Nina Schumacher

From: Jen L <jlarrattsmith@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, December 3, 2023 4:13 PM
To: Clerk; kphung@cityofperris.org; cmiramontes@cityofperris.org; Guzman, Rafael; CM

Office; Michele Patterson; jperez@rivco.org; mfutrell@riversideca.gov; Dan Fairbanks;
Dr. Grace Martin

Cc: Michael McCarthy

Subject: Public Comment for TAC 12/4 meeting Item 6a

Dear Technical Advisory Committee and Staff,

Tomorrow you are considering a Draft Environmental Justice element for the March JPA. | find it
curious that while the JPA has existed since 1996 and have consistently built warehouses in
communities that CalEnviroScreen 4.0 lists in the 98th and 99th percentile, the JPA has chosen the
eleventh hour to amend the General Plan. It feels too little, too late, and | fear that it is being done in
haste.

| am a big believer in Environmental Justice. However, | have concerns with the process by which the
JPA is going about this amendment. The policy in its current form reads as a hasty cut-and-paste
from the County, filled with policies that the March JPA has no ability nor intention to follow through
on in the 19 months it has left to exist. (For specific examples, please reference the public comment
email sent by my neighbor Mike McCarthy.)

Far more worrisome: the JPA has decided to engage simultaneously with a recirculation of the draft
EIR for the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304) and to reference this not-yet-adopted
policy extensively in the document. How meaningful are community comments for a General Plan
amendment if it is already assumed that the agency will adopt the plan wholesale before the process
has even started? As it stands, the public comment window for the recirculated draft will close before
you are able to officially adopt a policy. How can a community officially comment on a Draft EIR when
it is contingent on policies that have not been finalized?

Ironically, your process communicates that you are not actually interested in meaningful feedback,
that this is an exercise with a pre-determined outcome, which is exactly the opposite of what the civic
engagement policies you are trying to adopt say you will do.

Please consider slowing down this process, listening to the community as your policy says you will
do, and drafting a sensible EJ element to the General Plan that responds to the community's needs
and is realistic to the agency's capabilities. Please also consider pulling the Recirculated EIR until the
EJ general plan amendment process is complete so that the community can meaningfully comment.

Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jen Larratt-Smith

Riverside Neighbors Opposing Warehouses (R-NOW)

92508
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Nina Schumacher

From: Jerry Shearer Jr. <jsydor@yahoo.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 3, 2023 6:51 PM

To: Clerk; kphung@cityofperris.org; cmiramontes@cityofperris.org; Rafael; CM Office;
Michele Patterson; jperez@rivco.org; mfutrell@riversideca.gov; Dan Fairbanks; Dr. Grace
Martin

Cc: Conder, Chuck; Jim Perry; Supervisor Kevin Jeffries; mayor@moval.org; district5
@rivco.org; rrogers@cityofperris.org; edd@moval.org; Michael Vargas

Subject: Public Comment for TAC 12/4 meeting ltem 6a

Dear Technical Advisory Committee and Staff,

Monday afternoon, you are considering a Draft Environmental Justice element for the March JPA.
This release coincides with the re-release of the draft EIR for the West Campus Upper Plateau
project that the local community overwhelmingly rejects. It is insulting to think that while the JPA has
existed since 1996, and have consistently built warehouses in communities that CalEnviroScreen 4.0
lists in the 98th and 99th percentile, the JPA has chosen the last days of November 2023 to amend
the General Plan for an organization that sunsets in July 2025. This effort is clearly in response to
comment letters submitted by the community in response to the draft EIR for the West Campus Upper
Plateau, and rather than engage with the community and consider the comments in these letters, the
JPA is obviously assisting in the applicant's desire to push through a significantly controversial project
despite the very communities that this copy-paste EJ policy intends to protect and represent.

| have concerns with the process by which the JPA is going about this amendment to the General
Plan, as they have already inserted in into the revised draft EIR for the West Campus Upper Plateau
project being recirculated currently. The policy in its current form reads as a unimaginative cut-and-
paste from the County, filled with policies that the March JPA has no ability or intention to follow
through on in the 19 months it has left to exist.

Specifically, the policies that the JPA has no ability or intention of fulfilling include:

« The March JPA has no time or budget to create a ‘far-ranging, creative, forward-thinking public
education and community-oriented outreach campaign’ about EJ issues or hazards (HC 15.7)

» The March JPA has no jurisdiction over the Salton Sea (policy HC 16.1)

e The March JPA will not have time to pursue grant funding for EJ issues (HC 16.2), evaluate
creating a cap or threshold on pollution sources within EJ communities (HC 16.8), and rejected
community alternatives to consider compact affordable and mixed-use housing near transit
(HC 16.10)

o The March JPA won’t be coordinating with transit providers for access to grocery stores and
healthy restaurants (HC 17.1), increase access to healthy food (HC 17.3), develop a food
recovery plan (HC 17.4), work with local farmers and growers (HC 17.6), or consider edible
landscaping (HC 17.7)

« The March JPA is not discouraging industrial land-uses conflicts with residential land uses (HC
18.6) and rejects considering safe and affordable housing in EJ communities (HC 18.13)

« The March JPA has no time to utilize public outreach and engagement policies to address
local needs in EJ communities (HC 22.4) since it has never addressed or considered this issue
prior to November 2023.



As | have mentioned, what concerns me is that the JPA has decided to engage simultaneously with a
re-circulation of the draft EIR for the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304) and in this
proposal, the JPA references this not-yet-adopted policy extensively in the document. How
meaningful are community comments for a General Plan amendment if it is already assumed that the
agency will adopt the plan wholesale before the process has even started? As it stands, the public
comment window for the re-circulated draft will close before you are able to officially adopt a policy.
How can a community officially comment on a draft EIR when it is contingent on policies that have not
been finalized and that are wholly unresponsive to the specific EJ needs of the area? The JPA's
process communicates that it is not actually interested in meaningful feedback, that this is an exercise
with a pre-determined outcome (just as this whole experience with the West Campus has been), and
is exactly the opposite of what the civic engagement policies the JPA is trying to adopt is attempting
to codify.

As indicated in the City of Riverside's recently adopted public engagement policy, in order to have a
functioning EJ policy, an agency like the March JPA would actually need to incorporate feedback from
the community into their land use planning and decisions. That is what such a policy establishes and
that is what governors of the public are tasked with doing. To date, the March JPA only engages with
the public when forced to involve community wishes by a court, and even then, the JPA has shown
that is only follows through on settlement terms that benefit them or the sole-source applicant that has
had far too much influence in this region for far too long. If only someone would realize the negative
influences this applicant has had on our region, and, oh | don't know, tell them enough is enough. But
that is wishful thinking on my part. Let's build yet more warehouses around a community of retired
military veterans and their final resting place!

Please consider slowing down this process, listening to the community as this proposed policy says
you will do, and drafting a sensible EJ element to the General Plan that responds to the community's
needs, is realistic to the agency's capabilities and mission, and will transition to and benefit the
County once the JPA sunsets in 2025. Please also consider recommending that the JPA pauses the
release of the Recirculated EIR for the Upper Plateau until the EJ general plan amendment process is
complete so that the community can meaningfully comment on a policy that has been approved by
the JPA and thus will be relevant to the applicant's proposed project.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerry Shearer
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Michael McCarthy <MikeM@radicalresearch.llc>

Sent: Sunday, December 3, 2023 11:21 AM

To: Clerk; kphung@cityofperris.org; cmiramontes@cityofperris.org; Guzman, Rafael; CM
Office; Michele Patterson; jperez@rivco.org; mfutrell@riversideca.gov; Dan Fairbanks

Cc: Jennifer Larratt-Smith

Subject: Public comment for TAC 12/04/23 meeting - item 6a - relating to Recirculated DEIR for

SCH 2021110304

TAC members, Clerk,

Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments on the draft Environmental Justice (EJ) element to amend the March
JPA General Plan.

| appreciate the intent to include an EJ element 19 months prior to the MJPA sunsetting, but the process lacks

integrity. As proposed, it is inappropriate policy designed to paper-over an ongoing CEQA deficiency in an under-review
project, rather than a good-faith EJ element reflecting local community issues, MJPA land-use authority and goals, and
earnest civic engagement.

MJPA staff and the TAC need to formally include communities in the design and implementation of an EJ element for it
to have integrity. By releasing the draft EJ element and pre-deciding it will be adopted as part of a recirculated draft EIR
(RIR), MIPA staff created a muddled process where community members are simultaneously commenting on a draft £
element and commenting on a RIR that is contingent on the draft EJ element policies. The recursiveness of the EJ
element and RIR process is irregular. Lastly, the wholesale adoption of policies from the County EJ element is unlikely to
be altered by the MJPA because the MJPA cannot change county EJ policies. This confusing process creates three
issues.

First, March JPA staff are proposing to copy and paste the County of Riverside EJ element onto the March JPA General
Plan, even though the jurisdiction, staff, resources, and timeline for the two agencies are completely different. This
leads to an absurd set of policies that the March JPA cannot implement or fund between now and July 2025. For
example:

e The March JPA has no time or budget to create a ‘far-ranging, creative, forward-thinking public education and
community-oriented outreach campaign’ about EJ issues or hazards (HC 15.7)

e The March JPA has no jurisdiction over the Salton Sea (policy HC 16.1)

e The March JPA will not have time to pursue grant funding for EJ issues (HC 16.2), evaluate creating a cap or
threshold on pollution sources within EJ communities (HC 16.8), and rejects community alternatives to consider
compact affordable and mixed-use housing near transit (HC 16.10)

e The March JPA will not coordinate with transit providers for access to grocery stores and healthy restaurants (HC
17.1), increase access to healthy food (HC 17.3), develop a food recovery plan (HC 17.4), work with local farmers
and growers (HC 17.6), or consider edible landscaping (HC 17.7)

e The March JPA is not discouraging industrial land-uses conflicts with residential land uses (HC 18.6) and rejects
considering safe and affordable housing in EJ communities (HC 18.13)

e The March JPA has no time to utilize public outreach and engagement policies to address local needs in EJ
communities (HC 22.4) since it has never addressed or considered this issue prior to November 2023.

At a minimum, a proposed EJ element needs to incorporate MJPA priorities, exclude inapplicable county policies, and
describe community priorities through an active (and hopefully formal) community engagement process. This copy-
paste of County policy is neither thoughtful, applicable, or reflective of local input. Adopting a General Plan amendment



with more than a dozen policies that the MJPA has no intention of implementing is dishonest, poor governance, and a
litigation risk.

Second, adopting the County’s EJ element in its entirety appears to preclude meaningful involvement of the local EJ
community in developing, implementing, and enforcing the proposed EJ element for the MJPA. Environmental justice is
about meaningful involvement — defined by statute as the development, implementation, and enforcement of
protective environmental laws, regulations, and policies. If the local community has no say in the pre-decided final
policies, the MJPA has contradicted the proposed policy at its core. By unilaterally proposing to adopt the county EJ
element prior to meeting with community members to discuss EJ policies, or even announcing that an EJ element was
under consideration, the MJPA continues to demonstrate its process of decision-making ignores community
engagement.

Third, the process is now hopelessly muddled in the community with the proposed Grove Warehouses project. MIPA
staff incorporated a draft EJ element released 11/30 with no prior discussion at TAC or at the commission into a RIR
released 12/2. This is highly irregular from a process perspective since no formal body of the MIPA reviewed the draft EJ
element prior to incorporation in an under-review CEQA project. Commenting periods will overlap for the EJ element
and the RIR. Given the explicit contingencies of the proposed EJ element on the RIR, it is not clear how comments on
the EJ element will be separate from RIR comments, nor is it clear that the MJPA staff can act independently on both
issues simultaneously since changes in either process will affect the other. If the MJPA makes no changes to the EJ
element, the EJ element will be pre-decisional and omit civic engagement. If the MJPA changes the draft EJ element, it
will need to recirculate the RIR to allow another round of public comment.

| don’t see any solution that can fix the inherent flaws in the integrity of this process beyond withdrawing the RIR until
the EJ element is adopted. To continue the proposed path will inevitably lead to a challenge of the legitimacy of the pre-
decisional EJ element.

Sincerely,

Mitke MeCarthy
Riverside Neighbors Opposing Warehouses

92508

R-NOW



Cindy Camargo

—_—
From: Maria Rodriguez <mariarod0421@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 10:59 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper
Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits
are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it
ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are
trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy,
which you developed without community input, miracutously fits the existing plan. For the past
two years, you have never considered non-industriat alternatives and refused a Community
Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails.
Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-
industrial uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Maria R
92508



Cindy Camargo

From: McKinney, Elsa <EMcKinne@rivco.org>

Sent: Wednesday, January 3, 2024 2:57 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Cc: Cornelius, William; McNeill, Amy

Subject: GP 23-02 MJPA Environmental Justice Element-Due 2/15/2024
Attachments: 1026_001.pdf

Good afternoon Dan,

Upon review of the site location, since this request for comments received will not have any impacts to Riverside
County Flood Control and Water Conservation District storm drain facilities, we have no comments to add.

Best Regards,

Elsa McKinney, Engineering Aide
Development Review

Riverside County Flood Control & Water
Conservation District
emckinne@rivco.org

1995 Market Street, Riverside, CA 92501

951.955.2878 ﬁ @

*Qff Fridays

Conﬁd.ént'ia'lity Disclaimer

This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this message
-may be privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.

