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From: J B
To: Kim J Metzler, CMC, CPM
Cc: Marven Norman (ED@IEBike.org); Public Comment
Subject: Re: Oppose any warehouses or distribution center projects in Live Oak Canyon - I-10 Corridor specific plan is out of date.
Date: Sunday, September 22, 2024 2:18:44 PM
Attachments: T8zq1oprDdog9mQ0.png

Honorable Councilpersons of Yucaipa

I am writing you again to request that you deny this proposed warehouse project with over 5 million square feet of hardscape in Live Oak Canyon. In addition to the reasons I previously submitted
prior to the August council meeting, I would like to call your attention to some additional issues which should compel you to agree with your planning commission and deny this project.  First I
would like to call your attention to a map below which overlays the proposed warehouses upon the current approved Freeway Corridor Specific Plan (FCSP) from 2008. Below the image I will list
some major impacts this project creates from its incompatible use (industrial vs. open space and housing), wildfire risks, storm water pollution, to endangered Southern California Mountain Lion
wildlife corridor impacts, to immense congestion added to Live Oak Canyon road (a historic, rural 2 lane roadway), and massive negative air quality impacts in a non-attainment area plagued by
smog for over 60 years!

Your planning commission was absolutely correct in their denial of this project, please support them.  Here are the details from the list above:

1. INCOMPATIBLE USE: The existing FCSP land use map specifies this area is to be open protected open space and low density residential housing.  Warehouses are completely incompatible
with this use designation.  Changing the FCSP  on the same night that an incompatible land uses is proposed for approval runs counter to the will of your constituents and the planning process.

2. WILDFIRE RISK:   There is only one four lane arterial route exiting to a two lane rural roadway.  This creates one way out of this project which is said to eventually employ 1400 people and
puts those people's lives at risk should one of many frequent wildland fires erupt within San Timoteo or Live Oak Canyon.  There is no way to effectively evacuate that many people onto Live Oak
Canyon Road if the fire comes up from the canyon. Recent extreme heat events and accompanying wildfires place this risk at top of mind for everyone.

3. STORMWATER FLOWS and POLLUTION: The stormwater flows from over 5 million square feet of both asphalt (storing thousands of motor vehicles and diesel trucks) and 2 million square
feet of warehouse rooftop as well as the 4 lane asphalt arterial cul-de-sac will create immense stormwater flows which will deposit pollutants and additional stormwater in a creek that already has
closed Live Oak Canyon road from canyon wall erosion.  Live Oak Canyon Road is already threatened in Redlands from increases in stormwater flows.  Presently the land is permeable in its
entirety and absorbs winter rains exceptionally well. Please keep it that way!

4. ENDANGERED SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA MOUNTAIN LION: Neither Freeway Corridor Specific Plan nor the proposed warehouse project addresses the fact that Live Oak Canyon is a
major wildlife corridor for California Mountain Lions and as recently as late August these Mountain Lions have been photographed in the canyonlands area adjacent to Redlands' Herngt 'Aki'
Preserve.  Mountain Lion footprints have been found in Yucaipa Creek and within the last year, Redlands Conservancy has closed the Sahatapa Trail because of multiple sightings of mountain lions
by hikers.  A bone cache has also been found less than 1000 feet from the warehouse project.  This land south of I-10 serves a vital purpose as a refuge for mountain lions when other regions are on
fire.

5. TRAFFIC IMPACTS: I-10 is already bumper to bumper gridlock most evenings and Live Oak Canyon is a rural road serving farms and ranches and needs to remain that way.  This warehouse
project's 356 loading docks, 1,058 Semi Truck Parking Stalls (2) 1 million square foot warehouses and 986 car parking lots with a new 4 lane "commercial collector highway" all dumping onto a 2
lane, rural Live Oak Canyon Road.  This project is a cul-de-sac filled with 1000 semis and almost 1000 cars with workers too.  There is no way that could be evacuated in an emergency, and would
only further gridlock Outer Hwy 10, Yucaipa Blvd, I-10 and Live Oak Canyon Road for hours at a time every time there is a shift change. 

6. SMOG: Cities throughout the Inland Empire have placed moratoriums on warehouse projects and Banning has recently banned them.  The idling emissions from thousands of semis waiting to
get in and out of this cul-de-sac project will add unacceptable air pollution to an area which has some of the worst air quality in the nation!  For this reason alone, I wish Redlands and the county
doughnut hole had never been deforested for the sake of warehouses and would hope that Yucaipa has the wisdom not to follow this misguided path.

Yucaipa Councilpersons you have the responsibility to reject this proposal and we are all counting on you to agree with your planning commission and reject this warehouse project. 

Thank you. 

Jonathan Baty 

member: Friends of Live Oak Canyon

On 8/24/24 2:12 PM, J B wrote:

Staff and Honorable Councilpersons of Yucaipa: 

I am writing you to express my steadfast opposition of any construction projects that would adversely affect the rural nature of Live Oak Canyon.  In this case, a
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distribution center just does not make sense!  There are many known cultural resource sites in the Canyon within both Redlands and Yucaipa boundaries.  I presently
volunteer as co-manager of the Herngt 'Aki' Preserve in Redlands and would greatly appreciate if Yucaipa would work collaboratively with Redlands to preserve open
space and the rural character of lands South of I-10 in Live Oak Canyon and what is known as the Serengeti in the cycling community.  As a cyclist I can attest to the fact
that Live Oak Canyon road cannot handle any additional traffic, and placing a massive warehouse at the mouth of the canyon would adversely affect traffic flows in the
canyon in ways that are unsustainable.  As a resident of Redlands I can tell you that de-foresting our citrus groves to put up warehouses in the doughnut hole was probably
the worst decision city and county officials have made in the history of Redlands.  The traffic, congestion, pollution, road damage, minimal job creation etc. all go
unmitigated and burden the Inland Empire with ever worsening pollution and congestion.  Yucaipa has done a spectacular job revitalizing their historic downtown and
preserving the Crafton Hills in collaboration with Redlands and the county.  I invite the city of Yucaipa to work with Redlands and develop an extension of Herngt 'Aki'
Preserve in adjacent lands within Yucaipa.  This will preserve the character of Live Oak Canyon and provide Yucaipa residents living South of Crafton Hills access to a
network of hiking, cycling and equestrian trails that connect us all to our history. 

Thank you. 

Jonathan Baty 

member: Friends of Live Oak Canyon 

P.S. updated Yucaipa public comment email to use correct email address for public comments, email on the notice is incorrect. 
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From: Amanda Frye
To: Public Comment; Kim J Metzler, CMC, CPM; editor@redlandscommunitynews.com;

news@communityforwardredlands.com; Sentinel Sbc; editor@scng.com; editor@newsmirror.net
Subject: 9/23/2024 Specific plan update and Warehouse commerce center agenda items.
Date: Sunday, September 22, 2024 7:40:22 PM
Attachments: Yucaipa Area, California _ U.S. Geological Survey (1).html

Yucaipa Bad Specific Plan.pdf
2023-01-24 GFL Comments to Planning Commission.pdf
Live_Oak_Canyon_Road_created.pdf
Live_Canyon_road_and_no_bridge.pdf

When I looked at the previous  email sent there appeared to be some issues with the formatting.   The following should be a correct copy
with a pdf attachment of the letter and files.  

Amanda Frye

Redlands, CA 92373

Yucaipa City Council
Yucaipa, California

September 22, 2024

Re:  Yucaipa Freeway Corridor Specific Plan and Update/ Proposed Commerce Center plan

Dear City Council Members and Staff:

Please vote against Freeway Corridor  specific plan/update and Commerce Center filled with warehouses that converts agricultural lands
to non-agriculture uses that negatively impacts the environment and the entire region.  There are many flaws and this is a horrific plans
for Yucaipa, the region and California. 

1. Federal requirements have failed to be considered.  Since this project entails changes to Federal freeway transportation
interchanges then all Federal requirements would need to be considered including National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
and EPA requirements.  Since Federal  Freeway issues with I-10 NEPA will be required
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/environmental-analysis/environmental-management/nepa-ceqa which are  not the same as California
Environmental Quality Act  (CEQA)  Public Resources Code § 21000-21189,  California Code of Regulations § 15000-15387
and  (Public Resources Code Section 21095).  

2. All CEQA laws and requirements will never be met with this bad plan and there is no mitigation for this plan, update or
proposed commerce center with warehouses.  

3. The Division of Land Resource Protection (DLRP) reviews, comments, and provides technical assistance to state and federal
agencies, local jurisdictions, and the public regarding the multiple facets of the CEQA process.   Where is this in Yucaipa’s
proposal?

4. Furthermore, Federal Transportation Department wildlife considerations are not made. 
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/clas/ctip/wildlife_crossing_structures/ch_2.aspx. 

5. Live Oak Canyon Road is a Historic and Scenic Road dating back to 1913.  The Yucaipa Freeway Specific plan fails to
consider the historic and scenic qualities of Live Oak Canyon Road and the horrific negative impact this will have on the historic
road site. 

6. Warehouse demand is saturated and documented as shrinking according to recent Wall Street Journal reports.
https://www.wsj.com/articles/warehousing-demand-is-starting-to-shrink-19c5feaa2 .

7. Live Oak Canyon Creek is a waterway of extreme importance especially during the rainy season.  Warehouses and Yucaipa’s
current and proposed specific plan will cause major damage to creek and downstream users including flooding and erosion. 
There appears to be no filings with the California Water Board nor Army Corp of Engineers.  The proposed built structures will
most likely alter the natural water course increasing risk of flooding and debris flow downstream.

8. USGS shows several earthquake faults that would appear to impact the project area. 
https://www.usgs.gov/media/images/yucaipa-area-california. (See Attachment)

9. Regional planning and land use fails to be considered in this plan.  The Rural communities of Live Oak Canyon and land use are
integral to two counties (Riverside County and San Bernardino County).  The project borders Redlands Open Space and
Residential lot which are required to be considered.   There is no mitigation for altering the environment and rural nature of
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                Yucaipa Subbasin Integrated Hydrologic Model

              
          


    

    
        The USGS is developing a hydrologic model of the Yucaipa Subbasin to aid in evaluating and managing the groundwater resources in the area. The study results will provide a greater understanding of the geohydrology of the subbasin, and aid in the development of a groundwater-monitoring plan, as well as in the evaluation of potential hydrologic effects of future groundwater development and...
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        This study assesses the quality of water in the Yucaipa area, primarily in the Yucaipa plain. This hydrogeology study will aid local water purveyors in understanding and evaluating local resources and using those resources effectively in combination with water imported from northern California and from the adjacent San Bernardino area.
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Amanda Frye

12714 Hilltop Drive



Redlands, CA 92373

amandafrye6@gmail.com



Yucaipa City Council

Yucaipa, California



September 22, 2024



Re:  Yucaipa Freeway Corridor Specific Plan and Update/ Proposed Commerce Center plan

Yucaipa City Council Agenda September 23, 2024



Dear City Council Members and Staff:



Please vote against Freeway Corridor  specific plan/update and Commerce Center filled with 


warehouses that converts agricultural lands to non-agriculture uses that negatively impacts the 


environment and the entire region.  There are many flaws and this is a horrific plans for 


Yucaipa, the region and California. 



