
PUBLIC COMMENT 1 



From:
To: Public Comment; 
Subject: Agenda Item No. 16/24-044/GPA/SPA
Date: Sunday, April 13, 2025 10:48:28 PM

Honorable Mayor Jon Thorp and City Council Members:

In the best interest of the City of Yucaipa's future, the concerns consistently voiced by
residents, and those of neighboring cities, I encourage you to rescind the FCSP
Update SEIR Certificate as recommended.

Yours sincerely,

Pamela L. Smyth



PUBLIC COMMENT 2 



From: David Matuszak
To: Kim J Metzler
Cc: Public Comment
Subject: Warehouse SEIR vote
Date: Monday, April 14, 2025 10:31:17 AM
Attachments: facebook_logos_PNG19751.png

Yucaipa City Council:

On behalf of the residents of Live Oak Canyon, I urge you to continue your pathway towards
preventing warehouses from ever being built in Live Oak Canyon by voting to rescind the
warehouse project’s SEIR.

Respectfully,
David Matuszak, president
Friends of Live Oak Canyon

 https://www.facebook.com/groups/203152950549301

mailto:keverts@yucaipa.gov
mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov
https://www.facebook.com/groups/203152950549301






PUBLIC COMMENT 3 



From: Nelly
To: Public Comment
Subject: Corridor freeway plans
Date: Tuesday, April 15, 2025 3:57:26 PM

We are residents in this area,  right between Yucaipa and Redlands and we want to ask you politely to rescind the
plan’s for the 1-10 corridor freeway  massive residential development and the proposed warehouses behind the
Pumpkin Patch as well as the commercial/industrial park. This not only will bring hardship to the residents but for
the wildlife in our community. Traffic is absolutely madness as it is.

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 4 



From: Susan bangasser
To: Public Comment
Subject: Rescind support I-10 Corrider
Date: Wednesday, April 16, 2025 8:55:23 AM

 I advocate for the repeal of the I-10 Corridor Freeway Specific Plans SEIR. The extensive
residential development, warehouses, and industrial parks threaten to undermine the natural
beauty of the area, which is valued as a nature preserve. Furthermore, the increased traffic and
pollution resulting from this expansion will exacerbate our already strained environmental
capacity.

Susan Bangasser

Local resident

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 5 



From: Chloe Andres
To: Bob Miller; Chris Venable; Judy Woolsey; Justin Beaver; Jon Thorp
Cc: Public Comment
Subject: Please Don’t Industrialize Yucaipa
Date: Wednesday, April 16, 2025 1:53:49 PM

Dear City Council Member,

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Freeway Corridor Specific Plan (FCSP)
and the proposed Pacific Oaks Commerce Center. These projects pose serious risks to the
health, environment, and overall character of our community.

Yucaipa has always been known for its small-town charm, clean air, and close-knit
community. The industrialization proposed under the FCSP, particularly with projects like the
Pacific Oaks Commerce Center, threatens to destroy the very qualities that make our city
special. Increased traffic, air pollution, noise, and environmental degradation are just a few of
the many concerns residents have voiced—and for good reason.

Beyond the environmental and health concerns, these developments do not align with the
values and vision that many of us hold for Yucaipa. Turning our city into a hub for large-scale
warehousing and industrial commerce will irreparably damage the hometown feeling that
attracts families and fosters local pride.

I urge you to stand with the residents of Yucaipa and oppose the FCSP and Pacific Oaks
Commerce Center. Let’s work together to protect the health of our community and preserve
the unique character of our city.

Sincerely,

Chloe Andres 

mailto:bmiller@yucaipa.gov
mailto:cvenable@yucaipa.gov
mailto:jwoolsey@yucaipa.gov
mailto:jbeaver@yucaipa.gov
mailto:jthorp@yucaipa.gov
mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 6 



From:
To: Public Comment
Subject: SEIR
Date: Thursday, April 17, 2025 2:06:07 PM

Please rescind the SEIR.

Regards,
Jack Gasaway



PUBLIC COMMENT 7 



From: gaylene young
To: Justin Beaver
Cc: Public Comment
Subject: Warehouses
Date: Thursday, April 17, 2025 7:59:24 PM

My name is Gaylene Young.   I live in district 5.  I am against building warehouses in
Yucaipa. 

Yahoo Mail: Search, Organize, Conquer

mailto:jbeaver@yucaipa.gov
mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 8 



From: Omar De Leon
To: Public Comment
Subject: Rescind the SEIR
Date: Friday, April 18, 2025 1:09:31 PM

Please Rescind the SEIR plans. We cannot possibly start turning all the graze land into
development and kill off all our wild life by forcing them to move elsewhere. This is not
reasonable. 

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 9 



From: Arthur Liebman
To: Public Comment
Subject: SEIR
Date: Sunday, April 20, 2025 12:55:21 PM

Pleaxding with you to rescind the SEIE>  Thanks.  Arthur Liebman (Yucaipa)

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 10 



From: J. Gill
To: Public Comment
Subject: Freeway Corridor Specific Plan
Date: Wednesday, April 23, 2025 11:04:28 PM

Dear Council Members:

I would like to add my name to the list of residents opposed to this massive plan to totally change the face of our
community, our roads, and our traffic situation.
It sounds like a nightmare.  You were elected with the idea of keeping YUCAIPA reasonably rural. This is insanity. 
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely, Mrs. Joan Gill
Sent from my iPhone

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 11 



From: Jim Lona
To: Public Comment
Subject: Public comments
Date: Friday, April 25, 2025 10:36:23 AM

Good morning,

I’d like to introduce myself to the City Council as the newly appointed Commissioner for the
3rd District with the Veterans Advisory Committee.

My goal is to reach out and help the veterans community and their families to assist them
getting the assistance they deserve.

Please let me know if this is possible at the next council meeting.

For God & Country,

Jimmy Lona Commissioner, ALR Director/Past Commander/Past Commandant 

3rd District/ALR Chapter 584/Post 584/Detachment 1038

Veterans Advisory Committee /The American Legion Riders/The American Legion/Marine
Corps League 

Big Bear Lake 

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 12 



From: David Friedman
To: Public Comment
Subject: Opposed to the PAC Industrial Development in Live Oak Canyon
Date: Friday, April 25, 2025 3:10:27 PM
Attachments: Outlook-gnf4b1oo
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My name is David Friedman and I am vehemently opposed to the proposed PAC Industrial
Development in Live Oak Canyon in any capacity. This is not the place for a warehouse.

I grew up in Yucaipa and enjoyed my childhood due to all of the open space, cool climate
and clean air. Our favorite trips involved going up to Oak Glen and hiking around the area. Of
course, getting pie at Apple Annie's was a must.

Yucaipa has made significant strides in preserving open space and this action would do
more damage than any progress the city has made in the last several decades.

For example, the City has done an excellent job of preserving the 5 Winds Ranch and
partnering with conservation organizations such as IERCD to be able to protect our natural
environment. One of my favorite hikes to take people on to show them what Yucaipa is
about, is the Oak Glen Preserve. The blend of agriculture and outdoor space is such a great
example of what Yucaipa symbolizes for me.

My parents still live in Yucaipa and I travel to them quite often to visit. The increased traffic
and congestion would be a detriment to all those who travel the 10 freeway in that area. You
can expect an additional 30 minutes to an hour of traffic if coming from Yucaipa, Banning or
Beaumont during a work week.

I want to emphasize that the biggest detriment and negative impact that this project would
create is going to be the damage it will do to our clean air. Not just Yucaipa's air, but the
surrounding air as well.