If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding,
printing, or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both electronic and printed,
and contact the author immediately.

County of Riverside California




March JPA is circulating this notice to identify a due date for comments regarding the draft
March JPA Environmental Justice Element. A prior public notice was sent out on November
28,2023, providing a link to the draft Environmental Justice Element and inviting recipients
to the first Community Workshop. This notice provides a due date of February 15, 2024

for comments on the draft March JPA Environmental Justice Element.

March Joint Powers Authority (March JPA) is preparing an Environmental Justice Element
to the March JPA General Plan. According to the State of California, Environmental Justice
is defined as “the fair treatment and meaningful involvement of people of all races, cultures,
incomes, and national origins with respect to the development, adoption, implementation,
and enforcement of environmental laws, regulations, and policies.”

Upon completion, the Environmental Justice Element will be included as part of the March
JPA General Plan, and it will reflect the agency’'s commitment to reducing environmental
burdens and ensuring all residents have the opportunity to access public facilities and
services that improve their quality of life.

Consistent with the recently adopted 14th Amendment to the Joint Powers Agreement by
and between the Cities of Moreno Valley, Perris, Riverside and the County of Riverside, the
March Joint Powers Authority is planned to sunset on July 1, 2025. As the March JPA
planning jurisdiction will be absorbed by Riverside County, with the County fully responsible
for future land use reviews and approvals after July 1, 2025, March JPA is reviewing the
adoption of an Environmental Justice Element based on Riverside County’s adopted
Environmental Justice Element.

The March JPA Environmental Justice Element would be applicable within the existing
March JPA planning jurisdiction. Other nearby land, including the adjacent March Air
Reserve Base and Riverside National Cemetery would not be subject to the provisions of
the Environmental Justice Element. Amap of the March JPA planning jurisdiction is attached
to this notice.

In California, state law requires every local jurisdiction to prepare and adopt a
comprehensive and long-range general plan to guide its growth and physical development.
The General Plan provides a consistent framework for land use and development decisions
in accordance with an established community vision. In 2016, the State of California passed



Senate Bill 1000 - the Planning for Healthy Communities Act requiring cities and counties
to address environmental justice within their general plans.

The March JPA Environmental Justice Element will include objectives and policies
consistent with Government Code section 65302(h) that have as a goal:

a) Promote Civic Engagement

b) Health Risk Reduction (e.g., Food Access, Safe and Sanitary Homes, Physical Activity,
and Reduce Pollution exposure)

c¢) Public Facilities and Health Care Facilities

d) Other Environmental Justice Objectives (e.g., stormwater capture, solar and renewable
energy, ahd implementation of climate action plans)

Community participation is an important component in the development of the March JPA's
Environmental Justice Element. The March JPA will conduct two workshops to provide
opportunities for the public to participate in the development of the element.

During the development of the Environmental Justice Element, the March JPA hosted the
first of two workshops on Tuesday, December 19, 2023, at March Field Air Museum located
at 22550 Van Buren Boulevard, Riverside, CA. The meeting PowerPoint presentation and
Dot Poll results are available at: https:/marchjpa.com/. Summary discussions regarding
the Open Comment Session at the Community Workshop will also be placed on the March
JPA website.

For more information or to submit comments on draft documents as they become available,
please contact:

» Dan Fairbanks, Planning Director, March Joint Powers Authority

« Email: fairbanks@marchipa.com

* Phone: (951) 656-7000

» Current draft Environmental Justice Element is available at: https://marchjpa.com/wp-
content/uploads/2023/11/Draft-Environmental-Justice-Element. pdf

Page 2 of 2 12/28/23




actus Avenue

Van Buren:Boulevard

.mmmmeau

T

i
e

322135 UOYIEg

I North

anLIQ 359 FTENIN \
1

:March JPA™ +ZNandina Avenue "
Planning Areas T B e

Approximately 4,400 acres of the former March Air Force Base now within the March Joint Powers Authority




Cindy Camargo

From: Hannah Simon <admin@channellawgroup.com>

Sent: Thursday, January 4, 2024 12:39 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Cc: Jamie Hall; Veronica Lebron

Subject: GP 23-02: Objection to Approval of Environmental Justice Element without
Environmental Review

Attachments: 2024-01-04 Letter to March JPA.pdf

Good afternoon,
Please see attached. Please confirm receipt.

Thank you.

Hannah Simon

Legal Assistant

Channel Law Group, LLP

8383 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 750
Beverly Hills, CA 90211

Office Phone No. (310) 347-0050
Direct Phone No. (424) 276-7263

****CONFIDENTIAL & PRIVILEGED TRANSMISSIQN****

The information contained within this e-mail and any attached document(s) is confidential and/or privileged. Itis
intended solely for the use of the addressee(s) named above. Unauthorized disclosure, photocopying, distribution or
use of the information contained herein is prohibited. Ifyou believe that you have received this e-mailin error, please
notify the sender by reply transmission and delete the message without copying or disclosing it.

Fax: (323) 723-3960
admin@channellawgroup.com




Channel Law Group, LLP

8383 Wilshire Blvd.
Suite 750
Beverly Hills, CA 90211

Phone: (310) 347-0050
Fax: (323) 723-3960
www.channellawgroup.com
JULIAN K. QUATTLEBAUM, 111 Writer’s Direct Line: (310) 982-1760

JAMIE T, HALL * jamie.hall@channellawgroup.com
CHARLES J. McLURKIN

* ALSO Admitted in Texas

January 4, 2024

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL

Dan Fairbanks

Planning Director

March Joint Powers Authority
14205 Meridian Parkway, Suite 140
Riverside, CA 92518

fairbanks@marchjpa.com

Re:  GP 23-02: Objection to Approval of Environmental Justice Element without
Environmental Review

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

This firm represents Riverside Neighbors Opposing Warehouses (R-NOW). We hereby
advise the March Joint Powers Authority that it must conduct the required environmental review
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) before adopting an Environmental
Justice Element for its General Plan.

Under CEQA, public agencies must conduct an initial study to determine if a project may
have significant environmental impacts. If the initial study shows that the project may have
significant impacts, the agency must prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR). As stated in
Laurel Heights Improvements Association v. Regents of University of California (1988) 47 Cal.
Bd 376, 394, “If post approval environmental review were allowed, EIRs would likely become
nothing more than post hoc rationalizations to support action already taken.”

The adoption of a General Plan Element constitutes a “project” under CEQA, triggering
the requirement for environmental review. See Al Larson Boat Shop, Inc. v. Board of Harbor
Commissioners (1993) 18 Cal. App. 4™ 729, 739 (stating that “project” includes “amendments to
a local general plan or elements thereof”). As such, the March Joint Powers Authority must
conduct an initial study under CEQA before adopting an Environmental Justice Element for its



General Plan, and if necessary, prepare an EIR to fully evaluate the potential environmental
impacts. This review must be completed before adoption of the Environmental Justice Element.

I may be contacted at 310-982-1760 or at jamie.hall@channellawgroup.com if you have
any questions, comments or concerns. Thank you for your attention to this issue.

Sincerely,

G

Jamie T. Hall

/)



Cindy Camargo

From: Aaron Bushong <aaron.bushong@verizon.net>

Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 8:31 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report (REIR), as it did not make any meaningful, substantive changes to the West Campus
Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits
are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it
ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are
trying to push through before the March JPA sunsets in July 2025.

| ask that you submit the EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR, yet claim that the new EJ policy,
which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past
two years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community
Advisory Board, in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails.
Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow. As the community has
asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau.

Thank you,
Aaron Bushong
24-year resident of the Orangecrest neighborhood (92508)



Cindy Camargo

e
From: Alissa Chitwood <alissachitwood @gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 3:38 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justification for how the project fits, are
surface level and non-substantive. This EJ policy ought to have been drafted prior to the start of the

current project, not concurrently as an in-process project, which you are trying to push through by the
end of July 2025. The EJ policy leaves much to be desired and the integrity of said policy questioned.

| ask that you submit the EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard. Completing the CEQA process while concurrently moving
forward with the warehouse project, signals to our community that results of the process are not
meaningful and not to be trusted given the already significant investment in the addition of warehouses.
Only with a warehouse moratorium, ensuring the welfare of our community while the CEQA process is
conducted properly, provides reassurance to our community that the environmental impact is accurately
assessed. Information from CEQA documents released in March 2023 demonstrate that the proposed
warehouses do yield maximum daily emissions on a significant level unless mitigation measures are
taken, which is problematic at best. With the additional EJ policy, more information is needed to
reassure the community proper steps and processes are being followed according to not only the letter
of the law, but the spirit. The EJ should go through the full CEQA process while a warehouse
moratorium is in effect to achieve this.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, fits into the existing plan. For the past two years, you have not
made known nor seemingly considered non-industrial alternatives, and refused a Community Advisory
Board in spite of our community members specifically expressing desires for alternate use and several
written communications. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy are disingenuous.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial
uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau. | have lived in the Orangecrest area since moving to
Riverside in 2011, and while I'm open to change and the development of the area, the negative impact
the addition of warehouses upon proposed warehouses in our community is cause for concern. | would
like to see proper processes being followed to provide reassurance that the environment and my family
are being cared for with the manner and consideration you would desire for your own family and with
those with where you reside. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,



Alissa Chitwood
92508



Cindy Camargo

e —
From: aramjim09@gmail.com
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 12:04 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it
did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304}, a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an
empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted
years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting
in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project
plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings
hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Ana Ramirez
92508

Sent from my iPhone



Cindy Camargo

—
From: Steve Balmer <sjgbalmer@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 8:51 AM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper
Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits
are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it
ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are
trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

[ ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy,
which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past
two years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community
Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails.
Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-
industrial uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

The Balmer Family
92508



Cindy Camargo
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From: Beverly Arias <beverly951@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 8:25 AM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, [ am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did
not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular
and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ} policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an
empty ritual meant to check a box. Your E]J policy is the %2@-@cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted
years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July
2025.

I ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until
the process is complete. Only after you%2@-€ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project
plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new E]J policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of
signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value %2@civic engagement%2€-€ in your EJ policy rings
hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau.

Please consider our input, as residents/taxpayers and our families.
Sincerely,
Beverly M. Arias

92504



_C_i_ndy Camargo

From: Bobby Robinette <bobbyelden@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 12:42 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper
Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project. The
addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it
ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are
trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025. | ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full
CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the process is complete.
Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard. It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new
EJ policy, which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For
the past two years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a
Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and
thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-
industrial uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

| am a Certified Safety Professional working many years as a Safety Director and Manager in

the warehouse industry know first hand the traffic, environmental hazards, security, and safety
hazards mass warehouses create. Enough is enough, saturating the area with warehouses is not
the answer. This will only cause blight, reduction in property values, and reduce quality of life for
allin the area.

Sincerely,
Bobby Robinette
92508



Cindy Camargo
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From: Luis Rodriguez <byr2104@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 11:04 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

My name is Carolina Rodriguez im an student of RCC and as a community member, | am disappointed in the
Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the
West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an
empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted
years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting
in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project
plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings
hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Carolina Rodriguez
92508



Cindy Camargo
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From: Claire Grimes <claire.m.grimes@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 12:18 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

My name is Claire Grimes and | am resident of Riverside County and recent college graduate. As |
learned about the plans to build more warehouses in Riverside, | have become more concerned
about the impact they will have on the environment and the community, especially with so many
warehouses atready in the County and surrounding areas, some of which are not even being
used.

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper
Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits
are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it
ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are
trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy,
which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past
two years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community
Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails.
Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow. :

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-
industrial uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Claire Grimes
92320
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From: Eunhee Kim <eunster@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 12:14 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project,
Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No.
2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a R-NOW member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did
not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an
empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse”, as it ought to have been drafted
years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting
in July 2025.

| ask that you submit that EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project
plan meets its standard.

it is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings
hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.
Sincerely,

Eunhee Kim
Raleigh, NC 27615
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From: fera momtaz <fera_momtaz@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 9:22 AM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it
did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau {SCH 2021110304), a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an
empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted
years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting
in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project
plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings
hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
Fera S.Momtaz
Orange Crest community

92508

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Ira And Rajean <longfam6@att.net>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 8:30 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, we are disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it
did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304}, a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an
empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted
years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting
in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project
plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings
hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau. Our families deserve better!

Sincerely,

Ira and Rajean Long
92506
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From: Janice Oien <gdojlo@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 8:26 AM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it
did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304}, a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an
empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted
years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting
in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project
plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings
hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Janice Oien
<name>

<zip code>92508

Sent from my iPhone
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From: J Gonsman <teamgonsman@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 11:07 AM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it
did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an
empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted
years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting
in July 2025.

I ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project
plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings
hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Jason Gonsman
92508
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From: Jean Aklufi <jeanaklufi@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 3:50 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it
did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an
empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted
years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting
in July 2025. ’

I ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project
plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings
hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Jean Aklufi
92506

Jean
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From: Joe Aklufi <jaklufi@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 8:32 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it
did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304}, a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an
empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted
years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting
in July 2025.

| ask that you submit the EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project
plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings
hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Joe Aklufi
Riverside, 92506



Cindy Camargo

From: John Lyell <jlyell@verizon.net>

Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 8:44 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks; Conder, Chuck

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a local Orangecrest community member, and lifelong Riverside resident, | am disappointed in the
Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as you have not made any meaningful
changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), which as you are aware, is a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits, are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to
push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit the EJ element to a full CEQA process and that a warehouse moratorium be
implemented until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process, should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard. This will also give you additional time to review
the Irvine Great park project and what they have did with similar former federal land. This is the perfect
time for the JPA think outside the box and to go out leaving a positive lasting impact on the community
and not rows of warehouses, traffic congestion, reduced air quality and crumbling roads.

