vallay whao will
be equally impacted by these EIR findings. Per the EIR findings, even with attempts to fry and mitigate the traffic and air
quality findings, this project still remains outside the goals and policies of the city of Beaumont. As an example, one of the
mitigation suggestions for ransportation Is to "educate” the citizens about the use and availability of public

transportation.  Does this imply that because this project will dramatically increase traffic vehicle miles traveled (VMT) on
the roads that we citizens need to reduce the use of our personal vehicles in order to help the VMT equation better
conform to the goal and policy of the city? In other words, we cilizens will need to curtail the use of our vehicles because
this projects’ truck use will surpass the city's goal of YMT by over B0% according to the data in the EIR. Highty unlikely
that will ever happen but instead will serve to make traffic even more burdensome, Flease keep the current general plan
in effect and deny this project as it is not in the best interest of the people who live in this area. Beaumont already has a
plan that allows for warehouses. The applicant can bulld his warehouse in the designated zone if he so desires,

[3124-1

Respactfully submitted,

Dr. Blair M Ball
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Responses to Comment Letter G124 — Blair M. Ball

G124-1 Referto Response G2-3.
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Comment Letter G125 — Nancy Hall

Christina Taylor

Fromm: Mancy Hall <narcyhalldG3@gmailcom
Sant: SMoncey, June 06, 2022 408 P8

Tex: Christina Taylor

Sulbject: Begismiont Surmmit EIR

#Attachments: Mates Beaumant Summitdocs
Christina,

Attached is my letter.
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Nancy Hall
PO Bax Ti6
Beaurnant, CA 92223
nancyhall063 @gmailoom

June 4, 2022

Christina Taylor, Commamity Develoament Directar
oo ctaylor@beavmonica.gov

City of Beaumont

S50 E. 6 Street

Brawmont, CA4 92213

Re: Beaurmsnt Surmmit EIR
High Cube- Short Term & Refrigerator Warehouses

Daar Mz, Taylor

1251
| hawe reviewed the report for the Beaumaont Summit Draft EIR and | am ROT in favor of this project.
| alzn am Mok in favor of changing the roning 10 induestrial.
This Praject Is NOT a “Flt" for the property location reguested, Zoning for Industrial should be limited T
to the Beaumont Industrial Park (4™ Street between Vaile 5t. and Jack Rabbit Trail).
1252

The 5an Gargonio Pass area does not have the needed infrastructure to support this project; nor is it
of any interest to the community in that lecation.

Beaumont newds to have projects that will improve relationships between its residents and the city.
Development projects that will bring families tagether.

Beaumont needs to protect both famllles and seniors who sald their homes in busy clties overloaded
with truck traffic and mowved to a place they felt their children would be safe and parents could retire.

Family wenues such as:
& Minlature Golf, batting cages, pickle ball 1253

Birthday party venues for Kids ar something like w

Roller Skating, koe Skating

Along Therry Valley Blvd could be Commercial and retail.

The hotel and retailfoffice 3 story with 2 pood/spa

F ® O ®

People come hare for Retirement, moving away from big cities and congestion, semi-rural bving,
iherry Festival, Stagecoach Days, Lavender Festival and Oak Glen. 1
Al industrlal should be limited te the Beaumont Industrial Park on 8'" 5¢, I
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. Comt'd, Mangy Hall

1. Cherry Valley Blwd.f1-10
Ewen with the Improvements to Cherry Valley Bhed as projected by the County of Riverside,
the magnitude of this project will averload -10. The Shop-0ff warehouse project will have
300 daor docks with potential of mega semi- trucks coméing and going each day.,
Nt Rl foday s sews reparts the Oty of Riverside (o fimd the diomond shaped Improvements o
Cherry Falicy Btvd, averpass, U sl rales pears so coovdirase wink Ul Traay and otker govaming
by b develop thoxe improvemeris, Tn e Trantportanon secrion of thiz EIR, i appreved ey
crpec.

2. CALIMESASI-10 Plus Roberts Rd./Singleton Rd, & Cherry Valley Bhed.

Calimesa is planning several new developments which will greatly impact Cherry Valley Bhed
until Cal Trans, Daveloper and City of Calimesa can install east and westbound on/off ramips.
Cal Trans informed me that it could be 5-7 years befare ramps ocour due to legal
designations, attormeys, and money etc. See planned retallfcommercial Calimesa.
https:/fimages] cityleet com/d2/k 72 cANEGITWIBY ELMOSCORELTSemldxpBobhsce/rober
tu-rd-calimess. pdf ZLoning-and-Land-Use-Map-PDF (cityofcalimesanet)
A3 Calimesa continues to fill in development towards Beavmont, pressure will rige in the use
of Cherry Valley Blwd. and the alternate Singleton and Calirmesa Bled for those big truck and
cars. The I-10 freeway cannot suppart

3. Cal Trans f1-10 &

In my recent conversation with Cal Trans, | was told, there is no reguest or plan to widen the
I-10 freeway in the Pass area between Calimesa and Banning in the immediate future, | was
also told there were no plans to improve the east bound Hwy B0 on ramp o west bound 1-10.