The community needs to be involved in these development decisions. The decision you
make today will impact Yucaipa for the next 50-100 years.

David Friedman
CEO
Realicore Real Estate

9098102108 | 9094862957

dfriedman@realicore.com

www.realicore.com

395 N E St., Ste. 104, San Bernardino, CA,
92401

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov
tel:9098102108
tel:9094862957
mailto:dfriedman@realicore.com
https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2fwww.realicore.com%2f&c=E,1,o2hVWnP0PWzoMffoNSp87W5AWJ8LBdonDX3BArljx5jq4M8ikRSbX54XjVArJYOGV8ujOp_Cv7wtGIrFgfOQluSEW3DEz-HMD6h-AsPx-hMt1adlLoJr98GtTgGk&typo=1
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PUBLIC COMMENT 13 



From: Amanda Frye
To: Public Comment
Subject: Outer Highway/ Live Oak Canyon--Change Tariffs, American made, No China, Logistics
Date: Sunday, April 27, 2025 2:48:54 PM

Dear Honorable Mayor Jon Thorp, City Council Members and Staff:
    Times are changing.   Warehouses and cookie cutter housing developments are out
giving way to American grown and raised.  Yucaipa has a prize with the agriculture land along
Outer Highway and Live Oak Canyon.  
  The new  Trump administration is making changes promoting America grown and
made and saying no to Communist China goods that have been stored in our Inland Empire
warehouses as they are unloaded from Los Angeles area ports.  Out is supporting Communist
China spurred by tariffs, a trade war and  simply saying no to the Communist Chinese stuff
that filled Inland Empire warehouses and clogged our freeways. Now it is all about America
first including American healthy food grown and raised on our own agricultural land.  
    Already the Los Angeles and Long Beach ports are reporting a decrease in container
volume shipping triggering a decrease in trucking and warehouse demand. Last week, the Los
Angeles Times reported that a 35% decrease in Chinese shipment arrivals in the next two
weeks with the decline expected to continue.  CBS News reported a 44% drop in vessel calls
for the first week in May at the San Pedro Port Complex. The trend is expected to continue
through the logistics economy.
     This decline is expected to ripple through the logistics industry negatively impacting
warehouses and all logistics workers.  Inland Empire warehouses will simply not be needed.
Yucaipa will not need warehouses.  Mass layoffs are predicted as these 2 million logistics jobs
rapidly disappear across Southern California.  Warehouse demand simply will decrease and
people are expected to leave.  The immigration down trend and expulsion of illegal
immigrants will further free up more houses thus, there will be a  decreasing housing demand.
     Most top economists are ramping up forecasts for a recession.  Many Americans and
retailers simply will leave the high costs of California.  Most of us can remember the past
recessions and downturn in the housing market as people simply leave as they lose jobs.  
     The South  and Upper Midwest are experiencing a fast growing resurgence in
manufacturing which is expected to continue as manufacturing grows in America again. 
Therefore,  warehouses for those Pacific Port Communist Chinese goods won't be needed. 
The surge in America's Midwest and  South manufacturing will shift logistics including the
need for warehouses, houses and workers which will not be in Yucaipa. Labor and associated
business costs are simply cheaper and less regulated in the MidWest and South.
   Housing trends for California are bearish as bleak predictions for our area blanket the news.
Zillow forecast a big downward turn in the future California housing market.  Many experts
are expecting a crash in the housing market within the next few years.  
    Yucaipa has a jewel with the agriculture land of Outer Highway and Live Oak Canyon.  The
owners can sell the land to someone that wants to buy historic agricultural lands to profit as
they grow/ raise food for a healthy America.  The current owners inherited the lands and they
can sell the agriculture land as agriculture land.  The owners, who I understand have moved
away from the area, don't have the right to wreck Yucaipa or its future by demanding land use
and zone changes.  
     Keeping Outer Highway and Live Oak Canyon rural and pastoral will be a bright future for
Yucaipa and whoever wants to make America healthy by raising and growing food here on
our soil instead of imported food and lab grown meats.
Sincerely,
Amanda Frye 

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


 PS.  I like to shop in Yucaipa and enjoy the grassy fields,  agricultural lands, cows, 
downtown, music, and the old-fashion small rural  town feel.  Please don't ruin what makes
Yucaipa a treasure. 
      



PUBLIC COMMENT 14 



From: Jen Duke
To: jthorpe@yucaipa.gov
Cc: Public Comment
Subject: Warehouses
Date: Sunday, April 27, 2025 8:47:27 PM

No warehouses in Yucaipa!!!! Keep it rural!!!
Sent from my iPhone

mailto:jthorpe@yucaipa.gov
mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 15 



From: Bryce T
To: Public Comment
Subject: Opposition to warehouse and housing development for Live Oak Canyon Road
Date: Sunday, April 27, 2025 10:03:55 PM

Placing a massive warehouse and many houses in live oak canyon would do tremendous
damage to nature, to our already terrible air quality, and worsen the already bad traffic for
minimal economic gain. 

Thank you.

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 16 



From: Suzanne Chappell
To: Public Comment
Subject: Freeway Corridor Specific Plan
Date: Sunday, April 27, 2025 11:58:01 PM

Staff and Honorable Councilpersons of Yucaipa:

I am writing to you to express my staunch opposition to commercial
construction projects
that would adversely affect the rural nature of Live Oak Canyon and open
spaces of Yucaipa.

The case in point: another huge distribution center that will cover beautiful
open space, that
will be unsightly, that will employ few people, and create major traffic
problems on an already
busy thoroughfare.

As a resident of Redlands, living off Outer Hwy 10 South, this would
adversely affect traffic
congestion on my ingress/egress route, result in unhealthful air pollution,
and damage roads.
It would also result in minimal job creation for local residents. 

I currently do most of my shopping in Yucaipa because I live closer to your
city, but would opt
to travel roads with less commercial truck traffic if said project is
approved.

Please VOTE NO on this project in order to protect the health of the people
nearby, to protect
the environment, and to prevent yet another ugly warehouse from ruining
the beautiful natural
landscape we currently have when traveling Live Oak Canyon Road.

 
Thank you.

Suzanne Chappell

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 17 



From:
To: Public Comment
Subject: City Council Public Comment re: FCSP and the Pacific Oaks Commerce Center
Date: Monday, April 28, 2025 5:07:13 AM

﻿
Staff and Honorable Councilpersons of Yucaipa:

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 millions of 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 rather than actualizing it. 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 increased 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. Preserving ridgelines is not enough. 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 before we squander our
community’s natural resources that can never be recovered.

This land needs to retain its agricultural designation and be conserved rather than developed. Please reject the
warehouse proposal and further development, as it does not reflect the long-term best interests of our community.

Sincerely,
Seana Countryman



PUBLIC COMMENT 18 



From: David Matuszak
To: Public Comment
Subject: Warehouse item tonight"s council meeting
Date: Monday, April 28, 2025 6:15:13 AM
Attachments: facebook_logos_PNG19751.png

Yucaipa City Council:

On behalf of the Friends of Live Oak Canyon, stop all consideration of any warehouse
development in Live Oak Canyon. The most recent attempt by developers to build warehouses
in Live Oak Canyon is but another attempt at destroying the rural nature of Live Oak Canyon.
All of the reasons brought before you in the past still apply, e.g., destroying the wildlife
corridor here, upsetting the balance of nature, horrific traffic, diesel pollution, etc.