Great Park | City of Irvine




GREAT PARK FRAMEWORK PLAN
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It is somewhat telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ
policy, which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past
two years, you have refused to consider the non-industrial alternatives and refused to implement a
Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of
emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

2



As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider these alternatives and non-
industrial uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau and positive mark on the community.

Sincerely,

John Lyell
92508
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From: John Viafora <jrviafora@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 4:35 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it
did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an
empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted
years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting
in July 2025.

I ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project
plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings
hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
John Viafora

Indigo point 92508, Orange Crest

Sent from my iPhone
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From: mkymsecltr <mkymsecltr@aol.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 6:16 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper
Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits
are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it
ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are
trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy,
which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past
two years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community
Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails.
Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-
industrial uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

John W. Hagmann,
Mission Grove, 92506

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone



Cindy Camargo

From: Josie Sosa <josie.sosa@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 8:23 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper
Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits
are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it
ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are
trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard.

[tis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy,
which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past
two years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community
Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails.
Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-
industrial uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Josie Sosa
92508

Josie Sosa
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From: K Doty <dkdoty2@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 2:25 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR} as it
did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project. Many people have expressed their concern about this
project, submitted public record comments and asked for alternative uses of the land.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an
empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted
years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting
in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project
plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings
hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Kristy Doty
92508

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Lenora Mitchell <rageturner@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 8:51 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it
did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an
empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted
years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting
in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project
plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings
hollow. Literally selling our health for financial gain is not being civically engaged.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau. Warehouses on that land are not inevitable and | believe March JPA can do better.
You have the resources to do better for the community. Please reach down deep and do better.

Sincerely,

Lenora Mitchell
92508



Cindy Camargo_

From: Linda Tingly <linda.tingley@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 6:39 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it
did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an
empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted
years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting
in July 2025.

I ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project
plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings
hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
Linda Rivera

92508

Sent from my iPhone



Cindy Camargo
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From: Linda Tingly <linda.tingley@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 6:40 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it
did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304}, a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (E}) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an
empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted
years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting
in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project
plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings
hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
Blanca Rivera

92508

Sent from my iPhone



Cindy Camargo

From: John Alfred <jandlalfred@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Saturday, January 6, 2024 9:02 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it
did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project. The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your
justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart
before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which
you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025. | ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full
CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you've
completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard. It is telling that you
propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed without
community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of
signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow. As
the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider aiternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau.

***Let me highlight my personal concerns: | have lived in Riverside most of my life (60+ years) as has my
husband (~62 years.) My father was born in Riverside, and his father was born in Riverside. | very much care
about this community and its wellbeing. Reasonable, thoughtful consideration should be top priority before
allowing enormous projects that will adversely impact this city and it's neighborhoods. | am deeply concerned
about this project and the added large truck traffic, pollution, and noise it will add to our busy city. It will destroy
Riverside's pleasant livability in a popular residential area. Again, we ask you to please consider alternative, non-
industrial uses for West Campus Upper Plateau. Do not ignore the community outcry against the current plan.

Sincerely,

Lisa Alfred,
92504



Cindy Camargo

From: Luis Rodriguez <byr2104@hotmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 11:02 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it
did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304}, a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an
empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted
years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting
in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project
plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings
hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Luis Rodriguez
Orangecrest 92508



Cindy Camargo

=——
From: Mark Calhoun <mcalhoun@orepac.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 8:25 AM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper
Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits
are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it
ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are
trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy,
which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past
two years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community
Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails.
Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-
industrial uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

| ask you to please think through this. My backyard faces where this is supposed to be built and
we utilize that area constantly for hiking and riding our bikes. | purchased my home because of
this location and am hoping that it will not be ruined with warehouses.

Sincerely,

Mark Calhoun
92508
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Cindy Camargo
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From: Mary Peters <mariolivas@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 8:40 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it
did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an
empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted
years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting
in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project
plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings
hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Mary Peters
92508

Sent from my iPhone



Cindy Camargo

——
From: matt silveous <mattsilveous1812@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 9:11 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper
Plateau (SCH 2021110304}, a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits
are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it
ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are
trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy,
which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past
two years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community
Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails.
Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-
industrial uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

matt Silveous
92508



Cindy Camargo
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From: Melissa Suarez <melissaims@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 5:18 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR), as it did not make meaningful
substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), which as you should already know, is
an extremely unpopular and environmentally harmful project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits into this are
clearly an empty meaningless ritual meant to check a box so you can say you did your job. This EJ policy shoud|
have been drafted years before thee project started, not at the same time as an in-process project you are trying
to push through before the JPA sunsets in July 2025.

| request that you submit the EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the
current project plan still meets its standard. My guess is that it will not.

It is very telling that you proposed no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, somehow fits the existing plan. Doesn’t seem to be on the up and up to
me.

For the past two years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and flat out refused a Community
Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. You claim to

value “civic engagement” but that has yet to be shown. Your EJ policy and how it was done, show the opposite.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Melissa Suarez
Orangecrest 92508



Cindy Camargo
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From: Michael & Margie Bayarsky <mmbay5@verizon.net>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 9:17 AM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks, As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the
West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally
detrimental project. The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for
how the project fits are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart
before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-
process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025. | ask that you
submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the
current project plan meets its standard. Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in
the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed without community input,
miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in
your EJ policy rings hollow. As the community has asked continually for over a year, please
consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Sincerely, <name>
<zip code>



Cindy Camargo

— —
From: Michael Cook <m.cook@verizon.net>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 2:58 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

My wife and | have lived in the Orangecrest area since 1991 when we bought our new home and
raised our three children.

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper
Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project. The
addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it
ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are
trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025. | ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full
CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the process is complete.
Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard. It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new
EJ policy, which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For
the past two years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a
Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and
thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow. As
the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial
uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
Michael & Sandra Cook 92508



Cindy Camargo
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From: Mike Cachat <mikecachey@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 10:10 AM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member and business owner in Riverside, | am very disappointed in the
Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive
changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits
are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it
ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are
trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| also am surprised that the charter to provide trails Is not more important and | really don’t
consider the tiny amount of green space around the complex counts as trails. I’m a mountain
biker and my 100 employees and hundreds of customers mountain bike on those trails and they
are very important to my business. Please keep the area as trails that we can actually use.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy,
which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past
two years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community
Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails.
Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-
industrial uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Mike Cachat
92507



Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghausa No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,
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Cindy Camargo

—
From: Peter Pettis <pettis.peter@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 8:13 AM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it
did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an
empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted
years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting
in July 2025.

I ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project
plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings
hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Pete Pettis
92508



Cindy Camargo
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From: Randy Lindegard <rdi50@verizon.net>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 11:.03 AM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks, As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the
West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally
detrimental project. The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications
for how the project fits are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the
“cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an
in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025. | ask
that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’'ve completed that process should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard. It is telling that you propose no
substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have
never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite
of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value
“civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow. As the community has asked continually for
over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West Campus Upper
Plateau. Sincerely,

Randall Lindegard
20769 Freeport Dr
Riverside CA 92508



Cindy Camargo
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From: Shirley <fungyinandjoseph@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 10:23 AM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper
Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits
are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it
ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are
trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard.

[tis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy,
which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past
two years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community
Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signhatures, and thousands of emails.
Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-
industrial uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Raymond Or
CA 92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Steven Balmer <sjgbalmer@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 8:47 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of sighatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Steve Balmer
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Steven Haas <stevenghaas@me.com>

Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 3:10 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ} policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ pollcy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Steven Haas, 92506



Nina Schumacher

From: Steven McElroy <steven.mcelroy.esq@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 11:32 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304}, a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard. :

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,

and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Steven McElroy
92508

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: KELLEY PAGE <kpage68684@verizon.net>

Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 10:14 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a concerned community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as
it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304}, a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,

and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau. Our community deserved better.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Page
92508

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Tia Ballesteros <tiaballesteros13@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 8:57 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing to urge you to listen to the neighbors concerns. As a community member, | am disappointed
in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive
changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally
detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miracutously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Tia Ballesteros
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Veronica Juarez <vjuarez0326@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 2:46 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project. A project that would
negatively and directly impact my family and community.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard. Doesn’t that make more sense?

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Please take the people living in this community into consideration
when making your decisions.

Sincerely,
Veronica Juarez

Orangecrest
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: William Landa <wisaiahlanda@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 2:32 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as itdid not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of sighatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

William Landa
92518



Nina Schumacher

From: Linda Tingly <iinda.tingley@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 6:38 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the.
Linda Tingley Rivera
92508

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: christine martin <cmcelsemartin@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, January 6, 2024 6:51 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental tmpact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

My life in Riverside has spanned 6 decades. It's been a wonderful place to grow and thrive. As a

retired educator, | continue to be dedicated to this city working for and hoping for its continued growth as
a place for all people who live here to flourish. As a community member, | am disappointed in the
Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive
changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally
detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental lustice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Christine Martin
92506



Nina Schumacher

From: david doty <animal.adventure.army@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, January 6, 2024 12:20 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
David Doty
92508

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Estevan Gonzalez <egonzalez3296@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, January 6, 2024 12:27 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Estevan J Gonzalez
92507



Nina Schumacher

From: FRANK ERDODI <honiebun2k@aol.com>

Sent: Saturday, January 6, 2024 6:08 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse”, as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you’'ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,

and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Frank and Michelle Erdodi
92508

Sent from my iPad



Nina Schumacher

From: John Alfred <jandlalfred@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Saturday, January 6, 2024 9:02 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project. The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how
the project fits are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before
sunsetting in July 2025. | ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a
warehouse moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the
current project plan meets its standard. It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the
new EJ policy, which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years,
you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent
requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy
rings hollow. As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for
the West Campus Upper Plateau.

***[ et me highlight my personal concerns: | have lived in Riverside most of my life (60+ years) as has my husband (~62
years.) My father was born in Riverside, and his father was born in Riverside. | very much care about this community and
its wellbeing. Reasonable, thoughtful consideration should be top priority before allowing enormous projects that will
adversely impact this city and it's neighborhoods. | am deeply concerned about this project and the added large truck
traffic, pollution, and noise it will add to our busy city. It will destroy Riverside's pleasant livability in a popular residential
area. Again, we ask you to please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for West Campus Upper Plateau. Do not
ignore the community outcry against the current plan.

Sincerely,

Lisa Alfred,
92504



Nina Schumacher

From: Molly Brooke Becker <mmbrooke@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, January 6, 2024 8:03 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

My family and | have lived in Canyon Crest in Riverside for 8 years. One of the main reasons we chose this
area was because of the access to the beautiful Sycamore Canyon and the ability to bike to work. We
have been so disappointed to see the developments going on around the park which harm the preserves
both aesthetically and ecologically. Our youngest son has now developed asthma due to the local poor
air quality. We want to see Riverside developed responsibly with the future of our children in mind and
we are strongly opposed to the proposed warehouse expansion project.

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit the EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Molly Brooke Becker
92506



Nina Schumacher

From: nancy riverbendcommons.org <nancy@riverbendcommons.org>

Sent: Saturday, January 6, 2024 9:17 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Nancy Ward
92504



Nina Schumacher

From: Abdallah Karim <akarim23@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 7, 2024 10:21 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304}, a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Abdallah Karim
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: peasleeamber <peasleeamber@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 7, 2024 8:03 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Amber Peaslee
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Erin Conlisk <erin.conlisk@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 7, 2024 8:05 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am a community member who frequently visits a gym near the West Campus Upper Plateau. At the
gym, | have acquaintances within the logistics industry (specifically Amazon) that complain about the
pay, conditions, and upward mobility of their jobs. As such, | have followed the progress of the
development of the West Campus Upper Plateau.

| am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not make
meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project. For example, it seems silly to think that small strips
of natural land on the border of the development would serve as a reasonable conservation easement.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025. | can tell you now, from personal experience, that the logistics
industry has not treated the people | know well. Why would | have faith it would treat the broader
community justly?

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow. True EJ requires co-production with the community.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
Erin Conlisk
92506



Nina Schumacher

From: jenna pontious <jennapbird@icloud.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 7, 2024 12:15 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

<name>
<zip code>

Jenna Pontious She/Hers

C is for Cookie
Sent from my iPad



Nina Schumacher

From: Lindsay Barnes <barnes.lindsayrae@yahoo.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 7, 2024 10:31 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks ‘

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as
it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a
highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

As a parent raising my children in Riverside the negative health impacts of even more truck traffic in our city as
a result of more warehousing is a major concern. The push, against the wishes of the community, to put in a
project that would further increase truck traffic, especially directly adjacent to residential areas, is
unacceptable. Furthermore, we should be aiming to diversify our economic base, not doubling down on an
industry that harms our environment while offering mostly low-wage, high-injury jobs.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly
an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been
drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before
sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current
project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent
requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your
EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau. We want better for our community as a whole.