4. 1-10/Hwy 79 Interchange/ First Streat in Beaumant
West/East traffic to San lacinto/Hemet, Morena Valley/Yucaipa/Rediands
5an Jacinto Is growing towards Ramona Expressway with increased commuter traffic daily
getting to |-10 in Beaumont via Hwy 79,

BANNING/Sun Lakes Blvd/ Highland Springs

Recently approved a 614k High Cube warehouse which will greatly impact the kocal traffie on
I-10 plus at Highland Springs and Hwy 79 at First Strect, Banning abandoned citizen, loading
transparency and relationship with the single development Sun Lakes who has brought
revenue to Banning.

Lastly, | found it comical that ta try and mitigate the traffic, the applicant chose to add
bicyeles and showers. [t just doesn’t work, Since Covid, people don't stap 8t slop signs or
dirive with any resect for safety on the roadways, Riding 2 bike on major roadways is nat safe
and waon’t wark in inclement weather,

1255
In shoet, Ondy the hotel if redeced to 3 story's, eommercial and residentlal, should be
accepted on this applicant for those 185 acres. | would ask the applicant for a project that
wiould add o the value of the Pass Aroa.

Aespectively,
Mancy Hall
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Responses to Comment Letter G125 — Nancy Hall

G125-1

G125-2

G125-3

G125-4

G125-5

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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

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.

Referto response to G125-1 above.
Referto response to G125-1 above.

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 toreducing 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

Christina Taylor

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Good afternoan Christina,

Please see attached letter of my opposition letter regarding the Beaumont Summit Station.

Jeff Hewitt <jhewittliberty@gmail caom>
Manday, June 06, 2022 4:28 PM

Christina Taylor

Beaumnont Summit Station Opposition Letter
JH Beaurnont Summitt Station_2022, pdf

Please provide confirmation receipt at jhewitt.liberty@email.com.

Respectfully,

Jeff Hewitt

City of Beaumont
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Jerff Howitt

955 Reberts Boad
Calmesa, G 82320
{808 J09 REOT

Jhessditt Jibertysd@grail oo

&th June, 2022

City of Beaumant
550 E. Gah Stres
Beawmont A 92223

RE: Beaumont Summit Station

Ciear Mayor While & Beaumant City Council Members,

| am weiting this correspondence 85 a private citizen and iy opindons do not reflect the Counby of
Riverside ar the Board of Supervisors. The "Beaumont Summit Project” is approwmately & mile from
my Fouse,

Un October 17 2017, the Riverside County Board of Supervisors approved the San Gorgonio Crossings 1261
Progect (now 0 Logestics), At the time of spprovel, | wies not the Stk District Supervisorn,  &f this
rieseting. Mayor Nancy Carral and Councilmen Liowd White expressed their objections 1o the propect as
they argued it was incempedible with the mwral charactar of Charmy Valiey, it would cause negathe
impacts 1o the alr quality, and the truck traffic could not be accommodated on Cherry Valey Boulavard,
P, the City of Beaumant is entertaining an even larger warehouse project just across the streat?

Please find rmy objections to the Beaumant Summitt Station Project;

L The praject is incompatible with the supporting areas which are a Blend of redium density, iow
dansity, and wery low density residential unis,

&, As a “gateway” Into Chemy Malley from the west, this proposed project does not support the
rural character of this OO0l {Community of Interest).

3. The ity of Beavmaont has a clear Indusirial 2one, why i this proposed project outside ol the 4th
strgid industnial oo dor?

4. Treffc: Brookside Avenee cannot accommodate trafiic but showd be used as s secondary
access polmt, Is this the plan if -EIFIFI-rl:I'n'-E'ﬂ? I arn 5I.I5-|'.'I-E1".‘|.Ir'lg it since HEI'E.I'I:IT While Fees an
Hrookside, that all traffic will Be divarted to heavily impacted Cherry Valley Boulawvard? ¥

G126-2
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 mmmm— e e R
2. When Riverside County annexed this property via LAFCO to the City of Beaumont, B was 'ﬁlil.h'
the understanding that it was going to ewentually be medium density housing, now
warchousing? Why?
B. Suggestion:  Meep the curment zoning and corsider all future warehoupse projects in your
currendly zoned lght industrial area off of 41h streed in south Beoumonl,

Respectfuly Submited,

Jeff Hemaitt

Citiren of Calimsasa
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.

G126-2 Referto 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 Planas amended. The Specific Plan would be considered by the Planning
Commissionand City Council and would be adopted by Ordinance and would become
the zoning for the Project.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy
of the DEIR 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 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.

Traffic circulation associated with the Project would predominantly occur betweenthe
Project site and the 1-10/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 1-10 and Brookside
Avenue. Project traffic would not overrun roadways associated with residential
neighborhoods. Lastly, permanent open space would separate the Project from
Stetsonto the south.

