
 

CITY COUNCIL CLOSED & REGULAR SESSION 

550 E. 6th Street, Beaumont, CA 

Tuesday, November 17, 2020  
Closed Session: 5:00 PM | Regular Meeting: 6:00 PM 

Materials related to an item on this agenda submitted to the City Council after distribution of the agenda packets 
are available for public inspection in the City Clerk’s office at 550 E. 6th Street during normal business hours 

AGENDA 

MEETING PARTICIPATION NOTICE 

This meeting will be conducted utilizing teleconference communications and will be recorded for live 
streaming as well as open to public attendance subject to social distancing and applicable health 
orders. All City of Beaumont public meetings will be available via live streaming and made available 
on the City's official YouTube webpage. Please use the following link during the meeting for live 
stream access. 

BeaumontCa.gov/Livestream 

Public comments will be accepted using the following options. 

1.  Written comments will be accepted via email and will be read aloud during the corresponding  
     item of the meeting. Public comments shall not exceed three (3) minutes unless otherwise  
     authorized by City Council. Comments can be submitted anytime prior to the meeting as well 
     as during the meeting up until the end of the corresponding item. Please submit your 
     comments to: NicoleW@BeaumontCA.gov 

2.  Phone-in comments will be accepted by joining a conference line prior to the corresponding 
     item of the meeting. Public comments shall not exceed three (3) minutes unless otherwise 
     authorized by City Council. Please use the following phone number to join the call: 
     (951) 922 - 4845 

3.  In person comments subject to the adherence of the applicable health orders and social 
     distancing requirements. 
 

In compliance with the American Disabilities Act, if you require special assistance to participate in this 

meeting, please contact the City Clerk's office using the above email or call (951) 572 - 3196. 

Notification 48 hours prior to a meeting will ensure the best reasonable accommodation 

arrangements. 
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CLOSED SESSION - 5:00 PM 
A Closed Session of the City Council / Beaumont Financing Authority / Beaumont Utility Authority / Beaumont Successor 
Agency (formerly RDA)/Beaumont Parking Authority / Beaumont Public Improvement Authority may be held in accordance 
with state law which may include, but is not limited to, the following types of items: personnel matters, labor negotiations, 
security matters, providing instructions to real property negotiators and conference with legal counsel regarding pending 
litigation. Any public comment on Closed Session items will be taken prior to the Closed Session. Any required 
announcements or discussion of Closed Session items or actions following the Closed Session with be made in the City 
Council Chambers. 

CALL TO ORDER 

Mayor Santos, Mayor Pro Tem Lara, Council Member Carroll, Council Member Martinez, Council 
Member White 

Public Comments Regarding Closed Session 

1. Conference with Labor Negotiators - Pursuant to Government Code Section 54957.6 
City Designated Representatives City Manager Todd Parton and Administrative Services 
Director Kari Mendoza. Employee Organizations: Beaumont Police Officers Association 
and SEIU 

2. Significant Exposure to Litigation Pursuant to Paragraph (2) or (3) of Subdivision (d) of 
Section 54956.9: (One case) Dispute with Mozafar Behzad, Hamid Roknian and Rozita 
Roknian regarding Tentative Tract Map 32850 

Adjourn to Regular Session 

REGULAR SESSION - 6:00 PM 

CALL TO ORDER 

Mayor Santos, Mayor Pro Tem Lara, Council Member Carroll, Council Member Martinez, Council 
Member White 

Report out from Closed Session: 

Action on any Closed Session Items: 
Action of any requests for Excused Absence: 
Pledge of Allegiance: 
Approval / Adjustments to the Agenda: 
Conflict of Interest Disclosure: 

ANNOUNCEMENTS/ RECOGNITION / PROCLAMATIONS / CORRESPONDENCE 

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD (ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA) 
Any one person may address the City Council on any matter not on this agenda. If you wish to speak, please fill out a 
“Public Comment Form” provided at the back table and give it to the City Clerk. There is a three (3) minute time limit on 
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public comments. There will be no sharing or passing of time to another person. State Law prohibits the City Council from 
discussing or taking actions brought up by your comments. 

CONSENT CALENDAR 
Items on the consent calendar are taken as one action item unless an item is pulled for further discussion here or at the 
end of action items. 
Approval of all Ordinances and Resolutions to be read by title only. 

1. Approval of Minutes 

Recommended Action: 

Approve Minutes dated November 3, 2020. 

2. Ratification of Warrants 

Recommended Action: 

Ratify Warrants dated: 

August 6, 2020 
August 13, 2020 
August 20, 2020 
August 27, 2020 
September 3, 2020 

3. Accept Performance and Payment Bonds and Security Agreements for Woodside 05S, 

LP, Tracts 37697 and 37698 Street Improvements, Sewer Improvements, and Storm 

Drain Improvements 

Recommended Action: 
 

Accept Performance and Payment Bonds and Security Agreement for Woodside 
05S, LP, Tracts 37697 and 37698 Street Improvements,  
Accept Performance and Payment Bonds and Security Agreement for Woodside 
05S, LP, Tracts 37697 and 37698 Sewer Improvements, and 
Accept Performance and Payment Bonds and Security Agreement for Woodside 
05S, LP, Tracts 37697 and 37698 Storm Drain Improvements. 

4. Accept Performance Bonds, Payment Bonds, and Security Agreements for SDC Fairway 
Canyon, LLC, Tracts 31462-21 and 31462-22 Storm Drain Improvements, Street 
Improvements, and Survey Monumentation 

Recommended Action: 

Accept Performance and Payment Bonds and Security Agreement for SDC 
Fairway Canyon, LLC, Tracts 31462-21 and 31462-22 Storm Drain Improvements,  

Accept Performance and Payment Bonds and Security Agreement for SDC 
Fairway Canyon, LLC, Tracts 31462-21 and 31462-22 Street Improvements, and 

Accept Performance and Payment Bonds and Security Agreement for SDC 
Fairway Canyon, LLC, Tracts 31462-21 and 31462-22 Survey Monuments. 

5. Performance Bonds Acceptance and Security Agreement for Public Sewer 

Improvements for Beaumont Business Park- Phase 1, Parcel Map No. 35023 

Recommended Action: 
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Accept the following Performance and Payment bonds and security agreement 

for Sewer Improvements for Beaumont Business Park- Phase 1, Parcel Map No. 

35023. 

6. A Resolution of the City of Beaumont Authorizing the Mayor to Accept the Offer of 

Dedication for an Easement for Public Utilities for Sewer Lift Station and the Offer of 

Dedication for an Easement for Access for Sorenstam Sewer Lift Station; Approve the 

Certificate of Acceptance for the Public Utilities and Access Easements; and Record the 

Offer of Dedication Documents with the Riverside County Clerk Recorder’s Office 

Recommended Action: 

Waive the full reading and adopt by title only, “A Resolution of The City of 

Beaumont Authorizing the Mayor to Accept the Offer of Dedication for an 

Easement for Public Utilities for Sewer Lift Station and the Offer of Dedication for 

an Easement for Access for Sorenstam Sewer Lift Station,” approve the 

Certificate of Acceptance for public utilities and access easements, and record 

the Offer of Dedication documents with the Riverside County Clerk Recorder’s 

Office. 

7. Authorize the Mayor to Execute the Notice of Completion for the Seneca Springs Lift 

Station Repair Project and Record the Notice of Completion with the Riverside County 

Clerk Recorder’s Office 

Recommended Action: 

Authorize the Mayor to execute the Notice of Completion for the Seneca Springs 

Lift Station Repair Project, and  

Record the Notice of Completion with the Riverside County Clerk Recorder’s 

Office. 

8. FY 2021 General Fund and Wastewater Fund Budget to Actual through September 2020 

Recommended Action: 
Receive and file. 

9. Notice of Upcoming Vacancies on City Commissions and Committees 

Recommended Action: 
Receive and file. 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 
Approval of all Ordinances and Resolutions to be read by title only. 

10. Hold a Public Hearing Continued from the November 3, 2020, City Council Meeting and 

Consider the First Reading of an Ordinance to Adopt the General Plan Update, the 

Revised Zoning Ordinance and Zoning Map and Adopt a Resolution Adopting a 

Statement of Overriding Considerations and Certifying the Final PEIR in Compliance 

with CEQA 

Recommended Action: 
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Hold the continued Public Hearing from the November 3, 2020, City Council 

Meeting,  

Waive the full first reading and approve by title only, “An Ordinance of the City of 

Beaumont, California Adopting the Comprehensive General Plan Update, Zoning 

Code Amendments and Zoning Map encompassing the entire City,” and 

Waive the full reading and adopt by title only, “A Resolution of the City Council of 

the City of Beaumont, California Adopting CEQA Findings of Fact; Adopting a 

Statement of Overriding Considerations; Certifying the Final Environmental 

Impact Report; and Adopting a Mitigation Monitoring Plan for the General Plan 

Update.” 

ACTION ITEMS 
Approval of all Ordinances and Resolutions to be read by title only. 

11. Report by the Western Regional Council of Governments (WRCOG) and the Riverside 

County Transportation Department Regarding the Status of the Cherry Valley 

Interchange Project 

Recommended Action: 
This item is presented for informational purposes only and City staff recommends 

that the City Council receive the report from the Western Riverside Council of 

Governments and the Riverside County Transportation Department regarding the 

status of the Cherry Valley /IH-10 interchange project. 

12. Presentation: Comprehensive Operations Analysis Phase II - Draft 5-Year Action Plan 

Recommended Action: 
Receive, file, and provide direction and discussion to include in the final 

comprehensive operations analysis report. 

13. Authorize Funding to the Beaumont Chamber and Negotiation of a Memorandum of 

Understanding between the City of Beaumont and the Beaumont Chamber of Commerce 

Recommended Action: 
It is recommended that the City Council award a grant in the amount of $20,000 

to the Beaumont Chamber of Commerce with the condition that a memorandum 

of understanding is negotiated that provides for the appointment of the Beaumont 

Mayor to the Chamber Board.   

14. Approval of City Attorney Invoices for the Month of October 2020  

Recommended Action: 

Approve invoices in the amount of $64,794.70.  

LEGISLATIVE UPDATES AND DISCUSSION 
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COUNCIL REPORTS 
     -   Carroll 
     -   Lara 
     -   Martinez 
     -   Santos 
     -   White 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT UPDATE  
Economic Development Committee Report Out and City Council Direction 

CITY TREASURER REPORT  
Finance and Audit Committee Report Out and City Council Direction 

CITY CLERK REPORT 

CITY ATTORNEY REPORT 

CITY MANAGER REPORT 

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 

ADJOURNMENT 

The next regular meeting of the Beaumont City Council, Beaumont Financing Authority, the Beaumont 
Successor Agency (formerly RDA), the Beaumont Utility Authority, the Beaumont Parking Authority and 
the Beaumont Public Improvement Agency is scheduled for Tuesday, December 1 2020, at 5:00 p.m. 
or thereafter as noted on the posted Agenda for Closed Session items in the City Council Board Room 
No. 5, followed by the regular meeting at 6:00 p.m. or thereafter as noted on the posted Agenda at City 
Hall. 

Beaumont City Hall – Online www.BeaumontCa.gov 

6

http://www.ci.beaumont.ca.us/


 

CITY COUNCIL CLOSED & REGULAR SESSION 
550 E. 6th Street, Beaumont, CA 
Tuesday, November 03, 2020  

Closed Session: 5:00 PM | Regular Meeting: 5:00 PM 

Materials related to an item on this agenda submitted to the City Council after distribution of the agenda packets 
are available for public inspection in the City Clerk’s office at 550 E. 6th Street during normal business hours 

MINUTES 

CLOSED SESSION - 4:30 PM 

CALL TO ORDER at 4:39 p.m. 

Present: Mayor Santos, Mayor Pro Tem Lara, Council Member Carroll, Council Member Martinez, 
Council Member White 

Public Comments Regarding Closed Session 

No speakers 
1. Conference with Labor Negotiators - Pursuant to Government Code Section 54957.6 City 

Designated Representatives City Manager Todd Parton and Administrative Services Director 
Kari Mendoza. Employee Organizations: Beaumont Police Officers Association and SEIU 
No reportable action. 
Motion by Council White 
Second by Mayor Pro Tem Lara 
To add a late breaking Closed Session item of Conference with Legal Counsel –
Anticipated Initiation of Litigation/ Existing Litigation Pursuant to Government Code 
Sections 54956.9(d) (1) and/or (4) - One case: Western Riverside Council of 
Governments (“WRCOG”) vs. AIG (Case Number 5:20-CV-02164) 
Approved by unanimous vote. 
Motion by Council Member White 
Second by Mayor Santos 
To authorize a lawsuit to be filed. 
Approved by a unanimous vote. 

Adjourn to Regular Session 
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REGULAR SESSION - 5:00 PM 

CALL TO ORDER at 5:25 p.m. 

Present: Mayor Santos, Mayor Pro Tem Lara, Council Member Carroll, Council Member Martinez, 
Council Member White 

Report out from Closed Session: see above 
Action on any Closed Session items: None 
Action of any requests for Excused Absence: None 
Pledge of Allegiance: 
Approval / Adjustments to the Agenda: None 
Conflict of Interest Disclosure: Council Member Carroll and Mayor Santos will recuse themselves 
on Item No. 3 due to a conflict of owning a home in the vicinity of the easement. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS/ RECOGNITION / PROCLAMATIONS / CORRESPONDENCE 

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD (ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA) 
Any one person may address the City Council on any matter not on this agenda. If you wish to speak, please fill out a 
“Public Comment Form” provided at the back table and give it to the City Clerk. There is a three (3) minute time limit on 
public comments. There will be no sharing or passing of time to another person. State Law prohibits the City Council from 
discussing or taking actions brought up by your comments. 

K. Ohanian - Raised concerns regarding speeding and the need for stop signs in the Sundance area. 

CONSENT CALENDAR 
Items on the consent calendar are taken as one action item unless an item is pulled for further discussion here or at the 
end of action items. 
Approval of all Ordinances and Resolutions to be read by title only. 

1. Approval of Minutes 
Recommended Action: 

Approve Minutes dated October 20, 2020. 
 

2. Receive and File Notice from the Beaumont Unified School District of the District’s Intention to 
Establish Community Facilities District 2020-1 of the Beaumont Unified School District 

Recommended Action: 
This item is presented for informational purposes only and City staff recommends 
that the City Council receive and file the Beaumont Unified School District notice 
of its intent to establish Community Facilities District 2020-1 of the Beaumont 
Unified School District. 

Motion by Council Member White 
Second by Mayor Pro Tem Lara 

To approved Consent Calendar Items 1 and 2. 
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Ayes: Council Member White, Council Member Martinez, Council Member 
Carroll, Mayor Santos  

Approved by a unanimous vote. 

 

3. Adoption of a Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Accept the Offer of Dedication 
Related to Solera Assignment of Easement and Record a Certificate of Acceptance of an 
Interest in Real Property with the County of Riverside Recorder 

Mayor Santos and Council Member Carroll recused themselves for this item. 

Motion by Council Member White 
Second by Mayor Pro Tem Lara 

To waive the full reading and adopt by title only, “A Resolution Authorizing the City 
Manager to Accept the Offer of Dedication Related to Solera Assignment of Easement 
and Record a Certificate of Acceptance of an Interest in Real Property with the County 
of Riverside Recorder.” 

Ayes: Council Member White, Council Member Martinez, Council Member 
Carroll, Mayor Santos  

Approved by a 3-0 vote. 

ACTION ITEMS 
Approval of all Ordinances and Resolutions to be read by title only. 

4. FY 2021 General Fund and Wastewater Fund Budget Adjustments 

Motion by Council Member White 
Second by Mayor Pro Tem Lara 

To approve the proposed adjustments for the FY 2021 General Fund and Wastewater 
fund budgets. 

Ayes: Council Member White, Council Member Martinez, Council Member 
Carroll, Mayor Santos  

Approved by a unanimous vote 

 

5. Award of Contract for the Removal and Replacement of Transit Services’ Graphics to UpDog 
Media, LLC in the Amount of $90,260 

Motion by Mayor Pro Tem Lara 
Second by Council Member Carroll 

To approve the award of contract for the removal and replacement of Transit Services’ 
graphics to UpDog Media, LLC in the amount of $90,260 with the authorization for the 
City Manager to approve any change orders up to $9,026, and authorize the City 
Manager to execute the Agreement on behalf of the City. 
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Ayes: Council Member White, Council Member Martinez, Council Member 
Carroll, Mayor Santos  

Approved by a unanimous vote. 

 

6. Revision to the City of Beaumont and Riverside Transit Agency Interagency Agreement No. 
18-017 

Motion by Mayor Pro Tem Lara 
Second by Council Member Carroll 

To approve the proposed revisions to the City of Beaumont and Riverside Transit 
Agency Interagency Agreement No. 18-017. 

Ayes: Council Member White, Council Member Martinez, Council Member 
Carroll, Mayor Santos  

Approved by a unanimous vote. 

 

7. Amendment to the Short-Range Transit Plan FY 2021 - Table 4 

Motion by Council Member White 
Second Mayor Pro Tem Lara 

To approve a revision to the Short-Range Transit Plan Fiscal Year 2021 – Table 4 and 
accept the allocation of $59,290. 

Ayes: Council Member White, Council Member Martinez, Council Member 
Carroll, Mayor Santos  

Approved by a unanimous vote.  

LEGISLATIVE UPDATES AND DISCUSSION 
8. Townsend Legislative Update 

PUBLIC HEARING 6:00 PM 
Approval of all Ordinances and Resolutions to be read by title only. 

9. Hold a Public Hearing and Take Testimony on the City of Beaumont General Plan Update, 
Draft Environmental Impact Report, Finding of Facts and Statement of Overriding 
Considerations and Zoning Code Amendments 

Public Comment opened 
B. Miller - Expressed concerns with the update and asked how it will affect his businessJ. 
Elrod - Concerns with the EIR and asked for a recirculation.E. Morgan - Asked for clarification 
of the Residential Zoning 

Motion by Council Member White 
Second by Mayor Pro Tem Lara 
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To continue the public hearing to the November 17, 2020, Council Meeting. 

Ayes: Council Member White, Council Member Martinez, Council Member 
Carroll, Mayor Santos  

Approved by unanimous vote. 

COUNCIL REPORTS 
Carroll - Reported out from an RTA regarding travel training, and a meeting and from a Veterans 
Committee regarding Veteran's Day. 
Lara - Thanked the City and the Park and Rec District for the success of the Trunk or Treat event. 
Martinez - Reported out from an RCA meeting. 
Santos - Recognized the success of the Trunk or Treat event. 
White - No report. 

CITY TREASURER REPORT  
No report 

CITY CLERK REPORT 
No report 

CITY ATTORNEY REPORT 
No report 

CITY MANAGER REPORT 
10. Department Project Schedule Updates 

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 
None 

ADJOURNMENT at 7:33 p.m. 

 
 

11

Item 1.



12

Item 2.



13

Item 2.



14

Item 2.



15

Item 2.



16

Item 2.



17

Item 2.



18

Item 2.



19

Item 2.



20

Item 2.



21

Item 2.



22

Item 2.



23

Item 2.



24

Item 2.



25

Item 2.



26

Item 2.



27

Item 2.



28

Item 2.



29

Item 2.



30

Item 2.



31

Item 2.



32

Item 2.



33

Item 2.



34

Item 2.



35

Item 2.



36

Item 2.



37

Item 2.



38

Item 2.



39

Item 2.



40

Item 2.



41

Item 2.



42

Item 2.



43

Item 2.



44

Item 2.



45

Item 2.



46

Item 2.



47

Item 2.



48

Item 2.



49

Item 2.



50

Item 2.



51

Item 2.



52

Item 2.



53

Item 2.



54

Item 2.



55

Item 2.



56

Item 2.



57

Item 2.



58

Item 2.



59

Item 2.



60

Item 2.



61

Item 2.



62

Item 2.



63

Item 2.



64

Item 2.



65

Item 2.



66

Item 2.



67

Item 2.



68

Item 2.



69

Item 2.



70

Item 2.



71

Item 2.



72

Item 2.



73

Item 2.



74

Item 2.



75

Item 2.



76

Item 2.



77

Item 2.



78

Item 2.



79

Item 2.



80

Item 2.



81

Item 2.



82

Item 2.



83

Item 2.



84

Item 2.



85

Item 2.



86

Item 2.



87

Item 2.



88

Item 2.



89

Item 2.



90

Item 2.