1.  Federal requirements have failed to be considered.  Since this project entails changes to 


Federal freeway transportation interchanges then all Federal requirements would need to 


be considered including National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and EPA requirements.  


Since Federal  Freeway issues with I-10 NEPA will be required https://dot.ca.gov/programs/


environmental-analysis/environmental-management/nepa-ceqa which are  not the same as 


California Environmental Quality Act  (CEQA)  Public Resources Code § 21000-21189,  


California Code of Regulations § 15000-15387 and  (Public Resources Code Section 


21095).  



2. All CEQA laws and requirements will never be met with this bad plan and there is no 


mitigation for this plan, update or proposed commerce center with warehouses.  



3. The Division of Land Resource Protection (DLRP) reviews, comments, and provides 


technical assistance to state and federal agencies, local jurisdictions, and the public 


regarding the multiple facets of the CEQA process.   Where is this in Yucaipa’s proposal?
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4. Furthermore, Federal Transportation Department wildlife considerations are not made.  


https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/clas/ctip/wildlife_crossing_structures/ch_2.aspx. 



5. Live Oak Canyon Road is a Historic and Scenic Road dating back to 1913.  The 


Yucaipa Freeway Specific plan fails to consider the historic and scenic qualities of Live Oak 


Canyon Road and the horrific negative impact this will have on the historic road site. 



6. Warehouse demand is saturated and documented as shrinking according to recent Wall 


Street Journal reports. https://www.wsj.com/articles/warehousing-demand-is-starting-to-


shrink-19c5feaa  .
2


7. Live Oak Canyon Creek is a waterway of extreme importance especially during the rainy 


season.  Warehouses and Yucaipa’s current and proposed specific plan will cause major 


damage to creek and downstream users including flooding and erosion.  There appears to 


be no filings with the California Water Board nor Army Corp of Engineers.  The proposed 


built structures will most likely alter the natural water course increasing risk of flooding and 


debris flow downstream.



8. USGS shows several earthquake faults that would appear to impact the project area.  


https://www.usgs.gov/media/images/yucaipa-area-california. (See Attachment)



9. Regional planning and land use fails to be considered in this plan.  The Rural communities 


of Live Oak Canyon and land use are integral to two counties (Riverside County and San 


Bernardino County).  The project borders Redlands Open Space and Residential lots which 


are required to be considered.   There is no mitigation for altering the environment and rural 


nature of surrounding communities.  There appears to be no regional climate change 


impacts pursuant to   PRC 71352.



10. The proposed land in this specific plan entails known and documented Native American 


sites. 



11. Climate Change impacts of converting natural agriculture land to this built structures have 


not been considered.  Nor has there been the consideration of climate change on fauna 


Frye comments  of 2 9



https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/clas/ctip/wildlife_crossing_structures/ch_2.aspx

https://www.wsj.com/articles/warehousing-demand-is-starting-to-shrink-19c5feaa

https://www.wsj.com/articles/warehousing-demand-is-starting-to-shrink-19c5feaa

https://www.usgs.gov/media/images/yucaipa-area-california





and flora and surrounding environments been considered. Failed to follow PUBLIC 


RESOURCES CODE - PRC 71154



12.  Climate Change vulnerability and major impact have failed to be considered and can not 


be mitigated as environment is changed from rural environment plant, grass and tree rich 


environment to paved urban heat sink.  There appears to be no consideration for the 


required wildlife climate change impacts. https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/Analysis/Climate



13. Water use change from agriculture to urban does not appear reported.  There is no 


mitigation.  



14. This area is a connector for wildlife and wildlife corridors from the Mountain to Valley and 


neighboring Redlands and Riverside County Reserves and parklands.  This wildlife corridor 


is extremely important including endangered and threatened fauna and flora such as 


Monarch butterflies and Mountain lions and other native bees and more. 



15. Negative economic factors have failed to be considered as destroying agriculture lands, 


diminishing tourism, and hindering neighboring Redlands residents as myself from 


shopping in Yucaipa as this plan would create so much traffic.  What person going down 


the Freeway stops to see houses and warehouses.  Rural tourist attractions such as cattle, 


pumpkin patch, Christmas Trees, apples  etc are why people come to the Yucaipa area and 


spend their money buying rural products, gas, food etc. 



16. Historical significance of this area has not been considered.  Live Oak Canyon has been 


documented to have many historical significance to Native Americans, Mission era,  


Pioneers and agriculture significance which characterizes Yucaipa.   There appears to be 


no state and national historical archive search included in this project.   The proposed 


specific plan has negative impacts which are not considered and cannot be mitigated.  



17. New California wildlife corridor laws and regulation appear to be ignored.



New CA  wildlife corridor law.
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/articles/2022/10/20/new-california-law-
protects-wildlife-corridors-and-a-lot-more
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18. The Live Oak Canyon area is a prime specimen of California biodiversity which has not 


been considered and cannot be mitigated.



19.  Warehouse demand is saturated and shrinking. https://www.wsj.com/articles/


warehousing-demand-is-starting-to-shrink-19c5feaa



20.  Agricultural soil can not be made.  Destroying Agriculture land has a major impact on the 


region, California,  and the United States of America.  The Division of Land Resource 


Protection (DLRP) reviews, comments, and provides technical assistance to state and 


federal agencies, local jurisdictions, and the public regarding the multiple facets of the 


CEQA process.  For Lead Agencies, the Department recommends the following discussion 


regarding agricultural resources.  From https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/Pages/CA-


Environmental-Quality-Act-(CEQA)-.aspx



• “Type, amount, and location of farmland conversion resulting directly and indirectly from 
implementation of the proposed project.


• Impacts on any current and future agricultural operations in the vicinity; e.g., land-use 
conflicts, increases in land values and taxes, loss of agricultural support infrastructure 
such as processing facilities, etc.


• Incremental impacts leading to cumulative impacts on agricultural land.  This would 
include impacts from the proposed project, as well as impacts from past, current, and 
likely future projects.


• Proposed mitigation measures for impacted agricultural lands within the proposed 
project area.


• The project's compatibility with lands within an agricultural preserve and/or enrolled in a 
Williamson Act contract.


The conversion of agricultural land represents a permanent reduction in the State's agricultural 
land resources.  Conservation easements are an available mitigation tool and considered a 
standard practice in many areas of the State.  As such, the Department advises the use of 
permanent agricultural conservation easements on land of at least equal quality and size as 
partial compensation for the direct loss of agricultural land.  Conservation easements will protect 
a portion of those remaining land resources and lessen project impacts in accordance with 
CEQA Guidelines § 15370.  The Department highlights this measure because of its acceptance 
and use by lead agencies.”


21.   Air Quality is negatively impacted by this proposal with no mitigation possible creating 


increase risk for Yucaipa and neighboring citizens.  This is not acceptable. 



22.  Significant impact on Aesthetics of Specific Plan and Updated Specific plan as negatively 


impacts scenic vistas of Live Oak Canyon and surrounding area.  
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23. Significant and irreversible damage to scenic and visual rural landscape of Live Oak 


Canyon including damage to historic Live Oak Canyon Road and Bridge created in 1913.  


The outcroppings, trees and rolling hill grass lands would be destroyed.  The scenic and 


historic nature of Outer Highway 10 , the Interstate 10 freeway and Live Oak Canyon Road 


and surrounding neighborhoods and streets are destroyed by the Yucaipa Freeway Specific 


plan and update.  



24. Character and Quality of  life and site and surrounding area are destroyed by Yucaipa’s 


Freeway Corridor  and Specific Plan and Update including Pacific Oaks Commerce Center 


would irreversibly negatively impact Live Oak Canyon, Surrounding communities and 


Yucaipa.  This plan destroys Yucaipa’s asset and would be gone for future generations.



25. The plan negatively, substantially and irreversibly degrades existing bucolic visual and rural 


character and quality of the site and its surrounds. 



26. The plan creates unavoidable substantial light and glare that adversely affect day and 


nighttime views of the area that would not be mitigable. 



27. Agricultural resources are negatively and significantly impacted including water supply, 


wildlife corridor and resources for grazing and raising crops.   Carbon cap-sure is lost as 


major pollutants and carbon sources are created by the plan and building on the site.  


Erosion and watercourse destruction are unavoidable as a result too. 



28. Converts prime and unique farmland to warehouses and residential and commercial 


property that destroys farmland and future agriculture opportunities.  The one thing 


America and every single person on earth needs is food.  There is no new land being made.  


Agricultural land and soil cannot be made.  



29. Yucaipas Freeway corridor specific plan and update absolutely conflict existing agriculture 


zoning and use as change is to non-agriculture use.  Impacting even agricultural tourism 


and freedom to Farm. 
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30. Significant and harm is caused by changes in the existing environment with Yucaipa’s 


specific plan, water use, and updates as farmland is changed to non-agricultural use and 


way of life for everyone near the site and the surrounding communities. 



31. Negative Air Quality impacts are unavoidable as agricultural grasslands are destroyed, trees 


ripped down as builidings, pavement, trucks and traffic replace agriculture lands.  More 


pollution to back up into the mountains and create unmitigated air quality hazards. 


Obstructs any climate change or improvement in air quality. 



32. The Inland Empire and Yucaipa/ Redlands already are burden with terrible air quality.  The 


10 Freeway and Yucaipa’s specific plan, update and warehouse commerce development 


only obstruct any improvement or viable alternative.  There will me no way to meet air 


quality standards, violating all existing and projected air quality standards resulting in major 


pollutant and violations. Federal and state requirements for air quality can never be met or 


achieved with Yucaipa’s  Freeway specific plan, update or commerce warehouse 


development.  Carbon capture is diminished and so destroying trees and grasslands results 


in a negative and non-attainment for any  pollutant goals as this plan only destroys carbon 


capture and increasing emissions exceeding any possible threshold increasing 


carcinogenic and unhealthy pollutants to all residents and surrounding communities. 


