
PUBLIC COMMENT 1



From: Paula Frazier
To: Jon Thorp
Cc: Public Comment
Subject: Warehouses and new homes along the corridor
Date: Thursday, May 1, 2025 2:33:43 PM

Please do not vote to bring warehouses into the city of Yucaipa. Doing so would
cause far more traffic, and there is more than enough already. I would appreciate a
reply to my comment.

mailto:jthorp@yucaipa.gov
mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 2



From: Ron Simmons
To: Save Live Oak Canyon; Public Comment
Subject: Re: Resources
Date: Sunday, May 4, 2025 4:33:43 PM

To Yucaipa City Council and "Save Live Oak Canyon":

The added truck traffic from the Yucaipa City Council's Freeway Corridor Plan, with its
increase in vehicle and diesel emissions, is only going to make air quality worse for everyone. 
Also, in my experience, truck traffic, where drivers try to "overnight" without proper facilities,
leads to trash and unsanitary conditions.
These are issues to counter the Yucaipa Council's rush to develop without cognizance of
consequences for the neighboring area.  Is there anything less appealing to add to our already
freeway-dominated environment? (Nothing that I can think of--with the exception of the huge,
awful, light-polluting and hazardous "attention-stealing" Electronic Billboard along Outer
HWY 10 at the Yucaipa I-10 exit.)
Has anyone on the Council surveyed existing warehouses in nearby towns to obtain an average
percentage of 
under-utilized capacity?  
Congressman Obernolte is trying to work with the CA  Air Resources Board to allow a huge
facility in Barstow that would keep trucks out of the San Bernardino Basin--by transferring
truck freight to westbound Railcars to move westbound freight into Los Angeles, and then
carry eastbound freight by rail to Barstow to be loaded to trucks headed east on I-40 or I-15. 
So, if that is the direction that planners foresee--to alleviate air pollution, where does that lead
for Yucaipa I-10 warehouses.  Unused warehouses could then fold and leave Yucaipa
revenues in decline. 
Planning that reduces big truck traffic and reduces air pollution in the San Bernardino Basin
seems a good direction to me.  A Corridor development that has just houses, intermixed with
open space--and no Truck / Warehouse component is to me a preferable and valid option that
should be considered, if no development is not to be an option.

I suggest the Yucaipa City Council table the current vote on the I-10 Corridor project and take
more time to come up with a development plan that adds something meaningful to the "place
that is Yucaipa," which was first inhabited by Native Serrano and Cahuilla peoples.  Why not
petition the state for funds to build a new Yucaipa Valley History Museum as part of the
Corridor development?  Incorporating the Mousley Historical Society and 
Native American history would add something of lasting value to the community--and be a
good neighbor to envisioned residential development--all with plenty of open space to keep
wildlife in this beautiful canyon.
Thank you,
Ron Simmons, YHS Class of 1963

On Sun, May 4, 2025 at 1:33 PM Save Live Oak Canyon <saveliveoakcanyon@gmail.com>
wrote:

If you know any attorneys or planning experts who might care about Live Oak Canyon and
would be willing to comment privately, please ask them to email me.  Thank you.  JO.

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 3



From: mark keller
To: Bob Miller; cvenable@yucaipa.com; jwoolsey@yucaipa.com; jbeaver@yucaipa.com; jthorp@yucaipa.com
Cc: Public Comment
Subject: URGENT: Oppose the I-10 Corridor Development – Preserve Yucaipa’s Character
Date: Thursday, May 8, 2025 10:18:08 PM

Dear Mayor and Council Members, 

I write to you as a long-time resident of Yucaipa, deeply disturbed by the direction this city is
heading with the proposed developments under the I-10 Freeway Corridor Specific Plan. I
urge you to halt all movement on this project and immediately call for comprehensive
environmental and community impact studies before allowing further destruction of our town's
character.

When my family moved here in 2001, we chose Yucaipa for its small-town charm, scenic
hillsides, and slower pace of life. Every City Council member I’ve supported over the years
ran as a proponent of these very values. Now, we are watching that identity erode in the name
of rapid industrial and high-density residential expansion—without voter input.

The massive development planned between Live Oak Canyon Road and the Calimesa border
is not just growth; it’s a wholesale transformation of Yucaipa into something unrecognizable.
We are already seeing the early signs:

Air and vehicle pollution will skyrocket, harming public health.
Traffic congestion will make freeway access a nightmare, requiring expensive ramp
reengineering and infrastructure changes we are not prepared for.
Light pollution will steal the dark, starry nights that have long been part of Yucaipa’s
rural appeal.
Increased crime, crowding, and strain on local services are inevitable outcomes of
overbuilding.