Sincerely,
Lindsay Barnes
92506



Nina Schumacher

From: Mary Viafora <mlviafora@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 7, 2024 1:24 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse”, as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau. Please consider the families, especially those with young children, and how the project you are
proposing will impact their health. If this was your family would you want them surrounded by warehouses and the
implications that come with that for years to come, | don’t think so!

Sincerely,

Mary Viafora
92508

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: MJ Rivera <milo.rivera21052@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 7, 2024 3:54 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits is
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit the EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board despite
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings holtow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Milo Rivera

92508



Nina Schumacher

From: phuddie104 <phuddle104@charter.net>

Sent: Sunday, January 7, 2024 1:54 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

My name is Patty Huddleston and | live in the Mission Grove community. As a community member, | am disappointed in
the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the
West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-

industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value %

Sincerely,

Patty Huddleston



Nina Schumacher

From: Richard Stalder <xcoachrs@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Sunday, January 7, 2024 9:22 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely
Richard Stalder>
92506

Sent from my iPad



Nina Schumacher

From: Brian Barnes <bkbdrummer@aol.com>

Sent: Monday, January 8, 2024 4:39 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as
it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a
highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly
an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been
drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before
sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current
project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent
requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your
EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.
Sincerely,

Brian Barnes
92506



Nina Schumacher

From: Brian Wardle <wardleb@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 8, 2024 9:57 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of sighatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
Brian Wardle

Orangecrest Neighborhood
92508 '



Nina Schumacher

From: Cindy <clchiek@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 8, 2024 9:25 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Cindy Chiek
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: David Quirarte <davidquira14455@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 8, 2024 5:05 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

I ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
David Quirarte

92507



Nina Schumacher

From: Elizabeth Iribe <elizabeth.iribe@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 8, 2024 6:59 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of sighatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely, _

Elizabeth iribe, LMFT, Psy. D.
Psych Social Worker



Nina Schumacher

From: Erin A Lehman <Erin.A.Lehman@kp.org>

Sent: Monday, January 8, 2024 9:42 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, who is a third generation resident of Riverside, an active runner, hiker and
community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as
it did not make any meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), which continues to be a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

| see our outdoor areas shrinking, the air quality diminishing, and endure all of the negative impacts that
come to increasing volumes of large trucks on our roads that continue to congest our ability to travel in
our community and rapidly wear down our roads.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

There have been no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which was
developed without community input somehow fits the existing plan.

L]
Itis nothing less than insulting to continue to endure this authoritative approach toward our community
and what we residents actually want and need.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Erin Lehman
92506

NOTICE TO RECIPIENT: If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, you are prohibited from sharing, copying, or otherwise using or disclosing
its contents. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately by reply e-mail and permanently delete this e-mail and any
attachments without reading, forwarding or saving them. v.173.295 Thank you.



Nina Schumacher

From: Esmeralda Montes <emts.deo@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 8, 2024 4:17 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

At the first Environmental Justice Plan Workshop, community members were only given 10 minutes to
review the over 50 detailed policies — many of which couldn’t be applied to this project — and were
asked to choose which were most important. This workshop appeared rushed and has confirmed to
many neighbors that the committee overseeing this project is not taking the proper time to effectively
analyze the harm that an industrial project will have on those living in the disadvantaged communities
(seenin the Exhibit 7-1 in the new EJ General Plan).

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
Esmeralda M 92553



Nina Schumacher

From: Faith Mata <fmata@jensonusa.com>

Sent: Monday, January 8, 2024 4:40 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” i

I have been riding and hiking these trails for years. There are so few mountain bike and hiking trails locally in comparison
to all our surrounding counties and you want to remove what little we have left?! We are literally surrounded by
warehouses everywhere we turn...we do not NEED or WANT any more! We do not want to be another Fontana! The air
pollution locally is among the worst in the United States! The amount of semi truck traffic locally is horrendous as well.
There are literally thousands of other places to build warehouses without taking away the few trails we have remaining.
It's bad enough we've already lost about 50 acres worth of land and trails across the street at Sycamore to greedy
developers just for another awful warehouse to be buiit! Have some consideration for what the community wants!
Because it certainly isn’t hideous, grossly polluting and ugly warehouses in their backyards! None of us wants these
warehouses here.

Sincerely,
Faith J. Mata

5] : [1: Faith Mata
STORE ASSOCIATE |
0. 19513002877
e. fmata@jensonusa.com | w. JensonUSA.com
1615 Eastridge Ave. Riverside, CA 92507
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Nina Schumacher

From: Michele Muehls <michelebello@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 8, 2024 3:28 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

Thank you for taking the time to read this. It means a great deal to myself and my family.

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR} as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304}, a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet E) element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-

industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
Michele Bello Muehls

Hawarden, 92506

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Nicolette Rohr <nicolette.rohr@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 8, 2024 11:09 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Nicolette Rohr
92506



Nina Schumacher

From: Patrick Traylor <ptraylor@jensonusa.com>

Sent: Monday, January 8, 2024 4:44 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as
it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a
highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly
an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been
drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before
sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current
project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy
rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau. This area can provide much more to the community than just empty warehouses
that plague this area, as it sits on a plateau with 360 degree view of the surrounding area. This is an asset that
would be wasted in its current plan. | feel sorrow for those in the community that are immediately impacted by
this project. The Mission Grove area is a thriving Southern California community, and this does nothing to
support it. An industrial plan is not the answer for this land.

Sincerely,

Patrick Traylor
92504

. : | Patrick Traylor
' " Replenishmeant Manager
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1615 Eastridge Ave. Riverside, CA 92507
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Nina Schumacher

From: Ryan Pezer <ryanpezer@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 8, 2024 5:30 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper
Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

| use the proposed area to ride my mountain bike as a means to clear the mental toll we all face each and
every day. |'d prefer not to ride my bicycle on the roadways as there are far more dangers of moving
vehicles, etc.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project
fits are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the
horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process
project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a
warehouse moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that
process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ
policy, which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For
the past two years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a
Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and
thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-
industrial uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Ryan Pezer
92501



Nina Schumacher

From: Senanu Pearson <senanu.pearson@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 8, 2024 12:09 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| was disappointed to see that despite the inadequacy of the environmental impact report regarding the West Campus
Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), the recirculated draft contains largely the same language and the same inadequacies.
The cecirculated draft still does not address the concerns of community members, whose lives will be directly impacted
by this environmentally costly project.

Although | am pleased to see that an environmental justice component has been included, this component needs to go
through the full CEQA process to determine whether the current plan meets its standard.

Throughout this process, | have been disappointed that only industrial uses of this land have been seriously considered.
The land, located in a residential community, should be used to enhance the community, not be bulldozed.

Sincerely,

Senanu Spring-Pearson
Riverside, CA 92506



Nina Schumacher

From: David Drexler <drxman@att.net>

Sent: Tuesday, January 9, 2024 2:31 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks, As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a
highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project. The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your
justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the
horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to
push through before sunsetting in July 2025. | ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you
implement a warehouse moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard. It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR
yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the
past two years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite
of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your
EJ policy rings hollow. As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial
uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Sincerely,



Nina Schumacher

From: Laila D. <contactlailanow@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 9, 2024 8:53 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse," as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Laila Derak
92882



Nina Schumacher

From: Scott McLean <smclean@jensonusa.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 9, 2024 8:42 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought
to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to
push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy,
which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two
years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory
Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims
to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial
uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Scott McLean
91362

= . 1, Scott McLean
' " Gear Advisor
0. 951-234-7554 ext *213

1615 Eastridge Ave. Riverside, CA 92507
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Nina Schumacher

From: TUESDAY MORGAN <themor@sbcgiobal.net>

Sent: Tuesday, January 9, 2024 1:29 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper
Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project
fits are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the
horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process
project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit the EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a
warehouse moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process
should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ
policy, which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the
past two years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community
Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of
emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-
industrial uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
Tuesday Ramunni

Orangecrest Community Homeowner since 2009
29708



Nina Schumacher

From: Annabelle Porter <belleporter@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2024 12:04 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as
it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a
highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly
an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been
drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before
sunsetting in July 2025.

I ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current
project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent
requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your
EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Annabelle Porter
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Gabriella Zlaket <gzlaket@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2024 10:43 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

Good evening. As a community member, | am very disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,

and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau. Thank you for your time and attention to my request.

Sincerely,

Gabriella Zlaket
92508

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: jmvtec <jmvtec@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2024 9:54 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

James Mysliwiec
20672 Iris Canyon Rd
Riverside. CA 92508
702-281-8375



Nina Schumacher

From: Jeanette <jeanettezsharpe@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2024 5:42 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

Please take the time to listen to our community of concerned and informed citizens. My family lives
adjacent to the fields proposed for the Grove Warehouses. We have an invested interest in what’s
happening in our community, our neighborhood. Besides increased pollution, traffic, noise - am | not
able to keep my windows open at night for fear of hearing “warehouse noise such as beeping of forklifts,
the humming of trucks” and so forth, in addition to the degradation of what was preserved nature fields,
our homes and property will now devalue. As such, please consider the following.

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Jeanette Sharpe

Agapanthus Court, 92508

*Grove Community neighborhood backing to the fields for the proposed warehouses



Nina Schumacher

From: KELLY WRIGHTSTONE <kellywrightstone@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2024 11:16 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft Environmental
Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit the EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

We purchased our home here in 2000 when the base was still active and NO plans where ever to be
warehouses. We bought for the open fields and space. Not to be surrounded by concrete buildings and
traffic that is polluting our lungs and environment. We moved out this way to have less traffic and
nature. You are ruining all of that.

Sincerely,

Kelly Wrightstone

92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Trish Welbourne <twelbournewhite@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2024 5:36 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

Our lives will forever be affected for the worse. As a community member, | am disappointed in the
Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive
changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally
detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau. This impacts our way of living, the added traffic and pollution will
affect our lives in a hegative way.

Sincerely,

Patricia Welbourne
92508

Trish
Volunteer Adoption Coordinator



Nina Schumacher

From: Steve Domingues <stevedomingues24@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2024 2:36 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: West Campus Upper Plateau Project

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| work over in Rlverside by Sycamore Canyon. | have worked there for 3 years. | ride there with co
workers and business clients.

As community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as
it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a
highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly
an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been
drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before
sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current
project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent
requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your
EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Steve Domingues
92507



Nina Schumacher

From: Arianna Thornton <ariannagray@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2024 4:22 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmenta!l Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As community members, we are disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

We ask that you submit the EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Tim and Arianna Thornton
92508

Get Outlook for Android



Nina Schumacher

From: Allison Shelton <allisonkshelton@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2024 2:54 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project. The addition of an
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty ritual
meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years
ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting
inJuly 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard. It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the
REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed without community input, miraculously fits
the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and
refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and
thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow. As the
community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

On a personal note, my family uses this space for family bike outings, | use it daily for hikes, the MLK
cross country team uses the trails for training. Our community does not need more industrial spaces, we
need the green spaces we have.

Sincerely,

Allison Shelton

Orange Crest community member
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Elias Valencia <eliasvalencia2 1@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 2:12 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial
uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau such as dedicated hiking and biking trails and parks that
would beautify this area and bring the community together. More warehouses would only worsen our
air quality and further clog our already busy freeways.

Sincerely,

Elias Valencia
Mission Grove Resident



Nina Schumacher

From: Michael Hampton <hampton2005@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 1:56 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

| have ridden the trails on this property for years and it will be very sad to see them removed. | ride there
most weekends with a lot of other mountain bike riders and we have very few other local places to ride.
We have more than our share of warehouses in the area already. We don't need more of them.

Sincerely,
Michael Hampton
92506



Nina Schumacher

From: CHRISTINE MARTIN <timnchrismartin@aol.com>

Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 2:31 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice {EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

I ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Tim Martin
92506



Nina Schumacher

From: Carlos LLiguin <malinalli_1997 @yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 8:28 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Cc: Carlos LLiguin ;

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Ciearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Carlos Lliguin
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Russell, Gregory <Gregory.Russell@rccd.edu>

Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 12:35 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304}, a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit the EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Gregory Russell
92506

Gregory Russell, Ph.D.

Associate Professor, Life Sciences
Riverside City College

951-222-8926

gregory.russell@rccd.edu
https://rccd-edu.zoom.us/my/gregrussell



Nina Schumacher

From: jmccsilver@aol.com

Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 5:42 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Support for development

| support development and utilization per the plans submitted and reviewed. Keep up the good
work. John McCalley, it41 Millpond pl., Riverside, Ca
Sent from AOL on Android



Nina Schumacher

From: Michael Kaudze <kaudze@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 7:20 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as
it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a
highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits is clearly
an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse”, as it ought to have been
drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before
sunsetting in July 2025.

[ ask that you submit the E] element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current
project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new E] policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have
never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent
requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your E]
policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for
the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Michael Kaudze
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Michael Kaudze <kaudze@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 7:20 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, [ am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as
it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a
highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (E]) policy and your justifications for how the project fits is clearly
an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been
drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before
sunsetting in July 2025.

[ ask that you submit the EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current
project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have
never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent
requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your E]J
policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for
the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Michael Kaudze
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Suzanne Pearson <suzsir@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 11:43 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, REcirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report State Clearinghouse No 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as
it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a
highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly
an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been
drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before
sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit the EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current
project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests,
thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy
rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau and leave some open space for families to enjoy.