Objectionable odors from vehicles and emissions will be unmitigated. 



33. Destroys urban wildlife corridors and is in conflict of US and State Fish and Wildlife laws 


protecting corridors, habitats and endangered and protected species.  The area is 


surrounded by open space and land that preservers and protects corridors and endangered 


and threatened species. Substanial and adverse effects of this project are devastating to 


mountain to valley wildlife corridors negatively impacting fauna and flora to a point of no 


return.  



34. Conflicts with habitat conservation of surrounding preserves and parks that are 


interconnected part of the wildlife corridor.  Including Redlands Oakmont park and Live Oak 


Canyon. 
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35. Live Oak Canyon Road is a historic and scenic road developed in 1913.   



36. The entire area is documented hunting grounds and sites for many Native American Tribes. 



37. The rolling hills and other natural features would be destroyed.



38. The Live Oak Canyon Creek will be ruined and waterway and riparian habitats negatively 


impacted.  



39.  Agricultural soil cannot be made.  This plan ruins all agricultural soil.



40.  USGS maps show multiple earthquake faults running near and through this area including 


the Banning Fault and other unnamed  projected and located faults running through or near the 


project area.  See attached USGS map.  



41. Greenhouse gas emissions from truck, car and building exhaust is a major and unmitigated 


issue with the plan conflicting with climate change and green house gas emission laws and 


standards.  Replacing grass with leaked gasoline, diesel, oil, building materials creates more 


hazardous waste known and unknown sources creating significant hazardous impact to public 


and environment. 



42.  The project is next to residential agricultural zoning with few houses and not 


overdevelopment.  Trying to evacuate the proposed specific plan would be impossible  in case 


of a major disaster.



43.  Water is a major issue as potable water supply for specific plan, water tank, and use will 


hurt the already water distressed region and state. 



44.   The Live Oak Canyon Stream will be negatively impacted impacting all downstream 


waterways.  



45.  Drainage will be altered as natural landscape is replaced with hardscape.  Erosion and 


stream bed alteration are unavoidable.  Drainage patterns will be impacted at a substantial rate 


degraded land and water quality with storm drain polluted run off exposing people and 


structures to possible injury and harm with increased risk of mudflows as hardscape increases 


water flow during rain. 
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46.  The plan physically destroys established rural lifestyle of surrounding and neighboring 


communities and is in conflict with rural lifestyle lands, Canyon conservation efforts and 


neighboring zoning with unavoidable negative unmitigated environmental effects. The plan is in 


conflict with neighboring Redlands Live Oak Conservation efforts and plans. 



47.  The noise produced from this project would be immense with trucks cars and noise 


producing impacts as Redlands noise ordinance would be violated especially those properties 


abutting the specific plan area. 



48. This project adversely affects the walkers, bicyclists and equestrian activities in Live Oak 


Canyon and surrounding area. 



49.  Traffic on Outer Highway 10, the Interstate 10 Freeway and Live Oak Canyon Road and 


supporting bridges would make this area unlivable and evacuation in case of a disaster 


impossible.  Emergency access would be limited with increase traffic and trucks etc. 



50.  State laws encouraging alternative transportation for a healthier lifestyle and community 


would never be met by the plan. 



51.  Significant impacts would be made on region water and wastewater facilities and 


expansion of water demands would cause major environmental damage and shortfalls.  



52.  The cumulative impacts are so considerable that the future of the entire region is 


jeopardized.  Cumulative impacts to wildlife corridors are so severe major loss in populations 


would be expected.  Human life is so negatively impacted by this plan that death rate and 


illness especially to children should be expected through pollution or traffic accidents.  The 


children’s future to see agriculture in their communities will be extinguished. Their water supply 


harmed.



53.  Traffic in the area is horrible and this project only makes it worse.  Increasing an already 


distressed and disrepair Freeway and roadway system.   Expect more fatalities in the area and 


liability as a result.  
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What is the goal of Yucaipa?  Is the goal to destroy life and a vindictive ruin for a few greedy 


people’s gain?  



Vote no on the Specific plan and update.  Vote no on the ill-conceived Commerce Center and 


Warehouses.  Why destroy the future and assets of Yucaipa and the region?



Sincerely,



Amanda Frye



Attachments:



USGS Earthquake Fault map



Greenfire Law letter regarding Live Oak Canyon



Historic Live Oak Canyon Road Articles (2)
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January 24, 2023 


Via Electronic Mail 


To:  Planning Commission Chair and Commissioners 


(planningcommission@cityofRedlands.org) 


Brian Foote (bfoote@cityofredlands.org) 


City Clerk (jdonaldson@cityofredlands.org) 


Yvette Abich Garcia (ygarcia@cityofredlands.org) 


 


RE:  Comments on January 24, 2023, Agenda Item 4.A (Consider an Extension of Time 


for Tentative Tract Map No. 18845 and Conditional Use Permit No. 1036) 


Dear Planning Chair and Commissioners: 


On behalf of Amanda Frye, I am writing to identify serious deficiencies in the resolution 


to approve the extension of time for Tentative Tract Map number 18845 and CUP 1036.1 


Additionally, Government Code, section 66463.5(c), does not permit a further one-year 


extension.   


Pursuant to Municipal Code Section 17.07.120 and Government Code, section 6643.5(c), 


the Commission has a duty to exercise its discretion to only extend the tract map if the proposed 


development will comply with the City's ordinances, General Plan and CEQA. (See Gov. Code, 


§ 6647(a), (b); see also, Soderling v. City of Santa Monica (1983) 142 Cal. App.3d 501, 508 


(map properly denied for failure to comply with city's smoke detector requirement).) 


 
1 In addition to the comments herein, I note that Numerous residents submitted comments to the January 10, 2023 


meeting identifying a wide range of new and worsening environmental impacts that necessitate a supplement to EIR, 


including but not limited to failure to confer with affected Native American tribes pursuant to under Public 


Resources Code § 21080.3.1, strong evidence of ancient rock art on the project site, destruction of aesthetically and 


biologically significant natural resources, failure to consider a no project option wherein the site is purchased by 


conservationists, pollution and degradation of adjacent watersheds, inadequate water service, excessive traffic and 


light pollution. 


Ariel Strauss, Of-Counsel 


2748 Adeline Street, Ste. A 


Berkeley, CA  94703 


510-900-9502 x 702 


astrauss@greenfirelaw.com 


www.greenfirelaw.com 
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mailto:jdonaldson@cityofredlands.org
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According to U.S. Census data, between 2000 and 2020, the population of Redlands has 


increased by about 10,000 residents (or approximately 14%), with half the grown occurring since 


2010. The population of the City of Yucaipa, just across Highway 10 from the project site, 


increased by nearly 30% (almost 13,000) in the same 20-year period. Over the 17 years since the 


Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was issued, numerous significant changes have occurred in 


the surrounding environment, including increases in baseline traffic on nearby roadways, habitat 


fragmentation2 placing added strain on listed and non-listed species, worsening light pollution, 


decades of drought exacerbating pressure on municipal water sources, and new wildfire hazards.  


I. The City Must Supplement the EIR in Light of Significant Changes and New 


Information. 


The Staff Report states that staff have: 


analyzed the existing conditions at the time the tentative map was approved 


compared to present conditions using Google Earth aerial imagery (2015 to 


present). The topography and extent of development on the tentative map site 


remains unchanged. Also, the parcels adjacent to the project site remain 


unchanged. There have not been any changes to environmental conditions in the 


surrounding area, or the discovery of new significant environmental issues under 


which the project will be undertaken, that would require revisions of the 


previously-certified Environmental Impact Report. 


However, this narrow, focus on the surface features of the site and adjacent sites is entirely 


inadequate. Moreover, the EIR was approved in 2005, not 2015. The Staff Report’s CEQA 


checklist similarly offers no description of any analysis that formed the basis for the check boxes 


and provides no backup documentation. Notably, beneath each of fifteen categories of potential 


environmental impact listed in the checklist is a row for “Issues and Supporting Information 


Sources” with an option for “yes” or “no.” And for each category, neither option is selected. This 


presents a clear record that no supporting information was consulted.  


A supplemental EIR is required when “[s]ubstantial changes occur with respect to the 


circumstances under which the project is being undertaken which will require major revisions in 


 
2 For instance, in 2013 The Reserve at Crafton Hills in Yucaipa, a few miles to the north, developed 35 acres of 


nature into a single-family subdivision. 
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the environmental impact report”; or “[n]ew information, which was not known and could not 


have been known at the time the [EIR] was certified as complete, becomes available.” (Pub. Res. 


Code, § 21166.) The new information must show the “project will have one or more significant 


effects not discussed in the previous EIR” (CEQA Guidelines, § 15162(a)(3)(A)), or 


“[s]ignificant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the 


previous EIR” (Id., § 15162(a)(3)(B)). Plainly, the circumstances under which the project is 


being undertaken has significantly changed and critical new information regarding impacts has 


come to light.   


A. Greenhouse Gas-Driven Climate Change is New Information that Must be 


Evaluated.  


While scientists have been aware of the notion of the greenhouse effect for many years, 


knowledge of the tangible harm and pace of climate change impacts in California are 


dramatically “more severe” than what could have been competently anticipated in 2005.3 The 


EIR adopted in April 2005 (released in November 2004) makes no mention of greenhouse gas 


(GHG) emissions or climate change whatsoever. At the time that it was approved, there were no 


California GHG reduction targets and there were limited tools for even assessing emissions.4 In 


2007, SB 97 first required analysis of GHG emissions under CEQA. The City of Redlands only 


adopted a Climate Action Plan in December 2017. While new legal standards do not necessarily 


apply retroactively, the multifarious suite of climate change-related laws that became applicable 


in the years since the EIR was adopted are strong evidence of the discovery of new information 


that the project would cause much “more significant effects,” which was entirely unexamined in 


the EIR.  


A first step in determining whether GHG emissions are significant is assessing a 


threshold. CEQA Guidelines, section 5064.4(b) explains that a “project’s incremental [GHG] 


contribution may be cumulatively considerable even if it appears relatively small compared to 


statewide, national or global emissions.” The San Bernardino County Air Quality Management 


District has not established thresholds of significance for residential land use projects but 


 
3 See, Office of Attorney General, Climate Change Impacts in California, https://oag.ca.gov/environment/impact.  
4 The first California GHG emissions targets were set by Executive Order S-3-05 in June 2005.  



https://oag.ca.gov/environment/impact
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recommends consideration of approaches of other agencies, such as the Bay Area Air Quality 


Management District. The BA AQMD has proposed minimum design standards, which include 


no natural gas piping, no wasteful or unnecessary energy usage, project-generated vehicle-miles 


travelled (VMT) at least 15% below the regional average and compliance with off-street electric 


vehicle charging standards.5 Notably, the site is not in a 15% below average VMT area and the 


EIR does not set any standards for vehicle charging nor does it restrict natural gas infrastructure. 