There is overwhelming opposition to any warehouse development anywhere in Yucaipa.
Listen to your constituents! Failing to do so has already resulted in the recall of one
councilperson and the near recall of another.

Do the right thing for Yucaipa. Protect what little rural atmosphere is left. Most importantly
stop all consideration now and in the future of any warehouses ever being built in Yucaipa.

Respectfully,
David Matuszak, president
Friends of Live Oak Canyon

 https://www.facebook.com/groups/203152950549301

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov
https://www.facebook.com/groups/203152950549301






PUBLIC COMMENT 19 



From:
To: Chris Venable
Cc: Public Comment
Subject: Freeway corridor project
Date: Monday, April 28, 2025 7:17:13 AM

Hello 

I live not far from this project and I strongly urge you to uphold the General Plan. The Freeway Corridor Specific Plan
directly conflicts with the vision and values our community has already agreed upon. We must say no to the Freeway Corridor
Specific Plan, no to warehouses, and no to overcrowded cluster housing. Our community deserves thoughtful, responsible
development — not short-sighted decisions that sacrifice our quality of life.

Thank you for your leadership.

Sincerely,

Amber Hilfer

Resident of Yucaipa in district 2 for 35 years 

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 20 



From: Ron Simmons
To: Public Comment
Cc: citycouncil@cityofredlands.org
Subject: Development of Live Oak Canyon
Date: Monday, April 28, 2025 8:02:09 AM

Dear Yucaipa City Council
I grew up in Yucaipa and Oak Glen when there were orchards in Dunlap and little air or noise
pollution.  
I wholeheartedly oppose the warehouse development in Live Oak Canyon.  This is a beautiful
area with native vegetation and wildlife.
Can you just leave it undeveloped--as is??  Or perhaps, the current landowners will agree to
sell to a partnership of the City of Yucaipa and conservation groups to designate the area as a
"Nature Preserve."  Outdoor activities, such as hiking and horseback riding,
or school group picnics could make a beautiful "forever" natural, open space--maintaining the
mountain views and quietness that is there now.
I propose the same for the lovely "North Bench" area along Oak Glen Road.  
Keep as much open space as possible--Yucaipans will thank you "forever."
Thanks for your service,
Ron Simmons, YHS Class of 1963

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov
mailto:citycouncil@cityofredlands.org


PUBLIC COMMENT 21 



From: betsy grimes
To: Public Comment
Subject: No to warehouses
Date: Monday, April 28, 2025 8:21:38 AM

This constituent (District 4) says no to more warehouses! Increased air pollution, low-
paying/high turnover work, ugly. Don’t turn us into MoVal!!

Besides, given the tariffs, the call to store materials from China will be plummeting.

Thank you, 

Betsy Grimes

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 22 



From: Katie
To: Public Comment
Subject: Public Comment
Date: Monday, April 28, 2025 9:16:37 AM

It is with a heavy heart that I write this plea to reconsider destroying what remains of our
natural beauty and wildlife habitat in Live Oak Canyon.
I have lived near and traveled through LOC my entire life and have seen the devastating
effects of massively increased traffic through an area never intended to be used as a highway.
Accidents, pollution, bumper to bumper traffic, and wildlife decimation are all negative
impacts to what was once a peaceful, safe, and beautiful sanctuary. As the Inland Empire
continues to build warehouses, we are losing what little bit of nature we cherished and relied
on to maintain balance. Historic orange groves have been plowed under, homes demolished,
and people/animals displaced in the name of progress. But progress for who? I think we can
honestly say it doesn't benefit the average Jane or Joe, despite all of the arguments stating it
does (I grew up in Moreno Valley- those warehouses haven't done one thing to improve life
there and have instead blighted the land and created more chaos). 
I am now blessed to live in Redlands, the "Jewel of the IE," next door to the breathtaking
snow-capped mountains of  'small-town' Yucaipa. Do we honestly think installing MORE
warehouses will contribute to the charm that draws tourists and future homeowners? Cherry
Valley is already starting to lose its rural appeal- let's be different and NOT look like LA and
other metropolitan places. Let's retain what sets us apart and honor the traditions that drew
people here to begin with. California greed is driving away natives who appreciate the open
skies and natural attractions. I have lived here over 40 years and find that I barely want to
venture anywhere anymore due to traffic alone. What was once a 15 minute drive from my
home through LOC to Moreno Valley is now sometimes double or even triple that time. And
with the trains getting longer and slower, it's a nightmare anymore.
I fear that money and greed will win out in these cases. But a part of me still hopes that there
are people in power who can see past that and believe in honoring history, traditions, and the
natural world around us. For once it's gone, we can never get it back.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
Regards,
Katie McKee

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 23 



From: Sandra Thompson
To: Public Comment
Subject: Freeway corridor specific plan/Live Oak Canyon Corridor
Date: Monday, April 28, 2025 9:34:27 AM

To the City Council of Yucaipa,
I have resided and practiced as a veterinarian in the Yucaipa-Redlands area for more than 42 years.
During this period I have watched with no little dismay as productive fertile farmland along I-10  in
Redlands has given way to industrial growth and the erection of warehouses. Now there is a proposal to
bring that sort of enterprise to Yucaipa, specifically the pristine pasture lands in and adjacent to Live Oak
Canyon.
     I appeal to you to deny this plan for many reasons:
       1. The quality of warehouses as a business does not provide quality employment. Minimum or near
minimum wage jobs will be the norm. Perhaps consider attracting industry that fosters high tech
employees like that of Sorenson Engineering, a homegrown quality business with a large quality worker
roster.
        2.  Truck traffic is undesirable.  There is already too much traffic congestion on the I-10 freeway as it
is. Live Oak Canyon, narrow and windy, will become an unwitting unsafe bypass for trucks proceeding to
Highway 60. Air and noise pollution especially microparticulates will affect nearby residents and
businesses.
         3. The proposed project will adversely affect wildlife in the area. This area is part of a wildlife
corridor and species including the endangered mountain lion will have their livelihoods disrupted.
        4.The esthetic quality of life for Yucaipa residents and passers-by will forever be negatively altered.
You will never be able to replace nature's beauty by a man-made project with any amount of revenue.
Yucaipa does not have to destroy its inherent beauty for the fast buck.

     So, I believe that Yucapa's future is in your hands. Do you have the integrity to do what is right for its
citizens? Or will you cave to outside interests for money that might solve a few short term problems only
to  create a myriad of future problems with no remedy and sacrifice the unique quaint beauty of Yucaipa? 

Sincerely,

War Thompson

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 24 



From: Sandra Thompson
To: Public Comment
Subject: Freeway Corridor Specific Plan update and the Pacific Oaks Commerce Center/ Live Oka Canyon Corridor
Date: Monday, April 28, 2025 9:49:02 AM

To the City Council,

We have been residents of Live Oak Canyon since 1978 before Yucaipa became a city. We
established a veterinary practice in Yucaipa in 1978 to help care for the needs of the equine
community and small animals of the surrounding neighbors and residents of the local
communities. We have watched Yucaipa grow from the small rural and peaceful town filled
with horses, sheep, chickens, turkeys, and pets to what it is today. It was safe, quaint, and
friendly. With development, many changes have occurred and it has become ever increasingly
difficult to maintain the flavor of the community that we all enjoyed being a part of. We do
have a chance to maintain the quality of life that was once the drawing point of living in
Yucaipa. By carefully choosing what type of sales tax businesses that are allowed to build in
and near this beloved community we can strive to maintain a high quality of life for our
residents. 