91

Item 2.



92

Item 2.



93

Item 2.



94

Item 2.



95

Item 2.



96

Item 2.



97

Item 2.



98

Item 2.



99

Item 2.



100

Item 2.



101

Item 2.



102

Item 2.



103

Item 2.



104

Item 2.



105

Item 2.



106

Item 2.



 
Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  Mayor, and City Council Members 

FROM: Jeff Hart, Public Works Director 

DATE November 17, 2020 

SUBJECT:  Accept Performance and Payment Bonds and Security Agreements 

for Woodside 05S, LP, Tracts 37697 and 37698 Street Improvements, 

Sewer Improvements, and Storm Drain Improvements 
  

Background and Analysis:  

The City requires all developers to provide security for public improvements consisting 

of, but not limited to, street improvements, sewer improvements, storm drain 

improvements, and monument improvements. The bonded improvements listed in Table 

1 will be constructed by Woodside 05S, LP. 

 

On February 4, 2020, City Council approved Tentative Map No. 37697 and Tentative 

Map No. 37698 subject to the completion of the conditions of approval. Tentative Map 

No. 37697 and Tentative Map No. 37698 are proposed subdivisions of a portion of 

Planning Area (PA 25) as shown on approved Tentative Map No. 31492 and the 

adopted Oak Valley SCPGA Golf Course Specific Plan. Refer to Figure 1 for Tentative 

Map No. 31492.  

107

Item 3.



 
Figure 1 - Tentative Map No. 31462 

 

The proposed Tract Map No. 37697 and Tract Map No. 37698 (Tracts) are located north 

of Oak Valley Parkway, south of Champions Road and east of the future extension of 

Tukwet Canyon Parkway. Tract Map No. 37697 will subdivide 13.19 acres into 73 single 

family residential lots with a 4,950 square foot minimum lot size and 8 lettered lots. 

Tract Map No. 37698 will subdivide 22.09 acres into 126 single family residential lots 

with a 3,800 square foot minimum lot size and 16 lettered lots.     

 

There are several public improvements required as part of the development of the 

Tracts, including storm drain, street, and sewer improvements. As of the date of this 

report, no improvements have been constructed. Therefore, in accordance with the 

Subdivision Map Act and Beaumont Municipal Code 16.56.010, the land divided shall 

enter into an agreement with the City to complete the improvements and in connection 

therewith shall furnish the City improvement security in the amounts required by Section 

16.56.040 of said Beaumont Municipal Code.  

 

 

 

Tentative Map 
No 37697 
Boundary 

Tentative Map 
No 37698 
Boundary 
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Woodside 05S, LP: 

Woodside 05S, LP will construct the sewer improvements, street improvements, and 

storm drain improvements for the Tracts. The sewer improvements will consist of sewer 

pipes, manholes, and laterals. The street improvements will consist of the construction 

of local roads on the interior of the Tracts, including asphalt paving, curb and gutter, 

sidewalk, streetlights, striping and signage. The storm drain improvements will consist 

of a network of pipes, catch basins, manholes, junction structures, and outlet structures.   

 

Woodside 05S, LP has provided security agreements and security in the form of bonds 

for the public improvements. The agreements have been reviewed by City staff and 

found to be consistent with the Beaumont Municipal Code. The following table is a 

summary of the improvements and corresponding bonds: 

 

Table 1 ~ Tract Map No. 37697 and 37698 Bond Summary 

Improvement Bond Type Bond Number Principal 

Street 

TR 37697 

Performance & 

Payment 

#LICX1196197 Woodside 05S, LP 

Street 

TR 37698 

Performance & 

Payment 

#LICX1196194 Woodside 05S, LP 

Sewer 

TR 37697 

Performance & 

Payment 

#LICX1196196 Woodside 05S, LP 

Sewer 

TR 37698 

Performance & 

Payment 

#LICX1196193 Woodside 05S, LP 

Storm Drain  

TR 37697 

Performance & 

Payment 

#LICX1196195 Woodside 05S, LP 

Storm Drain  

TR 37698 

Performance & 

Payment 

#LICX1196192 Woodside 05S, LP 

Survey Monuments 

TR 37697 

Not a part, anticipated to be submitted at a later date, under a 

separate staff report 

Survey Monuments 

TR 37698 

Not a part, anticipated to be submitted at a later date, under a 

separate staff report 

 
Subsequently, City staff recommends the agreement and bonds be accepted.  
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Fiscal Impact: 

The cost of preparing the staff report is estimated to be $350. 

 

Recommended Action: 
 

Accept Performance and Payment Bonds and Security Agreement for Woodside 
05S, LP, Tracts 37697 and 37698 Street Improvements,  
Accept Performance and Payment Bonds and Security Agreement for Woodside 
05S, LP, Tracts 37697 and 37698 Sewer Improvements, and 
Accept Performance and Payment Bonds and Security Agreement for Woodside 
05S, LP, Tracts 37697 and 37698 Storm Drain Improvements. 

Attachments: 

A. Performance and Payment Bond No. #LICX1196197 and security agreements for 
Street Improvements 

B. Performance and Payment Bond No. #LICX1196194 and security agreements for 
Street Improvements 

C. Performance and Payment Bond No. #LICX1196196 and security agreements for 
Sewer Improvements 

D. Performance and Payment Bond No. #LICX1196193 and security agreements for 
Sewer Improvements 

E. Performance and Payment Bond No. #LICX1196195 and security agreements for 
Storm Drain Improvements 

F. Performance and Payment Bond No. #LICX1196192 and security agreements for 
Storm Drain Improvements 
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  Mayor, and City Council Members 

FROM: Jeff Hart, Public Works Director 

DATE November 17, 2020 

SUBJECT:  Accept Performance Bonds, Payment Bonds, and Security 

Agreements for SDC Fairway Canyon, LLC, Tracts 31462-21 and 

31462-22 Storm Drain Improvements, Street Improvements, and 

Survey Monumentation 
  

Background and Analysis:  

The City requires all developers to provide security for public improvements consisting 

of, but not limited to, sewer improvements, street improvements, storm drain 

improvements, utility improvements, and monument improvements. The bonded 

improvements listed in Table 1 will be constructed by SDC Fairway Canyon, LLC. 

 

On October 7, 2003, City Council approved Tentative Map No. 31462 subject to the 

completion of the conditions of approval. Tentative Tract No. 31462 proposes to 

subdivide 960.91 acres into 3,300 single family residences, apartments and 

townhomes, with a series of parks, open space, school sites and commercial and 

recreation areas. Tentative Map No. 31462 comprises a majority of the adopted Oak 

Valley and SCPGA Golf Course Specific Plan. Tract Maps No. 31462-21 and -22 

(Tracts) are located north of Oak Valley Parkway, south of Champions Drive, and east 

of the future extension of Tukwet Canyon Parkway.  The proposed tracts are phased 

portions of Tentative Tract Map No. 31462 (Refer to Figure 1 for Tentative Map No. 

31462 layout). 
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Figure 1 - Tentative Map No. 31462 

There are several public improvements required as part of the development of the 

tracts, including storm drain, street, and sewer improvements. As of the date of this 

report, no improvements have been constructed. Therefore, in accordance with the 

Subdivision Map Act and Beaumont Municipal Code 16.56.010, the land divided shall 

enter into an agreement with the City to complete the improvements and in connection 

therewith shall furnish the City improvement security in the amounts required by Section 

16.56.040 of said Beaumont Municipal Code.  

 

In addition to the public improvements, there are several survey monuments required to 

be set as part of the tract maps. The Subdivision Map Act requires that that at least one 

exterior boundary line of the land being subdivided be adequately monumented or 

referenced before the map is recorded. Furthermore, the Subdivision Map Act and 

Beaumont Municipal Code 16.36.100 states that interior monuments need not be set at 

the time the map is recorded, if the engineer or surveyor certifies on the map that the 

monuments will be set on or before a specified later date, and if the land divider 

furnishes security guaranteeing the payment of the cost of setting such monuments.  

 

 

Tract Map No 
31462-21 
Boundary 

Tract Map No 
31462-22 
Boundary 
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SDC Fairway Canyon: 

SDC Fairway Canyon, LLC will construct the storm drain improvements, street 

improvements, and install survey monuments for the Tracts. The storm drain 

improvements will consist of storm pipes, catch basins, manholes, junction structures, 

and outlet structures. The street improvements will consist of the construction of local 

roads including, asphalt paving, curb and gutter, sidewalk, streetlights, striping, and 

signage. SDC Fairway Canyon, LLC has certified that all exterior boundary lines are 

monumented as of September 8, 2020. Therefore, the survey monuments will consist of 

setting monuments along the interior of the tracts consisting of centerlines, right-of-

ways, and lot lines.   

 

SDC Fairway Canyon, LLC has provided security agreements and security in the form 

of bonds for the public improvements. The agreements have been reviewed by staff and 

found to be consistent with the Beaumont Municipal Code. The following table is a 

summary of the improvements and corresponding bonds: 

 

Table 1 ~ Tract Map No. 31462-21 and -22 Bond Summary 

Improvement Bond Type Bond Number Principal 

Storm Drain  

TR31462-21 

Performance & 

Payment 

1001124474 SDC Fairway 

Canyon, LLC 

Storm Drain  

TR31462-22 

Performance & 

Payment 

1001124475 SDC Fairway 

Canyon, LLC 

Street 

TR31462-21 

Performance & 

Payment 

1001124467 SDC Fairway 

Canyon, LLC 

Street 

TR31462-22 

Performance & 

Payment 

1001124466 SDC Fairway 

Canyon, LLC 

Survey Monuments 

TR31462-21 

Performance & 

Payment 

1001124471 SDC Fairway 

Canyon, LLC 

Survey Monuments 

TR31462-22 

Performance & 

Payment 

1001124472 SDC Fairway 

Canyon, LLC 

Sewer 

TR31462-21 

Previously Approved by Council on October 6, 2020 

Sewer 

TR31462-22 

Previously Approved by Council on October 6, 2020 

 
Subsequently, City staff recommends the agreement and bonds be accepted.  
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Fiscal Impact: 

The cost of preparing the staff report is estimated to be $350. 

 

Recommended Action: 
 

Accept Performance and Payment Bonds and Security Agreement for SDC 
Fairway Canyon, LLC, Tracts 31462-21 and 31462-22 Storm Drain Improvements,  
Accept Performance and Payment Bonds and Security Agreement for SDC 
Fairway Canyon, LLC, Tracts 31462-21 and 31462-22 Street Improvements, and 
Accept Performance and Payment Bonds and Security Agreement for SDC 
Fairway Canyon, LLC, Tracts 31462-21 and 31462-22 Survey Monuments. 
 

Attachments: 

A. Performance and Payment Bond No. 1001124474 and security agreements for 
Storm Drain Improvements  

B. Performance and Payment Bond No. 1001124475 and security agreements for 
Storm Drain Improvements  

C. Performance and Payment Bond No. 1001124467 and security agreements for 
Street Improvements  

D. Performance and Payment Bond No. 1001124466 and security agreements for 
Street Improvements  

E. Performance and Payment Bond No. 1001124471 and security agreements for 
Survey Monuments  

F. Performance and Payment Bond No. 1001124472 and security agreements for 
Survey Monuments  
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Jeff Hart, Public Works Director 

DATE November 17, 2020 

SUBJECT:  Performance Bonds Acceptance and Security Agreement for Public 

Sewer Improvements for Beaumont Business Park- Phase 1, Parcel 

Map No. 35023 
  

Background and Analysis:  

The City requires all developers to provide security for public improvements consisting 

of, but not limited to, sewer improvements, street improvements, storm drain 

improvements, utility improvements, and monument improvements.  

 

CJ Foods Manufacturing Beaumont Corporation (CJ Foods) is proposing to upsize an 

existing sewer line along Riscoe Circle, from Fourth Street, to approximately 400 feet 

south of Fourth Street in order to accommodate their request to discharge additional 

flows in relation to increased processing capabilities. The existing 8-inch will be 

removed and replaced with a 10-inch PVC sewer line. The upstream and downstream 

manholes will be modified to accept the larger diameter pipe. The asphaltic concrete 

(AC) pavement will be repaired in accordance with the City of Beaumont’s AC 

restoration detail. The trench will be restored in accordance with Eastern Municipal 

Water District and the pipe manufactures recommendations. The work will be performed 

per revision No. 1, on previously approved plans No. 1762A. 

 

Additionally, the increased sewer flows that CJ Foods is requesting necessitates 

upgrades to the Cooper Creek Lift Station.  Improvements include upgrading the system 

from a duplex system to a triplex system and replacing the existing pumps with larger 

pumps capable of handling the increased flow. 

 

Table 1 is a summary of the security associated with Sewer Improvement by CJ Foods.  
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Table 1 

Security # Security Type Type of 
Improvement 

Development/Tract # Principal 

9253572 Performance 
Bond 

Sewer Beaumont Business 
Park- Phase 1, Parcel 

Map No. 35023 

CJ Foods  

9253572 Payment 
Bond 

Sewer Beaumont Business 
Park- Phase 1, Parcel 

Map No. 35023 

CJ Foods 

City staff received the security agreement along with the performance and payment bond 
which is consistent with the City’s municipal code.  City staff recommends that City 
Council accept the securities listed in Table 1. 

Fiscal Impact: 

The cost of preparing the staff report is estimated to be $350. 

 

Recommended Action: 

Accept the following Performance and Payment bonds and security agreement 

for Sewer Improvements for Beaumont Business Park- Phase 1, Parcel Map No. 

35023. 

Attachments: 

A. Performance and Payment Bond No. 9253572 and security agreements for 

Sewer Improvements 
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Jeff Hart, Public Works Director 

DATE November 17, 2020 

SUBJECT:  A Resolution of the City of Beaumont Authorizing the Mayor to 

Accept the Offer of Dedication for an Easement for Public Utilities for 

Sewer Lift Station and the Offer of Dedication for an Easement for 

Access for Sorenstam Sewer Lift Station; Approve the Certificate of 

Acceptance for the Public Utilities and Access Easements; and 

Record the Offer of Dedication Documents with the Riverside County 

Clerk Recorder’s Office 
  

Background and Analysis:  

On October 7, 2003, City Council approved Tentative Map No. 31462. Tentative Map 

No. 31462 proposed four development phases. Three phases have been completed 

and the land divider, SDC Fairway Canyon, LLC, has started the final mapping process 

on phase four.  Phase four includes Tract Map Nos. 31462-21, 31462-22, 37696, 

37697, and 37698. 

 

Phase four, in its entirety, requires a large lift station and substantial infrastructure 

improvements. SDC Fairway Canyon, LLC is proposing a smaller lift station to provide 

service to approximately 465 dwelling units in the interim. Additional dwelling units will 

require the construction of the permanent lift station and infrastructure.  

 

Staff has reviewed and approved the lift station plans and sewer design calculations for 

the interim lift station submitted by SDC Fairway Canyon, LLC, and determined that 

they are in accordance with City design criteria. The interim lift station will be located 

west of Tukwet Canyon within the future right-of-way of Sorenstam Drive. 
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Figure 1- Tentative Map No. 31462 

SDC Fairway Canyon, LLC is offering to dedicate two easements. A public utilities 

easement (1,314 square feet) and an easement for access to the Sorenstam sewer lift 

station (7,101 square feet). The public utility easement will provide the City the right to 

operate and maintain the lift station, while the access easement will allow the City to 

access utilities to the lift station being extended from Tukwet Canyon Road prior to 

Sorenstam Drive right-of-way being dedicated. Once the Sorenstam Drive right-of-way 

is dedicated the access easement will be no longer be necessary. Once the permanent 

lift station is completed and on line, the interim lift station will be removed, and the utility 

easement will be abandoned.   

Fiscal Impact: 

The cost to prepare the staff report and City Attorney review the offer of dedication 

documents equates to approximately $1,000. The applicant has paid the plan checking 

fees associated with plan checking the offer of dedication documents. 

 

Temporary Lift 
Station Location 
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Recommended Action: 

Waive the full reading and adopt by title only, “A Resolution of The City of 

Beaumont Authorizing the Mayor to Accept the Offer of Dedication for an 

Easement for Public Utilities for Sewer Lift Station and the Offer of Dedication for 

an Easement for Access for Sorenstam Sewer Lift Station,” approve the 

Certificate of Acceptance for public utilities and access easements, and record 

the Offer of Dedication documents with the Riverside County Clerk Recorder’s 

Office. 

Attachments: 

A. Offer of Dedication Resolution 
B. Certificate of Acceptance 
C. Offer of Dedication Legal Description and plat map  
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RESOLUTION NO. _______ 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF BEAUMONT AUTHORIZING 

THE MAYOR TO ACCEPT THE OFFERS OF DEDICATION FOR 

AN EASEMENT FOR PUBLIC UTILITIES FOR SEWER LIFT 

STATION AND THE OFFER OF DEDICATION FOR AN 

EASEMENT FOR ACCESS FOR SORENSTAM SEWER LIFT 

STATION 

WHEREAS, SDC Fairway Canyon, LLC, a Delaware Limited Liability Company has 

executed a Formal Offer of Dedication to the City of Beaumont for an easement for public utilities 

for sewer lift Station and an easement for access for Sorenstam Sewer Lift Station; and 

WHEREAS, all of the sewer lift station and infrastructure improvements will be completed 

by developer; and 

WHEREAS, City staff has determined that the sewer lift station and infrastructure 

improvement plans are approved and ready for construction; and 

WHEREAS, Government Code Section 27281 provides that instruments conveying an 

interest in real property to the City may not be recorded without a Certificate of Acceptance from 

the City Council; and 

WHEREAS, Government Code Section 27281 also provides that the City Council may, by 

a resolution, authorize one or more officers to accept instruments conveying an interest in real 

property by executing a Certificate of Acceptance; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to delegate to the Mayor the authority to accept the 

within described real property interests on behalf of the City. 

WHEREAS, a certificate of acceptance for accepting the aforementioned easements will 

be recorded with the Riverside County Clerk Recorder’s Office once the resolution is adopted by 

City Council; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City of Beaumont does authorize accepting an 

Easement for public Utilities For Sewer Lift Station and an Easement For Access For Sorenstam Sewer 

Lift Station identified in Exhibit “A” attached hereto and made a part hereof by this reference: 

Provision 1. Recordation of the aforementioned certificate of acceptance shall be executed by the 

Mayor and recorded with the Riverside County Clerk Recorder’s Office 
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MOVED, PASSED AND ADOPTED this 17th day of November 2020. 

AYES:  
 
NOES:  
 
ABSTAIN:  
 
ABSENT:  
 
 
 
       By:                                                 __________ 
          Rey Santos, Mayor, City of Beaumont  
 
ATTEST: 
 
Steven Mehlman 
CITY CLERK 
 
 
By:                              _____________  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

375

Item 6.



1 

 

CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE 

 

This is to certify that the interest in real property conveyed by the Offer of Dedication dated 

November 17, 2020 from SDC Fairway Canyon, LLC, a Delaware Limited Liability Company, to 

the City of Beaumont, a municipal corporation, was accepted by the City Council of the City of 

Beaumont pursuant to resolution #_____________ and the City of Beaumont consents to the 

recordation thereof by its duly authorized officer.  

 

 

Dated: ____________________________ 

 
 
 
        
       By:                                                 __________ 
          Rey Santos, Mayor, City of Beaumont  
 
ATTEST: 
 
Steven Mehlman 
CITY CLERK 
 
 
By:                              _____________  
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Jeff Hart, Director of Public Works 

DATE November 17, 2020 

SUBJECT:  Authorize the Mayor to Execute the Notice of Completion for the 

Seneca Springs Lift Station Repair Project and Record the Notice of 

Completion with the Riverside County Clerk Recorder’s Office 
  

Background and Analysis:  

On July 7, 2020, City Council approved a Public Works agreement with The Van Dyke 

Corporation (Contractor), for construction services of the Seneca Springs Lift Station 

Repair Project (Project).  

 

The Project’s scope of work consisted of installing new pipe supports, a four-inch 

emergency bypass connection, modifying the existing six-inch bypass connection, and 

reconnecting a four-inch drain. The original construction budget was $38,720. During 

construction there was one change order in the amount of $3,796.76 for removal of 

approximately 36-inch thick concrete backfill that was discovered along the four-inch 

drain alignment.   

 

The Contractor has completed the Project’s scope of work satisfactorily per plans and 

specifications. A Notice of Completion (NOC) document is provided as Attachment A. 