To the contrary, it anticipates that the site will be served by Southern California Gas Company 


(EIR at 4.12-5 (consumption of 19,282 cu.ft./day at original project size); Table 4.2-7.) The 


Redlands Climate Action Plan sets a 2030 per capita per year GHG emissions target of 6.0 


metric tons.6  


To assess this project’s emissions, the City must tally the area sources (consumer 


products, architectural coatings and landscape equipment), energy usage from natural gas and 


electricity consumption, mobile sources (primarily vehicle commuting), waste, water, 


construction and habitat destruction. Having failed to generate any record of having considered 


the issue, the City cannot in good faith assert that the EIR remains valid. In fact, it is probable 


that the project exceeds the City’s Climate Action Plan significance thresholds.7 It is patently 


unreasonable for the City to continue to entirely ignore GHG impacts now that the importance of 


this issue is known. Moreover, independent of CEQA, as discussed below, the City’s General 


Plan requires similar analysis and mitigations, which also have been ignored.  


 
5 BA AQMD, CEQA Thresholds for Evaluating the Significance of Climate Impacts From Land Use Projects and 


Plans, p. 2 (April 2022) available at https://www.baaqmd.gov/~/media/files/planning-and-research/ceqa/ceqa-


thresholds-2022/justification-report-pdf.pdf?la=en.  
6 City of Redlands, Climate Action Plan, 3-2 (Dec. 5, 2017), available at https://www.ca-ilg.org/sites/main/files/file-


attachments/final_redlands_cap_with_appendices_011718.pdf?1591222345.  
7 See, Air Quality, Global Climate Change and Energy Impact Analysis for Terracina at Redlands, p. 76 (Aug. 16, 


2021), available at https://www.cityofredlands.org/sites/main/files/file-attachments/appendix_a_-_aq-ghg-hra-


energy.pdf?1661443947 (5.81 MTCO2e per capita annually for a single-family project involving GHG mitigations 


and less habitat destruction). 



https://www.baaqmd.gov/~/media/files/planning-and-research/ceqa/ceqa-thresholds-2022/justification-report-pdf.pdf?la=en

https://www.baaqmd.gov/~/media/files/planning-and-research/ceqa/ceqa-thresholds-2022/justification-report-pdf.pdf?la=en

https://www.ca-ilg.org/sites/main/files/file-attachments/final_redlands_cap_with_appendices_011718.pdf?1591222345

https://www.ca-ilg.org/sites/main/files/file-attachments/final_redlands_cap_with_appendices_011718.pdf?1591222345
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B. Sufficiency of Water Access must be Reevaluated in Light of Drought 


Conditions. 


California has faced the most severe period of drought in its recorded history, making it 


the driest 22-year period since 800 CE.8 In light of the extreme drought the Commission must 


consider whether the project will be an excessive strain on local utility, which presently has not 


provided a will-serve letter.9 Significant population growth in the project area also necessitates 


supplemental assessment of the adequacy of local aquifers that will provide water for the site.  


C. Fire Hazards in the Surrounding Areas are Significantly More Severe than 


Anticipated in 2005. 


The 2017 General Plan update recounts the well-recognized fact, mentioned by numerous 


comments submitted on January 10th, that the severity of wildfire risks has materially increased 


in recent years. The Fire Hazards section of the General Plan was added pursuant to SB 1241, 


which required mitigation measures to be implemented in high fire risk areas, such as the project 


area. The General Plan states that “the highest fire risk areas are in San Timoteo and Live Oak 


Canyons where the threat from wildfire is the highest. . . Prolonged droughts coupled with high 


winds and dry vegetation during the summer time creates the highest fire risk in these areas. . . 


Most of the city’s large wildfires have occurred in these areas. In the last 20 years, there were 30 


fire perimeters captured. These fires damaged 14 structures, 75 properties (parcels), and a total of 


452 acres.” (General Plan, p. 7-21.) In 2013, the City’s firefighting resources were downgraded 


from the second highest rating to the third-place rating (Id.).   


Human activity, such as operating motor vehicles, gas-powered or potentially-sparking 


tools and BBQs10 and the smoking of cigarettes, to list but a few examples, are the overwhelming 


cause of wildfires in California.11 Severe weather conditions have even pushed Southern 


 
8 Paul Rogers, “Current drought is worst in 1,200 years in California and the American West, new study shows”, 


Mercury News, Feb. 14, 2022; see also https://datacentral.press-citizen.com/drought/california/san-bernardino-


county/06071/ (National Drought Mitigation Center data). 
9 Minutes from the most recent regular meeting posted to the website of Western Heights Water Company notes that 


the “state has mandated water shortage cutbacks.” https://westernheightswater.org/wp-content/uploads/07-2022-


Minutes.pdf 


10 Note that BBQs are advertised at The Reserve (https://theharris.group/yucaipa-real-estate/the-reserve/).  
11 See W. Cornwall, Overwhelming Cause of California Wildfires: Humans, National Geographic (May 17, 2014). 



https://westernheightswater.org/wp-content/uploads/07-2022-Minutes.pdf

https://westernheightswater.org/wp-content/uploads/07-2022-Minutes.pdf

https://theharris.group/yucaipa-real-estate/the-reserve/
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California Edison to cut power during high wind events, particularly in high fire hazard zones.12 


Unfortunately, the use of generators during more frequent outages has further increased fire 


risk.13 Supplemental CEQA analysis is needed on account of the heighted burn risk. 


The City has a responsibility to implement mitigation measures under the General Plan 


and CEQA. The Staff Report includes a Fire Department Conditions letter from May 1, 2015, 


which states that the “conditions are subjection change with adoption of new codes, ordinances 


or when building permits are not obtained within twelve (12) months.” (p. 2.) Yet, the Staff 


Report does not document any conferral with the Fire Department to ensure that the project as 


designed will be is in compliance with current codes and the 2017 General Plan update.  


Approval of the extension must not be undertaken without such analysis.  


D. The City Must Confirm that Mitigations Required by the MND are Enforced 


and Effective.  


The EIR identified potential impacts to several endangered species including the 


California gnatcatcher (CAGN). Mitigation BR-1 required that a survey “shall be conducted by a 


U.S. Fish and Wildlife permitted biologist each breeding season (February 15-August 15) that 


the property remains in an undeveloped state to confirm the continued absence of CAGN 


[California gnatcatcher].” The site has remained in an undeveloped state for seventeen years 


since the EIR yet the Staff Report does not identify whether this occurred and any results from 


this survey. Mitigations must be enforceable and enforced. (Pub. Rec. Code, § 21081.6(b) 


(mitigations measures must be “fully enforceable”).) “Mitigation measures are not mere 


expressions of hope.” (Sierra Club v. Cnty. of San Diego (2014) 231 Cal.App.4th 1152, 1167.) 


Failure to enforce mitigations makes them ineffective. The City must confirm compliance with 


the MND or determine whether the CAGN is present on site and that effective mitigations are in 


place.  


 
12 Alejandro Cano, Power shut off due to PSPS impacting 4,700 southern California residents, Redlands Community 


News, Oct. 10, 2019, https://www.redlandscommunitynews.com/news/power-shut-off-due-to-psps-impacting-4-


700-southern-california-residents/article_29ed6206-eb8b-11e9-a34b-5320cfff51b0.html. 
13 Mallory Moench, “During PG&E outages, generators caused fires, carbon monoxide poisoning”, San Francisco 


Chronicle, Nov. 13, 2019. 



https://www.redlandscommunitynews.com/news/power-shut-off-due-to-psps-impacting-4-700-southern-california-residents/article_29ed6206-eb8b-11e9-a34b-5320cfff51b0.html

https://www.redlandscommunitynews.com/news/power-shut-off-due-to-psps-impacting-4-700-southern-california-residents/article_29ed6206-eb8b-11e9-a34b-5320cfff51b0.html
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E. The Commission Must Consider Threats to Listed and Candidate Species. 


The endangered San Bernardino Merriam’s Kangaroo Rat (EIR at 4.4-9) “sage scrub and 


chaparral” habitat (63 Fed. Reg. at 3836 (Jan. 27, 1998)) has been harmed by development in the 


Redlands area and is a biome that is present on the site (EIR at 4.4-10). The City must continue 


to confirm, in light of the length of time that has elapsed, other development in the surrounding 


area and habitat loss from climate change and wildfires, that this species is not impacted by the 


project. This consideration applies to the other species of potential concern listed in the EIR (see 


Tables 4.4.1 and 4.4.2). 


The City has further neglected to consider that, subsequent to completion of the EIR and 


project approvals in 2015, the Monarch Butterfly has become a candidate species14 and the Little 


Brown Bat is under review by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.15 Both of these species are 


known to exist in the project region16 and Monarchs have been directly observed in Redlands by 


residents. The record contains no indication that the City even considered whether any 


supplement is required in light of these impacted species. The presence of newly at-risk species 


constitute significant new information and changed project circumstances.  


II. The Development is Inconsistent with General Plan Environmental and Safety 


Requirements.  


The Commission must not ignore the 2017 updates to the General Plan enacted 


subsequent to the 2015 project approvals. The following General Plan Policies and Action Items 


Apply to the project but are totally ignored in the Staff Report and proposed resolution:17 


• 8-A.21 Support the development of distributed energy resources (DER), such as 


combined heat and power (CHP) from micro-turbines, fuel cells, etc., to assist in local 


energy security.  


• 8-A.37 Promote design in new development that incorporates space for recycling 


containers and other waste diversion facilities. 


 
14 See https://www.fws.gov/press-release/2020-12/endangered-species-act-listing-monarch-butterfly-warranted-


precluded.  
15 https://fws.gov/species/little-brown-bat-myotis-lucifugus.  
16 https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/report/species-listings-by-current-range-county?fips=06071.  
17 Note: Action item 7-A.100, “Require that all projects proposed in areas that are at risk from wildfire adhere to 


requirements under Redlands Fire Department Prevention Standard ‘Fire Safety Modification Zones 1 and 2’” was 


considered at the time of approval of the tract and CUP in 2015 but the substantive Department standards have since 


changed. 



https://www.fws.gov/press-release/2020-12/endangered-species-act-listing-monarch-butterfly-warranted-precluded

https://www.fws.gov/press-release/2020-12/endangered-species-act-listing-monarch-butterfly-warranted-precluded

https://fws.gov/species/little-brown-bat-myotis-lucifugus

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/report/species-listings-by-current-range-county?fips=06071
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• 8-P.8 Promote sustainability by reducing the community’s greenhouse gas (GHG) 


emissions and fostering green development patterns – including buildings, sites, and 


landscapes. 