A similar matter was referred to the voters in 2000, Measure O. Although it was a time when
uptown was struggling, the community of Yucaipa unanimously agreed and valued the small
town atmosphere of the commercial district. The people spoke and sales tax revenues were not
the primary decision for development of their city. Bigger commercial developments went
elsewhere and mom and pop businesses were able to survive thanks to the bold statement
about quality of life and the dream to remain rural in a time of over-running development. 

A warehousing development is a poor choice for a way to gain revenue for the city. Not only
is the warehouse industry already in decline, but the congestion, poor air quality, noise and
light pollution and traffic congestion that the trucks will bring will most certainly deter visitors
to our city and businesses. The Live Oak Canyon freeway ramps are already overburdened
with vehicles--cars are lining up a good mile to get off of the freeway in the daily commute.
The trucks traveling up and down the Yucaipa grade are causing slow downs that contribute to
the congestion and accidents that we face all too frequently. Trucks that don't want to fight the
traffic from the 60 freeway to Beaumont and the I 10 now travel through San Timoteo Canyon
and come up and down Live Oak Canyon Road. This scenario will be a common occurrence
should the warehouse intersection be built on Live Oak Canyon Rd. There have been
numerous deadly accidents involving motorists and cyclists on Live Oak Canyon and more
vehicles on this road in the planned area will cause even more lethal scenarios. 

Besides the obvious congestion and pollution concerns, has anyone asked about the
environmental impact on our beautiful canyons and one of the last vestiges for wildlife in the
San Timoteo and Live Oak Canyon? Endangered species, habitat corridors, open spaces for
native species of animals and plants? The Redlands Conservancy has been active in setting
aside land for that reason and there is a State Park In San Timoteo Canyon slowly being
developed, and there is a movement to support agri-tourism in the rural areas. Wouldn't it be
nice to develop our beautiful areas for the benefit of healthy families and an outdoor lifestyle
for Yucaipans to enjoy and share with others?  Development will adversely affect what is left
of our open spaces. People flock to these areas for hiking and will visit Yucaipa's
restaurants and businesses  and that is why the quality of life issue is so important to

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


Californians as we are losing forever habitat for rural needs all throughout the state. Does
Yucaipa want to cherish what we have left or just grow the same type of blight that we are
observing in other urban populations?

This proposed development will adversely affect EVERY citizen of Yucaipa and to say that
the increased traffic is not an issue is absurd. As we have pointed out, there are many reasons
to come up with a better way to finance the city's coffers than a business model that does
nothing to help the citizens of the Inland Empire, and especially those in Yucaipa.

This decision to approve this development will have catastrophic consequences to the town of
Yucaipa forever.  The city council needs to honestly look at the needs and wants of the voters
that pay their salaries, not developers interests, most of whom are not and will not be living in
Yucaipa or the surrounding communities. 

In conclusion, we object to the warehouse development due to:

1. Truck and congestion affecting all routes near Yucaipa, the I 10, Live Oak Canyon Rd., San
Timoteo Canyon Rd. Yucaipa Blvd. 
2. Habitat loss to wildlife, plants, and humans. A negative environmental impact and
degradation of existing preserves and wildlife corridors.
3. Worsening air quality. We have the worst air in the nation that has become even further
polluted since the warehouse industry began in the Inland Empire and Redlands.
4. Safety--increase in vehicles on the roads and in front of our homes and businesses. Increase
in accidents.
5. The Warehousing industry is on the decline. Why invest our last vestiges of open land to an
eyesore business model that does nothing to bring anything positive to the community and
just brings a small number of low paying commuter jobs. 

Sincerely,

Sandra Thompson



 

-- 
Sandra Thompson

-- 
Sandra Thompson
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From: Brian
To: Public Comment
Subject: proposed development
Date: Monday, April 28, 2025 10:37:34 AM

Councilmembers:   It is a grave mistake to develop warehouses at the mouth of Live Oak Canyon,
reasons being to numerous to list here. Find another way to enrich the city coffers.

Sincerely,  Brian Roche --- 

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov
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From:
To: Public Comment
Subject: Oppose the
Date: Monday, April 28, 2025 10:42:47 AM

I know you are well aware of all the opposition and how detrimental this project will be
to our beautiful community and the surrounding areas.

Driving on the I-10 is full of traffic. Rush hour traffic is already extending to surface
streets, causing lines of cars on the outer highways.  

Our surface streets in and around Live Oak Canyon are already in dire need of repair.
How much more weight and traffic can they take?

Our wildlife will suffer, and they add so much beauty to our area. 

Please reconsider adding more traffic, more cement to our community. The rural feel 
is the reason most residents choose to live here, and this will be gone forever. 

Thank you for your Vote of NO on this project.

Cheryl Larry
Yucaipa Resident since 2002
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From:
To: Public Comment; PAMELA SMYTH
Subject: Agenda Item No. 9: YFSP and Update and Study Session April 28, 2025
Date: Monday, April 28, 2025 12:02:24 PM
Attachments: Public Comment Ltr 4-28-25 re Study Session on FSP Update.docx


April 28, 2025



Dear Honorable Mayor Thorp and Yucaipa City Council Members:

I write again to voice my very serious concerns and opposition to the entire FSP and Update. There is not one option I would support because this land—this beautiful, fragile American farmland and agricultural land from southeast Redlands and east Outer Hwy 10 to Calimesa is extremely rare across California now and should be preserved in its entirety as the legacy left by the Live Oak Canyon ranch property owners who have inherited much of this beauty from their parents and grandparents. 

I borrow in part now segments from a letter I wrote to Mayor Beaver and Council on September 22, 2024 and later from a letter to the Calimesa City Council about preserving the rural nature of Yucaipa, Live Oak Canyon, and Calimesa.



“Let me begin with this: “That which already has been, and what is to be already has been; and God sees what has been driven away.” Ecclesiastes 3:15. 

And, at your backs are these words: “In God We Trust,” this nation’s official motto signed into law by President Dwight D. Eisenhower in 1956. This is your declaration of faith in guidance for good decision making that relies not soley on your own understanding, but on a level of understanding that comes from a greater source of strength, reliance, and power. No man is greater than God, we are reminded by Proverbs 3:5 and 3:7 when we hear, see, and speak these words: “Trust in the LORD with all thine heart; and lean not unto thine own understanding,” followed by, “In all thy ways, acknowledge Him and He shall direct thy paths.

Your city manager says there is no other way to rescue the City of Yucaipa from the present financial and economic downturn. But I, and hundreds of others, believe otherwise; we also believe in the nation’s 
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motto: In God We Trust. But what does Trust mean? One definition says, “To believe that someone is good and honest and will not harm you, or that something is safe and reliable.” Another says, “Reliance on the integrity strength, ability, or surety of a person or thing; confidence.”

The City Manager’s recent video tells us that the city seeks to preserve the rural character of the Yucaipa valley. Later, we get to the heart of the problem, how the city arrived at and is now at a crossroads. Since no viable solutions came from public discussions, he explains that the most judicious and expedient way out this financial and economic dilemma is an either-or proposition: to cut funding to community services and public safety or to sell the vacant lands along the I-10 to developers for the purpose of bringing increased revenue to the city through a massive housing development on both sides of the I-10, a large industrial/commercial business park along the southern end of Outer Hwy 10, and by bringing two large warehouses to the entrance of Live Oak Canyon.

Curiously, your own planning commission recommends that you deny this Plan; perhaps it would be wise to lean not on your own understanding, but to wait on this decision. The word, “weight” appears throughout the summary of the Plan; perhaps more weight deserves to be given to what the people say—the people who place their trust in you. Yes, there’s that word again-- Trust.