Fiscal Impact: 

Construction 

PO # 

Original 

Construction 

Contract Amount 

 

Contingency 

Total Change 

Orders  

 

Remaining 

Funds 

PO 20/21 0652 $38,720.00 

 

$5,000.00 ($3,796.76) $1,203.24 
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Recommended Action: 

Authorize the Mayor to execute the Notice of Completion for the Seneca Springs 

Lift Station Repair Project, and  

Record the Notice of Completion with the Riverside County Clerk Recorder’s 

Office. 

Attachments: 

A. NOC for Seneca Springs Lift Station Repair Project 
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       When Recorded Return  

                 Original To: 

 

City of Beaumont 

550 East 6th Street 

Beaumont, CA 92223 
 

 

 

NO RECORDING FEE REQUIRED 

PER GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 27383 
 

NOTICE OF COMPLETION 

NOTICE is hereby given that the CITY OF BEAUMONT, 550 East 6th Street, Beaumont, California, 

92223, a municipal corporation, is owner in fee of an easement in the property hereinafter described.  Said 

owner caused a work of improvement on the property hereinafter described and was COMPLETED on 

September 23, 2020 by The Van Dyke Corporation, contractor. 

 

The property on which said work of improvement was completed in the City of Beaumont, County of 

Riverside, and State of California lying in Section 1, Township 3 South, Range 1 West, San Bernardino 

Meridian, said property having an address of 1390 Potrero Boulevard, Beaumont CA 92223.  

 

SENECA SPRINGS LIFT STATION REPAIR PROJECT 

 

 

___________________    ______________________________ 

Date      Rey Santos, 

Mayor of the City of Beaumont, CA 

VERIFICATION: 

I the undersigned am the Mayor of the City of Beaumont, the declarant of the foregoing Notice of 

Completion. I have read the said Notice of Completion and know the contents thereof: The same is true of 

my knowledge. I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

 

 

___________________    ______________________________ 

Date      Rey Santos, 

Mayor of the City of Beaumont, CA 

 

 

 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE 

 

On _________________ before me, ___________________________ Notary Public, personally appeared 

Rey Santos, MAYOR OF THE CITY OF BEAUMONT, CALIFORNIA, who proved to me on the basis of 

satisfactory evidence to be the person whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and 

acknowledged to me that he executed the same in his authorized capacity, and that by his signature on the 

instrument the person, or the entity upon behalf of which the person acted, executed the instrument. 

 

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 

paragraph is true and correct. 

 

WITNESS my hand and official seal. 

 

BY: _________________________________________  (SEAL) 

  NOTARY 

A Notary Public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who signed the 

document, to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of that document. 
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Jeff Mohlenkamp, Finance Director 

DATE November 17, 2020 

SUBJECT:  FY 2021 General Fund and Wastewater Fund Budget to Actual 

through September 2020 
  

Background and Analysis:  

Staff has updated the analysis of the General Fund and Wastewater Fund for FY 2020-

21 with results through September 2020.   

 

This early analysis of the budget to actual results for FY 2021 is included in the attached 

spreadsheets. 

Fiscal Impact: 

No fiscal impact. 

 

Recommended Action: 

Receive and file. 

Attachments: 

A. FY 2021 General Fund Budget to Actual Report – through September 2020 

B. FY 2021 Wastewater Fund Budget to Actual Report – through September 2020 
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FY 2021 

Estimate Notes

330,024$           471,519$           6,174,605$       6,200,000$      
-$                    11,526$             267,137$           317,000$         

49,548$             1,050,000$       3,019,846$       3,049,000$      
885,928$           1,176,147$       5,725,048$       5,725,000$      
524,190$           568,292$           7,133,745$       7,134,000$      

1,789,691$       3,277,483$       22,320,381$     22,425,000$    Incorporates budget adjustments

69,414$             192,466$           325,000$           325,000$         
69,414$             192,466$           325,000$           325,000$         

2,337,260$       416,818$           2,200,000$       1,900,000$      
135,672$           117,100$           210,000$           275,000$         
263,669$           145,794$           417,500$           428,000$         

52$                     -$                    -$                    

2,736,652$       679,711$           2,827,500$       2,603,000$      Revenues lagging behind budget 

targets

20,062$             -$                    -$                    

-$                    -$                    -$                    

20,062$             -$                    -$                    

1,859,373$       13,332$             -$                    -$                 
24,623$             20,928$             119,450$           78,000$           

2,038$               1,130$               5,500$               3,800$             
6,085$               41,098$             7,900$               65,000$           
3,852$               5,843$               54,500$             32,000$           

38,368$             (16,309)$            537,850$           535,000$         
46,418$             31,330$             125,000$           81,000$           
56,081$             500$                   20,000$             8,000$             
47,092$             29,192$             148,200$           96,000$           

2,083,931$       127,046$           1,018,400$       898,800$         

15,054$             14,703$             70,000$             57,000$           
410$                   15,059$             45,000$             51,000$           

15,465$             29,762$             115,000$           108,000$         

8,139$               -$                    25,000$             25,000$           
121,030$           22,448$             334,000$           334,000$         

Budget Comparison Report
City of Beaumont, CA FY 2021 General Fund Budget to Actual through October 2020

2018-2019

YTD Activity

Through Per

2019-2020

YTD Activity

Through Per

2020-2021

YTD Activity

Through Per

FY 2021 Budget

SubCategory

Fund: 100 - GENERAL FUND

Revenue

Category: 40 - TAXES

400 - Real Property Taxes 116,634$           

403 - Personal Property Taxes 155,790$           

406 - Franchise Fees 6,095,309$       

409 - Sales Taxes 1,022,772$       

420 - Other Taxes 518,083$           

Total Category: 40 - TAXES: 7,908,588$       

Category: 41 - LICENSES

430 - Business Licenses 120,508$           

Total Category: 41 - LICENSES: 120,508$           

Category: 42 - PERMITS

450 - Building Permits 590,891$           

453 - Inspections 61,489$             

456 - Other Permits 164,013$           

515 - Public Works -$                    

Total Category: 42 - PERMITS: 816,393$           

Category: 45 - INTERGOVERNMENTAL

465 - State -$                    

470 - Local -$                    

Total Category: 45 - INTERGOVERNMENTAL: -$                    

Category: 47 - CHARGES FOR SERVICE

500 - Sanitation 112,615$           

505 - Animal Control 35,740$             

510 - Community Development 2,072$               

545 - Other 17,370$             

515 - Public Works 2,713$               

525 - Abatements 1,250$               

530 - Public Safety 38,091$             

535 - Facilities 46,675$             

540 - Programs 44,432$             

Total Category: 47 - CHARGES FOR SERVICE: 300,958$           

Category: 50 - FINES AND FORFEITURES

555 - Vehicle 24,906$             

557 - Other 11,357$             

Total Category: 50 - FINES AND FORFEITURES: 36,263$             

Category: 53 - COST RECOVERY

465 - State 18,059$             

565 - Other Income 59,726$             
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129,169$           22,448$             359,000$           359,000$         

78$                     128,465$           170,000$           345,000$         
5,442$               216,554$           154,500$           382,000$         
5,520$               345,019$           324,500$           727,000$         

-$                    -$                    15,000$             15,000$           
-$                    -$                    -$                    -$                 
-$                    -$                    15,000$             15,000$           

(510,108)$         1,733,821$       8,549,581$       8,549,000$      
(510,108)$         1,733,821$       8,549,581$       8,549,000$      

6,339,795$       6,407,756$       35,854,362$     36,009,800$    

3,411,284$       3,562,151$       13,179,560$     12,610,000$    
1,876,358$       2,302,777$       6,073,295$       5,940,000$      PERS prepayment included in 

October numbers
195,166$           204,961$           478,509$           567,000$         

5,482,808$       6,069,890$       19,731,364$     19,117,000$    

660,643$           503,217$           1,548,533$       1,590,000$      
100,184$           122,150$           354,623$           360,000$         

91,078$             102,764$           369,669$           335,000$         
331,214$           422,250$           741,619$           759,000$         

99,884$             121,290$           820,510$           790,000$         
87,048$             68,244$             541,570$           488,000$         

1,865,696$       23,093$             612,000$           546,000$         
1,126,759$       813,055$           7,325,058$       6,800,000$      Pace of spending expected to 

increase
(178,000)$         -$                    -$                    moved to transfer in beginning 

FY 2021
896,434$           1,482,581$       1,538,766$       1,540,000$      Insurance cost is largest portion- 

paid at beginning of year
5,080,939$       3,658,644$       13,852,348$     13,208,000$    

141,139$           30,875$             180,000$           180,000$         
-$                    -$                    -$                    

24,868$             58,688$             273,816$           274,000$         
-$                    -$                    -$                    

166,007$           89,563$             453,816$           454,000$         

-$                    -$                    150,001$           150,000$         
-$                    -$                    150,001$           150,000$         

-$                    -$                    31,000$             120,000$         some Covid -FEMA costs and 

flood preparation costs will not 

be recoverable
-$                    -$                    31,000$             120,000$         

10,729,754$     9,818,098$       34,218,529$     33,049,000$    

(4,389,959)$      (3,410,342)$      1,635,833$       2,960,800$      

Total Category: 53 - COST RECOVERY: 77,785$             

Category: 54 - MISCELLANEOUS REVENUES

560 - Investment Earnings 51,833$             

565 - Other Income 146,825$           

Total Category: 54 - MISCELLANEOUS REVENUES: 198,657$           

Category: 58 - OTHER FINANCING SOURCES

595 - Sale of Assets 9,465$               

599 - Other -$                    

Total Category: 58 - OTHER FINANCING SOURCES: 9,465$               

Category: 90 - TRANSFERS

900 - Transfers 580,656$           

Total Category: 90 - TRANSFERS: 580,656$           

Total Revenue: 10,049,273$     

Expense

Category: 60 - PERSONNEL SERVICES

600 - SALARIES AND WAGES 3,488,822$       

610 - BENEFITS 2,936,499$       

615 - OTHER 263,496$           

Total Category: 60 - PERSONNEL SERVICES: 6,688,817$       

Category: 65 - OPERATING COSTS

650 - UTILITIES 691,349$           

655 - ADMINISTRATIVE 123,453$           

660 - FLEET COSTS 120,827$           

665 - PROGRAM COSTS 357,408$           

670 - REPAIRS AND MAINTENANCE 68,807$             

675 - SUPPLIES 97,964$             

680 - SPECIAL SERVICES 299,601$           

690 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 936,121$           

697 - ADMIN OVERHEAD (187,500)$         

699 - OTHER 1,157,514$       

Total Category: 65 - OPERATING COSTS: 3,665,545$       

Category: 70 - CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

700 - EQUIPMENT 14,908$             

703 - FURNITURE 6,466$               

705 - VEHICLE 110,171$           

710 - STRUCTURE -$                    

Total Category: 70 - CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS: 131,544$           

Category: 77 - CONTINGENCY

770 - CONTINGENCY -$                    

Total Fund: 100 - GENERAL FUND: (436,632)$         

Total Category: 77 - CONTINGENCY: -$                    

Category: 90 - TRANSFERS

900 - Transfers -$                    

Total Category: 90 - TRANSFERS: -$                    

Total Expense: 10,485,906$     
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Analysis:  The General Fund is budgeted to have a surplus of approximately $1.6 million.  Revenues should meet or

                exceed the budget target, led by current stronger results in sales tax.  Expenses will likely provide some 

                savings from the budget targets, based upon current expense patterns, resulting in a surplus likely to 

 be near $3 million.  Note: this estimate assumes no significant disruption in economic patterns 

 from the Covid-19 emergency.
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FY 2021 Estimate

100$                   -$                    -$                    

100$                   -$                   -$                   

-$                    -$                    6,300$               6,000$                

-$                   -$                   6,300$               

-$                    -$                    37,500$             35,000$              

-$                   -$                   37,500$             

1,472,130$        1,568,603$        10,849,000$      10,750,000$       

1,472,130$       1,568,603$       10,849,000$     

-$                    -$                    -$                    

-$                    -$                    -$                    

-$                   -$                   -$                   

-$                    -$                    -$                    

-$                   -$                   -$                   

1,472,230$       1,568,603$       10,892,800$     10,791,000$       

120,891$           310,507$           1,340,577$        1,123,876$         

55,217$             120,827$           501,401$           419,764$            

2,701$               4,960$               17,572$             16,534$              

178,809$           436,294$           1,859,549$       1,560,174$         

327,542$           330,364$           827,821$           991,091$            

47,826$             53,038$             291,216$           257,000$            

1,426$               9,597$               31,980$             28,000$              

2,276$               17,640$             60,695$             59,000$              

81,862$             111,633$           379,610$           356,109$            

Budget Comparison Report
City of Beaumont, CA FY 2021 Waste Water Fund Budget to Actual - through October 2020

2018-2019

YTD Activity

Through Per

2019-2020

YTD Activity

Through Per

2020-2021

YTD Activity

Through Per

FY 2021  

Budget

SubCategory

Total Category: 50 - FINES AND FORFEITURES: -$                   

Category: 53 - COST RECOVERY

565 - Other Income 6,236$               

Fund: 700 - WASTEWATER FUND

Revenue

Category: 50 - FINES AND FORFEITURES

557 - Other -$                    

Total Category: 54 - MISCELLANEOUS REVENUES: 16,119$             

Category: 56 - PROPRIETARY REVENUES

570 - WasteWater 1,671,352$        

Total Category: 53 - COST RECOVERY: 6,236$               

Category: 54 - MISCELLANEOUS REVENUES

560 - Investment Earnings 16,119$             

1,693,707$       

Expense

Category: 60 - PERSONNEL SERVICES

Total Category: 56 - PROPRIETARY REVENUES: 1,671,352$       

Category: 58 - OTHER FINANCING SOURCES

595 - Sale of Assets -$                    

599 - Other -$                    

Total Category: 58 - OTHER FINANCING SOURCES: -$                   

Category: 90 - TRANSFERS

900 - Transfers -$                    

Total Category: 90 - TRANSFERS: -$                   

650 - UTILITIES 304,963$           

655 - ADMINISTRATIVE 40,423$             

600 - SALARIES AND WAGES 327,989$           

610 - BENEFITS 151,411$           

615 - OTHER 5,656$               

Total Category: 60 - PERSONNEL SERVICES: 485,056$           

Category: 65 - OPERATING COSTS

Total Revenue:

660 - FLEET COSTS 9,045$               

670 - REPAIRS AND MAINTENANCE 7,337$               

675 - SUPPLIES 66,214$             
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421,964$           236,727$           1,062,563$        968,000$            

153,000$           -$                    -$                    

809$                   20,260$             480,137$           420,000$            

1,036,705$       779,258$           3,134,022$       3,079,199$         

-$                    -$                    153,638$           153,638$            

-$                    -$                    103,804$           103,804$            

-$                   -$                   257,442$           257,442$            

-$                    3,171,844$        5,641,787$        5,641,787$         

-$                   3,171,844$       5,641,787$       5,641,787$         

1,215,514$       4,387,396$       10,892,800$     10,538,602$       

256,716$           (2,818,793)$      -$                   252,398$            

Analysis:   Revenues are tracking a bit below budget.  Expenditures are tracking below budget providing savings that

are likely to provide an overall budget surplus.

699 - OTHER 59,134$             

Total Category: 65 - OPERATING COSTS: 858,686$           

690 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 209,070$           

697 - ADMIN OVERHEAD 162,500$           

Total Category: 70 - CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS: -$                   

Category: 90 - TRANSFERS

900 - Transfers 2,967,753$        

Category: 70 - CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

700 - EQUIPMENT -$                    

750 - OTHER -$                    

Total Category: 90 - TRANSFERS: 2,967,753$       

Total Expense: 4,311,496$       

Total Fund: 700 - WASTEWATER FUND: (2,617,789)$      
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Nicole Wheelwright, Deputy City Clerk 

DATE November 17, 2020 

SUBJECT:  Notice of Upcoming Vacancies on City Commissions and 

Committees 
  

Background and Analysis:  

In accordance with Government Code section 54970, also known as the "Maddy Act," 

the following notice of upcoming vacancies of City committees shall be posted for the 

fair and equal opportunity of citizens to be able to apply for the consideration of 

appointment. Per code, this list will be posted at the Beaumont Library for public view. 

As an added measure, not required by code, the City will also utilize social media 

outlets to advertise the vacancies with details on how to apply. 

Fiscal Impact: 

No fiscal impact. 

 

Recommended Action: 

Receive and file. 

Attachments: 

A. List of current seats and upcoming vacancies 

B. Public Notice 
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Notice of Vacancies for City of Beaumont Boards and Commissions 

  

Beaumont, CA—Notice is hereby given that the Beaumont City Council is seeking to fill numerous 

vacancies on the Planning Commission, Economic Development Committee, Finance and Audit 

Committee and Board of Administrative Appeals. 

   

Planning Commission: Seeking applications to fill three (3) vacancies for a term of four years. This 

position receives a salary compensation of $50.00 per month. The Planning Commission meets every 2nd 

Tuesday of the month and instructs the Community Development Department to exercise administrative 

duties where applicable including the determination of Plot Plans, variances and conditional use permits. 

The Commission conducts public hearings to consider and make recommendations to the City Council 

regarding general plan amendments, zone changes, zone variances, specific plans, tentative parcel maps 

and tentative tract maps. The Commission considers appeals of determinations made by the Planning 

Director regarding site plan reviews, signage plans, and temporary use permits.  

 

Economic Development Committee: Seeking applications to fill six (6) vacancies for a term of two (2) 

years consisting of the following positions: 

· Beaumont Business Community Member - 2 seats available 

· BUSD/Secondary Education Representative – 1 seat available 

· Community Member/Non Business Member – 2 seats available 

· Local Developer/Economic Development Representative – 1 seat available 

The Committee meets regularly on the 2nd Wednesday of each month at 4:00 p.m. to discuss and act in 

an advisory capacity to develop an Economic Development Strategic Plan for growth and recommend a 

vision for the future of Beaumont. This is a non-compensated position. 

  

Finance and Audit Committee: Seeking applications to fill five (5) vacancies for a term of two (2) years 

consisting of the following positions: 

· Resident Member – 3 seat available 

· Business Owner – 1 seat available 

· Alternate Members – 1 seat available 

The Committee meets regularly on the 2nd Monday of each month at 6:00 p.m. to review financial reports 

and be the oversight of finance related items as directed by Council. This is a non-compensated position. 

   

Board of Administrative Appeals: Seeking applications to fill nine (9) vacancies for the Beaumont 

Board of Administrative Appeals for a term of two years. Board Members meet on an as-needed basis to 

conduct administrative hearings on written appeals made pursuant to the Beaumont Municipal Code.  

This is a non-compensated position.  