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 torecommend 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
toinclude only that territory withinthe 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 soldand the current Project Applicant has submittedan
application for a new specific plan/proposed Project.

Comment noted. This comment does not identify a specific concern with the adequacy
of the DEIR 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

Christina Taylor

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Penny Quinn <pennygd3 @yahoo.coms
Maonday, June 06, 2022 551 PM
Christina Taylor

Sumimit station

The last thing we need is more warehouse occupancy in Beaumant. We are not an industrial community, People move

here to get away from the crowded urban areas, The traffic from the trucks and the resultant air pollution mean that our
property values will diminish and we will cease to be an attractive alternative to those seeking our lifestyle. (%1 27
Please take this into consideration when vating on this matter, i

Penny Quinn
1758 La Cantera Way
Beaumont Ca 92223

sent from my iPhone
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G128 - Julie Janesin

Christina Taylor

From: Julie Janesin <jljanesin@verizonnet=

Sent: Monday, June 06, 2022 8:49 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Proposed Beaumont Warehouse near Residential

Mz, Taylor -

This warehouse is a terrible idaa!

Terrible for the Beaumont Community! The pallution and our ir quality will suffer greatly due to the amount of excess
traffic this will create. _q 128

Pollution to adult residents and foxic to our children and grandehildren!

Please STOP this now.

Sinceraly

Julie Janesin

PO Box 433
Beaumont, Ca, 92223
O09-633-T157
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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.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-885



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 - Comments and Responses to Draft EIR

This page intentionally left blank.

City of Beaumont July 2022
2.0-886



Beaumont Summit Station Project
Final Environmental Impact Report Section 2.0 - Comments and Responses to Draft EIR

Comment Letter G129 — Lori Ellison

Christina Taylor

From: L Ellison <laellisonla@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, June 06, 2022 11:09 PM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Summit Station

Hi Ms. Taylor, -

Thank you for taking the time to read this email. I'm a resident at Solera in Beaumont and am sending this note
to you and the Beaumont City Council expressing my opposition to the construction of the Summit Station
Warehouse on Brookside Avenue. The negative impact created by such a large construction job and its
resulting warehouse's trucking traffic will have an alarming effect on the senior residents of Solera and our
neighbors in the Stetson community—from construction hazards to congestion, noise and air pollution and
water waste.

G129-1

The Cherry Valley Boulevard warehouse is an alarming case in point. City planning isn't just about growth and T
generating tax income. Beaumont shouldn't become a miniature City of Industry. Our area's countryside

aesthetic is an important part of its personality that helps draw and retain residents and contributes to quality of f 1292
life and home values. There's got to be a better way to grow. Thanks again for your time and consideration.
Sincerely, 1
Lori Ellison

(Solera Resident)
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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 takeninto consideration by decision-makers.
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Comment Letter G130 - Jennie Rose Sylva

Christina Taylor

From: lennie Rose Sylva <harmoniehoney@yahoo.com:
Sent: Tuesday, June 07, 2022 8:37 AM

To: Christina Taylor

Subject: Oppose "BEAUMONT SUMMIT STATION"

Good Morning,

I know the deadline was yesterday, but | wanted to still express my hopes that the city council will do what is best for
residents on the West side on Beaumont and not allow another monolithic eyesore that brings additional traffic, air
pollution and low paying - non career jobs. Beaumont has already designated plenty of warehouse space off the 60
freeway!

Thank you.
Jennie Rose Sylva

36974Dunhill Court
Beaumont, CA 92223

"Laughter, hope, waves at the shore -- if we collected all of these gifts like small
grains of sand, soon we'd have a castle." ~ Uniknown

"There are (wo ways of spreading light: to be the candle or the mirror that reflects
it." ~ Edith Wharton
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Response to Comment Letter G130 — Jennie Rose Sylva

G130 Letter G130 was submitted pastthe public review deadline. Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines,
the Cityis not required to respond to the comment letter.
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Comment Letter G131 — Adam Salcido

Christina Taylor
 — =
From: A S <asalcido.07@gmail.com=
Sent: Tuesday, June 07, 2022 6:28 PM
To: Christina Taylor
Ce: Unknown; jbourgecis022@gmail.com; Terrance Lucio; PATRICK HAMINGER
Subject: Beaurnant Summit Specific Plan Project

Good Evening Ms. Taylor,

Please provide any updates to the above mentioned project.

I am requesting under Public Resource Code Sectlion 21052.2 to add the email addresses and mailing address below to
the notification list, regarding any subsequent environmental documents, public notices, public hearings, and notices of

determination for this project.

t.lucio 57 @gmail.com

phaningerl@gmail.com

jbourg?271@aol.com

jbourgeoisd29@email.com

gsalcido.07 @gmail.com

Mailing Address:
P.0O. Box 79222

Corona, CA 92877

Please confirm receipt of this email.
Thank You,

Adam Salcido
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Response to Comment Letter G131 — Adam Salcido

G131 Letter G131 was submitted pastthe public review deadline. Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines,
the Cityis 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.