Thank you for your time,

Suzanne Pearson
Dayton Street, 92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Ajay Shah <ajayatsc@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, January 12, 2024 8:05 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Ajay shah
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Dwight Woodward <thewoodward5@ymail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 12, 2024 8:53 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” i

Dwight Woodward



Nina Schumacher

From: USC <ebcarvaj@usc.edu>

Sent: Friday, January 12, 2024 8:44 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau
(SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought
to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to
push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy,
which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two
years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory
Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims
to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial
uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.



Sincerely,
Everardo Carvajal

92501



Nina Schumacher

From: Fernando Jose <fj041018@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 12, 2024 8:08 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as
it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a
highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly
an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been
drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before
sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current
project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent
requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your
EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau. No more warehouses. The community deserves better!

Sincerely,
Fernando Jose
92501



Nina Schumacher

From: Generation MTB <admin@generationmtb.org>

Sent: Friday, January 12, 2024 8:41 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of sighatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.



Nina Schumacher

From: Juan Zarate <juzara714@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, January 12, 2024 9:30 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau
(SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought
to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to
push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy,
which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two
years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory
Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims
to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial
uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

-Juan Zarate

20608 Stony Brook Cir.
Riverside CA, 92508
951-322-8017



Nina Schumacher

From: MTB Raging <craigatchison@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 12, 2024 10:03 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental
Impact Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the
West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how
the project fits are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is
the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the
same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before
sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you
implement a warehouse moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you've
completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the
new EJ policy, which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the
existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-industrial
alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent
requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value
“civic engagement” i

Keep the open land available, there is plenty of 60,000 sqft buildings out here.
Sincerely,

Craig Atchison
8304 Atlanta Ave, Huntington Beach, CA 92646



Nina Schumacher

From: MTB Raging <craigatchison@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 12, 2024 10:00 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as anin- process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” i



Nina Schumacher

From: Riley Angels <rileyangels16@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 12, 2024 8:56 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice {(EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in Juty 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial
uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Riley Angels
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Huff, Tonya <Tonya.Huff@rcc.edu>

Sent: Friday, January 12, 2024 3:23 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

My name is Tonya Huff and I’m a professor of biology and environmental science at RCC. | have lived in
the Riverside area for the past 15 years. As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated
Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West
Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial
uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
Tonya Huff
92509

Sent from my iPad



Nina Schumacher

From: Alejandra Dubcovsky <adubcovskyj@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, January 13, 2024 3:31 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am Alejandra. | have lived in Riverside since 2016, and work at the University as does my husband. My
children attend RUSD, and we generally love living here.

But | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not make
meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial
uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Alejandra Joseph
92506



Nina Schumacher

From: Ben Guillen <ben.guillend@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, January 13, 2024 4:23 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit that EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

[tis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement”

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Ben Guillen

92882



Nina Schumacher

From: Robledo Maintenance <robledomaintenance@icloud.com>

Sent: Saturday, January 13, 2024 6:46 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304}, a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” i

Respectfully,
George Robledo
M: 951-796-2743

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: George Robledo <specializedchicano@icloud.com>

Sent: Saturday, January 13, 2024 6:45 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a very concerned community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR}) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial aiternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” i

Respectfully,
George Robledo
M: 951-796-2743

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Jorge Robledo <jorge_robledo@icloud.com>

Sent: Saturday, January 13, 2024 6:47 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearty an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” i

Respectfully,
George Robledo
M: 951-796-2743

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: John Ramirez <mavonyour6@icloud.com>
Sent: Saturday, January 13, 2024 12:16 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Sycamore canyon

To: fairbanks@marchjpa.com
Bcec: rivnowgroup@gmail.com

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau
(SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought
to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to
push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy,
which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two
years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory
Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims
to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.



As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial
uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

My name is John Ramirez and I’ve been a local to the SoCal mountain bike community since | was just
barley going into highschool| am now 21 and have been able to ride with amazing people and make
connections in this wonderful community and | would hate to see such a place like sycamore canyon be
lost by warehouses.

Sincerely,

John Ramirez
92336



Nina Schumacher

From: Mario Salgado <mariosalgado2@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, January 13, 2024 4:03 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Save Sycamore

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

I ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
Mario Salgado
Orangecrest Resident



Sent from Yahoo Mail - Shop Smart, Shop Organized



Nina Schumacher

From: Milton Solorzano <milton.solorzano@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, January 13, 2024 12:43 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial
uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Milton Solorzano

92563



Nina Schumacher

From: Nicholson Ryan <nryan6638@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, January 13, 2024 11:51 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

I am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

I suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on
any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project
aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic
engagement and environmental justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Nick Ryan

92504



Nina Schumacher

From: Robledo Maintenance <robledomaintenance@icloud.com>

Sent: Saturday, January 13, 2024 6:46 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” i

Respectfully,
George Robledo
M: 951-796-2743

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Bobby Vacco <bobbyvacco@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, January 13, 2024 11:31 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any
warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project
aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic
engagement and environmental justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Bobby Vacco

92882



Nina Schumacher

From: Aaron Bernstein <aaronbernstein1992@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 8:27 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks, )

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Aaron Bernstein

92324

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Aaron Oceanside <aaronpeterson123@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 1:32 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on
any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project
aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic
engagement and environmental justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Aaron Peterson

92081



Nina Schumacher

From: Alex Allred <alexstewartallred@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 7:26 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

I suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on
any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project
aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic
engagement and environmental justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Alex Allred

91765



Nina Schumacher

From: Roldan gaming <angelzacatecas12@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 10:38 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Angel Roldan

92253

Ive been living here in Moreno Valley for 18 years and | just started riding my bike again. And now I’'m constantly riding
my mountain bike and | absolutely love the trails that are the on the left side on sycamore. And | know lots of other
people enjoy spending their time riding and walking the trails through out sycamore. | love sycamore because it is really
close to home and the trails are just so good to ride on and many other people feel the same way.



Nina Schumacher

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

Anthony Jones <antjones0201@yahoo.com>

Sunday, January 14, 2024 5:26 PM

Dan Fairbanks

Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental

justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.

Sincerely,

Anthony Jones
92392

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Anthony Zini <tonyzini@icloud.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 5:29 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Jake

92605

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Christopher Manivong <cmanivong@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 10:17 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

[ am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on
any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project
aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic
engagement and environmental justice.

Even though | live far away, | have made my way to this location and have joined and befriend many
within this community who call this landmark their home. There are generations of new or old riders that
are being added to the community daily and should have a chance to continue.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.

Sincerely,

Christopher Manivong
91706



Nina Schumacher

From: Dane McCants <danemccants328@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 11:44 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmentatl Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental

justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Dane McCants

91773



Nina Schumacher

From: DeAmadja Dennis <dedennis12@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 5:45 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Subject: Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on
any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the
project aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to
civic engagement and environmental justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.

Thank you for your time,
DeAmadja Dennis

92504



Nina Schumacher

From: trujillodebora <trujillodebora@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 10:34 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

I am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on
any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project
aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic
engagement and environmental justice.

Please, don't take away this special place that brings so much joy to the mtb community. It's more than
just a place to bike, it allows people to come together and form friendships. This is the place where | met
Johanna an mtb rider. Who | now consider a really good, close friend. It's also a great place to learn. It
allows us to practice and perfect our skill for the sport we love! Please don't take away our school.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

debora trujillo

91748

Sent from my T-Mobhile 5G Device



Nina Schumacher

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

Ethan Ortega <ortegae0515@gmail.com>

Sunday, January 14, 2024 9:33 PM

Dan Fairbanks

Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

I am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on
any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the
project aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to
civic engagement and environmental justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.

-Ethan Ortega



Nina Schumacher

From: Frank Ramirez <frank@krakenins.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 3:26 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any
warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project
aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic
engagement and environmental justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.

Sincerely,

Frank Ramirez
Kraken Insurance Services

92584
=




Nina Schumacher

From: ‘ Jaime Tatenco <jaimetatenco@yahoo.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 4:42 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

This territory is an opportunity for the community to come together and escape everyday life. Having
a place to run, cycle, and walk with family is important as it serves as a way to bring all of us
together.

Thanks,

Jaime Tatenco

Field Service Tech | Captiveaire
P: 323-633-3488
jaime.tatenco@captiveaire.com
business P: 760-290-1271



Nina Schumacher

From: Janette Aragon <jabaskets@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 10:53 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

I am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on
any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project
aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic
engagement and environmental justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Janette Aragon

91786

Janette Aragon



Nina Schumacher

From: Jose Pineda <jose@riversidereo1.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 2:29 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, 1 am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” i

Get Outlook for iOS



Nina Schumacher

From: Keri Davis <keripdavis@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 12:51 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project {State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

I suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Keri

92371

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Kristen Lane <lane.kristen@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 1:07 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental

justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Kristen Lane

92805

Sent from my iPad



Nina Schumacher

From: Marc Duron <marcduron93@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 5:56 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,
| Marc Duron 92505

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” i



Nina Schumacher

From: Michael Burt <mdburt94@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 5:42 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks
Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Michael Burt

91761

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Heinrich Paul Pastor <heinrichpaulpastor@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 1:34 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement”.

Blessings,

Paul Pastor
Riverisde CA



Nina Schumacher

From: Richard Gate <richard@951bikes.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 2:48 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Cc: rivnowgroup@gmail.com

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any
warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project
aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic

engagement and environmental justice.

It has also not escaped notice by the community that the industrial parks already built are far from full.
Many of these are still empty in this area and we fail to see why we need more.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,
Richard Gate

951 Bikes
Moreno Valley



Nina Schumacher

From: Robert Sanderson <rrbrtsndr@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 12:41 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental

justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Robert sanderson

92503

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Victor Reyes <reye.sv1899@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 10:45 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy. | suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process
and recommend a pause on any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach
would ensure that the project aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic
engagement and environmental justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Victor Reyes
92555



Nina Schumacher

From: Brendon Allen <brendonmallen@icloud.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 5:57 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ} policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Brendon Allen

91786



Nina Schumacher

From: Chris Kasey <knuckledragger30@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 8:26 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

I am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Christian Kasey

95062

Chris Kasey

(831) 234-7772

1287 Brommer St.
Santa Cruz, CA 95062



Nina Schumacher

From: Damon Monticello <dmonticello@jensonusa.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 8:00 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a
highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy ought to have been drafted years ago, not at
the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July
2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

There is a vibrant community of hikers and bikers that use this land. Please consider the opportunity cost
of developing it into warehouses.

Sincerely,

Damon Monticello
92507

Damon Monticello
Jenson USA Warranty
dmonticello@jensonusa.com



, Damon Monticello

[x]
—

0. 19513002949
e. dmonticello@jensonusa.com | w. JensonUSA.com
1615 Eastridge Ave. Riverside, CA 92507

T Emm—




Nina Schumacher

From: erik ramirez <eramirez1312@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 8:00 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on
any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project
aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic
engagement and environmental justice

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Erik Ramirez

92583



Nina Schumacher

From: Gared Lin <gared.lin25@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 8:12 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on
any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project
aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Th
community loves the preserve and it has so many use cases that benefit the general public. | really hope
this does not go through

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Gared Lin

92354



Nina Schumacher

From: George Fickett <gefiv23@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 9:01 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

George fickett

92399

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: George Robledo <specializedchicano@icloud.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 11:17 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304}, a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

[ ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you've compieted that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” i

Respectfully,
George Robledo
M: 951-796-2743

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Greg Renne <gregrenne@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 10:58 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as
it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a
highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly
an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been
drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before
sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current
project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent
requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your
EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Greg Renne
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Guillermo Trujillo <guillermohvac@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 7:36 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on
any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the
project aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to
civic engagement and environmental justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.

Sincerely

Guillermo Trujillo

91748



Nina Schumacher

From: hollywoodae86 <hollywoodae86@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 7:06 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Daniel cuevas

91106

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Joel Macias <joelmacias31@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 7:09 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

I am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Joel macias

92336

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Justin Vergason <justinvergason@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 8:18 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks, | am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper
Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially
concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy. | suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the
CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse developments until this review is complete.
This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's needs and environmental
standards. Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper
Plateau. Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine
commitment to civic engagement and environmental justice. Thank you for considering my views on this
important matter. Sincerely, Justin Vergason 92056



Nina Schumacher

From: Matthew Muzzy <moutainmisfits1991@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 8:05 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on
any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project
aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic
engagement and environmental justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Matthew Muzzy

91786



Nina Schumacher

From: Mike Savicky <msavicky@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 5:47 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice {EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Mike savicky

92883



Nina Schumacher

From: Sabrina Walsberg <sabrina.walsberg@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 7:46 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Sabrina Walsberg

92563



Nina Schumacher

From: Sean Donovan <sdonovan91@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 9:39 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on
any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project
aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic
engagement and environmental justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Sean Donovan

92883



Nina Schumacher

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

Shiloh Sanders <sanders.shiloh@gmail.com>

Monday, January 15, 2024 9:41 AM

Dan Fairbanks

Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the E} element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental

justice,

We want to protect this land for the community! Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.