 

Applications are available online at www.BeaumontCa.gov under Committees and Commission. The 

Beaumont City Council will conduct its first review of applicants at the regularly scheduled meeting of 

Tuesday, December 15, 2020 at 6:00 p.m. Completed applications received by 5:00 p.m. on Monday, 

December 1, 2020 will be considered.  Questions regarding the application process may be directed to the 

Deputy City Clerk at (951)572-3196 
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Appointee Title
Date of 

Appointment

Date of Re-

Appointment

Current Term 

Expires

Paul St. Martin Commissioner January 6, 2015 January 15, 2019 December 2022

Nathan Smith Commissioner December 21, 2010 January 15, 2019 December 2022

Patrick Stephens Commissioner January 15, 2019 December 2020

Anthony Colindres Commissioner November 5, 2019 December 2020

Bob Tinker Commissioner July 18, 2017 December 2020

Appointee Title
Date of 

Appointment

Date of Re-

Appointment

Current Term 

Expires

Jeffrey Mohlenkamp
CM or Highest Ranking 

Financial Staff Member
n/a

n/a

Julio Martinez City Council Member January 2019 January 2020

Nancy Carroll City Council Member January 2019 January 2020

Baron Ginnetti City Treasurer January 15, 2019 n/a

Steve Cooley Resident Member June 2017 January 2019 January 2021

Billiath Bengesa Resident Member January 2019 January 2021

Richard Bennecke Resident Member November 2016 January 2019 January 2021

Frank Parks Resident Member January 2020 January 2022

Vacant

Resident/Business Owner 

Member January 2022

Vacant Alternate Member

Appointee Title
Date of 

Appointment

Date of Re-

Appointment

Current Term 

Expires

Mike Lara City Council Member January 2020 January 2021

Rey Santos City Council Member January 2020 January 2021

Ebon Brown

BUSD/Secondary Education 

Representative January 2019 January 2021

Von Lawson

Post Secondary Education 

Representative September 2019 January 2020 January 2022

City of Beaumont Planning Commission

City of Beaumont Finance and Audit Committee

Municipal Code Section 2.24.040 - Term shall be four (4) years 

Municipal Code Section 2.35.050 - Term shall be two (2) years (adopted September 2015). Term expiration dates were established 

at Council Meeting of Aug 1, 2017

City of Beaumont Economic Development Committee

Qualifications: Beaumont resident, 18 years of age and a registered voter

Qualifications: Beaumont resident or Beaumont business owner and 18 years of age

Qualifications: Local developer/economic representative, business community members, BUSD education representative, non-

business community member or a industry expert  

Meets: Second Tuesday of each month

Meets: First Monday of each month

Meets: Second Wednesday of each month excluding August

Term expiration dates were established at Council Meeting August 1, 2017 - 2 year terms
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Beaumont Chamber

Beaumont Chamber 

Representative November 9, 2016 January 2020 January 2022

vacant
Beaumont Business 

Community Member January 2018 January 2021

Monir Ahmed

Beaumont Business 

Community Member January 2019 January 2021

Allen Koblin

Beaumont Business 

Community Member January 2019 January 2021

Bernie Balland

Community Member/Non 

Business Member April 2016 January 2019 January 2021

Karen Wheat

Community Member/Non 

Business Member January 2019 January 2021

Rob Moran

Local Developer/Economic 

Development 

Representative January 2021

Angelina Segonia

Beaumont High School 

Student December 2020 January 2021

Appointee Title
Date of 

Appointment

Date of Re-

Appointment

Current Term 

Expires

Ron Radar Appeals Officer January 2019 December 2020

Mayra Garcia Appeals Officer January 2019 December 2020

Joann Roberts Appeals Officer January 2019 December 2020

Carl Vince Appeals Officer January 2019 December 2020

Evelyn Bengesa Appeals Officer January 2019 December 2020

Daniel Adams Appeals Officer January 2019 December 2020

Andrew Lang-Reyes Appeals Officer January 2019 December 2020

Term expiration dates were established by Ordinance 988 (2 years)

Qualifications: 18 years of age, Beaumont resident or owners or employees of a Beaumont business

Meets: on an as-needed basis

Board of Administrative Appeals
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Christina Taylor, Community Development Director  

DATE November 17, 2020 

SUBJECT:  Hold a Public Hearing Continued from the November 3, 2020, City 

Council Meeting and Consider the First Reading of an Ordinance to 

Adopt the General Plan Update, the Revised Zoning Ordinance and 

Zoning Map and Adopt a Resolution Adopting a Statement of 

Overriding Considerations and Certifying the Final PEIR in 

Compliance with CEQA 
  

Background and Analysis:  

State law requires each county and city to prepare and adopt a 20-year comprehensive 

and long-range general plan for its physical development (Government Code Section 

65300). The General Plan has been called the “constitution” or “blueprint” for the City 

and offers a strong foundation for making future development decisions. The current 

General Plan was approved by City Council in March 2007. In December 2016, the City 

Council awarded a contract for the proposed General Plan Update. For the last several 

years, the City has been collaborating with the community in preparing a 

comprehensive update of the General Plan.   

 

This update will allow the City to comply with Government Code Section 65300 

mentioned above and will provide the City with a consistent framework for land use 

decision-making. The general plan and its maps, diagrams, goals, and policies form the 

basis for city zoning, subdivision, and public works actions. Under California law, no 

specific plan, area plan, zoning, subdivision map, nor public works project may be 

approved unless the City finds that is consistent with the adopted general plan. 

 

The mandated elements of a general plan form a comprehensive set of planning 

policies:   

 The Land Use Element (Land Use and Community Design) designates the 

general distribution and intensity of land uses within the planning area;   

 The Circulation (Mobility) Element identifies the general location and extent of 

existing and proposed transportation facilities and utilities;   
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 The Housing Element is a comprehensive assessment of current and future 

housing needs for all segments of the City population, as well as a program for 

meeting those needs. The City is updating the Housing Element separately from 

the General Plan and in compliance with State guidelines;  

 The Open-Space, Air Quality and Conservation Elements have been combined. 

This open-space portion describes measures for the preservation of open space 

for the protection of natural resources, the managed production of resources, and 

for recreation and public health and safety.  The conservation portion addresses 

the conservation, development, and use of natural resources.  The air quality 

portion describes local air quality conditions and air quality measures, including 

air quality standards, reduced greenhouse gas emissions, and reduction of 

vehicle miles traveled;  

 The Safety Element establishes policies to protect the community from risks 

associated with natural and human-made hazards such as seismic, geologic, 

flooding, wildfire hazards, and climate change;   

 The Noise Element identifies major noise sources and contains policies intended 

to protect the community from exposure to excessive noise levels; and  

 The Health and Environmental Justice Element identifies disadvantaged 

communities within the City and issues of equity and environmental justice.  

 

SB1000 signed into law in 2016 by Governor Brown requires cities to identify 

“environmental justice” or “disadvantaged communities” within their jurisdiction as part 

of the general plan process. This law has several purposes, including to facilitate 

transparency and public engagement in local governments’ planning and decision 

making processes, reduce harmful pollutants and associated health risks in 

environmental justice communities, and promote equitable access to health-inducing 

benefits, such as healthy food options, housing, public facilities, and recreation. In order 

to be compliant with SB1000, the City has included an element on Health and 

Environmental Justice.  

 

A city may adopt a general plan in the format that best fits its unique circumstances 

(Government Code Section 65300.5). In doing so, the city must ensure that the General 

Plan and its component parts comprise an integrated, internally consistent, and 

compatible statement of development policies. The City of Beaumont has chosen to 

adopt a general plan that consolidates the mandatory elements, but also includes three 

(3) optional elements and integrates background information, goals and policies, and 

environmental analysis, as described below.  

 

405

Item 10.



Beaumont General Plan 

The Beaumont General Plan includes the preparation of a number of major documents. 

In addition to the mandated general plan elements required by the State, the City of 

Beaumont has added the three (3) optional elements listed below as they are important 

topics to be addressed as part of growth and development and improvement to the 

quality of life for the community. 

Chapter 5-Economic Development + Fiscal Element (new element) 

The purpose of the Economic Development and Fiscal Element is to establish policy 

guidance critical to Beaumont’s overall fiscal and economic prosperity. Local business 

growth and investment, job creation and diversification, and the City’s financial stability 

are foundational to the success of the community. As market forces beyond the City’s 

control influence economic outcomes, this element provides a policy framework to give 

the City greater control of outcomes aimed at resiliency and long-term prosperity 

through changing economic cycles. Topics addressed in this chapter include business 

growth and support, workforce development, visitation and tourism, and economic and 

fiscal sustainability. 

Chapter 7-Community Facilities + Infrastructure Element (new element) 

Attractive and accessible community facilities, dependable electricity and water supply, 

and efficient waste removal are important to maintaining and enhancing quality of life in 

Beaumont – these are critical lifelines that support the wellbeing of residents, provision 

of basic services, and investments in the City. Community facilities and infrastructure 

systems must also be adaptable to changes in the City, accounting not only for existing 

capacity, but also future demand, sustainable design, and creative funding options.  

Chapter 11-Downtown Area Plan (new element) 

The Downtown Plan provides a detailed vision, guiding principles, and goals and 

policies for downtown Beaumont. The City currently lacks a defined, recognizable 

downtown area, but maintains the historic development pattern of a California railroad 

town. Few cities have such great downtown potential and, with a rise in experiential 

retail and entertainment, the City is planning for its revitalization in the proposed 

Downtown Area Plan. This chapter provides the foundation for the future revitalization 

and redevelopment of the downtown core of the community and for guiding future public 

and private development decisions. Topics addressed include land use and 

development policies, streetscape improvements, transportation and parking guidance. 

This is a stand-alone chapter of the General Plan and the goals and policies located 

herein shall be consistent with the General Plan’s other elements. 
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Chapter 12-Implementation (new chapter) 

This chapter describes actions to implement the goals and policies of the General Plan. 

Generally, implementation actions are needed to direct City staff and decision makers, 

and execute specific policies within the General Plan, such as creating an ordinance or 

updating a master plan. This chapter also includes indicators to track the 

implementation of the General Plan over time. 

General Plan Land Use Map 

The General Plan not only includes the various elements/chapters, containing text and 

graphics, but also a Land Use Map of the entire City and its sphere of influence. This 

map identifies land uses for all properties within the City. Many of the land use 

categories in the proposed land use map have not changed. However, definitions have 

been refined to clarify intent and vision for the area; new definitions have been 

introduced to support specific densities or uses in select areas of the City; and a 

Downtown Area Plan has been introduced to support an efficient, functional, cost-

effective and aesthetically pleasing strategy to meet development demands for various 

land uses within the 20-year time horizon of the General Plan. 

 

The following are a list of proposed Land Use Categories in the proposed General Plan 

along with corresponding zoning designations: 

 

 

LAND USE 

DESIGNATION 

ZONING 

DISTRICT 
DESCRIPTION 

DENSITY/ 

INTENSITY 

 RESIDENTIAL DESIGNATIONS 

Rural 

Residential 40 

(RR40) 

RR Single family detached homes on 40 

acre lots in a rural mountainous 

setting 

Minimum 40 acre 

lots 

Rural 

Residential 10 

(RR10) 

Not within 

City Limits 

Single family detached homes on 10 

acre lots in a rural setting 

Minimum 10 acre 

lots 

Rural 

Residential 1 

(RR1) 

Per County 

Zoning 

Single family detached homes on 1 

acre lots in a hillside setting 

Minimum 1 acre 

lots 
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Single Family 

Residential 

(SFR) 

R-SF Single-family residential (attached or 

detached) Neighborhood commercial 

in specified locations 

Maximum 4 du/acre 

Maximum FAR 0.35 

Traditional 

Neighborhood 

(TN) 

R-TN Single-family detached houses and 

small-scale multi-family housing 

Neighborhood commercial in 

specified locations 

Average Density 6 

du/ acre Maximum 

12 du/acre 

Maximum FAR 0.35 

High-Density 

Residential 

(HDR) 

R-MF Multi-family housing (townhomes, 

condominiums, apartments, etc.) 

Neighborhood commercial in 

specified locations 

Minimum 12 

du/acre Maximum 

30 du/acre 

Maximum FAR 0.35 

NON-RESIDENTIAL DESIGNATIONS 

Neighborhood 

Commercial 

(NC) 

C-N Range of neighborhood supportive 

retail and service-oriented land uses, 

including markets, restaurants, and 

similar uses to serve walk-in traffic. 

FAR up to 1.0 

General 

Commercial 

(GC) 

C-C Variety of "big box" and "large 

format" retailers in commercial 

shopping centers that serve adjacent 

neighborhoods. 

FAR up to 0.75 

Employment 

District (ED) 

Not within 

City Limits 

Employment uses for market-

supported light industrial, research 

and development, creative office and 

maker space type uses. 

FAR 0.5 to 1.0 

Industrial (I) M Range of industrial uses, including 

“stand- alone” industrial activities, 

general and light industrial, research 

parks, private trade schools, 

colleges, and business parks. 

FAR 0.25 to 0.75 

408

Item 10.



In addition to updating the General Plan, the City’s zoning code must also be amended 

so it is consistent with the General Plan. There are 1,032 parcels that are affected by 

the proposed changes in land use and zoning. The majority of the affected parcels are 

within the proposed Downtown Area Plan. As part of the Downtown Area Plan, the 

Beaumont Avenue Overlay, Sixth Street Overlay, Commercial Manufacturing (CM) and 

Commercial General (CG) zone were replaced with more defined zones which will help 

facilitate meeting the goals of the plan. Elsewhere in the City, the Urban Village Overlay 

was removed and replaced with the Urban Village Zone and a Transit Oriented 

Development Overlay was created. The table below summarizes changes to the Zoning 

Code. 

MIXED-USE DESIGNATIONS 

Downtown 

Mixed Use 

(DMX) 

See 

Chapter 11 

 Mixed-use buildings with active 

ground floor retail uses, upper level 

professional office, service activities 

in conjunction with multifamily 

residential uses and live/work units. 

0-22 du/acre; FAR 

up to 0.5 

Urban Village 

(UV) 

UV  Variety of specialized land uses, 

including a regional serving 

commercial, higher density 

residential development, educational 

uses and abundant open space and 

recreation amenities. 

12-24 du/acre; FAR 

up to 1.0 

Transit 

Oriented 

District 

Overlay (TOD 

Overlay) 

TOD 

Overlay 

 Residential and supportive 

employment and commercial uses 

near the future transit station. 

18-30 du/acre; FAR 

up to 1.0 

OTHER/ PUBLIC DESIGNATIONS 

Public 

Facilities (PF) 

PF Public and/or civic use, including 

Civic Center, city yard, libraries, and 

K-12 public schools. 

FAR up to 1.0 

Open Space 

(OS) 

R-C Passive and active parks, trails, golf 

courses, community centers, 

supportive maintenance sheds, etc. 

n/a 
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Modifications to Existing Zones 

Current Zone Proposed 

Zone 

Notes 

Commercial 

General (CG 

Zone) 

Commercial 

Neighborhood 

(CN Zone) 

Name change more accurately reflects purpose 

and intent of zone 

Urban Village 

Overlay 

Urban Village 

Zone 

Changed from an overlay to a base zone 

because functions as a base zone 

New Zones 

Current Zone Proposed 

Zone 

Notes 

N/A 

Residential, 

Traditional 

Neighborhood 

(R-TN Zone) 

Implements TN General Plan Land Use 

Designation 

N/A 

Transit 

Oriented 

District 

Overlay (TOD 

Overlay) 

Implements TOD Overlay General Plan Land 

Use Designation 

Eliminated Zones 

Current Zone Proposed 

Zone 

Notes 

Commercial, 

Light 

Manufacturing 

(CM Zone) 

N/A Area along West Sixth Street. Addressed and 

zoned with Neighborhood Commercial Zone 
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Beaumont 

Avenue Overlay  

N/A Addressed through Downtown Zone District: 

 Beaumont Mixed Use Zone (BMU Zone) 

6th Street 

Overlay 

N/A Addressed through Downtown Zone Districts: 

 Sixth Street Mixed Use Zone (SSMU 

Zone) 

 Sixth Street Mixed Use – Residential 

Zone (SSMU-R Zone) 

 Downtown Mixed Use (DMU Zone) 

Mineral 

Resources 

Overlay  

N/A No longer relevant or necessary 

Community Outreach 

The community engagement process incorporated a variety of outreach techniques and 

activities, allowing residents and community members to participate in ways that worked 

best for them. A website www.elevatebeaumont.com was created as a forum to provide 

updates, share survey results and make information available to the public. Residents, 

business owners, and other stakeholders provided feedback to the planning team by 

participating in a community survey, attending meetings, events and workshops, and 

contributing comments through social media. A General Plan Advisory Committee 

(GPAC) was formed with fifteen (15) representatives of the community participating and 

providing expertise and advice as needed. The planning team used the community’s 

feedback and guidance to share all aspects of the plan, from creating a vision statement 

that reflected the aspirations of the community to creating the guiding principles needed 

to achieve that vision.  For a detailed list of outreach events, see Chapter 1 of the 

General Plan Update (pages 25 through 27). 

Public Communication 

September 21, 2020, City staff mailed 1,032 letters to property owners advising that a 

change of zone associated with the General Plan Update is being considered on their 

property. As of October 29, 2020, City staff has received written and email 

correspondence from twenty-four (24) individual property owners and telephone calls 

from fifty-eight (58) individual property owners. City staff has kept a record of all 

correspondence received, saving written and email correspondence electronically and 

creating a spreadsheet to log details about each phone call.  
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As a result of the public communication, City staff received nine (9) requests to either 

retain the existing zoning on a parcel or provide a different zoning option. City staff has 

summarized these requests and provided recommendations. City staff will be prepared 

to discuss these recommendations which are outlined in Attachment E.   

Environmental Review 

A Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) was prepared for the 2040 General 

Plan Update. This process is governed by the California Environmental Quality Act 

(CEQA). The CEQA process requires a series of steps involving public notices, 

receiving public input, public meetings and responding to public comments, all 

culminating with a final PEIR. The draft PEIR was released for the required 45-day 

public review and comment period on September 8, 2020. The formal review and 

comment period ended October 22, 2020.    

 

The final PEIR for the 2040 General Plan consists of the draft PEIR coupled with a 

response to comments section, a list of modifications to the text of the draft EIR based 

on comments received (referred to in the final PEIR as the “Errata”, and a mitigation 

monitoring and reporting program (MMRP)). The final PEIR is included as Attachment 

G.  

Statement of Overriding Considerations  

CEQA allows lead agencies to approve projects despite having significant and 

unavoidable impacts by adopting a statement of overriding considerations. A statement 

of overriding considerations documents the reasons why an agency chose to approve a 

project despite its significant and unavoidable impacts based on range of balancing 

factors, including economic, legal, social, technological, or other benefits conveyed by 

the project. 

 

City staff is recommending adoption of a statement of overriding considerations for the 

2040 General Plan and its implementing actions. In this instance, the economic, social, 

and other benefits of the General Plan implementation collectively outweigh the 

significant and unavoidable impacts noted above. Such benefits include the 

implementation of policies and programs preserving and enhancing community 

character, increasing community sustainability, providing high-quality and diverse 

housing opportunities, increasing economic vitality via new job and business creation, 

supporting technological advancements, and maintaining compliance with current law 

addressing the content of general plans. Acceptance of the noted significant and 

unavoidable impacts does not mean the City will forego efforts to mitigate the impacts to 
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the extent feasible. In addition, future projects will be subject to discretionary review 

procedures through which the City will consider project specific environmental impacts. 

As these reviews occur, decision makers will be updated on the status of applicable 

mitigation measures when making decisions on such projects. 

 

The implementation of the Beaumont General Plan will result in significant and 

unavoidable impacts in four (4) areas:  

 Air Quality, 

 Greenhouse Gas (GHG), 

 Noise, and 

 Transportation. 

Air Quality 

Beaumont is within the South Coast Air Basin. Air Quality in the basin is already 

significantly impacted and even without any new projects, air quality issues are beyond 

mitigation. The impact to air quality as a result of General Plan implementation falls into 

two (2) categories: Operational Emissions Impacts which are project specific and 

cumulative; and Localized Criteria Pollutant and Toxic Air Contaminants (TAC) Impacts 

which are related to increased density and proximity of residential land uses to transit 

and commercial centers.    

Greenhouse Gas 

The impact to greenhouse gas emissions are project specific and cumulative. They are 

attributed to ongoing operational impacts of potential future businesses. The threshold 

for GHG would exceed established ratios thresholds.  

Noise 

The noise impacts are also project specific and cumulative. They are attributed to 

ongoing operational impacts of potential future businesses as well as the location of 

sensitive receptors in relationship to noise generating activities. Noise standards would 

be exceeded at noise sensitive receptors at 25 of 27 roadway segments studied.  

Transportation 

CEQA Guidelines recently changed requiring a change in the threshold of significance 

from Level of Service (LOS) to Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT). Although the General 

Plan is retaining LOS as a means for ensuring traffic issues throughout the City can 

continue to be addressed, LOS is no longer the significance threshold for CEQA 

purposes. Thus, the analysis for the draft PEIR was conducted utilizing VMT. As a result 
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of this analysis, the VMT target of 23.7 per service population will be exceeded by about 

25%. This is due mostly to the City of Beaumont having a heavily commuter population 

and the City has no access to high quality transit (as defined by the State). Additionally, 

the City is required to provide for housing in compliance with State housing directives 

such as the Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA). Adding housing without 

having any high-quality transit results in more vehicle miles traveled to and from the 

City.     

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

With the exception of the items identified in the Statement of Overriding Considerations, 

any impacts that can be mitigated below a level of significance have mitigation 

measures identified to achieve this goal. The mitigation monitoring program is included 

with the final EIR and provided as Attachment H.   

Fiscal Impact: 

The General Plan Update is Capital Improvement Project 2016-004 in the amount of 

$840,129.  