• 7-A.94 Avoid, where feasible, approving new development in areas subject to high 


wildfire risk. If avoidance is not feasible, condition such new development on 


implementation of measures to reduce risks associated with that development. 


• 7-A.96 Ensure that all-weather access is provided for all new development, with adequate 


clearance for emergency vehicles, designed in accordance with the California Fire Code, 


and ensure that all roads, streets, and major public buildings are identified in a manner 


that is clearly visible to fire protection and other emergency vehicles. 


Even if the EIR did not need to be updated under CEQA, similar analysis of GHG 


emissions must be undertaken pursuant to General Plan Policy 8.P.8. However, it is totally 


neglected. The site must also be designed to corporate DER and “space for recycling containers 


and other waste diversion facilities.” The Commission must also decline to extend the tract map 


pursuant to Action 7-A.94 to “avoid . . . approving new development in areas subject to high fire 


risk.” The record lacks any consideration of compliance with any of these General Plan 


requirements. 


III. The Tract Map Fails to Provide Required Emergency Access. 


The General Plan mandates that “Subdivisions must have two points of vehicular ingress 


and egress from streets, one of which may be used for emergency purposes only.” (General Plan, 


p. 7-23.) Tentative Tract No. 18845 attached to the Staff Report shows only a single entrance 


from Highview Dr. that terminates in two cul-de-sacs (see copy of tract map below).  
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This is in plain violation of the General Plan.  


IV. Conclusion  


The Commission must take a serious look at the environmental conditions affecting the 


site today and ensure full compliance with CEQA and the City’s General Plan and ordinances. 


The current record demonstrates clear failure by the City to do so. As a result, the Commission 


cannot approve an extension to the tract map without supplementing the EIR and ensuring 


conformance with the City’s laws.  


Sincerely, 


 


 


Ariel Strauss 
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surrounding communities.  There appears to be no regional climate change impacts pursuant to   PRC 71352.
10. The proposed land in this specific plan entails known and documented Native American sites. 
11. Climate Change impacts of converting natural agriculture land to this built structures have not been considered.  Nor has there

been the consideration of climate change on fauna and flora and surrounding environments been considered. Failed to follow
PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE - PRC 71154

12. Climate Change vulnerability and major impact have failed to be considered and can not be mitigated as environment is changed
from rural environment plant, grass and tree rich environment to paved urban heat sink.  There appears to be no consideration
for the required wildlife climate change impacts. https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/Analysis/Climate

13. Water use change from agriculture to urban does not appear reported.  There is no mitigation.  
14. This area is a connector for wildlife and wildlife corridors from the Mountain to Valley and neighboring Redlands and Riverside

County Reserves and parklands.  This wildlife corridor is extremely important including endangered and threatened fauna and
flora such as Monarch butterflies and Mountain lions and other native bees and more. 

15. Negative economic factors have failed to be considered as destroying agriculture lands, diminishing tourism, and hindering
neighboring Redlands residents as myself from shopping in Yucaipa as this plan would create so much traffic.  What person
going down the Freeway stops to see houses and warehouses.  Rural tourist attractions such as cattle, pumpkin patch, Christmas
Trees, apples  etc are why people come to the Yucaipa area and spend their money buying rural products, gas, food etc. 

16. Historical significance of this area has not been considered.  Live Oak Canyon has been documented to have many historical
significance to Native Americans, Mission era,  Pioneers and agriculture significance which characterizes Yucaipa.   There
appears to be no state and national historical archive search included in this project.   The proposed specific plan has negative
impacts which are not considered and cannot be mitigated.  

17. New California wildlife corridor laws and regulation appear to be ignored.

New CA  wildlife corridor law.
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/articles/2022/10/20/new-california-law-protects-wildlife-corridors-and-a-
lot-more

1. The Live Oak Canyon area is a prime specimen of California biodiversity which has not been considered and cannot be
mitigated.

2. Warehouse demand is saturated and shrinking. https://www.wsj.com/articles/warehousing-demand-is-starting-to-shrink-
19c5feaa

3. Agricultural soil can not be made.  Destroying Agriculture land has a major impact on the region, California,  and the United
States of America.  The Division of Land Resource Protection (DLRP) reviews, comments, and provides technical assistance to
state and federal agencies, local jurisdictions, and the public regarding the multiple facets of the CEQA process.  For Lead
Agencies, the Department recommends the following discussion regarding agricultural resources.  From
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/Pages/CA-Environmental-Quality-Act-(CEQA)-.aspx

“Type, amount, and location of farmland conversion resulting directly and indirectly from implementation of the
proposed project.

Impacts on any current and future agricultural operations in the vicinity; e.g., land-use conflicts, increases in land
values and taxes, loss of agricultural support infrastructure such as processing facilities, etc.

Incremental impacts leading to cumulative impacts on agricultural land.  This would include impacts from the
proposed project, as well as impacts from past, current, and likely future projects.
Proposed mitigation measures for impacted agricultural lands within the proposed project area.
The project's compatibility with lands within an agricultural preserve and/or enrolled in a Williamson Act contract.

The conversion of agricultural land represents a permanent reduction in the State's agricultural land resources. 
Conservation easements are an available mitigation tool and considered a standard practice in many areas of the State.  As
such, the Department advises the use of permanent agricultural conservation easements on land of at least equal quality and
size as partial compensation for the direct loss of agricultural land.  Conservation easements will protect a portion of those
remaining land resources and lessen project impacts in accordance with CEQA Guidelines § 15370.  The Department
highlights this measure because of its acceptance and use by lead agencies.”

1.   Air Quality is negatively impacted by this proposal with no mitigation possible creating increase risk for Yucaipa and
neighboring citizens.  This is not acceptable. 

2. Significant impact on Aesthetics of Specific Plan and Updated Specific plan as negatively impacts scenic vistas of Live Oak
Canyon and surrounding area.  

3. Significant and irreversible damage to scenic and visual rural landscape of Live Oak Canyon including damage to historic Live
Oak Canyon Road and Bridge created in 1913.  The outcroppings, trees and rolling hill grass lands would be destroyed.  The
scenic and historic nature of Outer Highway 10 , the Interstate 10 freeway and Live Oak Canyon Road and surrounding
neighborhoods and streets are destroyed by the Yucaipa Freeway Specific plan and update.  

4. Character and Quality of  life and site and surrounding area are destroyed by Yucaipa’s Freeway Corridor  and Specific Plan and

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/Analysis/Climate
https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2fwww.pewtrusts.org%2fen%2fresearch-and-analysis%2farticles%2f2022%2f10%2f20%2fnew-california-law-protects-wildlife-corridors-and-a-lot-more&c=E,1,idRX5hbGHiAHbpuXT_SvwR5skLUAgwFlgMIEdXfVgYW_6IX1mSg3DTjIDRFYBCwRC92lT9v5ebssfLC6UMO5E6HuWtpWMwbs6O_wLgiS90NO&typo=1
https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2fwww.pewtrusts.org%2fen%2fresearch-and-analysis%2farticles%2f2022%2f10%2f20%2fnew-california-law-protects-wildlife-corridors-and-a-lot-more&c=E,1,idRX5hbGHiAHbpuXT_SvwR5skLUAgwFlgMIEdXfVgYW_6IX1mSg3DTjIDRFYBCwRC92lT9v5ebssfLC6UMO5E6HuWtpWMwbs6O_wLgiS90NO&typo=1
https://www.wsj.com/articles/warehousing-demand-is-starting-to-shrink-19c5feaa
https://www.wsj.com/articles/warehousing-demand-is-starting-to-shrink-19c5feaa
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/Pages/CA-Environmental-Quality-Act-(CEQA)-.aspx


Update including Pacific Oaks Commerce Center would irreversibly negatively impact Live Oak Canyon, Surrounding
communities and Yucaipa.  This plan destroys Yucaipa’s asset and would be gone for future generations.

5. The plan negatively, substantially and irreversibly degrades existing bucolic visual and rural character and quality of the site and
its surrounds. 

6. The plan creates unavoidable substantial light and glare that adversely affect day and nighttime views of the area that would not
be mitigable. 

7. Agricultural resources are negatively and significantly impacted including water supply, wildlife corridor and resources for
grazing and raising crops.   Carbon cap-sure is lost as major pollutants and carbon sources are created by the plan and building
on the site.  Erosion and watercourse destruction are unavoidable as a result too. 

8. Converts prime and unique farmland to warehouses and residential and commercial property that destroys farmland and future
agriculture opportunities.  The one thing America and every single person on earth needs is food.  There is no new land being
made.  Agricultural land and soil cannot be made.  

9. Yucaipas Freeway corridor specific plan and update absolutely conflict existing agriculture zoning and use as change is to non-
agriculture use.  Impacting even agricultural tourism and freedom to Farm. 

10. Significant and harm is caused by changes in the existing environment with Yucaipa’s specific plan, water use, and updates as
farmland is changed to non-agricultural use and way of life for everyone near the site and the surrounding communities. 

11. Negative Air Quality impacts are unavoidable as agricultural grasslands are destroyed, trees ripped down as builidings,
pavement, trucks and traffic replace agriculture lands.  More pollution to back up into the mountains and create unmitigated air
quality hazards. Obstructs any climate change or improvement in air quality. 

12. The Inland Empire and Yucaipa/ Redlands already are burden with terrible air quality.  The 10 Freeway and Yucaipa’s specific
plan, update and warehouse commerce development only obstruct any improvement or viable alternative.  There will me no way
to meet air quality standards, violating all existing and projected air quality standards resulting in major pollutant and violations.
Federal and state requirements for air quality can never be met or achieved with Yucaipa’s  Freeway specific plan, update or
commerce warehouse development.  Carbon capture is diminished and so destroying trees and grasslands results in a negative
and non-attainment for any  pollutant goals as this plan only destroys carbon capture and increasing emissions exceeding any
possible threshold increasing carcinogenic and unhealthy pollutants to all residents and surrounding communities. Objectionable
odors from vehicles and emissions will be unmitigated. 

13. Destroys urban wildlife corridors and is in conflict of US and State Fish and Wildlife laws protecting corridors, habitats and
endangered and protected species.  The area is surrounded by open space and land that preservers and protects corridors and
endangered and threatened species. Substanial and adverse effects of this project are devastating to mountain to valley wildlife
corridors negatively impacting fauna and flora to a point of no return.  