Sincerely,
Shiloh Sanders
92083



Nina Schumacher

From: SO. CAL SHREDDER <derricksartain@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 8:15 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

I suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on
any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project
aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic
engagement and environmental justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Derrick Sartain

92335



Nina Schumacher

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

Sterling <motomartin613@gmail.com>

Monday, January 15, 2024 11:50 PM

Dan Fairbanks

Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on
any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the
project aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to
civic engagement and environmental justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.

Sincerely,
Sterling Martin

92506



Nina Schumacher

From: Taylor Spinogatti <tspinogatti@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 9:18 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on
any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project
aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic
engagement and environmental justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Taylor Spinogatti

92882



Nina Schumacher

From: Preston Jordan Jr. <preston205@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 15, 2024 2:35 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

Itis amazing to me how Sycamore Canyon has quickly turned from a wonderful place to hike and ride a
bike in peace to a mowed down place to add EVEN MORE warehouses. The side of Sycamore across
from Ammo Dump has already been considerably knocked and shifted from what was a nice, peaceful
area to be outside to another warehouse... WONDERFUL. | understand that we don’t own this land, but it
is incredibly sad to see that business/money has become the driving force behind all of these
unfortunate changes. | used to see tons of people, including an elderly man with his dogs and another
elderly couple spend time in Sycamore, but since the development of this recent warehouse by the self-
storage place, | haven’t seen them since. It is now looking like the ammo dump side is going to follow
suit... how ridiculously sad.

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did hot make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau
(SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of sighatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Preston Jordan Jr.



92507



Nina Schumacher

From: Devon Hauser <hause009@cougars.csusm.edu>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 4:49 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental

justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Devon Hauser

92882

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Aaron Solis <aaronpharmd27@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 5:.02 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Aaron Solis

92507

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Al Serna <alserna09@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 6:54 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Al Serna

92508

Al Serna



Nina Schumacher

From: Andrea Wood <andrea.wood@ucr.edu>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 7:58 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of sighatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau. This project would impact an important outdoor recreation area for
the surrounding community. Personally, | recreate on or near this area several times a month and
witness a vast amount of wildlife during my hikes and rides. The Inland Empire as a whole has too many
industrial parks that are just eye sores and do nothing to give back directly to the citizens of Riverside.
Please make provisions in this plan that consider what the citizens want and need rather than give in to
the easiest revenue stream. Please act now before removing one of our greatest treasures in SoCal, our
open space areas.

Sincerely,
ANDREA WOOD
Riverside, CA 92521



Nina Schumacher

From: blake rossi <blakerossi94@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 1:03 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Blake Rossi

93561

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Tiffany Tighe <tighetiffany@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 1:05 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as
it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a
highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

| live in the area for the past 43 years, and seen both the short tern and the Environmental damage your
project will have on my home, family and the community.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly
an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been
drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before
sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current
project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent
requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your
EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

As your choice to move ahead will greatly effect our daily quality of life.

Ask yourself, do you want this in your backyard, and for me THIS is my backyard....| did not chose to live or
buy my home in an industrial complex

Sincerely,
TIFFANY Tighe
Rancho Vista Rd. 92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Brian Backman <mtbikerbboy@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 4:42 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

[ am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No.2021110304). I believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions and
community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

I suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's needs
and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

We've already lost several acres of trails with the distribution center going up on the north side of Alessandro Bivd. Please,
do not allow more to be consumed. My kids have grown up riding the trails there and [ would very much like to continue to
have these trails for them and I to ride for years to come.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.,
Sincerely,

Brian Backman

92505

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android



Nina Schumacher

From: ¢jfig _mtb <cjfigmtb@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 3:10 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am CJ Figueroa and | live in SoCal and have my whole life! | am a big part of the mountain biking
community, for | give to the local trails and influence others, | believe the sycamore trails and land
should not be tore down! As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West
Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement”

Sincerely
CJ

Zip code: 92694
Address: 1 merriam st.



Nina Schumacher

From: daniel beveridge <daniel.bev98@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 7:34 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on
any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project
aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic
engagement and environmental justice as our younger generations are currently in need of spaces in
which they can be outdoors and not stuck inside.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Daniel Beveridge

92883



Nina Schumacher

From: Lynn L <lynnreneelarsen@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 9:19 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy doesn't ring true.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lynn Larsen
Dayton Street



Nina Schumacher

From: Eunhee Kim <eunster@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 9:45 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a R-NOW member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it
did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a
highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly
an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been
drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before
sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit the EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current
project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent
requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your
EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the
West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Eunhee Kim
Raleigh, NC 27615



Nina Schumacher

From: fera momtaz <fera_momtaz@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 9:38 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental-project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you’'ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing pfan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
Fera S.Momtaz
Orange Crest community

92508

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Art is my Alibi <geraldtiangco@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 1:00 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Gerald Tiangco

92555

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Jason Crowell <jasoncharlescrowell@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 3:44 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Jason

92563

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Juan Garcia <cuauhtliver@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 8:24 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| express my disappointment as a concerned community member regarding the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report (REIR) for the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304). Unfortunately, it appears that the document falls
short of making meaningful substantive changes to this highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The introduction of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for its alignment with the project seem
more like an empty ritual intended to fulfill a requirement rather than a genuine effort to address environmental concerns.
The timing of drafting the EJ policy concurrently with the ongoing project raises concerns, as it should have been
developed years ago rather than in tandem with a project nearing completion by July 2025.

| urge you to subject the EJ element to a comprehensive California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process and
implement a warehouse moratorium until this process reaches its conclusion. Only after completing this rigorous
evaluation should the current project plan be assessed against the standards set forth.

It is noteworthy that the REIR proposes no substantial changes while asserting that the newly introduced EJ policy,
formulated without community input, seamlessly aligns with the existing project plan. Over the past two years, there has
been a conspicuous absence of consideration for non-industrial alternatives. Additionally, your refusal to establish a
Community Advisory Board despite persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and numerous emails raises questions
about your commitment to genuine civic engagement.

As the community has consistently advocated for over a year, | strongly urge you to explore alternative, non-industrial
uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Sincere consideration of such alternatives is crucial for fostering a sustainable
and harmonious coexistence with the surrounding environment.

Sincerely,

Juan Garcia
Syracuse Street 92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Kelsey Dorfmeyer <k.dorfmeyer@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 6:56 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Kelsey Dorfmeyer

92508

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: kyle cregg (officialcregg) <kylecregg8@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 9:08 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

I suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental

justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Kyle cregg

92882

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Larry lest <iestlarry@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 11:07 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Larry lest
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Magie Lacambra <mags0128@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 8:30 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| realize that you are a busy individual, and thank you in advance for reading my email. | also hope that flooding your
inbox with emails from our community, demonstrates how important this project is to each of us, and urge you to act in
our favor.

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304}, a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau. This area would be much better utilized and appreciated by community members, without
having monstrous warehouses polluting our views and our air.

Sincerely,

Magie Lacambra
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: matt silveous <mattsilveous1812@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 11:02 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice {EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Matt Silveous
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Matthew Petersen <fix8oscill8@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 7:12 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project
(State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmentat Impact
Report could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its
Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on
any warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project
aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic
engagement and environmental justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Matthew Petersen

90290



Nina Schumacher

From: Michael Messer <messdrums@icloud.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 9:55 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ} policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Michael Messer

92507

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Pedro Francisco <pedro.francisco0220@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 2:21 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit that EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” i Pedro Francisco

92570



Nina Schumacher

From: Rick Smih <srickk11@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 7:19 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks, As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a
highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project. The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your
justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the
horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to
push through before sunsetting in July 2025. | ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you
implement a warehouse moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard. It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR
yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the
past two years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite
of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your
EJ policy rings hollow. As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial
uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Sincerely,



Nina Schumacher

From: Scott Barlow <barlowtimber@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 9:25 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| have owned a home in the Orangecrest Community for 23 years and as a community member, | am
disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not make
meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project. | am concerned about the negative impact this will
have on the already heavy traffic congestion in the area, and resulting impact to property values.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Dr. Scott Barlow
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: shawn mcdonald <shawn11762@msn.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 8:29 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

My name is Shawn McDonald and | have lived in the Inland Empire for the greater part of my almost
50years. During that time, | have often ridden my back on this land as it is a great weekend riding
destination. Fast forward to 2024, my son now rides and trains there as a high school MTB rider, and this
land is being threatened. All over the |.E. we see valuable nature based recreational areas eliminated or
minimized in the name of progress and profit. Please represent the people and our future and stop this
continued plight.

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’'ve completed that process should you evaluate if
the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Shawn McDonald
92530



Nina Schumacher

From: Sue Nipper <markel221@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 8:41 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

[tis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

The warehouses you propose will be a blight on our beautiful community and bring health-

damaging pollution and excessive truck traffic to our backyards.
As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Susan Nipper
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: fsola@latinoprojects.org

Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 1:56 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report,
State Clearinghouse No.
2021110304

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as it did not
make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses for the West
Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
Francisco Sola
92506



Nina Schumacher

From: Lon Walcker <sailon2@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 12:10 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Lon Walcker
92506



Nina Schumacher

From: Molly Nazeck <mnazeck@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 3:06 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Molly Nazeck
Green Acres resident 92518



Nina Schumacher

From: David Chavers <flavorchav@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, January 18, 2024 8:49 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

I am the head mountain bike coach at one of our local high schools. We have over 50 middle and high school riders that
depend on this area to train. Please consider this in your decision making regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau
Project.

I am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (Ef) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely, )

David Chavers

92562

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Larry Colen <Irc@red4est.com>

Sent: Thursday, January 18, 2024 2:25 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State
Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). t believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from
further revisions and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Larry Colen

92507

Larry Colen
Irc@red4est.com sent from retl3est



Nina Schumacher

From: Gene Anderson <geneanderson510@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 19, 2024 2:25 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is tetling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

| have been monitoring the wildlife of the Upper Plateau for the last year, and have found that it is the last
stronghold of Western Meadowlarks and Western Kingbirds in the western part of the county. These are
attractive birds that deserve protection. Many other wild birds and mammals find refuge there. They
really deserve to have this last bit of open space preserved.

Sincerely,

E. N. Anderson

1846 Blgelow Rd., Riverside 92506
<name>

<zip code>



Nina Schumacher

From: JAY DAVIS <jdphotography@msn.com>

Sent: Friday, January 19, 2024 6:09 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subiject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of sighatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” i

Jay Dowvis



Nina Schumacher

From: Kyle Reed <brewngold23@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, January 19, 2024 11:57 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a longstanding community member, | am very disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a
highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project. The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your
justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the
horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to
push through before sun setting in July 2025
. | ask that you submit the EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

For over a year countless members of the community have asked for SERIOUS consideration of alternative non-industrial
uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Respectfully,

Kyle Reed
92506



Nina Schumacher

From: John Alfred <jkalfred61@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 22, 2024 2:17 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR) as
it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a
highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly
an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been
drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before
sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit the EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium
until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you evaluate if the current
project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you
developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never
considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent
requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your
EJ policy rings hollow.

I'm writing here because as a resident of Riverside since 1962, this is home for my family and me. I'm deeply
concerned with how our city and region are being over run with these massive logistics facilities that compound
the air quality issues we already have and that agencies like AQMD have made such great strides in
improving. In addition to the increased air pollution, these buildings are destroying open space, species
habitats and littering the views in our region with giant concrete boxes. My children and grandchildren live in
Riverside and this kind of poor land management infringes on their futures, with regard to quality of life and
respiratory health. Even though | don't live directly adjacent to this development, what's bad for part of
Riverside and the surrounding region is bad for all of Riverside and the surrounding region. These are some of
the reasons I'm opposed to this development.

Finally, as the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial
uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Sincerely,

John Alfred
92504



Nina Schumacher

From: Kris Lovekin <krislovekin@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 22, 2024 6:36 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | ask that you make meaningful substantive changes to the environmental
impact report for the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly unpopular and
environmentally detrimental project.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

For the past two years, you have declined to consider non-industrial alternatives and refused a
Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of sighatures, and thousands of

emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
Kris Lovekin

92507



Nina Schumacher

From: Erika L <lerikacruz5@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 23, 2024 9:28 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a mother of two who deliberately chose Mission Grove for its proximity to nature, | express profound
disappointment in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR), particularly in its failure to
incorporate meaningful changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304) — a project
widely deemed as both unpopular and environmentally harmful.

The introduction of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy appears to be a perfunctory checkbox exercise,
lacking genuine substance. This EJ policy should have been established long before, not concurrently
with a project you're rushing to conclude before the July 2025 sunset. | insist on subjecting the EJ aspect
to a thorough CEQA process and imposing a warehouse moratorium until completion. Only then should
the project be assessed against the new standards.

It's alarming that the REIR suggests no significant changes while asserting that the newly developed EJ
policy seamlessly aligns with the existing plan. Despite community pleas, non-industrial alternatives
have been disregarded, and a Community Advisory Board request has been consistently denied over the
past two years, despite thousands of signatures and emails. Your claim of valuing "civic engagement" in
the EJ policy rings hollow.

For over a year, the community has persistently urged consideration of alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau. | strongly urge you to genuinely listen to these pleas and explore
options that prioritize preserving the natural essence that drew families like mine to Mission Grove in the
first place.