 

Recommended Action: 

Hold the continued Public Hearing from the November 3, 2020, City Council 

Meeting,  

Waive the full first reading and approve by title only, “An Ordinance of the City of 

Beaumont, California Adopting the Comprehensive General Plan Update, Zoning 

Code Amendments and Zoning Map encompassing the entire City,” and 

Waive the full reading and adopt by title only, “A Resolution of the City Council of 

the City of Beaumont, California Adopting CEQA Findings of Fact; Adopting a 

Statement of Overriding Considerations; Certifying the Final Environmental 

Impact Report; and Adopting a Mitigation Monitoring Plan for the General Plan 

Update.” 

Attachments: 

A. Ordinance Adopting General Plan Update, Zoning Code Amendment and Map 

B. Resolution adopting the Findings of Fact, Statement of Overriding 

Considerations, Certifying the Final Program Environmental Impact Report and 

Adopting the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

C. General Plan Update Presentation 

D. General Plan Update 
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E. Zoning Code Amendments 

F. Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations 

G. Final Program Environmental Impact Report 

H. General Plan Update Errata 

I. Responses to Late Comments 
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ORDINANCE NO.  

 

AN ORDINANCE  OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 

OF BEAUMONT, CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING THE 

COMPREHENSIVE GENERAL PLAN UPDATE, ZONING 

CODE AMENDMENTS AND ZONINING MAP 

ENCOMPASSING THE ENTIRE CITY 

 
 

WHEREAS, the State of California Government Code 65103 requires the City to adopt 

and maintain a General Plan that contains certain elements, describes its long-term goals, and 

develop policies and programs to achieve those goals; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Beaumont initiated a comprehensive update 

to the City’s General Plan in January 2017; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City has sought to proactively engage the public in the comprehensive 

update to the General Plan, including community outreach workshops and meetings, internet 

surveys, the creation of a General Plan Advisory Committee (GPAC), and the conducting of 

special meetings by the Economic Development Committee and Planning Commission; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed and considered information from a variety of 

sources, including, but not limited to, City staff, outside agencies, the Draft Environmental Impact 

Report, the report and recommendations of the GPAC and Planning Commission, and members of 

the public; and 

 

WHEREAS, public notice was provided as required by law and a Planning Commission 

public hearing was held on October 27, 2020, when the Commission voted 5-0 to recommend that 

the City Council adopt the General Plan Update, Zoning Code Amendments and Zoning Map; and 

 

WHEREAS, public notice was provided as required by law and a City Council public 

hearing was held on November 3, and November 17, 2020, to consider action on the General Plan 

Update, Zoning Code Amendments and Zoning Map; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City Council, based upon evidence in the record hereby makes the 

following findings in support of the General Plan Update, Zoning Code Amendments and Zoning 

Map: 

 

1. California State law requires that each city adopt a general plan to describe its long- 

term goals and its policies and programs to achieve those goals. The general plan is 

intended to serve as a “blueprint” for future growth and development, in that land use 

decisions, zoning regulations, subdivision approvals, and other policies by the City are 

required to be consistent with the General Plan. 
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2. The City’s current General Plan, adopted in 2007, reflects the environmental 

conditions, demographics, growth projections, and community goals of that time. There 

is a need, and it is in the interest of public health, safety, and welfare to update the 

City’s General Plan to incorporate current conditions, community goals, and revised 

growth projections from the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) 

that extend the planning horizon to the year 2040. 

 

3. The General Plan Update was initiated by the City Council in December 2016 and is a 

comprehensive update of the 2007 General Plan. The update includes review and, 

where determined necessary, recommended revisions of both State mandated and 

optional elements, including the Land Use and Community Design Element; Mobility 

Element; Economic Development and Fiscal Element; Health and Environmental 

Justice Element; Community Facilities and Infrastructure Element; Conservation and 

Open Space Element; Safety Element; Noise Element; Downtown Area Plan; 

Implementation Element and Housing Element (which is currently being updated, and 

is not included as part of this ordinance). 

 

4. The General Plan Update and Zoning Code Amendments are based upon eight guiding 

principles resulting from the community outreach and visioning process. This 

information, as well as public testimony, information from the Program Environmental 

Impact Report, data provided by City staff and outside agencies, and applicable State 

and federal law, has been reviewed and considered by the City Council. 

 

5. A Program Environmental Impact Report has been prepared for the General Plan 

Update and Zoning Code Amendments that provides a description of potential 

environmental impacts of the proposed General Plan and Zoning Code Amendments 

and recommends mitigation measures to reduce potentially significant impacts to a less 

than significant level, where feasible. Where mitigation to a less than significant level 

is not possible, a statement of overriding considerations was adopted. This Program 

EIR was prepared and circulated in accordance with applicable law, including the 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code of Regulations 

section 21000 et. seq., and the CEQA guidelines, 14 California Code of Regulations 

Sec. 15000 et. seq. 

 

6. The City Council hereby finds, in accordance with Section 15090 of the State CEQA 

Guidelines, that it has reviewed and considered the information contained in the Final 

Program Environmental Impact Report prepared for the General Plan Update and 

Zoning Code Amendments prior to approval and that the information contained in the 

Final Program Environmental Impact Report reflects the City’s independent judgment 

and analysis. 

 

7. The City held fourteen (14) opportunities for public engagement from March 2017 

through November 2020 to receive public comments, and to study the draft documents 

in formulating a recommendation to the City Council on the General Plan Update. 
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8. The General Plan update and Zoning Code Amendments will promote the public health, 

safety, and welfare by establishing goals, objectives, policies, and programs to guide 

development and maintenance of an efficient and attractive built environment, 

protection and management of natural environmental resources, and provision of 

adequate infrastructure and services to meet the expected population demand. 

 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of 

Beaumont as follows:  

 
 

1. This City Council adopts the General Plan Update and General Plan land use map 

attached to this Ordinance as Exhibit “A”; and  

 

2. The City Council adopts the Zoning Code amendments and Zoning map prepared for 

consistency with the General Plan Update attached to the Ordinance as Exhibit “B”.   

 
 

INTRODUCED AND READ for the first time and ordered posted at a regular meeting of the City Council 

of the City of Beaumont, California, held on the 17th day of November, 2020, by the following roll call vote: 

 

AYES:  

NOES 

ABSENT 

ABSTAIN 

 

 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Beaumont, 

California, held on the 1st day of December, 2020. 

 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

 

 

 

_________________________________________ 
Rey Santos, Mayor  

 
 

Attest: 
 

 

 

John Pinkney, City Attorney 
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Exhibits Attached: 

 

A. General Plan Update and General Plan Land Use Map  

B. Zoning Code Amendment and Zoning Map  
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RESOLUTION NO. 2020- 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BEAUMONT, 

CALIFORNIA ADOPTING CEQA FINDINGS OF FACT; ADOPTING A STATEMENT 

OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS; CERTIFYING THE FINAL 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT ; AND ADOPTING A MITIGATION 

MONITORING PLAN FOR THE GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 

 

WHEREAS, the project is known as the City of Beaumont General Plan Update and is 

comprised of the following components: 1) General Plan Update;  2) zoning code amendments; 

3) Final Environmental Impact Report; 4) Findings of Fact; 5) Statement of Overriding 

Considerations and 6) Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program encompassing the City of 

Beaumont and its sphere of influence; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Final Environmental Impact Report (SCH #2018031022) consisting of 

the Draft EIR and responses to comments and errata has been prepared pursuant to the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; Public Resources Code § 21000 et seq.) to analyze the 

environmental effects of the project; and 

 

WHEREAS, a Notice of Preparation was circulated for a 30-day public review and 

comment period commencing on March 9, 2018; and 

 

WHEREAS, a public scoping meeting was held March 13, 2018 to receive comments 

on the appropriate scope of the EIR; and 

 

WHEREAS, between the public scoping meeting and date of final action fourteen community 

meetings and public hearings of various City commissions and the City Council were held to deliberate 

the merits of the proposed project and make recommendations regarding components of or a final 

action on the project; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Draft EIR was circulated for a 45-day public review and comment 

period commencing September 8, 2020 and concluding October 22, 2020; and 
 

WHEREAS, on October 27, 2020 the Planning Commission voted 5-0 to recommend 

the City Council adopt the General Plan Update, revised zoning ordinance and zoning map; 

and certify the FEIR in compliance with CEQA; and  

a. The draft Project PEIR has been completed in compliance with the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); 

b. There are no environmentally superior alternatives to the Project that will avoid or 

substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as identified in the Draft PEIR; and  

c. Concur with the findings and mitigation measures contained in the Draft EIR; and 

d. The City Council adopts a Statement of Overriding Considerations (SOC) prior to 

certification of the PEIR; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Final EIR (Response to Comments) documents were released 
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October 30, 2020; and 

 

WHEREAS, Section 21000 et. seq. of the Public Resources Code and Section 15000 et. 

seq. of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations (CEQA Guidelines) which govern the 

preparation, content, and processing of environmental impact reports, have been fully 

implemented in the preparation of the EIR; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed the Final EIR prepared for the project, the 

staff reports pertaining to the Final EIR, the Planning Commission hearing reports, and all 

evidence received by the Planning Commission and at the City Council hearings, all of which 

documents and evidence are hereby incorporated by reference into this Ordinance; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Final EIR identified certain significant and potentially significant 

adverse effects on the environment caused by the project; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City Council specifically finds that where more than one reason for 

approving the project and rejecting alternatives is given in its findings or in the record, and 

where more than one reason is given for adopting the Statement of Overriding Considerations, 

the Council would have made its decision on the basis of any one of those reasons; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires, in accordance with CEQA, to declare that, despite 

the occurrence of significant environmental effects that cannot be substantially lessened or 

avoided through the adoption of feasible mitigation measures or feasible alternatives, there exist 

certain overriding economic, social, and other considerations for approving the project that the 

Council believes justify the occurrence of those impacts; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City Council is required pursuant to CEQA (Guidelines Section 15021), 

to adopt all feasible mitigation measures or feasible project alternatives that can substantially 

lessen or avoid any significant environmental effects keeping in mind the obligation to balance a 

variety of public objectives; and 

 

WHEREAS, CEQA (Guidelines Section 15043) affirms the City Council’s authority to 

approve this project even though it may cause significant effects on the environment so long as 

the Council makes a fully informed and publicly disclosed decision that there is no feasible way 

to lessen or avoid the significant effects (Guidelines Section 15091) and that there are 

specifically identified expected benefits from the project that outweigh the policy of reducing or 

avoiding significant environmental impacts of the project (Guidelines Section 15093). 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BEAUMONT, 

CALIFORNIA, DOES RESOLVE, DECLARE, AND DETERMINE AS FOLLOWS:  

 

SECTION 1. Exhibit A (Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations) and 

Exhibit B (Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan) of this Resolution provide findings 

required under Section 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines for significant effects of the project. The 

City Council hereby adopts these various findings of fact attached hereto as Exhibits A and B. 
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SECTION 2. That the EIR has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of CEQA 

(Public Resources Code Section 21000 et. seq.) and the CEQA Guidelines (California Code 

Regs. Title 14 Section 15000 et. seq.). 

 

SECTION 3. That the EIR, prepared for the General Plan Update, was received and considered 

by the City Council prior to approval of the Project and reflect the independent judgement of the 

City Council of the City of Beaumont. 

 

SECTION 4. Exhibit A of this Resolution provides the findings required under Section 15093 

of the CEQA Guidelines relating to accepting adverse impacts of the project due to overriding 

considerations. The City Council has balanced the economic, legal, social, technological, and 

other benefits of the project against the unavoidable environmental risks that may result, and 

finds that the specific economic, legal, social, technological, and other benefits outweigh the 

unavoidable adverse environmental effects. The City Council, therefore, finds the adverse 

environmental effects of the project to be "acceptable." 

 

SECTION 5. That the attached Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations 

(see Exhibit A) are hereby approved by the City Council, and the contents and findings of which 

are hereby incorporated by this reference as if wholly set forward in this Resolution and are 

adopted in full by the City Council. 

 

SECTION 6. The City Council hereby certifies the Final EIR in accordance with the 

requirements of CEQA. 

 

SECTION 7. That the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program that was prepared for the 

project, was considered by the City Council prior to its adoption. The City Council hereby finds 

pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21081 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15091 that the 

mitigation measures described in the above referenced documents are feasible and will become 

binding upon the entity assigned thereby to implement the same. 

 

SECTION 8. That pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21081 and CEQA Guidelines 

15091, alternatives to the Project, which were identified in the EIR, were not found to reduce 

impacts to a less than significant level and/or meet Project objectives and/or were found to be 

infeasible based on specific economic, social, or other considerations. 

 

SECTION 9. That the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, attached to this document 

as Exhibit B, is designed to ensure that, during project implementation, the City and any other 

responsible parties implement the project components and comply with the mitigation measures 

identified in the Findings of Fact and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program.  

 

SECTION 10. That staff are directed to file a Notice of Determination with the County of 
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Riverside within five (5) working days of final approval. 

 

SECTION 11. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon adoption.  

 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Beaumont, 

California, approves this resolution. 

 

 

MOVED, PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Beaumont on the 17th 

day of  November 2020, by the following vote: 

 

AYES: 

 

NOES: 

 

ABSTAIN: 

 

ABSENT: 
 

 

 

Rey Santos, Mayor  

 
 

Attest: 
 

 

John Pinkney, City Attorney 

 

Exhibits Attached: 

 

A. CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations 

B. Final Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan 
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GENERAL PLAN UPDATE
City Council

November 3, 2020
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■ Raimi + Associates 
– Simran Malhotra, Principal
– Monica Guerra, Senior Planner

■ Fehr & Peers
– Jason Pack, Principal

■ Lisa Wise Consultants 
– Jennifer Murillo, Senior Associate

■ WEBB Consultants
– Stephanie Standerfer, Vice President
– Cheryl DeGano, Principal Environmental Analyst

■ Rincon Consultants 

CONSULTANT TEAM
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■ Project Overview

■ Summary of Engagement

■ Review of Draft General Plan

■ Zoning Ordinance + Map

■ Environmental Impact Report

■ Questions?

TODAY’s PRESENTATION
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PROJECT OVERVIEW
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The General Plan sets a road map for the future 
of Beaumont. It is a policy document and forms 
the foundation for all city ordinances and 
guidelines. 
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General Plan Process
Existing 

Conditions
(Spring 2017)

Visioning
(Fall 2017)

Plan 
Alternatives
(Winter 2018)

Policy 
Framework
(Spring 2019)

Draft 
General 

Plan + EIR
(Fall 2020)

Final General 
Plan

(Winter 2020)

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT

WE ARE HERE!

• Cherry 
Festival

• Community 
Workshop 

• Community 
Survey

• Visual 
Preference 
Survey

• Task Force

• Community 
Character 
Survey

• Youth Group
• Task Force
• Alternatives 

Survey
• Economic 

Development 
Commission

• Stakeholder 
Interviews

• Public 
Comment 
(via mail or 
email)

• City Council 
presentation

• Planning 
Commission
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ENGAGEMENT
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Community surveys

■ Community Survey  Issues + 
Opportunities):  564 Responses

■ Visual Preference Survey: 854 
Responses

■ Community Character Survey: 
678 Responses

■ Preferred Alternative: 733 
Responses
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OTHER OUTREACH

■ Stakeholder Interviews (12)

■ Community Workshop (1)

■ Newsletters (3)

■ Taskforce Meetings (3)

■ Focus Groups (2)

■ Youth

■ Economic Development Commission

■ Mailing list (~280 subscribers)

■ Website

■ Updates to Planning Commission +     
City Council 
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GUIDING PRINCIPLES
■ Transparent, honest government 

■ Responsible, measured growth 

■ Living within our financial + resource means 

■ Close ties with our neighbors 

■ Small-town atmosphere

■ Quality of life provided by efficient infrastructure 
and multi-modal transportation

■ Health + safety

■ The beautiful environment of the pass area 
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CHAPTERS
■ Land Use + Community Design

■ Mobility

■ Economic Development + Fiscal 

■ Health + Environmental

■ Community Facilities + Infrastructure

■ Conservation + Open Space

■ Safety

■ Noise

■ Downtown Area Plan

■ Implementation
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LAND USE
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PLAN PRIORITIES
■ Create a vibrant downtown

■ Pursue an infill strategy

■ Improve retail corridors

■ Expand housing choices

■ Protect the city’s historic resources

■ Expand and enhance employment opportunities

■ Improve fiscal performance of the City

■ Improve infrastructure and keep pace with 
development

■ Improve health outcomes

■ Create a diverse and extensive open space network

■ Enhance opportunities for tourism

■ Ensure high level of public safety
437

Item 10.



LAND USE CHANGE
■ Most undeveloped land within the City 

limits is already entitled for 
development

■ Areas in downtown will experience the 
most change

■ Strategic focus: 

– Preserving existing neighborhoods
– Creating additional jobs
– Expanding housing choices

■ Preparing for potential development in 
sphere of influence (south of City limits)
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LAND USE 
DESIGNATIONS
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Rural Residential
Rural Residential 40 (RR40): Single family 
detached homes on 40 acre lots in a rural 
mountainous setting

Rural Residential 10 (RR10): Single family 
detached homes on 10 acre lots in a rural 
setting

Rural Residential 1 (RR1): Single family 
detached homes on 1 acre lots in a hillside 
setting
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residential

Single Family Residential (SFR): Single-
family residential (attached or detached). 

High Density Residential (HDR): Multi-family 
housing (townhomes, condominiums, 
apartments, etc.) near transit, commercial, civic 
and recreational uses
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Traditional neighborhood (TN)

Traditional Neighborhood (TN)*: Single-
family detached houses and small-scale 
multi-family housing (such as duplexes, 
garden apartments and rowhouses)

*New Designation
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commercial
Neighborhood Commercial (NC): Range 
of neighborhood supportive retail and 
service-oriented land uses, including 
markets, restaurants, and similar uses to 
serve walk-in traffic. 

General Commercial (GC): Variety of "big 
box" and "large format" retailers in 
commercial shopping centers that serve 
adjacent neighborhoods.
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Employment + INDUSTRIAL
Employment District* (ED): Employment 
uses for market-supported light industrial, 
research and development, creative office 
and maker space type uses. Includes retail, 
service and other supportive uses.

Industrial (I): Range of industrial uses, 
including “stand-alone” industrial 
activities, general industrial, light 
industrial, research parks, private trade 
schools, colleges, and business parks.

*New Designation
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mixed use
Downtown Mixed Use (DMX)*: Mixed-
use buildings with active ground floor retail 
uses, upper level professional office, service 
activities in conjunction with multi-family 
residential uses and live/work units.

Urban Village (UV)*: Variety of 
specialized land uses, including a regional 
serving commercial, higher density 
residential development, educational uses 
and abundant open space and recreation 
amenities. 

*New Designation
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Transit oriented district overlay

Transit Oriented District Overlay* (TOD 
Overlay): Residential and supportive 
employment and commercial uses near the 
future Metrolink  transit station.

*New Designation
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Public facilities + OPEN SPACE

Public Facilities (PF): Public and/or 
civic use, including Civic Center, city 
yard, libraries, and K-12 public schools. 

Open Space (OS): Passive and active 
parks, trails, golf courses, public 
community centers, supportive 
maintenance sheds, etc.
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MOBILITY
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State Regulations
AB 1558 Complete Streets

Requires cities to plan for all modes of 
transportation where appropriate, including 
walking, biking, car travel, and transit. In addition, 
the act requires circulation elements to consider 
the multiple users of the transportation system, 
including children, adults, seniors, and the 
disabled

SB 743 General CEQA Reform, VMT

Shift from measuring auto delay (Level-of-Service) to 
vehicle miles traveled (VMT)

Aims to balance the needs of congestion management 
infill development, public health, and greenhouse gas 
reductions
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Complete Streets – Layered Network

■ Mobility Element utilizes a layered 
networks approach to provide a balanced 
mobility system

■ Complete Streets are designed to enable 
safe access for users of all ages and all 
modes of transportation

■ Travel modes were prioritized along 
certain streets based on: 

– Surrounding land use
– Roadway classification
– Street typology 
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Increase Connectivity

452

Item 10.



Auto-Priority Streets
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Bike/Ped Priority
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Transit Priority
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Goods Movement – Truck Priority
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Consolidated Classifications Map
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Vehicle Accessibility & Travel Models
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DOWNTOWN AREA PLAN
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Downtown VISION
■ Focused interventions in area along Sixth 

Street and Beaumont Avenue

■ Defining the City’s center:

– Civic anchor
– Walkable, active, and pedestrian-

oriented 
– Retail and entertainment
– Mixed residential uses
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Downtown 
AREA plan
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DOWNTOWN 
districts
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SIXTH STREET
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SIXTH STREET
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BEAUMONT AVENUE
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HEALTH + 
ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE
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HIGH PRIORITY ACTIONS
■ Health Resources Inventory. Develop 

an inventory of health resources in the 
City in cooperation with the RUHS-PH.