14. Conflicts with habitat conservation of surrounding preserves and parks that are interconnected part of the wildlife corridor. 
Including Redlands Oakmont park and Live Oak Canyon. 

15. Live Oak Canyon Road is a historic and scenic road developed in 1913.   
16. The entire area is documented hunting grounds and sites for many Native American Tribes. 
17. The rolling hills and other natural features would be destroyed.
18. The Live Oak Canyon Creek will be ruined and waterway and riparian habitats negatively impacted.  

39.  Agricultural soil cannot be made.  This plan ruins all agricultural soil.
40.  USGS maps show multiple earthquake faults running near and through this area including the Banning Fault and other unnamed 
projected and located faults running through or near the project area.  See attached USGS map.  
41. Greenhouse gas emissions from truck, car and building exhaust is a major and unmitigated issue with the plan conflicting with
climate change and green house gas emission laws and standards.  Replacing grass with leaked gasoline, diesel, oil, building materials
creates more hazardous waste known and unknown sources creating significant hazardous impact to public and environment. 
42.  The project is next to residential agricultural zoning with few houses and not overdevelopment.  Trying to evacuate the proposed
specific plan would be impossible  in case of a major disaster.
43.  Water is a major issue as potable water supply for specific plan, water tank, and use will hurt the already water distressed region and
state. 
44.   The Live Oak Canyon Stream will be negatively impacted impacting all downstream waterways.  
45.  Drainage will be altered as natural landscape is replaced with hardscape.  Erosion and stream bed alteration are unavoidable. 
Drainage patterns will be impacted at a substantial rate degraded land and water quality with storm drain polluted run off exposing people
and structures to possible injury and harm with increased risk of mudflows as hardscape increases water flow during rain. 
46.  The plan physically destroys established rural lifestyle of surrounding and neighboring communities and is in conflict with rural
lifestyle lands, Canyon conservation efforts and neighboring zoning with unavoidable negative unmitigated environmental effects. The
plan is in conflict with neighboring Redlands Live Oak Conservation efforts and plans. 
47.  The noise produced from this project would be immense with trucks cars and noise producing impacts as Redlands noise ordinance
would be violated especially those properties abutting the specific plan area. 
48. This project adversely affects the walkers, bicyclists and equestrian activities in Live Oak Canyon and surrounding area. 
49.  Traffic on Outer Highway 10, the Interstate 10 Freeway and Live Oak Canyon Road and supporting bridges would make this area
unlivable and evacuation in case of a disaster impossible.  Emergency access would be limited with increase traffic and trucks etc. 
50.  State laws encouraging alternative transportation for a healthier lifestyle and community would never be met by the plan. 
51.  Significant impacts would be made on region water and wastewater facilities and expansion of water demands would cause major
environmental damage and shortfalls.  
52.  The cumulative impacts are so considerable that the future of the entire region is jeopardized.  Cumulative impacts to wildlife
corridors are so severe major loss in populations would be expected.  Human life is so negatively impacted by this plan that death rate



and illness especially to children should be expected through pollution or traffic accidents.  The children’s future to see agriculture in
their communities will be extinguished. Their water supply harmed.
53.  Traffic in the area is horrible and this project only makes it worse.  Increasing an already distressed and disrepair Freeway and
roadway system.   Expect more fatalities in the area and liability as a result.  

What is the goal of Yucaipa?  Is the goal to destroy life and a vindictive ruin for a few greedy people’s gain?  

Vote no on the Specific plan and update.  Vote no on the ill conceived Commerce Center and Warehouses.  Why destroy the future and
assets of Yucaipa and the region?
Sincerely,
Amanda Frye

Attachments:
USGS Earthquake Fault map
Greenfire Law letter regarding Live Oak Canyon
Historic Live Oak Canyon Road Articles (2)
letter pdf file
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January 24, 2023 

Via Electronic Mail 

To:  Planning Commission Chair and Commissioners 

(planningcommission@cityofRedlands.org) 

Brian Foote (bfoote@cityofredlands.org) 

City Clerk (jdonaldson@cityofredlands.org) 

Yvette Abich Garcia (ygarcia@cityofredlands.org) 

 

RE:  Comments on January 24, 2023, Agenda Item 4.A (Consider an Extension of Time 

for Tentative Tract Map No. 18845 and Conditional Use Permit No. 1036) 

Dear Planning Chair and Commissioners: 

On behalf of Amanda Frye, I am writing to identify serious deficiencies in the resolution 

to approve the extension of time for Tentative Tract Map number 18845 and CUP 1036.1 

Additionally, Government Code, section 66463.5(c), does not permit a further one-year 

extension.   

Pursuant to Municipal Code Section 17.07.120 and Government Code, section 6643.5(c), 

the Commission has a duty to exercise its discretion to only extend the tract map if the proposed 

development will comply with the City's ordinances, General Plan and CEQA. (See Gov. Code, 

§ 6647(a), (b); see also, Soderling v. City of Santa Monica (1983) 142 Cal. App.3d 501, 508 

(map properly denied for failure to comply with city's smoke detector requirement).) 

 
1 In addition to the comments herein, I note that Numerous residents submitted comments to the January 10, 2023 

meeting identifying a wide range of new and worsening environmental impacts that necessitate a supplement to EIR, 

including but not limited to failure to confer with affected Native American tribes pursuant to under Public 

Resources Code § 21080.3.1, strong evidence of ancient rock art on the project site, destruction of aesthetically and 

biologically significant natural resources, failure to consider a no project option wherein the site is purchased by 

conservationists, pollution and degradation of adjacent watersheds, inadequate water service, excessive traffic and 

light pollution. 

Ariel Strauss, Of-Counsel 

2748 Adeline Street, Ste. A 

Berkeley, CA  94703 

510-900-9502 x 702 

astrauss@greenfirelaw.com 

www.greenfirelaw.com 

mailto:planningcommission@cityofRedlands.org
mailto:bfoote@cityofredlands.org
mailto:jdonaldson@cityofredlands.org
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According to U.S. Census data, between 2000 and 2020, the population of Redlands has 

increased by about 10,000 residents (or approximately 14%), with half the grown occurring since 

2010. The population of the City of Yucaipa, just across Highway 10 from the project site, 

increased by nearly 30% (almost 13,000) in the same 20-year period. Over the 17 years since the 

Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was issued, numerous significant changes have occurred in 

the surrounding environment, including increases in baseline traffic on nearby roadways, habitat 

fragmentation2 placing added strain on listed and non-listed species, worsening light pollution, 

decades of drought exacerbating pressure on municipal water sources, and new wildfire hazards.  

I. The City Must Supplement the EIR in Light of Significant Changes and New 

Information. 

The Staff Report states that staff have: 

analyzed the existing conditions at the time the tentative map was approved 

compared to present conditions using Google Earth aerial imagery (2015 to 

present). The topography and extent of development on the tentative map site 

remains unchanged. Also, the parcels adjacent to the project site remain 

unchanged. There have not been any changes to environmental conditions in the 

surrounding area, or the discovery of new significant environmental issues under 

which the project will be undertaken, that would require revisions of the 

previously-certified Environmental Impact Report. 

However, this narrow, focus on the surface features of the site and adjacent sites is entirely 

inadequate. Moreover, the EIR was approved in 2005, not 2015. The Staff Report’s CEQA 

checklist similarly offers no description of any analysis that formed the basis for the check boxes 

and provides no backup documentation. Notably, beneath each of fifteen categories of potential 

environmental impact listed in the checklist is a row for “Issues and Supporting Information 

Sources” with an option for “yes” or “no.” And for each category, neither option is selected. This 

presents a clear record that no supporting information was consulted.  

A supplemental EIR is required when “[s]ubstantial changes occur with respect to the 

circumstances under which the project is being undertaken which will require major revisions in 

 
2 For instance, in 2013 The Reserve at Crafton Hills in Yucaipa, a few miles to the north, developed 35 acres of 

nature into a single-family subdivision. 
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the environmental impact report”; or “[n]ew information, which was not known and could not 

have been known at the time the [EIR] was certified as complete, becomes available.” (Pub. Res. 

Code, § 21166.) The new information must show the “project will have one or more significant 

effects not discussed in the previous EIR” (CEQA Guidelines, § 15162(a)(3)(A)), or 

“[s]ignificant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the 

previous EIR” (Id., § 15162(a)(3)(B)). Plainly, the circumstances under which the project is 

being undertaken has significantly changed and critical new information regarding impacts has 

come to light.   

A. Greenhouse Gas-Driven Climate Change is New Information that Must be 

Evaluated.  

While scientists have been aware of the notion of the greenhouse effect for many years, 

knowledge of the tangible harm and pace of climate change impacts in California are 

dramatically “more severe” than what could have been competently anticipated in 2005.3 The 

EIR adopted in April 2005 (released in November 2004) makes no mention of greenhouse gas 

(GHG) emissions or climate change whatsoever. At the time that it was approved, there were no 

California GHG reduction targets and there were limited tools for even assessing emissions.4 In 

2007, SB 97 first required analysis of GHG emissions under CEQA. The City of Redlands only 

adopted a Climate Action Plan in December 2017. While new legal standards do not necessarily 

apply retroactively, the multifarious suite of climate change-related laws that became applicable 

in the years since the EIR was adopted are strong evidence of the discovery of new information 

that the project would cause much “more significant effects,” which was entirely unexamined in 

the EIR.  

A first step in determining whether GHG emissions are significant is assessing a 

threshold. CEQA Guidelines, section 5064.4(b) explains that a “project’s incremental [GHG] 

contribution may be cumulatively considerable even if it appears relatively small compared to 

statewide, national or global emissions.” The San Bernardino County Air Quality Management 

District has not established thresholds of significance for residential land use projects but 

 
3 See, Office of Attorney General, Climate Change Impacts in California, https://oag.ca.gov/environment/impact.  
4 The first California GHG emissions targets were set by Executive Order S-3-05 in June 2005.  

https://oag.ca.gov/environment/impact
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recommends consideration of approaches of other agencies, such as the Bay Area Air Quality 

Management District. The BA AQMD has proposed minimum design standards, which include 

no natural gas piping, no wasteful or unnecessary energy usage, project-generated vehicle-miles 

travelled (VMT) at least 15% below the regional average and compliance with off-street electric 

vehicle charging standards.5 Notably, the site is not in a 15% below average VMT area and the 

EIR does not set any standards for vehicle charging nor does it restrict natural gas infrastructure. 