Sincerely,
Erika, Miles, and Gwen Cruz
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Janet Bernabe <bernabejanet22@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 23, 2024 3:31 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely

Janet Bernabe
92571

bernabejanet22@gmail.com/ 951.581.0781

“Every moment is an organizing opportunity, every person a potential activist. every minute a chance (o change the world. ™ — Dolores Huerta



Nina Schumacher

From: leo <minustheleo@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 23, 2024 9:23 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a father of two deeply invested in fostering a connection with nature for my family, | find myself
disheartened by the lack of meaningful changes in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR), specifically concerning the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304). The proposed
project is both unpopular and environmentally concerning.

The introduction of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy seems more like a perfunctory gesture than a
genuine effort. Ideally, such a policy should have been established years ago, not hastily drafted
alongside a project nearing completion by July 2025. | urge you to subject the E] componentto a
comprehensive CEQA process and impose a warehouse moratorium until the evaluation is complete.
Only then should the project be assessed against these new standards.

It's concerning that the REIR suggests no substantial alterations while asserting that the newly developed
EJ policy seamlessly aligns with the existing plan. Despite community requests, you've overlooked non-
industrial alternatives and rejected a Community Advisory Board, undermining the claim of valuing "civic
engagement" in your EJ policy.

For over a year, the community has persistently advocated for exploring alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau. | implore you to heed these requests and genuinely consider
options that prioritize preserving the natural landscape for future generations.

Sincerely,
Leo Cruz
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Leonides Cruz <cruz.leonides@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 23, 2024 10:34 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a father of two young children eager to share my passion for hiking and mountain biking in nature, |
find myself disheartened by the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR), specifically its
lack of meaningful changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304) - a project that is
both unpopular and environmentally damaging.

The introduction of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for its alignment with the
project seem like mere token gestures. This EJ policy should have been established years ago, not hastily
drafted alongside a project you're rushing to finalize before the July 2025 sunset. | urge you to subject the
EJ component to a comprehensive CEQA process and implement a warehouse moratorium until its
completion. Only then should the project be assessed against these new standards.

It's concerning that the REIR proposes no substantive changes while asserting that the newly developed
EJ policy seamlessly fits the existing plan. Despite community requests, you've neglected non-industrial
alternatives and rejected a Community Advisory Board despite persistent appeals, thousands of
signatures, and numerous emails. Your claims of valuing "civic engagement" in your EJ policy appear
hollow.

For over a year, the community has consistently urged the consideration of alternative, non-industrial
uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau. | implore you to genuinely heed these requests and explore
options that prioritize preserving the natural environment for families like mine who cherish outdoor
activities with their children.

Sincerely,
Leonides Cruz |l
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: LULAC OF RIVERSIDE <lulac3190@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 23, 2024 2:31 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Attachments: LULAC REIR letter PDF.pdf

Attached is the PDF file of our community group letter.

Sira Uribe

President

Chair, Health Fair Committee
(She/Her)

LULAC of Riverside

Council #3190



LEAGUE OF UNITED LATIN AMERICAN CITIZENS
LULAC of Riverside, COUNCIL #3190

January 17, 2024

Mr. Dan Fairbanks, AICP

Planning Director

March Joint Powers Authority (March JPA)
14205 Meridian Parkway, Suite 140
Riverside, CA 92518

RE: Public comment on record for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft Environmental
Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

On behalf of LULAC Council #3190, 1 am writing to submit comments on the recirculated draft Environmental
Impact Report (REIR) for the proposed West Campus Upper Plateau. Our council is a volunteer-led community
service organization focused on advocacy for our community in terms of environment, labor, health, and education.
Our members reside in Riverside area, many of whom are directly effected by this project.

The West Campus Upper Plateau (the “Project”) would site up to 4.7 million square feet of total warehouse space
surrounded on three sides by residential neighborhoods located within the City of Riverside and County of
Riverside.

After reviewing the REIR, it continues to be clear that the March Joint Powers Authority (JPA) is scrambling to push
through an unpopular project before it sunsets July 1, 2025. Changes to the project itself from the original EIR are
negligible if not even more upsetting to the residents and communities surrounding the March JPA territory.
Specifically, the following areas of the recirculated draft EIR appear to be unstable, dismissive, and predatory in
nature.

The yet-to-be adopted draft Environmental Justice (EJ) element is included extensively throughout the EIR, and the
existing specific plan is assumed a priority to fit its objectives. Your process of adopting an EJ element and the REIR
simultaneously and stating that one fulfills the other undermines the credibility of the community’s ability to
meaningfully impact either of them. The EJ should follow proper CEQA noticing and environmental review.

I, along with many community members, implore you to follow a CEQA process while adopting your EJ element.
We also ask that you put a warehouse moratorium in place until the EJ element process is complete.

Page 3-24 of the REIR refers to community benefits, including a park. Simply put, this park is a work of fiction. The
Developer has made clear they will only fund a “park feasibility study” and that neither they nor the County will be
funding a park. The soonest the community might expect a park is in the year 2042 when the City of Riverside can
annex this land. In other words, there is no park; and therefore, no community benefit.

Page 3-24 of the recirculated EIR also mentions the need for the JPA and applicant to agree to a 15-year
development agreement with two potential five-year options. Not only do we object to you giving this unresponsive
developer another 25-year license to build more warehouses surrounding March ARB, the federal government
objects to such contracting practices. Federal Acquisition Regulations (FAR) Subpart 6.1 and 6.3 clearly identify
how agencies are to grant contracts. This applicant does not offer the JPA best practices, lowest price, best value, or
is the only source of a product or service that are required to offer a non-competitive contract like the proposed 15-
year Development Agreement. This is especially disturbing and irresponsible considering the JPA will sunset July 1,
2025 yet will have agreed to a 15-25-year contract with a profit-driven business.



The lack of non-industrial alternative plans in the REIR is dismissive of clear and overwhelming public opposition
to this project. For two years, residents have tried to understand why the JPA and applicant have been unwilling to
discuss and plan for non-industrial land uses for the Upper Plateau, and the answer we keep returning to is greed.
Without public notice, the JPA and applicant pushed through an agreement to transmit the land based on the
construction of four large warehouses on October 26, 2022. This demonstrates a predetermined use for this land
despite your continued insistence that the JPA and applicant have engaged with the public throughout this process.
Your actions prioritize the pocketbooks of the applicant and the JPA member agencies instead of job growth and
community development as you advertise on your website and within your public presentations.

By signing my name to this letter, I respectfully request that the elected representatives of the JPA commission and
the JPA staff be accountable to the community surrounding the West Campus Upper Plateau. The March JPA and the
developer have a duty to adhere to the March ARB General Plan and to follow the vision established in this
document, not to amend it 18 months before sunsetting to push through one last warehouse project. You also have a
duty to work with local communities to develop this land in conjunction with the people and municipalities that
make up the Joint Powers Commission.

The REIR for the West Campus Upper Plateau project is deficient and unstable and should be reconsidered.
Reasonable alternative land uses must be developed consistent with the County and City of Riverside’s overall land
use planning and Good Neighbor Guidelines. Please don’t allow this predatory project to be your lasting legacy. 1
await your detailed response.

Sincerely,

Sira Uribe
President, LULAC of Riverside, Council #3190



Nina Schumacher

From: Bertha Morales <berthamoralesrealtor@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 24, 2024 11:16 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,

Bertha Morales
92507



Nina Schumacher

From: Michael Fargher <fargher.michael@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 24, 2024 6:13 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

| am writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State Clearinghouse
No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report could benefit from further revisions
and community input, especially concerning its Environmental Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any warehouse
developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project aligns with the community's
needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau. Engaging with the
community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic engagement and environmental
justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.
Sincerely,

Michael

92672

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Meredith Medin <meredithem99@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, January 25, 2024 8:23 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a former resident of Riverside county, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (REIR)
as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH 2021110304), a highly
unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are clearly an empty
ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to have been drafted years ago, not
at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse moratorium until the
process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate if the current project plan meets its
standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which you developed
without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you have never considered non-
industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures,
and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As my friends in the community have asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
Meredith Medin

91730
Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Branden Aguilera <zealouscreative@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 26, 2024 10:47 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Cc: rivnowgroup@gmail.com

Subject: Public Comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

I'm writing as a concerned community member regarding the West Campus Upper Plateau Project (State
Clearinghouse No. 2021110304). | believe that the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
could benefit from further revisions and community input, especially concerning its Environmental
Justice (EJ) policy.

| suggest a thorough review of the EJ element under the CEQA process and recommend a pause on any
warehouse developments until this review is complete. This approach would ensure that the project
aligns with the community's needs and environmental standards.

Moreover, | urge you to consider non-industrial alternatives for the West Campus Upper Plateau.
Engaging with the community and exploring various options would reflect a genuine commitment to civic
engagement and environmental justice.

Thank you for considering my views on this important matter.

Sincerely,

Branden Aguilera
92405

-

Branden 'BZ' Aguilera

Creative Direction | Design | Communications
www.BZealous.com

i 808-891-3441



Nina Schumacher

From: fredy orozco <forozco101@hotmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 28, 2024 9:41 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit the EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

Itis telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite of
persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” i

Sent from my T-Mobile 5G Device
Get Outlook for Android



Nina Schumacher

From: Aaron Bushong <aaron.bushong®@verizon.net>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 6:55 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the
draft Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW, like myself, are disgusted by the process by which you are attempting to draft this
EJ element. Acommunity engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The March
JPAis trying to do it through warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a valid or
reasonable process when developing an EJ policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement.
For example, approximately 40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023
through public comment at the only evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years.
The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA
CEOQO, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the MJPA reconsider have been
ignored and unacknowledged.

Additionally, R-NOW members have sent hundreds of emails asking for public meetings of the MJPA
commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and speak. The MJPA
commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA
commission members removed Zoom access in May, 2023, making the 3 PM meetings even more
inaccessible. The MJPA has demonstrated that it is comprised of cowards who are intentionally hiding
from the public because they recognize that their actions are disgraceful and shameful.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and
rejected our entreaties to do so. Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor
achievable. The March JPA will only exist for another 18 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be
a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on the remaining parcels of March JPA land.
This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the disproportionately affected
communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priotity in your final EJ plan.

Thank you,
Aaron Bushong
24-year resident of the Orangecrest neighborhood (92508)



Nina Schumacher

From: peasleeamber <peasleeamber@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 1:56 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the
draft Environmental Justice (EJ} element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft
this EJ element. A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The
March JPA is trying to do it through warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).Thatis not a
valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement.
For example, approximately 40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023
through public comment at the only evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years.
The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA
CEOQO, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the MJPA reconsider have been
ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails asking for public
meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and speak.
MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA
commission members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more
inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and
rejected our entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will
only exist for another 18 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse
and industrial development on the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid
any additional cumulative impacts on the disproportionately affected communities in the planning area.
Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,
Amber & Jonathan Peaslee
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Amisha Shah <amiaj2008@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 4:01 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the
draft Environmental Justice (EJ)} element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft
this EJ element. A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The
March JPA is trying to do it through warehouse-buitding consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a
valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement.
For example, approximately 40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023
through public comment at the only evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years.
The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin - MJPA
CEO, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the MJPA reconsider have been
ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails asking for public
meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and speak.
MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA
commission members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more
inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and
rejected our entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will
only exist for another 18 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse
and industrial development on the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid
any additional cumulative impacts on the disproportionately affected communities in the planning area.
Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,
Amisha Shah
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: aramjim09@gmail.com

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 6:31 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element.
A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The March IPA is trying to do it through
warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ

policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example,
approximately 40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at
the only evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea
because the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA CEQ, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests
that the MJPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of
emails asking for public meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend
and speak. MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA
commission members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 18 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,
Ana Ramirez

92508

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: aramjim09@gmail.com

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 6:31 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element.
A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The March JPA is trying to do it through
warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ

policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example, over
40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at the only
evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because
the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA CEO, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the
MIJPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails
asking for public meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and
speak. MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA commission
members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 16 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MIPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,
Ana Ramirez
92508

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: ANTHONY SCIMIA JR <tscimia@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 2:07 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element.
A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The March JPA is trying to do it through
warehouse-building consulting firms {Michael Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ

policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example, over
40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at the only
evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MIPA CEO recommended against the idea because
the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA CEO, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the
MIJPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails
asking for public meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and
speak. MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA commission
members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 16 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,

Anthony Scimia Jr
20829 Indigo Point,
Riverside CA, 92508
Orangecrest

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Eunhee Kim <eunster@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 1:.02 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ
element. A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led. The March JPA is trying to do it
through warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing
an EJ policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example, over
40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at the only evening
meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because the
MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA CEO, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the
MJPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails
asking for public meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and speak.
MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA commission
members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 16 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,

Eunhee Kim
Raleigh, NC 27615



Nina Schumacher

From: fera momtaz <fera_momtaz@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 7:50 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element.
A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The March JPA is trying to do it through
warehouse-building consulting firms {Michael Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ

policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example, over
40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at the only
evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because
the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA CEQ, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the
MJPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails
asking for public meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and
speak. MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA commission
members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 16 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,

Fera S.Momtaz

Orange Crest Community
92508

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Ira and Rajean Long <longfam6®att.net>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 4:29 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the
draft Environmental Justice (E]J) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft
this E] element. A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The
March JPA is trying to do it through warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a
valid or reasonable process when developing an E]J policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement.
For example, over 40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through
public comment at the only evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA
CEO recommended against the idea because the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA CEOQ,
February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the MJPA reconsider have been ignored and
unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails asking for public meetings of
the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and speak. MJPA
commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA commission
members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and
rejected our entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft E] Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only
exist for another 16 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and
industrial development on the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any
additional cumulative impacts on the disproportionately affected communities in the planning area.
Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,
Ira and Rajean Long
Mission Grove, 92506