■ Joint Use of Community Facilities. 
Create a formal shared use agreement 
with the Beaumont Unified School 
District where the public and 
organizations (such as youth and adult 
intramural leagues) can access school 
fields/property after normal school 
hour

■ Vision Zero Policies. Adopt and 
implement a Vision Zero program that 
reduces vehicle related fatalities to 
zero.

467

Item 10.



COMMUNITY FACILITIES + 
INFRASTRACTURE
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HIGH PRIORITY ACTIONS
■ Zoning and Implementation Ordinances. Update 

zoning and building codes to enable innovative 
sustainability measures such as: 

– Greywater capture and reuse systems 

– Wind generation on residential and 
commercial buildings 

– Electric vehicle infrastructure requirements 

– Green building performance standards 

■ Debris Recycling Ordinance. Create a 
construction and demolition debris recycling 
ordinance to support the diversion of recyclable and 
recoverable materials. Work with local partners to 
conduct outreach targeting waste generators. 

■ School District Planning. Work in partnership 
with Beaumont Unified School District to promote 
collaborative planning efforts, including analysis of 
future student impacts, joint use opportunities, and 
arts and culture programming.
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CONSERVATION + OPEN SPACE
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HIGH PRIORITY ACTIONS
■ Green Building Design. Update the Municipal 

Code to identify and prioritize green building 
design features that mitigate the impacts of 
climate change.

■ Climate Adaptation Plan. Develop a Climate 
Adaptation Plan to identify the City’s most 
significant potential climate change risks. 
Include a vulnerability assessment, adaptation 
strategy, and plan maintenance.  

■ Advanced and Green Industry Workforce 
Training. Coordinate with local, regional, and 
state entities to identify or create training and 
placement programs in advances and green 
industries, including advanced manufacturing, 
green building, and sustainable industries (e.g. 
renewable energy industries, water treatment, 
and wastewater management). 
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SAFETY
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HIGH PRIORITY ACTIONS
■ Police Department Staffing Ratio. Work 

with the police department to establish 
resource needs to sustain minimum staffing 
levels.

■ Community Risk Assessment. Conduct a 
community risk assessment to identify 
critical facilities and community assets.

■ Fire Hazard Risk Assessment. Inventory 
all buildings, assigning risk level for all 
wildfire hazards in the City and developing 
regulations for each level to minimize 
wildfire risk. 

■ California Building Codes. Adopt the 
latest version of the California Building 
Code (CCR Title 24, published 
triennially) when released.
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NOISE
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HIGH PRIORITY ACTIONS
■ Update the City’s Noise Ordinance. Provide 

development standards and project design 
guidelines that include a variety of mitigation 
measures that can be applied to meet City 
standards for projects exceeding the City’s 
noise standards. 

■ Project Design Guidelines. Integrate project 
design guidelines that integrate features into 
new developments that minimize impacts 
associated with the operation of air 
conditioning and heating equipment, on-site 
traffic, and use of parking, loading, and trash 
storage facilities.

■ Construction Noise Limits. Review the 
hours of allowed construction activity to 
ensure they effectively lead to compliance 
within the limits (maximum noise levels, 
hours and days of allowed activity) 
established in the City’s noise regulations.
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ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT + 
FISCAL
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■ Streamline Permit Review. Create a “One Stop 
Permitting” process to streamline the permit 
review process that facilitates business 
attraction, retention, and expansion of projects.

■ Online Site Inventory. Create and maintain an 
online inventory of shovel-ready sites and 
provide individualized site selection assistance 
to expanding and new businesses. 

■ Retail Recruitment Strategy. Create and 
implement a retail recruitment strategy that 
utilizes direct communications with targeted 
retailers to reverse sales tax leakage in key 
sectors, such as dining, entertainment, and 
specialty retail. 

HIGH PRIORITY ACTIONS
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ZONING ORDINANCE + MAP
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ZONING ORDINANCE
■ Zoning Ordinance: establishes zoning 

districts that govern the use of land, 
indicates standards for structures and 
improvements that are permitted, and 
establishes procedures for the granting of 
permits and entitlements. 

■ Zoning Map: shows boundaries of the 
zoning districts applicable to specific 
properties within the City.
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KEY CHANGES
■ State law requires consistency between zoning map and zoning code. Zoning 

language and maps were changed to ensure:

– Better integration of land use and transportation infrastructure
– Walkable, multi-modal streets
– Establishment of retail, business and employment centers
– Neighborhood commercial uses
– Discourage incompatible land uses (e.g., sensitive land uses near air pollution 

sources)
– Preservation of open spaces, greenbelts, and habitat
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■ While the General Plan sets the community’s 
long-term vision, the Zoning Code dictates how 
land can be used to achieve that vision 

■ Focused Zoning Code amendments are proposed 
to implement the updated General Plan’s 
policies and programs

■ No change to overall Zoning Code organization 
or structure

Zoning Code Amendments
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Zoning Code Amendments - Zones
■ Standards and allowed uses updated to reflect those in General 

Plan (e.g., lot size, density, FAR, lot coverage, height, etc.)

■ Standards for pedestrian connectivity; building placement, 
modulation, and transparency; and others added to appropriate 
zones
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Modifications to Existing Zones
Current Zone Proposed Zone Notes

Commercial General (CG 
Zone)

Commercial Neighborhood 
(CN Zone) Name change more accurately reflects purpose and intent of zone

Urban Village Overlay Urban Village Zone Changed from an overlay to a base zone because functions as a base zone

New Zones
Current Zone Proposed Zone Notes

N/A Residential, Traditional 
Neighborhood (R-TN Zone) Implements TN General Plan Land Use Designation

N/A Transit Oriented District 
Overlay (TOD Overlay) Implements TOD Overlay General Plan Land Use Designation

Eliminated Zones
Current Zone Proposed Zone Notes

Commercial, Light 
Manufacturing (CM Zone)

N/A Area along West Sixth Street. Addressed and zoned with Neighborhood Commercial 
Zone.

Beaumont Avenue Overlay N/A Addressed through Downtown Zone District:
• Beaumont Mixed Use Zone (BMU Zone)

6th Street Overlay N/A Addressed through Downtown Zone Districts:
• Sixth Street Mixed Use Zone (SSMU Zone)
• Sixth Street Mixed Use – Residential Zone (SSMU-R Zone)
• Downtown Mixed Use (DMU Zone)

Mineral Resources Overlay N/A No longer relevant or necessary
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■ Certificates of Appropriateness to address historic resource 
protection

■ Temporary uses addressed through administrative site plan review

■ Minor modification of standards expanded (i.e., solar energy 
systems, parking, and open space requirement)

Zoning Code Amendments -
Procedures
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PUBLIC COMMENTS
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PUBLIC COMMENTS

■ Emphasize the role technology will play in shaping the landscape for 
future development initiatives. Essential elements include Connectivity, 
Wi-Fi hotspots, relay towers, etc.

■ Protect the 9,000 plus acre Potrero Unit of the San Jacinto Wildlife Area 
in the General Plan

■ Concern about adding development in the areas along Hwy 79 in the SOI 
will cause additional traffic problems.

■ Good to have a plan for Downtown

■ Concern about new warehouses and new housing in the city impacting its 
‘small town character”
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Notifications

■ 1,032 letters sent
– ~20 written comments received
– 50+ phone calls received

■ Key Themes
– Most queries about how the 

change would affect their 
property

– Several requests for zone 
changes
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ZONING CHANGE REQUESTS
APN EXISTING 

ZONING
PROPOSED 
ZONING

OWNER REQUEST STAFF 
RECOMMENDATION

418-051-009 RMF DMU Retain RMF, as SFR 
will be non-conforming

NO. The proposed zoning is 
DMU, allows multifamily, no 
change 

419-180-002-9
419-180-003-0
419-180-023-8
419-180-024-9
419-180-027-2

Local 
Commercial

Change to SSMU to 
allow for more 
flexibility and be 
consistent with zoning 
across the street

YES. Staff recommends 
making the change

418-093-009 to 418-093-013 DMU Clarify non-conforming 
provisions for 
changing driveway 
configurations

YES. Staff recommends 
making the clarification
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ZONING CHANGE REQUESTS
OWNER REQUEST STAFF 

RECOMMENDATION

Change to SSMU to 
allow for more 
flexibility and be 
consistent with zoning 
across the street

YES. Staff recommends 
making the change to the 
zoning and GP maps

EXISTING ZONING – CG
PROPOSED ZONING - LC
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ZONING CHANGE REQUESTS

OWNER REQUEST STAFF 
RECOMMENDATION

Clarify non-conforming 
provisions for 
changing driveway 
configurations

YES. Staff recommends 
making the clarification
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ZONING CHANGE REQUESTS
APN EXISTING 

ZONING
PROPOSED 
ZONING

OWNER REQUEST STAFF 
RECOMMENDATION

415-333-007 to 415-333-009
415-333-010 to 415-333-012
418-072-013
418-072-008 to 415-072-012

BAO BMU/RSF Retain BAO NO. BAO is eliminated,  
these properties are 
residential and should 
remain as such to be 
consistent with surrounding 
uses along Magnolia and 
Euclid Avenues
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OWNER REQUEST STAFF 
RECOMMENDATION

Retain BAO NO. BAO is eliminated. 
Properties along Beaumont 
Avenue allow a mix of uses.

The properties fronting 
Euclid and Magnolia 
Avenues are residential and 
should remain as such to be 
consistent with surrounding 
uses along these streets

EXISTING ZONING – BAO
PROPOSED ZONING - RSF

EXISTING ZONING – BAO
PROPOSED ZONING - RSF

EXISTING ZONING – BAO
PROPOSED ZONING - BMU

ZONING CHANGE REQUESTS
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ZONING CHANGE REQUESTS
APN EXISTING 

ZONING
PROPOSED 
ZONING

OWNER REQUEST STAFF 
RECOMMENDATION

414-120-006 CG w/ UVO UV Allow RV storage NO. Staff recommends UV 
zone

418-091-017 Commercial 
Manufacturing 
(CM)

DMU Wants to retain CM 
zoning

NO.  Staff recommends 
DMU since CM is being 
eliminated & most 
properties in that area are 
not conducive to 
commercial or 
manufacturing uses without 
lot consolidations 
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OWNER REQUEST STAFF 
RECOMMENDATION

Allow RV 
dealership/repair

NO. Staff recommends UV 
zone

EXISTING ZONING – CG with UVO
PROPOSED ZONING - UV

ZONING CHANGE REQUESTS

494

Item 10.



OWNER REQUEST STAFF 
RECOMMENDATION

Wants to retain CM 
zoning

NO.  Staff recommends 
DMU since CM is being 
eliminated & most 
properties in that area are 
not conducive to 
commercial or 
manufacturing uses without 
lot consolidations 

EXISTING ZONING – CM
PROPOSED ZONING - DMU

ZONING CHANGE REQUESTS
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ZONING CHANGE REQUESTS
APN EXISTING 

ZONING
PROPOSED 
ZONING

OWNER REQUEST STAFF 
RECOMMENDATION

417-110-007
417-110-013

Industrial (M)
Rural 
Residential 
(RR)

TN Retain Industrial (M) zone 
& Manufacturing GP 
designation;

Change designation for 
south parcel to Industrial 
(M) zone & Manufacturing 
GP designation

YES. Would be compatible 
with surrounding and 
avoid creating non-
conforming uses

417-170-006 to 417-170-008 
417-190-005 
424-080-007

Industrial (M) RSF Retain Industrial (M) zone 
& Manufacturing GP 
designation 

YES. Would be compatible 
with surrounding and 
avoid creating non-
conforming uses

Industrial (M) RSF Wants to retain M zoning YES. Would be compatible 
with surrounding and 
avoid creating non-
conforming uses
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CURRENT ZONING PROPOSED ZONING

EXISTING ZONING – M/RR
PROPOSED ZONING - TN 497
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EXISTING ZONING – M/RR
PROPOSED ZONING - TN

EXISTING ZONING – M
PROPOSED ZONING - RSF OWNER REQUEST STAFF 

RECOMMENDATION

Retain Industrial (M) 
zone & Manufacturing 
GP designation 

YES. Would be compatible 
with surrounding and avoid 
creating non-conforming 
uses

Retain Industrial (M) 
zone & Manufacturing 
GP designation 

YES. Would be compatible 
with surrounding and avoid 
creating non-conforming 
uses

Retain Industrial (M) 
zone & Manufacturing 
GP designation 

YES. Would be compatible 
with surrounding and avoid 
creating non-conforming 
uses

Change RR to M 
designation

ZONING CHANGE REQUESTS
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EIR
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Public/

Agency 

Input

Public/

Agency 

Input

Public

Hearing

■ Publish Notice of Preparation of Draft Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR)

– 30-day public review period: March 9 – April 9, 2018

– Scoping Meeting: March 13, 2018 (Public Input)

■ Prepare and Publish PEIR 

– 45-day public review period: Sep 8 – Oct 22, 2020

■ Prepare and Publish Final PEIR with Responses to Comments 

■ Present the Final PEIR to the City Council for Certification

CEQA 
PROCESS

WE ARE HERE!
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DRAFT PEIR RESULTS

■ A Statement of Overriding Considerations has been prepared for the significant and 
unavoidable impacts

Significance Determination Environmental Issue

Less than Significant Aesthetics, Cultural Resources, Energy, 
Geology and Soils, Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials, Land Use, Mineral Resources, 
Population and Housing, Public Services, 
Recreation, Tribal Cultural Resources, Utilities 
and Services Systems, Wildfire 

Less than Significant with 
Mitigation

Agriculture and Forestry Resources, 
Biological Resources  

Significant and 
Unavoidable

Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, 
Noise, Traffic  
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DRAFT PEIR PUBLIC REVIEW
■ The Draft PEIR comment period closed on October 22, 2020

– By close of public review, the City received comments from two public 
agencies:
■ Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District

■ California Department of Fish and Wildlife

– To date, the City also received 24 comment letters from  individuals, 
organizations, and tribes
■ Nearly all these comments were requesting information or clarification 

regarding the General Plan or Zoning Map
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FINAL PEIR
 Contents: 

– Written comments received and responses

– Errata to the Draft PEIR

– Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP)

 Certification of the Final PEIR

– The Final PEIR is under consideration for certification by the City Council

503

Item 10.



STAFF RECOMMENDATION
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Hold a Public Hearing, and take the following actions: 
1) Adopt the General Plan Update (Beaumont 2040 Plan) and adopt the revised 

Zoning Ordinance and Zoning Map; 
2) Certify Final PEIR in compliance with CEQA and certify that: 

a.      The Project PEIR has been completed in compliance with the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA);

b.     There are no environmentally superior alternatives to the Project that will 
avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as 
identified in the Draft PEIR; and 

c.      Concur with the findings and mitigation measures contained in the PEIR; 
and

d.      Adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations (SOC) prior to 
certification of the PEIR 505
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GENERAL PLAN UPDATE
City Council

November 3, 2020
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BEAUMONT 
GENERAL PLAN
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CLICK LINK BELOW

https://www.beaumontca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/36620/Beaumont-GPU-Public-Draft
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CITY OF BEAUMONT 
Zoning Code Amendments 

August 2020 
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CLICK LINK BELOW

https://www.beaumontca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/36622/Beaumont-Title17-ZCAmendments-Public-
Review-Draft-090320-Clean
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Facts, Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations 

Regarding the Environmental Effects from the Approval of the Beaumont 

General Plan 2040 

State Clearinghouse No. 2018031022 

 

1.0  STATEMENT OF FACTS AND FINDINGS 

 

1.1  INTRODUCTION 

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that a Lead Agency issue two sets of 

findings prior to approving a project that will generate a significant impact on the environment. 

The Statement of Facts and Findings is the first set of findings where the Lead Agency identifies 

the significant environmental impacts as identified in the Environmental Impact Report (EIR); 

presents facts supporting the conclusions reached in the analysis; makes one or more of three 

findings for each impact; and explains the reasoning behind the agency’s findings.  The EIR was 

prepared by the City acting as Lead Agency pursuant to CEQA.  Hereafter, the Notice of 

Preparation, Notice of Availability, Draft EIR, Technical Studies, Final EIR containing Responses 

to Comments and textual revisions to the Draft EIR, and the Mitigation Monitoring and Report 

Program will be referred to collectively herein as the “EIR”.  The following Statement of Facts 

and Findings has been prepared in accordance with the State CEQA Guidelines (14 California 

Code of Regulations, Section 15091), and California Public Resources Code, Section 21081 

(collectively, CEQA). Section 15091 of the State CEQA Guidelines provides that: 

 

(a) No public agency shall approve or carry out a project for which an EIR has been 

certified which identifies one or more significant environmental effects of the project 

unless the public agency makes one or more written findings for each of those significant 

effects, accompanied by a brief explanation of the rationale for each finding. The possible 

findings are: 

 

(1) Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project 

which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as 

identified in the EIR. 

 

(2) Such changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of 

another public agency and not the agency making the finding. Such changes 

have been adopted by such other agency or can or should be adopted by such 

other agency. 
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(3) Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, 

including provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, 

make infeasible the mitigation measures or project alternatives identified in the 

final EIR. 

 

(b) The findings required by subdivision (a) shall be supported by substantial evidence in 

the record. 

 

(c) The finding in subdivision (a)(2) shall not be made if the agency making the finding 

has concurrent jurisdiction with another agency to deal with identified feasible mitigation 

measures or alternatives. The finding in subsection (a)(3) shall describe the specific reasons 

for rejecting identified mitigation measures and project alternatives. 

 

(d) When making the findings required in subdivision (a)(1), the agency shall also adopt a 

program for reporting on or monitoring the changes which it has either required in the 

project or made a condition of approval to avoid or substantially lessen significant 

environmental effects. These measures must be fully enforceable through permit 

conditions, agreements, or other measures. 

 

(e) The public agency shall specify the location and custodian of the documents or other 

materials which constitute the record of the proceedings upon which its decision is based. 

 

(f) A statement made pursuant to Section 15093 does not substitute for the findings 

required by this section. 

 

Section 15093 of the State CEQA Guidelines further provides: 

 

(a) CEQA requires the decision-making agency to balance, as applicable, the economic, 

legal, social, technological, or other benefits of a proposed project against its 

unavoidable environmental risks when determining whether to approve the project. If 

the specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other benefits of a proposal 

project outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects, the adverse 

environmental effects may be considered “acceptable.” 

 

(b) Where the lead agency approves a project which will result in the occurrence of 

significant effects which are identified in the final EIR but are not avoided or 

substantially lessened, the agency shall state in writing the specific reasons to support 

its action based on the final EIR and/or other information in the record. This statement 

of overriding considerations shall be supported by substantial evidence in the record. 
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(c) If an agency makes a statement of overriding considerations, the statement should be 

included in the record of the project approval and should be mentioned in the notice of 

determination. This statement does not substitute for, and shall be in addition to, 

findings required pursuant to Section 15091. 

 

The Statement of Overriding Considerations is the second set of findings. Where a project will 

cause unavoidable significant environmental impacts, the Lead Agency may still approve a project 

where its benefits outweigh the adverse impacts. Further, as provided in the Statement of 

Overriding Considerations, the Lead Agency sets forth specific reasoning by which benefits are 

balanced against effects, and approves the project. 

 

The City of Beaumont (City), serving as the CEQA Lead Agency, finds and declares that the 

proposed Beaumont General Plan 2040 EIR (State Clearinghouse No. 2018031022) has been 

completed in compliance with CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines. The City finds and certifies 

that the EIR was reviewed and that information contained in the EIR was considered prior to 

approving the proposed Beaumont General Plan 2040, herein referred to as the “Project”. 

 

Having received, reviewed and considered the EIR for the Project, as well as all other information 

in the record of proceedings on this matter and the Facts, Findings and Statement of Overriding 

Considerations included in this document are hereby adopted by the City in its capacity as the 

CEQA Lead Agency. 

 

Based upon its review of the EIR, the City finds that the EIR is an adequate assessment of the 

potentially significant environmental impacts of the proposed Project; represents the independent 

judgment of the City; and sets forth an adequate range of alternatives to this Project. 