While this Plan’s solution looks like the “be all and end all” of solutions, do not be led into thinking there will be no adverse or negative impacts on your city and on the people of Redlands, Calimesa, Cherry Vallely and beyond, who have come together in a unified manner to oppose this Plan, especially, the warehouses.
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If you give up and give in and approve this Plan, there will be no “green valley” that even now is barely visible from Yucaipa Blvd. If this kind of excessive and unwanted development is forced upon us, those who shop in Yucaipa, as I do, who support your local businesses, as I do, and strive to protect and defend the rural way of life from Outer Hwy 10 south to Oak Glen, on both sides of the I-10, and up the grade to Calimesa, as I do, may rightfully and willfully desert you and take their business elsewhere as some have said.



As we know, China has razed much of its farmland to encourage logistics and industrialization; now, they face a food shortage.  Poland, France, the United Kingdom, and Canada are now fighting back against this takeover of parts of their countries being trampled by the logistics industry. This is not only a local concern but a global concern. Does Yucaipa bow down to the gods of logistics and commercial real estate now, as well? Has China’s economy flourished as predicted with the holding of more warehouses in the world than any other country? No.



While many of us can appreciate this glorified look an at idealized future for Yucaipa in all respects defined, described, and justified as beneficial to everyone in every conceivable way, the reality is that not even your most brilliant market forecasters and predictors of the future can guarantee that there will be water, power, and affordable housing available for residential and commercial development in these areas, let alone the elevated costs of mandated homeowners and fire insurance. Nor can “they” predict the future of the logistics industry and a far-off promise of jobs that are mainly low wage earning and “at will” jobs with mostly inferior working conditions.



What we can be assured of is the irreplaceable loss of the natural habitats, the scenic vistas and viewsheds, and the destruction of Live Oak Canyon Road and horrendous impact on Outer Hwy. 10 South and the entire I-10 corridor from Ford Street in Redlands to West County Line Rd. in Calimesa. The perceived creation of the Oak Glen Rd. and 
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Live Oak Canyon “Gateway to Yucaipa” interchanges are incomprehensible to me and to many who have come to join you in this meeting, whether by physical presence or by written communications.



The highest and best use of these natural and historically agricultural canyon landforms and grazing lands is not commercial or residential development; this land would better serve Yucaipa if it were put in a conservation trust and given to the State of California that actively encourages private landowners to create such conservation easements to preserve what is left of grazing lands and scenic viewsheds. From what I have read, property owners can profit from this in various ways, as well.



People looking to buy homes are not going to be drawn to subdivisions along trucking lanes and in an area where homeowners insurance may not even be viable, let alone fire insurance. People do not want to live walled in. They are moving from those kinds of developments to the outskirts and to small towns like Yucaipa and Calimesa to escape the confines of city and urban life; do this to Yucaipa and they will move on to the Midwest, the South, the North, and to the East. 



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.
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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.

Global Dialogue: Finally, he advocates for dialogue among nations regarding environmental policies and practices, emphasizing that collective action is necessary to combat 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.”



The concerns brought before you are those of reasonable people. Your duty is to provide them with a reasonable outcome, not an unrealistic and unreasonable Plan for the future.  As we are told, the future will take care of itself. We are not the author of the future; we cannot predict outcomes. We can, however, take steps to protect and defend our greatest assets: the people who live here now, who work here now, who depend on you now. But the greatest asset lies in the land they love and that brings them peace of mind, reduction of stress and strain, silent beauty and hope for green hills and verdant pastures—of cattle and horses grazing that they can pull off the road to admire and share with their children and grandchildren. This is Yucaipa’s other asset beyond Oak Glen.



Will you sacrifice the health and quality of life of your own people to the gods of logistics and commercial real estate? Do we all become the sacrificial lambs of those false gods? Though we do not see this as a possibility right now, I encourage you to find a better and healthier way to protect your city from this colossal disruption of these natural resources and the lives of so many good and caring people who have come this night and other nights to ask that you not allow this kind of drastic measure to bring certain harm to their quality of life. They ask 

that you bring no harm to the natural wildlife corridors and habitats. They ask that you bring no more harm to those who travel this already overburdened Interstate freeway now more fraught with accidents due 

to increased traffic, unsafe lane changes, and unsafe speeds as drivers try to get around and ahead of two lanes of often bumper-to-bumper big 
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rigs headed for the area warehouses. They ask that you bring no more harm to Live Oak Canyon Road and Oak Glen Road.



The highest and best use of these natural and historically agricultural canyon landforms and grazing lands is not commercial or residential development; this land would better serve Yucaipa if it were put in a conservation trust and given to the State of California that actively encourages private landowners to create such conservation easements to preserve what is left of grazing lands and scenic viewsheds. From what I have read, property owners can profit from this in various ways, as well. While this would seem out of reach, presently, it is not an impossibility if you are not pressured into fast-track decision making out of desperation, which is what the property owners and their real estate representatives are pushing for immediately, and for their mutual benefit.



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.”



From my letter to the Mayor and City Council of Calimesa: Re: Oak Valley North Warehouse and BICM Land Holdings, LP Projects dated August 18, 2024:

“Dear Mayor and Council:

Once again, I write to ask that you really take a big step back from approving yet another warehouse project for this company. What approval of this project means is that it results in further demise of what your own city’s Vision Statement says to your residents, but also to those young 
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people looking to get out of the confines and congestion of the “big city” west of us and to raise their families in the community your General Plan describes and vows to protect when they read from the About section these commitments: 

“Mission: To preserve and enhance the open space atmosphere and quality of life in Calimesa. 

Vision: The City of Calimesa is dedicated to remaining a community that honors its beautiful natural setting through open space preservation, wildlife corridors, and extensive trail systems, as well as enriching the quality of life for Calimesa through sensitive planning that creates increased business activity, local jobs, new parks, and schools.

Wildlife Corridor: The City of Calimesa has a Wildlife Corridor in conjunction with the Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan from the WR-RCA. 

Values: The City of Calimesa incorporated December of 1990. It has developed its own unique zoning codes and standards, and sought to retain its open space characteristics. The City's General Plan provides for neighborhoods and businesses that reflect that concept. The City is governed by a five-member City Council and a form of government small enough to respond to citizen concerns yet experienced enough to maintain the unique Calimesa lifestyle.”

Do you know that France, Poland, and even China, yes China, struggle to preserve and protect rapidly vanishing farmlands and villages at the expense of meeting the supply and demand for warehouses and logistic 

centers? In China, the people have no choice but to forfeit the lands they farm as there is no such thing as private land ownership in their country. Whether they like it or not, their farms are raised. Their homes are demolished. They are moved into high-rise apartment buildings so 
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that their croplands, in some cases, can be utilized in other ways, to include new construction that will meet more industrial, commercial, and warehousing needs.

While there is no discernable farming in Calimesa as there is in China, which provides food for many countries across the world, the loss of open land results in more over-crowding and greater degrees of air pollution and increases in health problems related to bad air quality just as it does in Shanghai. Pollution from other parts of China extends to Shanghai, the city with the largest number of warehouses in the country. Here is what industrialization looks like there during certain times of the year. 

This is just one price China and other parts of the world, including now The Inland Empire, pays to keep up with the supply and demand for more and more warehouses and logistics centers and the resulting and ever-changing economics.