Have we learned nothing from Temecula or Fontana? Ask the residents who fled those cities
what they think now. I have friends in Temecula who regret watching their peaceful town
become another congested, overbuilt hub. We are on the same path. And once the land is
leveled and the hills are gone—particularly around the beloved Christmas tree farm—there is
no turning back.

Yucaipa’s wildlife, open spaces, and pastoral roads are part of our daily joy. We take pride in
spotting cows, deer, and the natural beauty that surrounds us. Bulldozing these areas for
warehouses and thousands of homes—many likely low-income, high-density units—is not
“progress.” It is the end of the Yucaipa we love.

These decisions should not be made behind closed doors or pushed through on study sessions
and technicalities. Something of this magnitude must go to a citywide vote. The people who
live here, pay taxes here, and built their lives here deserve a say.

I am unable to physically attend the meeting due to disability, but my voice matters. As does
the voice of every resident who moved here to escape exactly this kind of sprawl. If this
project is approved, we will leave.  Before leaving my family will certainly vote against those
approving the Freeway Corredor Specific Plan. And we won’t be alone.

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


I urge you, in the strongest terms, to:

1. Suspend all forward motion on the current Freeway Corridor Specific Plan.
2. Require full environmental, traffic, and infrastructure impact studies.
3. Hold multiple public town halls with full transparency.
4. Put any decision of this magnitude to a popular vote.

Stand with your constituents, not the developers. Once this land is gone, it’s gone forever.
Don’t let your legacy be the one that destroyed what made Yucaipa special.

Respectfully,
Mark Garfield Keller                                                                                        

cc: publiccomment@yucaipa.gov



PUBLIC COMMENT 4



From:
To: Public Comment; PAMELA SMYTH
Subject: FREEWAY SPECIFIC PLAN & UPDATE FOR MAY 12TH MEETING
Date: Friday, May 9, 2025 10:20:18 AM
Attachments: PUBLIC COMMENT FOR MAY 12 MTG AND VOTE ON FSP AND UPDATE.docx

Dear Honorable Mayor and Council Members:

Attached is my public comment letter for your always thoughtful consideration.
Sincerely,
Pamela Smyth
Southeast Redlands
(I share your city boundary lines
on three sides of my property)


Dear Honorable Mayor Thorp and City Council Members:

Public comment letters and in person comments concerning the proposed Freeway Specific Corridor Plan Update confirms the need for at least one townhall meeting or more, as councilman Beaver strongly recommended at the April 21st meeting.  Residents, nearby residents, and those from out-of-state who know Yucaipa as “home” have pleaded with you to “Find another way—find another way than to destroy Live Oak Canyon with warehouses and industrial development, as one longtime area resident said it best. 

Option 1 of 4 is the least destructive, though it will destroy much of the wildlife areas and natural open space beauty along the I-10 and on both sides to include the beautiful grazing lands along Outer Hwy. 10 east.  Though outdated, it can be revised to lessen the impact on the freeway, the canyon, and on Yucaipa’s rural feel. Largely repeated concerns are: increased traffic; public safety and infrastructure; health and air quality; loss of open space and wildlife habitats; loss of rural feel and way of life; and overcrowding by low and high density commercial/industrial development, and high- density housing.  

David Friedman writes: “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 the open space, cool climate and clean air. The blend of agriculture and outdoor space is a great example of what Yucaipa symbolizes for me.” He adds, “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. 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. The increased traffic and congestion would be a detriment to all those who travel the 10 freeway in that area.”

One area resident said, “I know this city needs money like most cites, and this city maybe more than most, but warehouses are not the way to go. Bringing in warehouses is a heedless thing to do. It is heedless for all the reasons you have heard here tonight. It’s taking the easy way out. It is destructive for all the reasons you have heard here tonight. Find another way. Dig deep. You are all smart people. Find another way to increase the city coffers and to give the employees a raise now and then. Warehouses are not the way to do this. The impact on health is too great. The impact on traffic is too great. The fiduciary return is not as good. Find another way. The path of least resistance to the easy money is not the way to go. I hope you find it in your wisdom to do option 1 or whatever else.” 