 

As further described in the Final EIR document, the Final EIR is composed of the following 

elements: 

 

• Beaumont General Plan 2040 Draft EIR; 

• Comment Letters Received and Responses to Comments; 

• Corrections and Changes (Errata) from the Draft EIR to the Final EIR; and 

• Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. 

 

1.2 CUSTODIAN AND LOCATION OF RECORDS 

 

The documents and other materials that constitute the administrative record for the City’s approval 

of the EIR and actions related to the Project are located at the City of Beaumont, Planning 

Department, 550 E. 6th Street, Beaumont, CA 92223. The City of Beaumont is the custodian of 

the Project’s Administrative Record. Copies of the documents and other materials that constitute 
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the record of proceedings are, at all relevant times have been, and will be available upon request 

directed to the City’s Planning Department. 

 

2.0 PROJECT SUMMARY 

2.1 INTRODUCTION 

The City of Beaumont’s (City’s) General Plan (proposed Project or Beaumont 2040 Plan) is 

intended to be a blueprint for the City’s future. The Beaumont 2040 Plan has been prepared in 

accordance with State planning law, as provided in California Government Code Section 65300. 

The Beaumont 2040 Plan is meant to be a framework for guiding planning and development in the 

City and City’s Sphere of Influence (SOI) for the next approximately 20 years and can be thought 

of as the blueprint for the City’s growth and development. The Beaumont 2040 Plan is 

comprehensive both in its geography and subject matter. It addresses the entire territory within the 

City’s incorporated boundaries, SOI, and a broad spectrum of issues associated with the future 

buildout of the City. 

 

According to California Government Code Section 65302, General Plans are required to cover the 

following elements or topics: land use, circulation, housing, conservation, open space, noise, air 

quality, safety, and environmental justice. Jurisdictions may include any other topic that is relevant 

to planning its future. The City has an adopted Housing Element (2013-2021) that is not a part of 

this General Plan Update process. The Beaumont 2040 Plan will include the rest of the required 

topics plus economic development, community/urban design, infrastructure and community 

facilities, resource management, sustainability, and governance. 

 

No Initial Study was prepared for the Project as the City determined that a comprehensive EIR is 

clearly required for the Project (permissible under State CEQA Guidelines Section 15063[a]), and 

that the Project has the potential to result in significant environmental effects.  

 

2.2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The City and City’s SOI (collectively referred to as the “Planning Area”) is located in the 

northwestern portion of Riverside County (County), and is bounded by the City of Calimesa to the 

northwest, unincorporated areas of the County to the west, unincorporated County areas (e.g., 

Cherry Valley) to the north, unincorporated County areas and the City of San Jacinto to the south, 

and by the City of Beaumont to the east. The Planning Area encompasses approximately 41.51 

square miles (26,566 acres). Major transportation routes through the Planning Area include 

Interstate 10 (I-10), State Route 60 (SR-60), and State Route 79 (SR-79) (see Figure 3-1 – Regional 

Map). 

 

The Planning Area includes land within the existing City limits (approximately 19,381 acres) and 

within the City’s SOI which includes unincorporated areas outside the current City limits 
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(approximately 7,185 acres) (see Figure 3-2 – Project Vicinity). In preparing the Beaumont 2040 

Plan and planning for the future of the City, it will be important to closely coordinate with 

neighboring jurisdictions and regional agencies in order to plan for sustainable community growth. 

Land uses within the City’s Planning Area may include a combination of undeveloped, developing, 

and developed properties. At this time, the City is not seeking annexation of land within the SOI 

into its current jurisdiction. However, new development within the SOI is being contemplated as 

a part of the Beaumont 2040 Plan as the SOI represents the City’s ultimate future boundary and 

service area. 

 

California Government Code Section 65300 et seq. establishes the obligation of cities and counties 

to adopt and implement General Plans. The General Plan is a comprehensive and general document 

that describes plans for the physical development of a city or county and of any land outside its 

boundaries that in the city’s or county’s judgement, bears relation to its planning.  The General 

Plan is required to address the following mandatory elements:  land use, circulation, housing, 

conservation, open space, noise, air quality, safety, and environmental justice. Jurisdictions may 

include any other topic that is relevant to planning its future. As previously noted, the City has an 

adopted Housing Element (2013-2021) that is not a part of this General Plan Update (Beaumont 

2040 Plan) process. The Beaumont 2040 Plan will include the rest of the required topics plus 

economic development, community/urban design, infrastructure and community facilities, 

resource management, sustainability, and governance. 

 

The Beaumont 2040 Plan functions as a guide to the type of community that Beaumont citizens 

desire, and provides the means by which that desired future can be achieved. The Beaumont 2040 

Plan addresses a range of immediate, mid-, and long-term issues with which the community is 

concerned. The Beaumont 2040 Plan is intended to allow land use and policy determinations to be 

made within a comprehensive framework that incorporates public health, safety, and "quality of 

life" considerations in a manner that recognizes resource limitations and the fragility of the 

community's natural environment. Under State law, the General Plan must serve as the foundation 

upon which all land use decisions are to be based, and must also be comprehensive, internally 

consistent, and have a long-term perspective. State law further mandates that the Beaumont 2040 

Plan: 

 Identify land use, circulation, environmental, economic, and social goals and policies for 

the City and its surrounding planning area (i.e., the City’s sphere of influence) as they relate 

to future growth and development; 

 Provide a basis for local government decision-making, including decisions on development 

approvals and exactions; 

 Provide citizens the opportunity to participate in the planning and decision-making process 

of their communities; and 

 Inform citizens, developers, decision-makers, and other cities and counties of the ground 

rules that guide development within a particular community. 
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Beaumont is a community that values its small-town feel, community heritage, and natural setting. 

The City is committed to encouraging economically sustainable, balanced growth that respects its 

long history, while meeting infrastructure needs and protecting the environment.  Beaumont’s 

community pride and rural mountain setting sets the City apart as a vibrant and healthy community 

with local access to retail, services, jobs, and recreation. Beaumont 2040 Plan’s vision for the 

future focuses on the following guiding values and priorities: 

 

 Transparent, honest government: The citizens of Beaumont desire and value a customer-

oriented government that adapts to digital technology, improves effectiveness, embraces 

innovation, and encourages everyone to participate in City government. Local leaders and 

public employees are accountable to the citizens.  

 Responsible, measured growth: Beaumont values a good balance of homes, jobs, and 

retail with access to local urban amenities. Beaumont promotes expanded and enhanced 

opportunities for employment in the City, while ensuring that population growth does not 

outpace existing infrastructure capacity.  

 Fiscal responsibility: Beaumont encourages fiscal transparency, responsible growth and 

effective management of fiscal revenues. Beaumont promotes policies that create a strong 

environment for job creation, build a strong tax base, and improve the fiscal performance 

of the City. 

 Small-town atmosphere: Beaumont values its small-town atmosphere with distinct 

neighborhoods, historic downtown and connection to the natural environment. Beaumont 

is an inviting place to live and visit, and a desirable place for families. The citizens have a 

sense of pride and belonging in their City and close ties with their neighbors. Downtown 

Beaumont is a vibrant, diverse, active and walkable place in the heart of the City with civic, 

commercial, entertainment and residential opportunities for all residents in with high-

quality streetscape design, community gathering spaces, and buildings that support 

pedestrian comfort and safety. 

 Quality of life provided by efficient infrastructure: Beaumont has vibrant 

neighborhoods that provide retail, entertainment and recreational opportunities within 

close proximity. Beaumont encourages policies that create a multi-modal transportation 

network that enhances neighborhood connectivity and provides opportunities for active 

transportation and complete streets. New pedestrian and bicycle connections and programs 

will make it easier, more comfortable, and safer for residents, workers, and visitors to meet 

their daily needs and access regional destinations, and adjacent communities. Beaumont 

supports the improvement of infrastructure systems that keep pace with development. 

 Health and safety: Beaumont endorses access to a healthy lifestyle for people of all ages 

by developing a complete city with a wide range of open space and recreation opportunities 

and walkable environments that are clean, safe, and kid friendly. Beaumont fosters safe 

neighborhoods through good community and environmental design policies that promote 

a mix of uses and active streets. 
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 Beautiful environment of the Pass Area:1 The citizens of Beaumont value the natural 

environment of the City and its surroundings. Beaumont promotes policies that encourage 

access to these resources for all citizens, enhances opportunities for tourism, and stewards 

these natural resources and habitat areas. A diverse and extensive open space network with 

parks and trails within the City and to the surrounding Pass Area enhances access for 

residents and visitors alike.  

 

The Beaumont 2040 Plan identifies major strategies and physical improvements for the City over 

the next approximately 20 years. These strategies include revitalizing Sixth Street into a 

“downtown” for the City, transforming Beaumont Avenue and Sixth Street into mixed use 

corridors, diversifying housing choices in the City with new affordable and market-rate single 

family homes and multi-family housing, expanding the jobs base, including development of an 

employment district and mixed uses along SR-79 in the southern portion of the City. Strategies 

will also support neighborhood enhancement, connectivity, and sustainable development practices 

on lands located immediately to the southwest of the City. Transit-oriented development is also 

contemplated in the area around the potential location of a Metrolink transit station at Pennsylvania 

Avenue and First Street. To achieve this direction, the City will also need to ensure balanced 

growth and preservation of the community’s history and identity, open space, and development of 

a multimodal transportation system. 

 

2.3 PROJECT GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

 

Per Section 15124 (b) of the CEQA Guidelines, an EIR needs to include a statement of the 

objectives of a project which help the City develop a reasonable range of alternatives. The 

objectives need to outline the general purpose of the Project.  The City’s objectives for each of the 

Project’s major components are described below: 

 

Beaumont 2040 Plan  

 Create a vibrant downtown to reduce vacancies and promote mix of active uses and a 

variety of retail and housing. Develop downtown with human scale design that supports 

and improves the pedestrian experience, including multi-modal streets. 

 Pursue an infill strategy to foster compact development patterns, create walkable 

communities and preserve the natural environment and critical environmental areas. 

Within the SOI, limit future development to areas immediately adjacent to existing 

development and along current and new transportation corridors.  

                                                 
1 The Pass Area refers to the area bounded by the San Jacinto Mountains to the south and the San Bernardino 

Mountains to the north. The unincorporated communities of Beaumont Bench (north of the City of Beaumont), Cherry 

Valley (north of the City’s SOI), Cabazon, east of the City of Beaumont), the Morongo Indian Reservation, and the 

incorporated cities of Beaumont, Beaumont, and Calimesa are located within the Pass Area.) 
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 Improve retail corridors, to enhance development and redevelopment in the City’s retail 

corridors, diversify housing types, encourage mixed-use centers, and foster opportunities 

for economic growth. 

 Expand housing choices to provide a diverse housing inventory to meet the changing needs 

of the Planning Area, which includes more affordable housing options. 

 Protect the City’s historic resources. to preserve and enhance the City’s rich cultural and 

historic assets.  

 Expand and enhance employment opportunities to diversify the City’s job base, promote 

future growth and economic development in the SOI, and achieve a better balance between 

jobs and households in the Planning Area.  

 Improve fiscal performance of the City to stabilize the City’s fiscal health. 

 Improve infrastructure and keep pace with development, to enhance the quality of life for 

the City’s residents and the City’s fiscal health by linking land use, transportation, and 

infrastructure development. 

 Improve health outcomes, to improve the health of the community by supporting active 

transportation, access to healthy food, park, healthcare (including mental healthcare), 

preventative care and fitness, and economic opportunities.  

 Create a diverse and extensive open space network to maintain the views of the mountains 

and provide connectivity between residential neighborhoods and open space resources that 

provide opportunities for active and passive recreation. 

 Enhance opportunities for tourism to create a unique identity for tourism to transform 

Beaumont into a regional destination. 

 Ensure high level of public safety to protect the personal safety and welfare of people who 

live, work, and visit Beaumont from crime, pollution, disasters, and other threats and 

emergencies.  

 

Revised Zoning Ordinance and Zoning Map 

 Update Zoning Ordinance text and Zoning map to reflect new land use policies contained 

in the Beaumont 2040 Plan 

 

2.4 REQUIRED DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS AND PERMITS 

 

The EIR serves as an informational document for use by public agencies, the general public, and 

decision makers. The EIR discusses the impacts of development pursuant to the proposed Project 

and related components and analyzes Project alternatives. The EIR will be used by the City of 

Beaumont and responsible agencies in assessing impacts of the proposed Project. 

 

The following list specifies non-exhaustively and non-exclusively the approvals necessary for the 

proposed Project. The City Planning Commission and City Council (the City Council is the final 
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approving authority) will review the Beaumont 2040 Plan and its PEIR and supporting documents 

to consider whether or not to take the following actions: 

 

 Certification of a PEIR.  

 Approval of the EIR Findings, 

 Adoption of a Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program in conjunction with 

the PEIR, 

 Adoption of the General Plan Update (Beaumont 2040 Plan), and 

 Adoption of the revised Zoning Ordinance and Zoning Map. 

 

Additionally, subsequent development projects may also require review and approval by various 

departments or agencies outside of the City, including but not limited to those listed below. It 

should be noted that the following actions are associated with the future development of the City 

as it builds out pursuant to the Beaumont 2040 Plan. That is, actions of the types listed here would 

occur whether or not the proposed Project was approved. And, as such, these actions are listed as 

general items and are not directly associated with the Beaumont 2040 Plan. 

 

 Future development affecting Waters of the U.S. or adjacent wetlands would need to fill 

out a permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers issued pursuant to Section 404 of the 

Federal Clean Water Act (CWA). 

 Prior to obtaining a CWA Section 404 permit, a future development may also need to obtain 

a water quality certification or waiver from the Regional Water Quality Control Board 

pursuant to Section 401 of the Federal CWA. 

 Future development affecting native habitat within a streambed may need a 

Streambed/Bank Alteration Agreement issued by the California Department of Fish and 

Wildlife pursuant to Section 1600 et seq. of the California Fish and Game Code. 

 Future development, as such industrial uses for example, may need air quality operating 

permits for boilers or other large combustion-based equipment from the Southern 

California Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). 

 Future development will be required to submit a fugitive dust control plan to the SCAQMD 

for approval prior to issuance of grading permits (SCAQMD Rule 403). 

 Future development within or altering a 100-year floodplain or other FEMA-mapped flood 

hazard area would need to obtain a Letter of Map Revision (LOMR), Conditional Letter of 

Map Revision (CLOMR) or Conditional Letter of Map Revision Based on Fill (CLOMR-

F) that describes the effect that the proposed project or fill would have on the National 

Flood Insurance Program map. 

 Future development, such as industrial or medical, for example may need hazardous 

material handling, use, storage, and/or disposal permit(s) from the appropriate local, 

regional, state, or federal agency.  
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 National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Construction General Permits 

will be required for grading activities of 1 acre or larger. The developer must file a Notice 

of Intent with the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) and obtain a General 

Construction Activity Stormwater Permit pursuant to the NPDES regulations established 

under the CWA. This permit requires preparation and implementation of a Stormwater 

Pullulation Prevention Plan, which is intended to prevent degradation of surface and 

groundwaters during the grading and construction process. 

 

3.0 INDEPENDENT JUDGMENT AND FINDING 

 

Albert A. Webb Associates was retained by the City to prepare the EIR.  Albert A. Webb 

Associates prepared the EIR under the supervision, direction and review of the City planning staff. 

 

Finding: The EIR for the Project reflects the City’s independent judgment.  The City has 

exercised independent judgment in accordance with Public Resources Code Section 

21082.1(c)(3) in directing the consultant in the preparation of the EIR, as well as 

reviewing, analyzing and revising material prepared by the consultant. 

 

 

3.1 GENERAL FINDING ON MITIGATION MEASURES 

 

In preparing the Approvals for this Project as defined in this document in Section 2.4 – Required 

Discretionary Actions and Permits, City staff incorporated the mitigation measures recommended 

in the EIR as applicable to the Project.  In the event that the Approvals do not use the exact wording 

of the mitigation measures recommended in the EIR, in each such instance, the adopted Approvals 

are intended to be identical or substantially similar to the recommended mitigation measure.  Any 

minor revisions were made for the purpose of improving clarity or to better define the intended 

purpose. 

 

Finding: Unless specifically stated to the contrary in these findings, it is this City Council’s 

intent to adopt all mitigation measures recommended by the EIR which are 

applicable to the Project.  If a measure has, through error, been omitted from the 

Approvals or from these Findings, and that measure is not specifically reflected in 

these Findings, that measure shall be deemed to be adopted pursuant to this 

paragraph.  In addition, unless specifically stated to the contrary in these Findings, 

all Approvals repeating or rewording mitigation measures recommended in the EIR 

are intended to be substantially similar to the mitigation measures recommended in 

the EIR and are found to be equally effective in avoiding or lessening the identified 

environmental impact.  In each instance, the Approvals contain the final wording 

for the mitigation measures. 
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4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND FINDINGS 

 

As discussed in more detail below, these Facts, Findings and Statement of Overriding 

Considerations are intended to meet the requirements of CEQA Guidelines Sections 15091 and 

15093.  City staff reports, the EIR, written and oral testimony at public meetings or hearings, these 

Facts, Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations, and other information in the 

administrative record, serve as the basis for the City’s environmental determination. 

 

Detailed analysis of potentially significant environmental impacts and proposed mitigation 

measures for the Project is presented in Section 5.0 of the Draft EIR.   

 

The EIR evaluated the following 20 major environmental categories for potential impacts: 

 

 Aesthetics  Land Use and Planning 

 Agriculture and Forestry Resources  Mineral Resources 

 Air Quality  Noise 

 Biological Resources  Population and Housing  

 Cultural Resources  Public Services 

 Geology and Soils  Recreation 

 Greenhouse Gas  Transportation and Traffic 

 Hazards and Hazardous Materials  Tribal Cultural Resources 

 Hydrology and Water Quality  Utilities and Service Systems  

 Energy  Wildfire 

 

Both Project-specific and cumulative impacts were evaluated.  After considering the 20 major 

environmental categories, this City Council concurs with the conclusions in the EIR that the issues 

and sub issues discussed below can be mitigated below a level of significance.  For the remaining 

potential environmental impacts that cannot feasibly be mitigated below a level of significance 

discussed in Section 5.0, overriding considerations exist which make these potential impacts 

acceptable to this City Council. 

 

 

4.1 POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS WHICH CAN BE MITIGATED 

BELOW A LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE WITH MITIGATION MEASURES 

 

The EIR identifies the significant impacts associated with the Project that can be reduced to a less-

than-significant level by mitigation measures identified in the EIR. The City’s findings with 

522

Item 10.



 

13 

respect to each of the Project’s significant impacts and mitigation measures are set forth in the 

attached Exhibit 12 which is attached to these findings and is incorporated herein by this reference. 

 

Public Resources Code Section 21081 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15091(a)(1) states that no 

public agency shall approve or carry out a project for which an EIR has been completed which 

identifies one or more significant effects unless the public agency makes the following finding:   

 

This City Council hereby finds pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21081 and CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15091(a)(1) that all potentially significant impacts listed in Exhibit 1 can and 

will be mitigated to below a level of significance by imposition of the mitigation measures in the 

EIR; and that these mitigation measures are included as Conditions of Approval and set forth in 

the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program adopted by this City Council.   

 

The City hereby adopts and/or readopts these mitigation measures, for the reasons set forth in these 

findings, in the Draft EIR with respect to the particular impact in question, and summarized in the 

attached Exhibit 1, and incorporates them into the Project. To the extent that these mitigation  

measures  will  not  mitigate  or  avoid  all  significant  effects  on  the   environment, however, it 

is hereby determined that any remaining significant and unavoidable adverse impacts are 

acceptable for the reasons specified in Section 5.2, below. 

 

 

 5.2 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS WHICH REMAIN SIGNIFICANT 

   AND UNAVOIDABLE AFTER MITIGATION AND FINDINGS 

 

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15092(b)(2), this City Council cannot approve the 

Project unless it first finds (1) the Project as approved will not have a significant effect on the 

environment, or (2) the significant effects on the environment have been eliminated or 

substantially lessened where feasible and any remaining significant effects on the environment 

found to be unavoidable are acceptable due to overriding concerns described in Section 15903.  