[image: C:\Users\Pam\Desktop\CITY OF CALIMESA WAREHOUSE ISSUES\CHINA WAREHOUSES\th-1521189008.jpg]   [image: C:\Users\Pam\Desktop\CITY OF CALIMESA WAREHOUSE ISSUES\CHINA INDUSTRIAL SMOG CRISISNew folder\th-89289942.jpg] [image: C:\Users\Pam\Desktop\CITY OF CALIMESA WAREHOUSE ISSUES\CHINA INDUSTRIAL SMOG CRISISNew folder\th-2999341210.jpg] [image: C:\Users\Pam\Desktop\CITY OF CALIMESA WAREHOUSE ISSUES\CHINA WAREHOUSES\th-153542968.jpg]

These photos show what industrialization looks like there during certain times of the year. This is just one price China and other parts of the 

world, including now, California and The Inland Empire, pays to keep up with the supply and demand for more and more warehouses and logistics centers and the changing economics.

As with Yucaipa, your mission as planners and decision makers is to look to the future—and to look a long way “down the road,” so to speak. Before you now is a project that will sit a very short way down the road! Yet, we do not know where the logistic industry is headed or will be ten 
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years or even thirty years from now—did China know? These people who suffer greatly didn’t have a say and don’t.  You, your residents, and your neighbors do. 

Here is what I said on Calimesa Strong: “Your quality of life matters. The investment made in your homes and properties matters. Your safety on the streets matters. Your California property rights matter: The right to the quiet and peaceful use and enjoyment of your property and environs without obstruction or interference matters. Why you chose to live in Calimesa and support your community’s businesses and way of life matters. The General Plan with the original mission statement and the vision for Calimesa matters. This is "home" and it matters.

What more can I say to you? Why did each of you choose to make your homes in Calimesa when you most likely may have been able to reside elsewhere? Why did each of you choose to be a council member with the best interests of the people at heart?

Why do you find it so hard to just say “No” when so many Calimesa residents cry out to you in desperate pleas to save that which is precious to them—open space and the rural environment you profess to protect in its entirety? In environmental preservation, the term “cultural landscape” matters. This is the portrait of the land that defines people and their 

communities. What we see informs us about their history, their ways of life, their culture, and their contributions. 

What now will be Calimesa’s cultural landscape and cultural identity?” 

Mayor Thorp and Council: I share this same question with each of you: What now will be Yucaipa’s cultural landscape and identity?

Your residents and neighbors are crying out to save this cultural landscape and cultural heritage, not to dismiss this once fruitful land that can be again as we now may face food shortages in this country due to the tariffs and other issues now upon us. This is agricultural land, not suitable for residential, commercial, 
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and industrial uses in a time when the future of logistics and building across California and the United States begins to suffer the consequences of over-development that depends on an uncertain future for the logistics industry across the world if we pay attention to what is happening worldwide.

This evening, I encourage you all to honor the statement made in the Agenda Report: 	 

NO FINAL ACTION ON THE FCSP WILL BE TAKEN DURING THIS MEETING 

and that you will not be pressured, pushed, bullied, or intimidated by anyone to rush to a decision on this or any last-minute agenda items or changes to the agenda related to this issue. This is intended to be a Study Session as also described in the memo dated April 25, 2025. The people want and need more time and more information—and they want at least one town hall meeting as proposed by former Mayor Beaver, who listened.

Thank you for your time, consideration, genuine care and respect for the people you serve in good conscience and for those of us who share your city boundaries and are also affected by the issues brought before you and decisions you make.



Yours sincerely,

Pamela L. Smyth

Redlands, CA 92373
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April 28, 2025 

 

Dear Honorable Mayor Thorp and Yucaipa City Council Members: 

I write again to voice my very serious concerns and opposition to the entire 
FSP and Update. There is not one option I would support because this land—
this beautiful, fragile American farmland and agricultural land from southeast 
Redlands and east Outer Hwy 10 to Calimesa is extremely rare across 
California now and should be preserved in its entirety as the legacy left by the 
Live Oak Canyon ranch property owners who have inherited much of this 
beauty from their parents and grandparents.  

I borrow in part now segments from a letter I wrote to Mayor Beaver and 
Council on September 22, 2024 and later from a letter to the Calimesa City 
Council about preserving the rural nature of Yucaipa, Live Oak Canyon, and 
Calimesa. 
 

“Let me begin with this: “That which already has been, and what is to be 
already has been; and God sees what has been driven away.” 
Ecclesiastes 3:15.  

And, at your backs are these words: “In God We Trust,” this nation’s 
official motto signed into law by President Dwight D. Eisenhower in 
1956. This is your declaration of faith in guidance for good decision 
making that relies not soley on your own understanding, but on a level of 
understanding that comes from a greater source of strength, reliance, 
and power. No man is greater than God, we are reminded by Proverbs 
3:5 and 3:7 when we hear, see, and speak these words: “Trust in the 
LORD with all thine heart; and lean not unto thine own understanding,” 
followed by, “In all thy ways, acknowledge Him and He shall direct thy 
paths. 

Your city manager says there is no other way to rescue the City of 
Yucaipa from the present financial and economic downturn. But I, and 
hundreds of others, believe otherwise; we also believe in the nation’s  
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motto: In God We Trust. But what does Trust mean? One definition says, 
“To believe that someone is good and honest and will not harm you, or 
that something is safe and reliable.” Another says, “Reliance on the 
integrity strength, ability, or surety of a person or thing; confidence.” 

The City Manager’s recent video tells us that the city seeks to preserve 
the rural character of the Yucaipa valley. Later, we get to the heart of the 
problem, how the city arrived at and is now at a crossroads. Since no 
viable solutions came from public discussions, he explains that the 
most judicious and expedient way out this financial and economic 
dilemma is an either-or proposition: to cut funding to community 
services and public safety or to sell the vacant lands along the I-10 to 
developers for the purpose of bringing increased revenue to the city 
through a massive housing development on both sides of the I-10, a 
large industrial/commercial business park along the southern end of 
Outer Hwy 10, and by bringing two large warehouses to the entrance of 
Live Oak Canyon. 

Curiously, your own planning commission recommends that you deny 
this Plan; perhaps it would be wise to lean not on your own 
understanding, but to wait on this decision. The word, “weight” appears 
throughout the summary of the Plan; perhaps more weight deserves to 
be given to what the people say—the people who place their trust in 
you. Yes, there’s that word again-- Trust. 

While this Plan’s solution looks like the “be all and end all” of solutions, 
do not be led into thinking there will be no adverse or negative impacts 
on your city and on the people of Redlands, Calimesa, Cherry Vallely 
and beyond, who have come together in a unified manner to oppose 
this Plan, especially, the warehouses. 
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If you give up and give in and approve this Plan, there will be no “green 
valley” that even now is barely visible from Yucaipa Blvd. If this kind of 
excessive and unwanted development is forced upon us, those who 
shop in Yucaipa, as I do, who support your local businesses, as I do, 
and strive to protect and defend the rural way of life from Outer Hwy 10 
south to Oak Glen, on both sides of the I-10, and up the grade to 
Calimesa, as I do, may rightfully and willfully desert you and take their 
business elsewhere as some have said. 
 
As we know, China has razed much of its farmland to encourage 
logistics and industrialization; now, they face a food shortage.  Poland, 
France, the United Kingdom, and Canada are now fighting back against 
this takeover of parts of their countries being trampled by the logistics 
industry. This is not only a local concern but a global concern. Does 
Yucaipa bow down to the gods of logistics and commercial real estate 
now, as well? Has China’s economy flourished as predicted with the 
holding of more warehouses in the world than any other country? No. 
 