A twenty-year old resident told Council: “I do not like how Yucaipa has developed. I always liked how I could see the mountains,” and “what I am really concerned about is the health of our community… I am really concerned about the air pollution. The Inland Empire has the worst air pollution in the entire country.” About building houses on both sides of the freeway and loss of open space, he said, “Imagine being a kid growing up there. You can’t walk there, you can’t drive there and with less open space, where are you going to go?” About supporting our local businesses, he asked, “How are we supposed to promote small businesses if we build warehouses? What does that say about us?”

Another resident writes: “Please Don’t Industrialize Yucaipa. 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.”

The decision you intend to make on Monday, May 12th will change Yucaipa drastically. One of you does not want to “kick this can down the road” further and wants it done now. Yet, the people ask you to do otherwise—even to scrap this one and start over again. Perhaps they are right; wisdom comes with age and experience—and with understanding what environmental preservations call “a sense of place” that identifies cultural heritage, cultural landscapes, and identity among people and becomes part of their history. Yes, the current property owners deserve to sell their inherited and historical ranchlands for a fabulously high profit, but to the detriment of Yucaipa, Redlands, and Calimesa residents who will suffer the losses, live with the impacts, and who do not want to lose their sense of place and see the tarnishing of cherished childhood memories?

A resident from another state writes: “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. Keep as much open space as possible--Yucaipans will thank you "forever." 

American Planning Association and State of California guidelines on General Plans and Specific Plans encourages public engagement and townhall meetings as essential to the decision-making process. Please give your community more time to become aware of the FSP and Update. Reach out in more ways. There is still time. Please do not rush this because more people need to know and share their ideas and possible solutions. Find another way—find another way.

Yours sincerely,

Pamela L. Smyth
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Dear Honorable Mayor Thorp and City Council Members: 

Public comment letters and in person comments concerning the proposed Freeway 
Specific Corridor Plan Update confirms the need for at least one townhall meeting or more, 
as councilman Beaver strongly recommended at the April 21st meeting.  Residents, nearby 
residents, and those from out-of-state who know Yucaipa as “home” have pleaded with you 
to “Find another way—find another way than to destroy Live Oak Canyon with warehouses 
and industrial development, as one longtime area resident said it best.  

Option 1 of 4 is the least destructive, though it will destroy much of the wildlife areas and 
natural open space beauty along the I-10 and on both sides to include the beautiful grazing 
lands along Outer Hwy. 10 east.  Though outdated, it can be revised to lessen the impact on 
the freeway, the canyon, and on Yucaipa’s rural feel. Largely repeated concerns are: 
increased traffic; public safety and infrastructure; health and air quality; loss of open space 
and wildlife habitats; loss of rural feel and way of life; and overcrowding by low and high 
density commercial/industrial development, and high- density housing.   

David Friedman writes: “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 the open space, cool climate and 
clean air. The blend of agriculture and outdoor space is a great example of what Yucaipa 
symbolizes for me.” He adds, “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. 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. The increased traffic and congestion would be a detriment to all 
those who travel the 10 freeway in that area.” 

One area resident said, “I know this city needs money like most cites, and this city maybe 
more than most, but warehouses are not the way to go. Bringing in warehouses is a 
heedless thing to do. It is heedless for all the reasons you have heard here tonight. It’s 
taking the easy way out. It is destructive for all the reasons you have heard here tonight. 
Find another way. Dig deep. You are all smart people. Find another way to increase the city 
coffers and to give the employees a raise now and then. Warehouses are not the way to do 
this. The impact on health is too great. The impact on traffic is too great. The fiduciary 
return is not as good. Find another way. The path of least resistance to the easy money is 
not the way to go. I hope you find it in your wisdom to do option 1 or whatever else.”  

A twenty-year old resident told Council: “I do not like how Yucaipa has developed. I always 
liked how I could see the mountains,” and “what I am really concerned about is the health 



of our community… I am really concerned about the air pollution. The Inland Empire has 
the worst air pollution in the entire country.” About building houses on both sides of the 
freeway and loss of open space, he said, “Imagine being a kid growing up there. You can’t 
walk there, you can’t drive there and with less open space, where are you going to go?” 
About supporting our local businesses, he asked, “How are we supposed to promote small 
businesses if we build warehouses? What does that say about us?” 

Another resident writes: “Please Don’t Industrialize Yucaipa. 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.” 