Nina Schumacher

From: Janice Oien <gdojlo@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 7:50 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element.
A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led The March JPA is trying to do it through
warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ

policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example, over
40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at the only
evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because
the MIPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA CEQ, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the
MJPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails
asking for public meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and
speak. MIPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA commission
members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 16 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,
<name>
<zip code>

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Jennifer Zamora <jen.zamorarios@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 1:05 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

| understand that things change and evolve, but we very much appreciate our community the way it is now. | came here
7 years ago and a major plus for me was the open space around this community to breath. We live in nothing but
warehouse. We already have huge ones off Van Buren.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element.
A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The March IPA is trying to do it through
warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ

policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example, over
40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at the only
evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because
the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA CEQ, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the
MJPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails
asking for public meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and
speak. MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA commission
members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 16 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,
Jennifer Zamora
92508

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Jessica Diaz <jessica.diaz9390@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 8:04 AM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought
to have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to
push through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you've completed that process should you
evaluate if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy,
which you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two
years, you have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory
Board in spite of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims
to value “civic engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial
uses for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Sincerely,
Jessica Diaz

92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Joe Akiufi <jaklufi@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 12:55 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority {MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like me have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element. A
community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The March JPA is trying to do it through
warehouse-building consulting firms (Michae! Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ

policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example, over
40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at the only
evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because
the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA CEO, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the
MJPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails
asking for public meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and
speak. MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA commission
members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more inaccessible.

in other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 16 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,
Joe Aklufi
92506

Joe Aklufi
(951)377-4255



Nina Schumacher

From: John Viafora <jrviafora@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 1:05 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element.
A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The March JPA is trying to do it through
warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ

policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example, over
40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at the only
evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because
the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA CEO, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the
MIPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails
asking for public meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and
speak. MIPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA commission
members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more inaccessible.

{n other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 16 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parceis of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,

John Viafora,
Indigo point, Orange Crest, 92508

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: mkymsecltr <mkymsecltr@aol.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 4:39 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

®7Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the
draft Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft
this EJ element. A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The
March JPA is trying to do it through warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).Thatis not a
valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement.
For example, approximately 40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023
through public comment at the only evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years.
The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin - MJPA
CEO, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the MJPA reconsider have been
ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails asking for public
meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and speak.
MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA
commission members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more
inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and
rejected our entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will
only exist for another 18 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse
and industrial development on the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would hetp the MJPA avoid
any additional cumulative impacts on the disproportionately affected communities in the planning area.
Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,
John W. Hagmann,
Mission Grove, 92506

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone



Nina Schumacher

From: KELLEY PAGE <kpage68684@verizon.net>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 4:01 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element.
A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The March JPA is trying to do it through
warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ

policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example, over
40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at the only
evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because
the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin ~ MJPA CEOQ, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the
MJPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails
asking for public meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and
speak. MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA commission
members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 16 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,
Suzanne Page
92508

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Kevin Heinemann <kevinheinemann@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 2:25 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Public comment for the West Campus Upper Plateau Project, Recirculated Draft

Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 2021110304

Dear Mr. Fairbanks,

As a community member, | am disappointed in the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
(REIR) as it did not make meaningful substantive changes to the West Campus Upper Plateau (SCH
2021110304), a highly unpopular and environmentally detrimental project.

The addition of an Environmental Justice (EJ) policy and your justifications for how the project fits are
clearly an empty ritual meant to check a box. Your EJ policy is the “cart before the horse", as it ought to
have been drafted years ago, not at the same time as an in-process project which you are trying to push
through before sunsetting in July 2025.

| ask that you submit thet EJ element to a full CEQA process and that you implement a warehouse
moratorium until the process is complete. Only after you’ve completed that process should you evaluate
if the current project plan meets its standard.

It is telling that you propose no substantive changes in the REIR yet claim that the new EJ policy, which
you developed without community input, miraculously fits the existing plan. For the past two years, you
have never considered non-industrial alternatives and refused a Community Advisory Board in spite

of persistent requests, thousands of signatures, and thousands of emails. Your claims to value “civic
engagement” in your EJ policy rings hollow.

As the community has asked continually for over a year, please consider alternative, non-industrial uses
for the West Campus Upper Plateau.

Putting warehouses surrounded on 3 sides by homes, a church with daycare does not serve the
community in any way.

Sincerely,

Kevin Heinemann
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Kevin Heinemann <kevinheinemann@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 2:21 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the
draft Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft
this EJ element. A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The
March JPAis trying to do it through warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a
valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement.
For example, approximately 40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023
through public comment at the only evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years.
The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA
CEO, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the MJPA reconsider have been
ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails asking for public
meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and speak.
MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA
commission members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more
inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and
rejected our entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft E] Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will
only exist for another 18 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse
and industrial development on the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid
any additional cumulative impacts on the disproportionately affected communities in the planning area.
Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Clearly, MJPA does not want to have true community engagement for this project. The warehouse project
provides zero benefit to the community. It only brings additional traffic, noise and air pollution. We don't
need more warehouses in our neighborhoods.

Sincerely,
Kevin Heinemann
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: K Doty <dkdoty2@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 5:57 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element.
A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led. The community and people (us!) who are
most impacted deserve to have a voice in how the land is developed. The March JPA is trying to do it through
warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ
policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example, over
40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at the only
evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because
the MIJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA CEOQ, February 7th, 2023}). Since that time, repeated requests that the
MJPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails
asking for public meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and
speak. MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA commission
members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more inaccessible. Why was the zoom
option removed?

in other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 16 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,

Kristy Doty
92508

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Larry lest <iestlarry@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 2:56 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the
draft Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft
this EJ element. A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The
March JPA is trying to do it through warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a
valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement.
For example, over 40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through
public comment at the only evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA
CEO recommended against the idea because the MJPA is sunsetting {(email, Dr. Martin - MJPA CEQO,
February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the MJPA reconsider have been ignored and
unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails asking for public meetings of
the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and speak. MJPA
commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA
commission members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more
inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and
rejected our entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will
only exist for another 16 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse
and industrial development on the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid
any additional cumulative impacts on the disproportionately affected communities in the planning area.
Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,
Larry lest
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Lawren Dak <lawrendak@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 8:11 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element.
A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The March JPA is trying to do it through
warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ
policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example, over
40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at the only
evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because
the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA CEO, February 7th, 2023}. Since that time, repeated requests that the
MIPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails
asking for public meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and
speak. MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA commission
members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 16 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

As a 42 year resident of this rural area, | would like to preserve our small town feel and not see it overrun by warehouses.
Sincerely,

Lawren Dak
92504

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Lenora Mitchell <rageturner@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 1:00 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element.
A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The March JPA is trying to do it through
warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ

policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example, over
40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at the only
evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because
the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA CEO, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the
MIJPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails
asking for public meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and
speak. MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA commission
members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 16 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely
Lenora Mitchell
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Maria Rodriguez <mariarod0421@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 10:18 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the
draft Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft
this EJ element. A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The
March JPAis trying to do it through warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a
valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement.
For example, approximately 40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023
through public comment at the only evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years.
The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA
CEO, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the MJPA reconsider have been
ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails asking for public
meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and speak.
MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA
commission members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more
inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and
rejected our entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will
only exist for another 18 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse
and industrial development on the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid
any additional cumulative impacts on the disproportionately affected communities in the planning area.
Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,
Maria
92508



Nina Schumacher

From: Mary Viafora <mlviafora@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 1:23 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element.
A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The March JPA is trying to do it through
warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ

policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example,
approximately 40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at
the only evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea
because the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA CEO, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests
that the MJPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged!

Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails asking for public meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at
night to allow community members to attend and speak. MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment
period in January 2023. Then, MJPA commission members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings
even more inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 18 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan!

Sincerely,
Mary Viafora
92508

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Nicolette Rohr <nicolette.rohr@gmail.com>

Monday, January 29, 2024 4:29 PM

Dan Fairbanks

Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the
draft Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02. :

| have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element. A community
engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led, but the March JPA is trying to do it
through warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker) and actively avoiding community

engagement.

| am also concerned the draft is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The key achievable
priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on the remaining parcels of
March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final

EJ plan.

Sincerely,
Nicolette Rohr
Riverside, 92506



Nina Schumacher

From: Richard Stalder <xcoachrs@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 5:31 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element.
A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The March JPA is trying to do it through
warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ

policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example,
approximately 40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at
the only evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea
because the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA CEQ, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests
that the MJPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of
emails asking for public meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend
and speak. MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA
commission members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 18 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,
Richard Stalder
92506

Sent from my iPad



Nina Schumacher

From: rjpeters13 <rjpeters13@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 9:21 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the
draft Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft
this EJ element. A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The
March JPA is trying to do it through warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a
valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement.
For example, approximately 40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023
through public comment at the only evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years.
The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin - MJPA
CEOQ, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the MJPA reconsider have been
ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails asking for public
meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and speak.
MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA
commission members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more
inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and
rejected our entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will
only exist for another 18 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse
and industrial development on the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid
any additional cumulative impacts on the disproportionately affected communities in the planning area.
Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,

Ronald Peters
92508

Sent from my Galaxy



Nina Schumacher

From: Sally Quintana <quintanasb@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 7:56 PM
To: Dan Fairbanks

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element.
A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The March JPA is trying to do it through
warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ

policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example, over
40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at the only
evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because
the MIPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA CEO, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the
MIJPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails
asking for public meetings of the MIPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and
speak. MIPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA commission
members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PMmeetings even more inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 16 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,

Sally Quintana
92508

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Steven Haas <stevenghaas@icloud.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 5:47 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element.
A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The March JPA is trying to do it through
warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ

policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example, over
40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at the only
evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MIPA CEO recommended against the idea because
the MIJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA CEOQ, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the
MJPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails
asking for public meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and
speak. MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA commission
members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 16 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,
<Steven Haas>
<92506>

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: Teresa Clark-Skaggs <ttskaggs@att.net>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 2:14 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element.
A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The March JPA is trying to do it through
warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ

policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example,
approximately 40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at
the only evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea
because the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MJPA CEQ, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests
that the MJPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of
emails asking for public meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend
and speak. MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA
commission members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 18 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,
Teresa Clark-Skaggs
92508

Sent from my iPhone



Nina Schumacher

From: TOM PARKINSON <tbckp@aol.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 2:34 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the draft
Environmental Justice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft this EJ element.
A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The March JPA is trying to do it through
warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is not a valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ

policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement. For example, over
40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through public comment at the only
evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA CEO recommended against the idea because
the MIJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin — MIPA CEO, February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the
MJPA reconsider have been ignored and unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails
asking for public meetings of the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and
speak. MJPA commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA commission
members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more inaccessible.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and rejected our
entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft EJ Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only exist for
another 16 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and industrial development on
the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MIPA avoid any additional cumulative impacts on the
disproportionately affected communities in the planning area. Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,

Brenda Parkinson

Homeowner, tax payer and voter
92508

Sent from my iPad



Nina Schumacher

From: Veronica Juarez <vjuarez0326@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 5:01 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA) on the
draft EnvironmentalJustice (EJ) element GP #23-02.

Members of R-NOW like myself have misgivings about the process by which you are attempting to draft
this EJ element. A community engagement process needs to be intentional and community-led.The
March JPAis trying to do it through warehouse-building consulting firms (Michael Baker).That is hot a
valid or reasonable process when developing an EJ policy.

Unfortunately, R-NOW has many examples of the March JPA willfully refusing community engagement.
For example, over 40 R-NOW members requested a community advisory board in January 2023 through
public comment at the only evening meeting held by the March JPA commission in two years. The MJPA
CEO recommended against the idea because the MJPA is sunsetting (email, Dr. Martin - MJPA CEOQO,
February 7th, 2023). Since that time, repeated requests that the MJPA reconsider have been ignored and
unacknowledged. Additionally, R-NOW members have sent 100s of emails asking for public meetings of
the MJPA commission to be held at night to allow community members to attend and speak. MJPA
commission scheduled a single evening public comment period in January 2023. Then, MJPA
commission members removed zoom access in May 2023 making the 3 PM meetings even more
inaccessible.

| have school age children who need to be picked up from school and that time slot is always impossible
to make.

In other words, the March JPA has not seen fit to implement any community engagement policy and
rejected our entreaties to do so.

Moreover, the draft E] Element is not specific, targeted, concrete, nor achievable. The March JPA will only
exist for another 16 months. Your key achievable priority needs to be a moratorium on warehouse and
industrial development on the remaining parcels of March JPA land. This would help the MJPA avoid any
additional cumulative impacts on the disproportionately affected communities in the planning area.
Please make this a key priority in your final EJ plan.

Sincerely,
Veronica Juarez
Orangecrest 92508



Nina Schumacher

From: nora jones <jnora893@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2024 1:32 PM

To: Dan Fairbanks

Subject: Comment for Environmental Justice element GP #23-02

Dear Mr. Fairbanks:

Thank you for the 