While many of us can appreciate this glorified look an at idealized future 
for Yucaipa in all respects defined, described, and justified as 
beneficial to everyone in every conceivable way, the reality is that not 
even your most brilliant market forecasters and predictors of the future 
can guarantee that there will be water, power, and affordable housing 
available for residential and commercial development in these areas, 
let alone the elevated costs of mandated homeowners and fire 
insurance. Nor can “they” predict the future of the logistics industry and 
a far-off promise of jobs that are mainly low wage earning and “at will” 
jobs with mostly inferior working conditions. 
 
What we can be assured of is the irreplaceable loss of the natural 
habitats, the scenic vistas and viewsheds, and the destruction of Live 
Oak Canyon Road and horrendous impact on Outer Hwy. 10 South and 
the entire I-10 corridor from Ford Street in Redlands to West County 
Line Rd. in Calimesa. The perceived creation of the Oak Glen Rd. and  
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Live Oak Canyon “Gateway to Yucaipa” interchanges are 
incomprehensible to me and to many who have come to join you in this 
meeting, whether by physical presence or by written communications. 
 
The highest and best use of these natural and historically agricultural 
canyon landforms and grazing lands is not commercial or residential 
development; this land would better serve Yucaipa if it were put in a 
conservation trust and given to the State of California that actively 
encourages private landowners to create such conservation easements 
to preserve what is left of grazing lands and scenic viewsheds. From 
what I have read, property owners can profit from this in various ways, 
as well. 
 
People looking to buy homes are not going to be drawn to subdivisions 
along trucking lanes and in an area where homeowners insurance may 
not even be viable, let alone fire insurance. People do not want to live 
walled in. They are moving from those kinds of developments to the 
outskirts and to small towns like Yucaipa and Calimesa to escape the 
confines of city and urban life; do this to Yucaipa and they will move on 
to the Midwest, the South, the North, and to the East.  
 
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. 
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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. 



Global Dialogue: Finally, he advocates for dialogue among nations 
regarding environmental policies and practices, emphasizing that 
collective action is necessary to combat 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.” 
 
The concerns brought before you are those of reasonable people. Your 
duty is to provide them with a reasonable outcome, not an unrealistic 
and unreasonable Plan for the future.  As we are told, the future will 
take care of itself. We are not the author of the future; we cannot 
predict outcomes. We can, however, take steps to protect and defend 
our greatest assets: the people who live here now, who work here now, 
who depend on you now. But the greatest asset lies in the land they love 
and that brings them peace of mind, reduction of stress and strain, 
silent beauty and hope for green hills and verdant pastures—of cattle 
and horses grazing that they can pull off the road to admire and share 
with their children and grandchildren. This is Yucaipa’s other asset 
beyond Oak Glen. 

 
Will you sacrifice the health and quality of life of your own people to the 
gods of logistics and commercial real estate? Do we all become the 
sacrificial lambs of those false gods? Though we do not see this as a 
possibility right now, I encourage you to find a better and healthier way 
to protect your city from this colossal disruption of these natural 
resources and the lives of so many good and caring people who have 
come this night and other nights to ask that you not allow this kind of 
drastic measure to bring certain harm to their quality of life. They ask  
that you bring no harm to the natural wildlife corridors and habitats. 
They ask that you bring no more harm to those who travel this already 
overburdened Interstate freeway now more fraught with accidents due  
to increased traffic, unsafe lane changes, and unsafe speeds as drivers 
try to get around and ahead of two lanes of often bumper-to-bumper big  
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rigs headed for the area warehouses. They ask that you bring no 
more harm to Live Oak Canyon Road and Oak Glen Road. 

 
The highest and best use of these natural and historically 
agricultural canyon landforms and grazing lands is not 
commercial or residential development; this land would better 
serve Yucaipa if it were put in a conservation trust and given to the 
State of California that actively encourages private landowners to 
create such conservation easements to preserve what is left of 
grazing lands and scenic viewsheds. From what I have read, 
property owners can profit from this in various ways, as well. 
While this would seem out of reach, presently, it is not an 
impossibility if you are not pressured into fast-track decision 
making out of desperation, which is what the property owners and 
their real estate representatives are pushing for immediately, and 
for their mutual benefit. 

 
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.” 

 
From my letter to the Mayor and City Council of Calimesa: Re: Oak Valley North 
Warehouse and BICM Land Holdings, LP Projects dated August 18, 2024: 

“Dear Mayor and Council: 

Once again, I write to ask that you really take a big step back from 
approving yet another warehouse project for this company. What approval 
of this project means is that it results in further demise of what your own 
city’s Vision Statement says to your residents, but also to those young  
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people looking to get out of the confines and congestion of the “big city” 
west of us and to raise their families in the community your General Plan 
describes and vows to protect when they read from the About section 
these commitments:  

“Mission: To preserve and enhance the open space atmosphere and 
quality of life in Calimesa.  

Vision: The City of Calimesa is dedicated to remaining a community 
that honors its beautiful natural setting through open space 
preservation, wildlife corridors, and extensive trail systems, as well as 
enriching the quality of life for Calimesa through sensitive planning that 
creates increased business activity, local jobs, new parks, and schools. 

Wildlife Corridor: The City of Calimesa has a Wildlife Corridor in 
conjunction with the Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan from 
the WR-RCA.  

Values: The City of Calimesa incorporated December of 1990. It has 
developed its own unique zoning codes and standards, and sought to 
retain its open space characteristics. The City's General Plan provides 
for neighborhoods and businesses that reflect that concept. The City is 
governed by a five-member City Council and a form of government 
small enough to respond to citizen concerns yet experienced enough to 
maintain the unique Calimesa lifestyle.” 

Do you know that France, Poland, and even China, yes China, struggle 
to preserve and protect rapidly vanishing farmlands and villages at the 
expense of meeting the supply and demand for warehouses and logistic  
centers? In China, the people have no choice but to forfeit the lands 
they farm as there is no such thing as private land ownership in their 
country. Whether they like it or not, their farms are raised. Their homes 
are demolished. They are moved into high-rise apartment buildings so  

http://www.wrc-rca.org/
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that their croplands, in some cases, can be utilized in other ways, to 
include new construction that will meet more industrial, commercial, 
and warehousing needs. 

While there is no discernable farming in Calimesa as there is in China, 
which provides food for many countries across the world, the loss of 
open land results in more over-crowding and greater degrees of air 
pollution and increases in health problems related to bad air quality just 
as it does in Shanghai. Pollution from other parts of China extends to 
Shanghai, the city with the largest number of warehouses in the country. 
Here is what industrialization looks like there during certain times of the 
year.  

This is just one price China and other parts of the world, including now 
The Inland Empire, pays to keep up with the supply and demand for 
more and more warehouses and logistics centers and the resulting and 
ever-changing economics. 

      

These photos show what industrialization looks like there during certain 
times of the year. This is just one price China and other parts of the  
world, including now, California and The Inland Empire, pays to keep up 
with the supply and demand for more and more warehouses and 
logistics centers and the changing economics. 

As with Yucaipa, your mission as planners and decision makers is to 
look to the future—and to look a long way “down the road,” so to speak. 
Before you now is a project that will sit a very short way down the road! 
Yet, we do not know where the logistic industry is headed or will be ten  
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years or even thirty years from now—did China know? These people who 
suffer greatly didn’t have a say and don’t.  You, your residents, and your 
neighbors do.  