To the contrary, it anticipates that the site will be served by Southern California Gas Company 

(EIR at 4.12-5 (consumption of 19,282 cu.ft./day at original project size); Table 4.2-7.) The 

Redlands Climate Action Plan sets a 2030 per capita per year GHG emissions target of 6.0 

metric tons.6  

To assess this project’s emissions, the City must tally the area sources (consumer 

products, architectural coatings and landscape equipment), energy usage from natural gas and 

electricity consumption, mobile sources (primarily vehicle commuting), waste, water, 

construction and habitat destruction. Having failed to generate any record of having considered 

the issue, the City cannot in good faith assert that the EIR remains valid. In fact, it is probable 

that the project exceeds the City’s Climate Action Plan significance thresholds.7 It is patently 

unreasonable for the City to continue to entirely ignore GHG impacts now that the importance of 

this issue is known. Moreover, independent of CEQA, as discussed below, the City’s General 

Plan requires similar analysis and mitigations, which also have been ignored.  

 
5 BA AQMD, CEQA Thresholds for Evaluating the Significance of Climate Impacts From Land Use Projects and 

Plans, p. 2 (April 2022) available at https://www.baaqmd.gov/~/media/files/planning-and-research/ceqa/ceqa-

thresholds-2022/justification-report-pdf.pdf?la=en.  
6 City of Redlands, Climate Action Plan, 3-2 (Dec. 5, 2017), available at https://www.ca-ilg.org/sites/main/files/file-

attachments/final_redlands_cap_with_appendices_011718.pdf?1591222345.  
7 See, Air Quality, Global Climate Change and Energy Impact Analysis for Terracina at Redlands, p. 76 (Aug. 16, 

2021), available at https://www.cityofredlands.org/sites/main/files/file-attachments/appendix_a_-_aq-ghg-hra-

energy.pdf?1661443947 (5.81 MTCO2e per capita annually for a single-family project involving GHG mitigations 

and less habitat destruction). 

https://www.baaqmd.gov/~/media/files/planning-and-research/ceqa/ceqa-thresholds-2022/justification-report-pdf.pdf?la=en
https://www.baaqmd.gov/~/media/files/planning-and-research/ceqa/ceqa-thresholds-2022/justification-report-pdf.pdf?la=en
https://www.ca-ilg.org/sites/main/files/file-attachments/final_redlands_cap_with_appendices_011718.pdf?1591222345
https://www.ca-ilg.org/sites/main/files/file-attachments/final_redlands_cap_with_appendices_011718.pdf?1591222345
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B. Sufficiency of Water Access must be Reevaluated in Light of Drought 

Conditions. 

California has faced the most severe period of drought in its recorded history, making it 

the driest 22-year period since 800 CE.8 In light of the extreme drought the Commission must 

consider whether the project will be an excessive strain on local utility, which presently has not 

provided a will-serve letter.9 Significant population growth in the project area also necessitates 

supplemental assessment of the adequacy of local aquifers that will provide water for the site.  

C. Fire Hazards in the Surrounding Areas are Significantly More Severe than 

Anticipated in 2005. 

The 2017 General Plan update recounts the well-recognized fact, mentioned by numerous 

comments submitted on January 10th, that the severity of wildfire risks has materially increased 

in recent years. The Fire Hazards section of the General Plan was added pursuant to SB 1241, 

which required mitigation measures to be implemented in high fire risk areas, such as the project 

area. The General Plan states that “the highest fire risk areas are in San Timoteo and Live Oak 

Canyons where the threat from wildfire is the highest. . . Prolonged droughts coupled with high 

winds and dry vegetation during the summer time creates the highest fire risk in these areas. . . 

Most of the city’s large wildfires have occurred in these areas. In the last 20 years, there were 30 

fire perimeters captured. These fires damaged 14 structures, 75 properties (parcels), and a total of 

452 acres.” (General Plan, p. 7-21.) In 2013, the City’s firefighting resources were downgraded 

from the second highest rating to the third-place rating (Id.).   

Human activity, such as operating motor vehicles, gas-powered or potentially-sparking 

tools and BBQs10 and the smoking of cigarettes, to list but a few examples, are the overwhelming 

cause of wildfires in California.11 Severe weather conditions have even pushed Southern 

 
8 Paul Rogers, “Current drought is worst in 1,200 years in California and the American West, new study shows”, 

Mercury News, Feb. 14, 2022; see also https://datacentral.press-citizen.com/drought/california/san-bernardino-

county/06071/ (National Drought Mitigation Center data). 
9 Minutes from the most recent regular meeting posted to the website of Western Heights Water Company notes that 

the “state has mandated water shortage cutbacks.” https://westernheightswater.org/wp-content/uploads/07-2022-

Minutes.pdf 

10 Note that BBQs are advertised at The Reserve (https://theharris.group/yucaipa-real-estate/the-reserve/).  
11 See W. Cornwall, Overwhelming Cause of California Wildfires: Humans, National Geographic (May 17, 2014). 

https://westernheightswater.org/wp-content/uploads/07-2022-Minutes.pdf
https://westernheightswater.org/wp-content/uploads/07-2022-Minutes.pdf
https://theharris.group/yucaipa-real-estate/the-reserve/
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California Edison to cut power during high wind events, particularly in high fire hazard zones.12 

Unfortunately, the use of generators during more frequent outages has further increased fire 

risk.13 Supplemental CEQA analysis is needed on account of the heighted burn risk. 

The City has a responsibility to implement mitigation measures under the General Plan 

and CEQA. The Staff Report includes a Fire Department Conditions letter from May 1, 2015, 

which states that the “conditions are subjection change with adoption of new codes, ordinances 

or when building permits are not obtained within twelve (12) months.” (p. 2.) Yet, the Staff 

Report does not document any conferral with the Fire Department to ensure that the project as 

designed will be is in compliance with current codes and the 2017 General Plan update.  

Approval of the extension must not be undertaken without such analysis.  

D. The City Must Confirm that Mitigations Required by the MND are Enforced 

and Effective.  

The EIR identified potential impacts to several endangered species including the 

California gnatcatcher (CAGN). Mitigation BR-1 required that a survey “shall be conducted by a 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife permitted biologist each breeding season (February 15-August 15) that 

the property remains in an undeveloped state to confirm the continued absence of CAGN 

[California gnatcatcher].” The site has remained in an undeveloped state for seventeen years 

since the EIR yet the Staff Report does not identify whether this occurred and any results from 

this survey. Mitigations must be enforceable and enforced. (Pub. Rec. Code, § 21081.6(b) 

(mitigations measures must be “fully enforceable”).) “Mitigation measures are not mere 

expressions of hope.” (Sierra Club v. Cnty. of San Diego (2014) 231 Cal.App.4th 1152, 1167.) 

Failure to enforce mitigations makes them ineffective. The City must confirm compliance with 

the MND or determine whether the CAGN is present on site and that effective mitigations are in 

place.  

 
12 Alejandro Cano, Power shut off due to PSPS impacting 4,700 southern California residents, Redlands Community 

News, Oct. 10, 2019, https://www.redlandscommunitynews.com/news/power-shut-off-due-to-psps-impacting-4-

700-southern-california-residents/article_29ed6206-eb8b-11e9-a34b-5320cfff51b0.html. 
13 Mallory Moench, “During PG&E outages, generators caused fires, carbon monoxide poisoning”, San Francisco 

Chronicle, Nov. 13, 2019. 

https://www.redlandscommunitynews.com/news/power-shut-off-due-to-psps-impacting-4-700-southern-california-residents/article_29ed6206-eb8b-11e9-a34b-5320cfff51b0.html
https://www.redlandscommunitynews.com/news/power-shut-off-due-to-psps-impacting-4-700-southern-california-residents/article_29ed6206-eb8b-11e9-a34b-5320cfff51b0.html


7 

 

E. The Commission Must Consider Threats to Listed and Candidate Species. 

The endangered San Bernardino Merriam’s Kangaroo Rat (EIR at 4.4-9) “sage scrub and 

chaparral” habitat (63 Fed. Reg. at 3836 (Jan. 27, 1998)) has been harmed by development in the 

Redlands area and is a biome that is present on the site (EIR at 4.4-10). The City must continue 

to confirm, in light of the length of time that has elapsed, other development in the surrounding 

area and habitat loss from climate change and wildfires, that this species is not impacted by the 

project. This consideration applies to the other species of potential concern listed in the EIR (see 

Tables 4.4.1 and 4.4.2). 

The City has further neglected to consider that, subsequent to completion of the EIR and 

project approvals in 2015, the Monarch Butterfly has become a candidate species14 and the Little 

Brown Bat is under review by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.15 Both of these species are 

known to exist in the project region16 and Monarchs have been directly observed in Redlands by 

residents. The record contains no indication that the City even considered whether any 

supplement is required in light of these impacted species. The presence of newly at-risk species 

constitute significant new information and changed project circumstances.  

II. The Development is Inconsistent with General Plan Environmental and Safety 

Requirements.  

The Commission must not ignore the 2017 updates to the General Plan enacted 

subsequent to the 2015 project approvals. The following General Plan Policies and Action Items 

Apply to the project but are totally ignored in the Staff Report and proposed resolution:17 

• 8-A.21 Support the development of distributed energy resources (DER), such as 

combined heat and power (CHP) from micro-turbines, fuel cells, etc., to assist in local 

energy security.  

• 8-A.37 Promote design in new development that incorporates space for recycling 

containers and other waste diversion facilities. 

 
14 See https://www.fws.gov/press-release/2020-12/endangered-species-act-listing-monarch-butterfly-warranted-

precluded.  
15 https://fws.gov/species/little-brown-bat-myotis-lucifugus.  
16 https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/report/species-listings-by-current-range-county?fips=06071.  
17 Note: Action item 7-A.100, “Require that all projects proposed in areas that are at risk from wildfire adhere to 

requirements under Redlands Fire Department Prevention Standard ‘Fire Safety Modification Zones 1 and 2’” was 

considered at the time of approval of the tract and CUP in 2015 but the substantive Department standards have since 

changed. 

https://www.fws.gov/press-release/2020-12/endangered-species-act-listing-monarch-butterfly-warranted-precluded
https://www.fws.gov/press-release/2020-12/endangered-species-act-listing-monarch-butterfly-warranted-precluded
https://fws.gov/species/little-brown-bat-myotis-lucifugus
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/report/species-listings-by-current-range-county?fips=06071
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• 8-P.8 Promote sustainability by reducing the community’s greenhouse gas (GHG) 

emissions and fostering green development patterns – including buildings, sites, and 

landscapes. 