The decision you intend to make on Monday, May 12th will change Yucaipa drastically. One 
of you does not want to “kick this can down the road” further and wants it done now. Yet, 
the people ask you to do otherwise—even to scrap this one and start over again. Perhaps 
they are right; wisdom comes with age and experience—and with understanding what 
environmental preservations call “a sense of place” that identifies cultural heritage, 
cultural landscapes, and identity among people and becomes part of their history. Yes, the 
current property owners deserve to sell their inherited and historical ranchlands for a 
fabulously high profit, but to the detriment of Yucaipa, Redlands, and Calimesa residents 
who will suffer the losses, live with the impacts, and who do not want to lose their sense of 
place and see the tarnishing of cherished childhood memories? 

A resident from another state writes: “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. Keep as much open space as 
possible--Yucaipans will thank you "forever."  

American Planning Association and State of California guidelines on General Plans and 
Specific Plans encourages public engagement and townhall meetings as essential to the 
decision-making process. Please give your community more time to become aware of the 
FSP and Update. Reach out in more ways. There is still time. Please do not rush this 
because more people need to know and share their ideas and possible solutions. Find 
another way—find another way. 

Yours sincerely, 

Pamela L. Smyth 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



PUBLIC COMMENT 5



From: Courtney May
To: Public Comment
Subject: Public Comment for City Council Meeting 5/12/25
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2025 9:44:05 PM

To the City Council Members,

Please do not allow the option for any more warehouses in our beautiful city. Growth may be
necessary but warehouses are not. 

Respectfully, 

Courtney May, District 5

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 6



From: Adam May
To: Public Comment
Subject: Public comment 05/12/25
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2025 10:29:28 PM

I am opposed to warehouses  to the negative effect on air quality and traffic in the pass area.

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 7



From: Angel Wang
To: Public Comment
Subject: Public Comment 5/12/25.
Date: Monday, May 12, 2025 12:20:04 AM

Dear City Council Members,

I’m writing to you not as a politician or businessperson, but as a wife and a Yucaipa resident
who is heartbroken by the changes happening in our town.

I am strongly opposed to the warehouses being built in Yucaipa. We don’t want them, and we
don’t need them. Every time another development sign goes up, it makes me feel like we’re
losing a little more of what made this town special.

My husband’s commute has become an absolute nightmare. It takes him longer and longer to
get home every evening, especially near the Live Oak Canyon pumpkin patch where traffic is
constantly backed up. He comes home exhausted and frustrated, and I just feel helpless.
Yucaipa used to be our peaceful escape—now it’s turning into a traffic-clogged, noisy
construction zone.

We chose to live here because it felt like a safe, quiet, family-oriented town. But that’s
slipping away. Warehouses don’t belong here. They bring noise, pollution, and endless trucks
—not jobs that benefit local families.

Please, I’m begging you: listen to the families who live here, who love this town and want to
protect its character. Say no to the warehouses. Once they’re here, we can’t go back.

Sincerely,
Danni 
Concerned Yucaipa Resident

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 8



From: Kim J Metzler
To: Tara Davis
Subject: FW: UPPER WILDWOOD CREEK BASIN PROJECT
Date: Monday, May 12, 2025 11:51:53 AM
Attachments: emailsig_4b0758cb-513c-4837-b504-78094ad13b88.png

oie_5bcyjub7myat_653c1f20-8914-413b-9f57-bcd30902247d.png
emailsig_4b0758cb-513c-4837-b504-78094ad13b88.png

 
 

Kimberly J Metzler, CMC, CPM
Deputy City Clerk/Deputy Rent Administrator/Records Technician
City of Yucaipa 
City Hall • 34272 Yucaipa Blvd • Yucaipa, CA 92399
Office: 909-797-2489 Ext. 221
www.yucaipa.gov

From: Benjamin Matlock <bmatlock@yucaipa.gov> 
Sent: Monday, May 12, 2025 11:51 AM
To: Douglas Williams ; Jon Thorp <jthorp@yucaipa.gov>
Cc: Kim J Metzler <keverts@yucaipa.gov>; Ana Sauseda, MMC <asauseda@yucaipa.gov>; Jennifer
Crawford <jcrawford@yucaipa.gov>
Subject: RE: UPPER WILDWOOD CREEK BASIN PROJECT

 
Thank you for your comment, Doug. I’ll be sure it gets passed out.
 