Here is what I said on Calimesa Strong: “Your quality of life matters. The 
investment made in your homes and properties matters. Your safety on the 
streets matters. Your California property rights matter: The right to the quiet 
and peaceful use and enjoyment of your property and environs without 
obstruction or interference matters. Why you chose to live in Calimesa and 
support your community’s businesses and way of life matters. The General 
Plan with the original mission statement and the vision for Calimesa 
matters. This is "home" and it matters. 

What more can I say to you? Why did each of you choose to make your 
homes in Calimesa when you most likely may have been able to reside 
elsewhere? Why did each of you choose to be a council member with the 
best interests of the people at heart? 

Why do you find it so hard to just say “No” when so many Calimesa 
residents cry out to you in desperate pleas to save that which is precious to 
them—open space and the rural environment you profess to protect in its 
entirety? In environmental preservation, the term “cultural landscape” 
matters. This is the portrait of the land that defines people and their  
communities. What we see informs us about their history, their ways of life, 
their culture, and their contributions.  
What now will be Calimesa’s cultural landscape and cultural identity?”  

Mayor Thorp and Council: I share this same question with each of you: What now 
will be Yucaipa’s cultural landscape and identity? 

Your residents and neighbors are crying out to save this cultural landscape and 
cultural heritage, not to dismiss this once fruitful land that can be again as we 
now may face food shortages in this country due to the tariffs and other issues 
now upon us. This is agricultural land, not suitable for residential, commercial,  
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and industrial uses in a time when the future of logistics and building across 
California and the United States begins to suffer the consequences of over-
development that depends on an uncertain future for the logistics industry across 
the world if we pay attention to what is happening worldwide. 

This evening, I encourage you all to honor the statement made in the Agenda 
Report:    

NO FINAL ACTION ON THE FCSP WILL BE TAKEN DURING THIS MEETING  

and that you will not be pressured, pushed, bullied, or intimidated by 
anyone to rush to a decision on this or any last-minute agenda items or 
changes to the agenda related to this issue. This is intended to be a Study 
Session as also described in the memo dated April 25, 2025. The people want 
and need more time and more information—and they want at least one town 
hall meeting as proposed by former Mayor Beaver, who listened. 

Thank you for your time, consideration, genuine care and respect for the 
people you serve in good conscience and for those of us who share your city 
boundaries and are also affected by the issues brought before you and 
decisions you make. 

 

Yours sincerely, 

Pamela L. Smyth 

Redlands, CA 92373 
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From: Lucinda Brinks
To: Public Comment; Jon Thorp; Justin Beaver; Chris Venable; Bob Miller; jwoolsy@yucaipa.gov
Subject: Public Comment 4-28-25
Date: Monday, April 28, 2025 12:59:29 PM

April 28, 2025

 

Dear Council Members:

 

Re:   24-044/GPA/SPA: DIRECTION REGARDING FREEWAY CORRIDOR SPECIFIC   PLAN UPDATE

 

I am in favor of option #1.  I understand that the cost to the city is slightly over 478 thousand dollars,
but that is a small price to pay to keep Yucaipa’s citizens healthy.  The largest amount of open space
is ideal for mental health.  The elimination of the Pacific Oaks Commerce Center will undoubtedly be
beneficial for our physical health.

Below is the letter I wrote last year in opposition to the warehouses.  Since there are two new
council members, I thought it best to reiterate my thoughts.  Nothing has changed.

 

August 26, 2024
 
Yucaipa City Council members,
 
I write to you today pleading with you to deny the changes to the General Plan and Freeway Corridor
Specific Plan and vote no on the updated Freeway Corridor Specific Plan including the Pacific Oaks
Commerce Center.
 
My first concern is the poor/unhealthy air pollution it will cause.  This is not a “might” cause, it is a WILL
cause.  Our air quality is already poor, adding 1,100 daily diesel truck trips is estimated to increase diesel
particulate matter by nearly 30% and generate 2,808 tons of greenhouse gases per year.  These identified
polluting gases cannot be mitigated. The noise pollution cannot be mitigated as well. Please don’t sacrifice
the health of Yucaipa citizens for this warehouse project.
 
My second concern is the traffic it will generate.  City Council recently approved a year round use permit to
the Pumpkin Patch.  The horrible traffic at Interstate 10 and Live Oak Canyon Road will no longer be limited
to the fall and early winter.  Can you imagine trying to cross the street with youngsters while big rigs zoom
past?  It is a tragedy in the making.  Will you feel guilty?  Will the city be sued yet again?
 
This area is beautiful agricultural land.  A two million square foot warehouse does not belong in our rural
city.  It certainly doesn’t “create a place that reflects the unique character Yucaipa and ultimately supports
the community’s need into the future.” Why not move the “wine country” here?  The rolling hills could be
covered in grape vines and the wineries, tasting rooms, restaurants and B&B’s could be easily accessible
from the freeways without driving through residential streets.
 
The Planning Commission voted NO on the approval of this plan.  The city’s stance that they made “no

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov
mailto:jthorp@yucaipa.gov
mailto:jbeaver@yucaipa.gov
mailto:cvenable@yucaipa.gov
mailto:bmiller@yucaipa.gov
mailto:jwoolsy@yucaipa.gov


recommendation” is misleading.  The majority of Commissioners voted against recommending the project. 
 
I hope you were able to read and digest the 600+ pages in the agenda packet.  Ask the hard questions. 
Councilman Venable, do not disappoint your constituents who live in the area. I hope you all realize the
proper vote is NO.  Please, do not approve this monstrous and unhealthy project.
 
Lucinda Brinks
District 1.

 
In closing, I urge you to select option #1 and allow no mega warehouses.  Thank you.
 
Lucinda Brinks
District 1
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From: carol edwards
To: Public Comment
Subject: new developments proposed for the Live Oak Canyon corridor--comments for city council meeting for 4/28/25,

submitted at 1:09 p.m.
Date: Monday, April 28, 2025 1:10:09 PM

Councilpersons of Yucaipa

I have lived near Live Oak Canyon, on the borderline of Yucaipa and Redlands, for over 42 years and I used to love
this area . . . seeing all the native wildlife using the Wildlife Corridors and enjoying the beautiful views have been a
wonderful part of living here.

However, due to increase traffic and the over-building of Yucaipa and Calimesa, the quality of life has been reduced
for every person who lives in this area, not to mention every single person who is forced to travel through this area.
The traffic is so bad that Yucaipa drivers are exiting the east-bound freeway at Yucaipa Blvd and traveling on Outer
Highway 10 South, then either crossing over the 16th St Bridge or over the Live Oak Canyon Bridge to enter
Yucaipa.

When the freeway is really congested, people get off at Yucaipa Blvd, hit Outer Highway 10 S, then turn right onto
Alta Vista, turning left onto the very narrow Florida St (just 11/2 lanes at several points) and then drive bumper-to-
bumper only to get back on Outer Highway 10 South.

It is almost impossible to leave my residential area during high traffic times. During the fall when the Pumpkin
Patch is open, we basically never leave our home during the weekends because it’s simply not worth trying to go
anywhere.

And you folks want to add to this disaster by building MORE housing and adding more useless warehouses?

And along that line, I’m just wondering—how many trucks/day are entering and leaving the warehouse you allowed
to be built on County Line Road? What makes you think putting warehouses near the exit on the Live Oak Canyon
is going to increase revenue for the city? Traffic—yes! Congestion—yes! Pollution—Yes! Revenue—NO!

Have any of you spent time on Outer Highway 10 South just experiencing the traffic? Might be a good idea to do
that before voting on this issue.

Carol Edwards
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