• 7-A.94 Avoid, where feasible, approving new development in areas subject to high 

wildfire risk. If avoidance is not feasible, condition such new development on 

implementation of measures to reduce risks associated with that development. 

• 7-A.96 Ensure that all-weather access is provided for all new development, with adequate 

clearance for emergency vehicles, designed in accordance with the California Fire Code, 

and ensure that all roads, streets, and major public buildings are identified in a manner 

that is clearly visible to fire protection and other emergency vehicles. 

Even if the EIR did not need to be updated under CEQA, similar analysis of GHG 

emissions must be undertaken pursuant to General Plan Policy 8.P.8. However, it is totally 

neglected. The site must also be designed to corporate DER and “space for recycling containers 

and other waste diversion facilities.” The Commission must also decline to extend the tract map 

pursuant to Action 7-A.94 to “avoid . . . approving new development in areas subject to high fire 

risk.” The record lacks any consideration of compliance with any of these General Plan 

requirements. 

III. The Tract Map Fails to Provide Required Emergency Access. 

The General Plan mandates that “Subdivisions must have two points of vehicular ingress 

and egress from streets, one of which may be used for emergency purposes only.” (General Plan, 

p. 7-23.) Tentative Tract No. 18845 attached to the Staff Report shows only a single entrance 

from Highview Dr. that terminates in two cul-de-sacs (see copy of tract map below).  
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This is in plain violation of the General Plan.  

IV. Conclusion  

The Commission must take a serious look at the environmental conditions affecting the 

site today and ensure full compliance with CEQA and the City’s General Plan and ordinances. 

The current record demonstrates clear failure by the City to do so. As a result, the Commission 

cannot approve an extension to the tract map without supplementing the EIR and ensuring 

conformance with the City’s laws.  

Sincerely, 

 

 

Ariel Strauss 
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PUBLIC COMMENT 14 



From: Ann Balderrama
To: Public Comment
Subject: Proposed project
Date: Sunday, September 22, 2024 5:48:30 PM

I oppose the development of warehouses along the 10 freeway in Yucaipa.

Ann Balderrama
Redlands Resident

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov
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City Council 
September 22, 2024 
Page 6 
 

organizations to see what they can do to help you and the property owners financially, 
while keeping your rural areas intact and protecting the environment from greater harm 
that will surely come from this wrongful use of the canyon lands and terrain—and soils 
not meant for this kind of weight and watershed loss or erosion.” 

 
From the World Economic Forum: 
 
URBAN TRANSFORMATION  
How to make our cities greener, healthier, wilder and fairer 
Aug 5, 2021 
It is a traditionally held view that cities are generally devoid of any biodiversity, but that is not 
the case. Recent studies suggest that the world’s cities, including spaces in old parking lots, roof 
gardens, parks and created wetlands, offer important refuges for plants and animals – even for 
some more threatened and endangered species. 
It is not only biodiversity that is important in cities, but the relationship between people and 
nature. The more that can be done to connect people to nature in cities, the more city dwellers 
will come to appreciate the natural environment and the benefits it provides, whether that is for 
its intrinsic value or its function – from  
flood attenuation to shade or as spaces for play and exploration. If we can foster this 
conservation spirit in cities, it will likely have benefits everywhere. 
 
Finally, what does Pope Francis say about the environment? Here is a summary of His Holiness’ 
statements made in the papal document, “Laudato Si’ Encyclical Letter,” which I read in its 
entirety several years ago when another area of Live Oak Canyon was to be developed against 
great opposition.  
 

1. Interconnectedness of Creation: In “Laudato Si’,” Pope Francis stresses that all 
elements of creation are interconnected. He argues that environmental degradation affects 
not only nature but also human life, particularly the poor and marginalized who are often 
most impacted by ecological crises. This interconnectedness calls for a holistic approach 
to environmental issues. 

2. Critique of Consumerism and Overdevelopment: Pope Francis critiques rampant 
consumerism and overdevelopment, which he believes lead to environmental destruction. 
He highlights how excessive exploitation of natural resources contributes to climate 
change, loss of biodiversity, and pollution. The encyclical urges individuals and societies 
to reconsider their lifestyles and prioritize sustainability over short-term economic gains. 

3. Call for Action: The Pope calls for urgent action against climate change and advocates 
for policies that promote renewable energy sources, conservation efforts, and sustainable 
agricultural practices. He emphasizes the need for global cooperation to address these 
challenges collectively. 



4. Moral Responsibility: Pope Francis frames environmental stewardship as a moral 
responsibility rooted in faith. He encourages believers to see caring for the Earth as an 
integral part of their spiritual lives, linking ecological concerns with social justice issues. 

5. Advocacy for the Poor: The Pope consistently highlights that environmental degradation 
disproportionately affects the poorest communities worldwide. He argues that protecting 
the environment is essential not only for ecological health but also for social equity. 

6. Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs): In his addresses at various international 
forums, including the United Nations, Pope Francis has endorsed the Sustainable 
Development Goals (SDGs) as a framework for addressing global challenges such as 
poverty, inequality, and climate change through sustainable practices. 

7. Role of Education: Education is another critical aspect emphasized by Pope Francis in 
fostering an ecological mindset among future generations. He believes that educating 
people about environmental issues can empower them to take action towards 
sustainability. 

8. Spiritual Reflection on Nature: The Pope encourages spiritual reflection on nature’s 
beauty and fragility, urging individuals to develop a deeper appreciation for creation as 
part of their faith journey. 

9. Global Dialogue: Finally, he advocates for dialogue among nations regarding 
environmental policies and practices, emphasizing that collective action is necessary to 
combuat global warming and protect ecosystems. 
 

In summary, Pope Francis articulates a comprehensive vision regarding the preservation of the 
natural environment that combines ethical considerations with practical actions aimed at 
combating overdevelopment and promoting sustainability. 
 
While I realize you have no “real time” to read this lengthy letter, I hope at some time you will. 
For now, it goes into the Record for future consideration. 
 
Thank you all for your hard work, dedication to the betterment of the City of Yucaipa, whose 
boundaries I share on three sides of my Redlands rural-residential property, and whose 
businesses provide for 95% of my survival. May you not be pressured into hasty decision making 
by realtors, lawyers, or others who would push you toward what could become “jumping the 
gun” and decisions that may result in unanticipated consequences in the years ahead. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
Pamela L. Smyth 
Pamela Smyth 

 
Redlands, CA  
 

           



PUBLIC COMMENT 17 



From:
To: Kim J Metzler, CMC, CPM
Cc: Public Comment
Subject: City Council Public Comment re: No Warehouses
Date: Sunday, September 22, 2024 10:59:39 PM

﻿Dear Yucaipa City Council Members,

As a lifelong resident of Live Oak Canyon, there are many aspects of the proposed Freeway Corridor Specific Plan
update and the Pacific Oaks Commerce Center which concern me. The development would cause increased safety
hazards, destruction of property, pollution of the environment, and irrevocably change the nature of the community.

Live Oak Canyon Road cannot withstand the increased traffic that the warehouses will bring. Many tragic accidents
already occur, far too frequently. The road exists in both San Bernardino and Riverside County. Emergency
responses are often delayed, as the county line creates jurisdictional confusion. Likewise, road maintenance is poor
as cooperation between counties is difficult, and there is always at least one section of the road in dire need of
resurfacing. Even higher traffic will increase the risk of accidents to both local residents and the many Yucaipa
citizens for which Live Oak Canyon is part of their daily commute.

The development will result in over 5 million feet of impermeable surfaces, and plans even allow for the grading of
designated open spaces, increasing runoff and disrupting natural watershed. Erosion poses a further risk of increased
flooding, landslides, and loss of property for those bordering the canyon itself. The environmental impact report
found that “the Project would continue to result in a significant and unavoidable environmental impact for Air
Quality, Greenhouse Gases, and Noise.” Mitigation procedures have been proposed, but I ask, why mitigate that
which can be prevented? No amount of carbon credits can offset the impact on the local environment.

The Inland Empire warehouse industry is currently in a downturn. Building more warehouses is not a solution to the
problem. Additionally, warehouses are increasingly turning to AI and Automation. Whatever jobs these businesses
may provide now are an unemployment liability in a near future where technological advancements prove to be
more efficient than human labor.

The proposal claims to be designed to protect the perception of a rural small-town community, but it is only
concerned with keeping this perception, and not as a reality. While it may not be visible from the highways, the
development will be readily visible from the nearby Herngt Aki preserve and Gateway Ranch hiking trails adjacent
to the site. These are not only wonderful recreation areas for the community but also part of a valuable wildlife
corridor connecting to Mt. San Jacinto, of which this site is also a link. The endangered Southern California
Mountain Lion and a diversity of native species rely on this habitat, which once lost, results in their demise or
pushes them into human contact for survival. Easy access to outdoor recreation and a connection to nature is one of
our community’s most valuable assets. We need to foster the idea that land is more than just buildable space. Nature
is necessary for the physical and mental well-being of our community. Developing this area would be short-sited.
Once the land is used, there is no reverting back. It will forever be polluted and destroyed. We need to create a plan
with greater emphasis on conservation, instead of one that just lines the pockets of a few at the expense of many, in
current and future generations.

This land needs to retain its agricultural designation and be conserved rather than developed. Please reject the
warehouse proposal, as it does not reflect the best interest of our community, now or in the future.

Sincerely,
Seana Countryman
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From:
To: Public Comment; Kim J Metzler, CMC, CPM
Subject: Development Project at Live Oak Canyon and 10 freeway
Date: Monday, September 23, 2024 8:19:18 AM

To Whom It May Concern:

Please do not allow these development projects to proceed in our community.  These
developments will directly impact my ability and my family's ability to safely exit San
Timoteo Canyon in case of an emergency.  Increased traffic will make a tenuous
situation even more dangerous for us as well as other families and individuals living in
Live Oak and San Timoteo Canyons.  We have large animals that require trucks and
trailers to evacuate in emergencies quickly and safely.  

My commute times for work have increased with increased housing density at Oak
Valley and 10 fwy exit.  Live Oak is my quickest and safest route for commuting and
evacuation.  Traffic conditions on the canyon roads has increased and we are having
increased accidents.  Train traffic and incidents like last Friday's train vs. vehicle and
last year's train vs. pedestrian greatly impact our ability to enter/exit canyons roads.  

The impact of a warehouse development and subsequent housing developments will
negatively and dangerously impact the safety of your citizens and those of us in the
Canyon areas, as well as negatively impact the health and welfare of all of us.  

Sincerely, 

Dorre Yamashiro
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