Benjamin Matlock
Deputy Director of Community Development / City Planner
City of Yucaipa 
City Hall • 34272 Yucaipa Blvd • Yucaipa, CA 92399
Office: 909-797-2489 Ext. 261
www.yucaipa.gov • Yucaipa Permit Exchange

https://yucaipa.gov/
tel:909-797-2489%20Ext.%20261
https://yucaipa.gov/
https://cityofyucaipaca-energovweb.tylerhost.net/apps/selfservice#/home














     

From: Douglas Williams  
Sent: Monday, May 12, 2025 11:49 AM
To: Benjamin Matlock <bmatlock@yucaipa.gov>; Jon Thorp <jthorp@yucaipa.gov>
Subject: UPPER WILDWOOD CREEK BASIN PROJECT

 
Hey Ben!
I was going to comment on this agenda item but it looks now that it will not be a
standalone project.
If it does get included in the city's general infrastructure projects, would it be possible to
look into incorporating a trail/sidewalk/pathway for pedestrians? The trail currently goes
through the city park to the East but stops at the intersection of WWCR and Oak View Rd.
It would be great if the project included a trail that parallels WWCR; it would be even
better if the trail continued up the wash to the hidden meadows subdivision (walking
down from hidden meadows is very dangerous on WWCR as there is just a bike lane).
Thanks for your consideration!
Doug WIlliams

https://cityofyucaipaca-energovweb.tylerhost.net/apps/selfservice#/home
mailto:bmatlock@yucaipa.gov
mailto:jthorp@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 9



From: Linda
To: Bob Miller; Chris Venable; Judy Woolsey; Justin Beaver; Jon Thorp
Cc: Public Comment
Subject: Public comment
Date: Monday, May 12, 2025 12:34:53 PM

Dear Councilmembers,

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed rezoning in the Freeway
Corridor Specific Plan, which would increase warehouse density by more than 800%.

By now, you’ve heard the many well-founded arguments about the negative impacts of
large-scale warehouse development on communities; on health, traffic, quality of life, and
the environment. I won’t reiterate them all here, as I know they’ve already been voiced.

What I will say is this: while it may seem like your decision is final and that this path is the
only viable one, there are always alternatives.

I urge you to think beyond the immediate. Consider the legacy you are shaping today. We
all know the name Dick Ridell—a name that, for many, symbolizes pride, excellence,
progress, and a dedication to civic duty. While no person is perfect, Mr. Ridell invariably left
a legacy in our community. What will your legacy look like?

One day, your names and faces may also be recalled by future generations. What will they
say? Will they remember you as visionaries who protected their future—or as those who
allowed warehouses to reshape their community all for a quick payout?

The choice is yours. And history will remember it.

Sincerely,

Linda Timmons

District 3

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 10



From: Sally Ann Maas
To: Public Comment
Subject: Preserve open space
Date: Monday, May 12, 2025 11:26:06 AM

For the health of present and future generations, please protect Live Oak Canyon as the rare
open space that it is.
This morning I scanned headlines...   "5 shot in a sober living facility, teen killed in Wildomar,
boyfriend beat puppy to death with a hammer."

Our society is increasingly unhealthy. Having open space for a walk, and getting off the
computers, is essential.

Yucaipa and Redlands should pool money to promote this Canyon as a free opportunity to get
out in nature and clear one's head.
We don't need more asphalt and commercial warehouses. 

Live Oak Canyon is a rare and  beautiful mini escape. Please protect it 
*~Sally Ann Maas*

*  cell

mailto:PublicComment@yucaipa.gov


PUBLIC COMMENT 11



From: Amy Cox
To: Public Comment
Subject: SAVE LIVE OAK CANYON
Date: Monday, May 12, 2025 1:18:21 PM

For the health of present and future generations, please protect Live Oak Canyon as the
rare open space that it is.

Our society is increasingly unhealthy. Having open space for a walk, and getting off the
electronics, is essential.

Yucaipa and Redlands should pool money to promote this Canyon as a free opportunity
to get out in nature and clear one's head.
We don't need more asphalt and commercial warehouses. 

Live Oak Canyon is a rare and  beautiful mini escape. PLEASE PROTECT IT! 

~AMY~

 Redlands
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From: Lucinda Brinks
To: Public Comment
Subject: Public Comments 4-12-2025
Date: Monday, May 12, 2025 2:11:11 PM

We want to be included on the record of opposing the construction of any Mega warehouses in
Yucaipa.   They are not healthy for the environment or the citizens.

We are proponents of moving the "wine country" to the rolling hills of Live Oak Canyon.

Thank you!

Dwayne & Lucinda Brinks
District 1
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