 

This City Council finds that the following environmental impacts identified in the EIR remain 

significant even after all feasible mitigation measures:  Air Quality – Sensitive Receptor Exposure, 

                                                 
2 The attached Exhibit 1 provides a summary description of each significant impact of the Project, all of which are 

evaluated in full in the EIR; describes the applicable mitigation measures identified in the EIR and adopted or 

readopted by the City; and states the City’s findings on the significance of each impact after adoption and 

incorporation into the Project of these mitigation measures. Full explanations of these environmental findings and 

conclusions can be found in the EIR. These findings hereby incorporate by reference the discussion and analysis in 

those documents supporting the EIR’s determinations regarding mitigation measures and the Project’s impacts and 

mitigation measures designed to address those impacts, including but not limited to the EIR in its entirety. In making 

these findings, the City Council ratifies, adopts, and incorporates into these findings the analysis and explanation in 

the EIR and ratifies, adopts, and incorporates in these findings the determinations and conclusions of the EIR 

relating to environmental impacts and mitigation measures, except to the extent any such determinations and 

conclusions are specifically and expressly modified by these findings. 
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Cumulative Impacts; Greenhouse Gas – GHG Impacts; Noise – Permanent Increase in Ambient 

Noise Levels; and Transportation – Conflict with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision 

(b). A statement of overriding considerations is included herein. 

 

5.2.1 Air Quality  

 

Significant Unavoidable Impact (Threshold B): The EIR concluded that the Project could 

result in significant air quality impacts from long-term operations both from the project and 

cumulatively. This Threshold was used to analyze if the Project’s actions would violate air quality 

standards for long term operational impacts. The analysis included running CalEEMod to predict 

the emissions from the Project’s long term operations, and then comparing these results to the 

acceptable regional (RST) and local (LST) air quality standards. These air quality standards 

include significance thresholds for emissions including: VOC (regional only), NOx, CO, SO2 

(regional only), PM-10 and PM-2.5. The analysis concluded that adoption and implementation of 

the Beaumont 2040 Plan would generate air contaminant emissions from long-term operation of 

planned land uses. These emissions may result in adverse impacts to local air quality, and potential 

impacts to sensitive receptors. Even with implementation of one Mitigation Measure, MM AQ 1, 

the impacts related to long-term operations under Threshold B are significant and unavoidable.  

 

Finding:  The Project will result in significant impacts due to Toxic Air Contaminants (TACs). 

Project Mitigation Measure MM AQ 1 is incorporated into the Mitigation Monitoring and 

Reporting Program for the Project, and will be implemented as specified therein, thereby reducing 

the significant impacts, but not below a level of less than significant.  Mitigation measure MM AQ 

1 would contribute to reduced criteria air pollutant emissions and TACs associated with buildout 

of the Beaumont 2040 Plan. However, implementation of the Beaumont 2040 Plan at buildout 

would generate long-term emissions that exceed the daily SCAQMD thresholds for all criteria 

pollutants, except SO2. Therefore, the Project would contribute to the cumulative contribution of 

criteria pollutants for which the Basin in nonattainment, and no further mitigation measures are 

available that would reduce impacts to below applicable SCAQMD significance thresholds. 

Therefore, air quality impacts remain significant and unavoidable and would therefore be 

cumulatively considerable. 

 

Accordingly, air quality impacts from long term operations will remain significant and 

unavoidable.  The following Mitigation Measure will mitigate impacts to air quality emissions to 

the extent feasible, but the impacts will remain significant and unavoidable: 

 

MM AQ 1 In order to reduce future impacts related to exceedance of air quality standards 

from criteria pollutants and from TACs impacting sensitive receptors, prior to discretionary 

approval for development projects subject to CEQA review, project applicants shall prepare and 

submit a technical analysis evaluating potential air quality impacts, including TAC’s where 
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appropriate, to the City of Beaumont for review and approval. The analysis shall be prepared in 

conformance with current SCAQMD methodology for assessing air quality impacts and TACs. 

Feasible mitigation measures for each future project shall be incorporated, if applicable.  

 

Facts in Support of the Finding:   The EIR recommends Mitigation Measure MM AQ 1 be 

implemented to reduce criteria air pollutant emissions and TACs associated with buildout of the 

Beaumont 2040 Plan. However, the air quality impacts from operations (Project and Cumulative) 

will be significant and unavoidable.  

 

Significant Unavoidable Impact (Threshold C): The EIR concluded that localized criteria 

pollutant and TAC impacts associated with implementation of the Beaumont 2040 Plan are 

significant and unavoidable. The primary source of TACs within the City of Beaumont is diesel-

fueled trucks and other vehicles traveling the freeways and major roadways.  The EIR determined 

that it can be assumed that various sizes and types of projects will be developed and, because of 

the increased density seen for the land uses and desired proximity of residential land uses to both 

transit and commercial centers, it can be assumed that both construction and operation of 

commercial and potentially industrial sources would be developed relatively close to sensitive 

receptors such as residences or schools. The issuance of SCAQMD air quality permits and 

compliance with all SCAQMD, state, and federal regulations regarding stationary TACs reduce 

potential stationary sources of TAC emissions such that sensitive receptors would not be exposed 

to substantial air pollutant concentrations. The SCAQMD limits public exposure to TACs through 

a number of programs. The SCAQMD reviews the potential for TAC emissions from new and 

modified stationary sources through the SCAQMD permitting process for stationary sources. 

Adoption and implementation of the Beaumont 2040 Plan and enforcement of SCAQMD Rules 

and Regulations would minimize exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial criteria pollutant 

and TAC emissions. However, localized criteria pollutant and TAC impacts associated with 

implementation of the Beaumont 2040 Plan are considered significant and unavoidable.  

 

Finding:  The Project could result in significant impacts due to localized criteria pollutant and 

TAC impacts. Project Mitigation Measure MM AQ 1 is incorporated into the Mitigation 

Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Project, and will be implemented as specified therein, 

thereby reducing the significant impacts, but not below a level of less than significant.  Mitigation 

measure MM AQ 1 would contribute to reduced criteria air pollutant emissions and TACs 

associated with buildout of the Beaumont 2040 Plan. However, implementation of the Beaumont 

2040 Plan at buildout could expose sensitive receptors to criteria pollutants and TACs. Therefore, 

air quality impacts remain significant and unavoidable. 

 

Accordingly, air quality impacts will remain significant and unavoidable.  The following 

Mitigation Measure will mitigate impacts to air quality emissions to the extent feasible, but the 

impacts will remain significant and unavoidable: 
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MM AQ 1 In order to reduce future impacts related to exceedance of air quality standards 

from criteria pollutants and from TACs impacting sensitive receptors, prior to discretionary 

approval for development projects subject to CEQA review, project applicants shall prepare and 

submit a technical analysis evaluating potential air quality impacts, including TAC’s where 

appropriate, to the City of Beaumont for review and approval. The analysis shall be prepared in 

conformance with current SCAQMD methodology for assessing air quality impacts and TACs. 

Feasible mitigation measures for each future project shall be incorporated, if applicable.  

 

Facts in Support of the Finding:   The EIR recommends Mitigation Measure MM AQ 1 be 

implemented to reduce criteria air pollutant emissions and TACs associated with buildout of the 

Beaumont 2040 Plan. However, the air quality impacts from operations will be significant and 

unavoidable.  

 

 

5.2.1 Greenhouse Gases 

 

Significant Unavoidable Impact (Threshold A): The EIR concluded that the Project could 

result in significant greenhouse gas emissions impacts from the Project. This Threshold was used 

to analyze if the Project’s actions would violate greenhouse gas standards in the Subregional 

Climate Action Plan (CAP) for long term operational impacts. The analysis included running 

CalEEMod to predict the emissions from the Project’s long term and cumulative operations, and 

then comparing these results to the goals of the CAP, which specifically includes a reduction of 

GHG emissions of 15 percent by the year 2020. This analysis concluded that long term and 

cumulative operations did violate the CAP standards; with implementation of Mitigation Measure 

GHG 1 to reduce GHG emissions from Project operations, the impacts under Threshold A for 

long-term operations are significant and unavoidable. 

 

Finding:  This Threshold was used to analyze GHG reduction levels for long term and cumulative 

operations. This impact to GHG emissions reduction levels is potentially significant and Mitigation 

Measure MM GHG 1 is incorporated into the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for 

the Project, and will be implemented as specified therein, thereby reducing the potentially 

significant impacts related to emissions, but not below a level of less than significant.  Compliance 

with Project-specific design considerations not included in the emissions estimates, specifically 

those aimed at reducing mobile source emissions, would aide in the reduction of GHG emissions 

beyond what is presented in this analysis. Although implementation of Mitigation Measure MM 

GHG 1 would reduce Project-related long-term GHG emissions, greenhouse gas emissions 

impacts will remain significant and unavoidable. 
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MM GHG 1: In order to address effects of GHG emissions from future development, the City of 

Beaumont shall evaluate the feasibility of the potential GHG reduction strategies in Table 5.7-F 

and update the Sustainable Beaumont Plan or similar document every five years to ensure the 

City is monitoring the plan’s progress toward achieving the City’s greenhouse gas (GHG) 

reduction targets and to require amendment if the plan is not achieving the specified level. The 

updates shall identify targets for years 2030, 2040, and 2050 and subsequent applicable 

statewide legislative targets that may be in effect at the time of the update. 

Facts in Support of the Finding:  Using all the emissions quantified above, the total GHG 

emissions generated from the Project is approximately 709,218 MTCO2e which translates to 4.3 

MTCO2e per service population, including the sphere of Influence (SOI). Although 

implementation of Mitigation Measure MM GHG 1 would reduce Project-related long-term GHG 

emissions impact will be significant and unavoidable. 

 

5.2.2 Noise 

 

Significant Unavoidable Impact (Threshold A): The EIR concluded that the Project could 

result in a permanent increase in ambient noise levels. Because implementation of the Beaumont 

2040 Plan could result in new vehicular traffic which could exceed the Federal Highway 

Administration (FHWA) thresholds, proposed Project noise impacts could exceed applicable 

standards and could substantially increase the ambient noise levels in the Planning Area. Although 

Beaumont 2040 Plan policies and implementation actions contained in the Noise Element would 

reduce these impacts to the furthest extent feasible, impacts, at a program level remain significant 

and unavoidable.  

 

Finding:  The Project will result in significant impacts due to ambient noise increase, largely as a 

result of vehicular traffic. Because implementation of the Beaumont 2040 Plan could result in new 

vehicular traffic which could exceed the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) thresholds, 

proposed Project noise impacts could exceed applicable standards and could substantially increase 

the ambient noise levels in the Planning Area. Although Beaumont 2040 Plan policies and 

implementation actions contained in the Noise Element would reduce these impacts to the furthest 

extent feasible, impacts, at a program level remain significant and unavoidable. At a program level, 

there are no feasible mitigation measures that have not been incorporated as policies or 

implementation actions in the Beaumont 2040 Plan. Therefore, noise impacts remain significant 

and unavoidable. 

 

Facts in Support of the Finding:   At a program level, there are no feasible mitigation 

measures that have not been incorporated as policies or implementation actions in the Beaumont 

2040 Plan.  Thus, the noise impacts associated with the Project will be significant and unavoidable.  

 

5.2.3 Transportation 
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Significant Unavoidable Impact (Threshold B): The EIR concluded that impacts related to 

inconsistency with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3 are significant and unavoidable. The 

California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) documentation identifies the 

maximum achievable Vehicle Miles Travelled (VMT) reduction with Transportation Demand 

Management (TDM) measures to be 10 percent in a suburban setting. Given that the Beaumont 

2040 Plan is estimated to generate VMT per service population that is approximately 25 percent 

higher than the threshold of significance, TDM measures (and the Beaumont 2040 Plan policies) 

would likely not reduce VMT per service population to a level below the City’s threshold of 

significance. Additionally, besides the policies and TDM measures there are no other features or 

mitigation measures that could be implemented on a General Plan level to reduce VMT to less 

than significant levels.  Future projects consistent with the General Plan would be required to 

implement the policies identified above, and those would be the means to reduce impacts from 

their projects.  

 

Finding:  The Project will result in significant impacts due to its potential to cause an increase in 

VMT. Given that the Beaumont 2040 Plan is estimated to generate VMT per service population 

that is approximately 25 percent higher than the threshold of significance, TDM measures (and the 

Beaumont 2040 Plan policies) would likely not reduce VMT per service population to a level 

below the City’s threshold of significance. Additionally, besides the policies and TDM measures 

there are no other features or mitigation measures that could be implemented on a General Plan 

level to reduce VMT to less than significant levels. Therefore, transportation impacts related to 

VMT remain significant and unavoidable. The significance of transportation impacts from specific 

future development and public improvement projects will be evaluated on a project-by-project 

basis and Beaumont 2040 Plan policies as well as City standards and practices will be applied, 

individually or jointly, as necessary and appropriate. If project-level impacts are identified at that 

time, specific mitigation measures may be required by CEQA. 

 

Facts in Support of the Finding:   At a program level, there are no feasible mitigation 

measures that have not been incorporated as policies or implementation actions in the Beaumont 

2040 Plan.  Thus, transportation impacts related to VMT will be significant and unavoidable.  

 

  

5.3 ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

 

CEQA requires projects to evaluate a reasonable range of alternatives to a project which will limit 

or reduce the significant impacts of a project.  Specifically, Section 15126.6 (a) says that “a range 

of reasonable alternatives to the project, or to the location of the project, which would feasibly 

attain most of the basic objectives of the project but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the 

significant effects of the project, and evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives”.  Thus, 
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in order to develop a range of reasonable alternatives, the Project objectives must be considered 

when this City Council is evaluating the alternatives. 

 

5.3.1 Alternative Location 

The CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(f)(2) requires that an alternate location to the project that 

will lessen or avoid significant impacts of a project.  Since the project is the consideration of a 

General Plan, which is not inherently linked to a specific project location, and rather constitutes a 

policy document laying out land use implications within the project, an alternative location to the 

Project was considered but rejected for infeasibility.   

 

5.3.2 Alternative 1:  No Project/ No Build Alternative 

 

CEQA mandates that an EIR analyses the No Project Alternative.  Specifically, Section 

15126.6(e)(3)(A) says, “when the project is a revision of an existing land use or regulatory plan, 

policy or ongoing operation, the “no project” alternative will be the continuation of the existing 

plan, policy or operation into the future.” Therefore, for this analysis, the No Project Alternative 

will be the continued land uses and implementation of the City of Beaumont’s March 2007 

General Plan.   

Under Alternative 1 the existing 2007 General Plan guides the future development of the City.  

The land uses in the 2007 General Plan are not much different than is being proposed by the 

Project, but there would be less industrial land uses and less higher density residential units 

under the existing 2007 General Plan compared to the proposed Project.  

Table 1 – Comparison of Alternative 1 to Proposed Project Land Uses 

2007 General Plan Land Use 

Designation 

Alternative 1 -No 

Project/Existing 2007 

General Plan 1 

(acres) 

Proposed General Plan 

Land Use Desgination2 

Proposed 

Project3  

(acres) 

  Rural Residential  

(1 DU per acre) 

547 

  Rural Residential  

(1 DU per 10 acres) 

850 

  Rural Residential  

(1 DU per 40 acres) 

3,420 

Rural Residential  10,946 Total Rural Residential  4,817 

Single Family Residential 6,765 Single Family Residential  5,076 

Multi-Family Residential  142 Traditional Neighborhood 574 

  High Density Residential  323 

Mixed Use  240 Downtown Mixed Use  386 
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2007 General Plan Land Use 

Designation 

Alternative 1 -No 

Project/Existing 2007 

General Plan 1 

(acres) 

Proposed General Plan 

Land Use Desgination2 

Proposed 

Project3  

(acres) 

6th Street Overlay  211 TOD Overlay  173 

Community Commercial 471 Neighborhood Commercial 46 

General Commercial 84 General Commercial 321 

Industrial 1,254 Industrial  1,336 

Public Facilities 234 Public Facilities  350 

Recreation/Conservation  9,849 Open Space  10,253 

Beaumont Avenue Overlay   80   

Urban Village Overlay  684 

 

Urban Village  408 

  Urban Village South 237 

   Employment District  179 

1 = Table 2-1, Distribution of Land Uses within the Beaumont Planning Area (2007 General Plan)  
2= Table 3-2 Potential Development in the City and its Sphere of Influence (2020 Public Draft General Plan)  

3 = does not include 2,088 acres of streets  

DU – dwelling unit  

 

 

Finding: Alternative 1, the Existing 2007 General Plan/No Project Alternative would have 

the same and somewhat more impacts because it does not include the density concentrations near 

commercial/office land uses, nor the alternative transportation method policies that the Project has.  

Under the Existing 2007 General Plan, VMT and the associated air quality and GHG emissions 

would be higher.  Additionally, as shown below in Table 2, none of the Project Objectives are met 

by Alternative 1.  Accordingly, this City Council finds the No Project Alternative less desirable 

than the Project and rejects this Alternative 1. 

 

 

5.3.3 Alternative 2:  Increased Recreation 

 

Under this Alternative, there would be a new Land Use Designation for “Recreation” which 

would include: “Low-impact development, including camping and ATV uses.  Caretaker 

residential units. Residential uses that meet the Rural Residential 40 designation are permitted”.  

The area where this Recreational land use designation would occur is in the very western edge of 

the Planning Area and south of SR 60.  Under Alternative 2, there would be approximately 547 

acres of a Recreation designation, which would replace approximately 547 acres of Rural 

Residential as proposed by the Project.  The area affected by this Land Use designation change is 

within the County of Riverside and located within the City’s Sphere of Influence.  The 

underlying County of Riverside Land Use Designation is Rural Residential.  Under this 

Alternative, the County Land Use Designation would be inconsistent with the City’s proposed 

Project Land Use Designation of Recreation. 
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Alternative 2 has one main distinct difference from the proposed Project; it keeps approximately 

547 acres at the western edge of the Planning Area that is within the County of Riverside 

jurisdiction and in the City’s Sphere of Influence, and makes it Recreation.  This use would 

allow for the construction/operation of recreational focused land uses such as an off-road vehicle 

park, campsites and other active recreational uses.  Under this Alternative, there would be a 

reduction in the amount of Rural Residential land uses from what is in the proposed Project. 

Finding:   Although Alternative 2 would meet almost all of the Project Objectives, the land use 

change of making approximately 550 acres Recreation instead of Rural Residential, would 

decrease the daily trips in this traffic analysis zone; however, there would be still be trips generated 

for recreational purposes. The alternative would also increase active recreation uses such as off-

road vehicles that could also create air quality emissions that would be worse than regular 

passenger cars. Accordingly, this City Council finds the Increased Recreation Alternative less 

desirable than the Project and rejects this Alternative 2. 

Table 2 – Comparison of Alternatives Matrix 

Environmental Issue – 

Project Significance  Proposed Project 

Alternative 1 

No Project/Existing 2007 

General Plan  

Alternative 2  

Increased Recreation 

Air Quality – Significant 

and Unavoidable  

The Project would violate air 

quality standards or contribute 

substantially to an existing or 

projected air quality violation; 

would result in a cumulatively 

considerable net increase of any 

criteria pollutant for which the 

Project region is non-attainment 

under an applicable federal or 

state ambient air quality 

standard (including releasing 

emissions which exceed 

quantitative thresholds for ozone 

precursors); and  potentially 

expose sensitive receptors to 

substantial pollutant 

concentrations;  

Greater – Although potentially 

less development than the 

Project, under the Existing 

General Plan, there would still 

be land use to generate air 

quality impacts related to 

increased traffic and the 

potential for TACs to be 

generated from non-residential 

projects in proximity to 

residential projects. 

Additionally, vehicle miles 

traveled (VMT) per service 

population from the 2007 

General Plan would increase by 

22.4 miles (see Table 5.16-B) 

compared to the Project which 

increases air emissions. 

Therefore, impacts would be 

greater than the Project.  

Slightly Greater – Air quality 

impacts would be slightly less than 

that of the proposed Project due to 

the change in land use and 

associated reductions in daily 

vehicle trips from Rural 

Residential to Recreation.  

However, the Recreational uses 

under this Alternative would also 

create vehicle trips that would 

generate air quality emissions from 

people traveling to use the area and 

from the off road vehicles that 

would be using the site.  The off 

road vehicles that could use the 

Recreational areas could 

potentially have worse air quality 

impacts than regular vehicles 

associated with a residential land 

use because they typically have 

less air quality emission prevention 

technologies and pollute more 

emissions than regular cars.  Under 

this Alternative, the impacts 

associated from future uses and 

TAC exposure would most likely 

be the same as those encountered 

by the Project.  Under this 
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Table 2 – Comparison of Alternatives Matrix 

Environmental Issue – 

Project Significance  Proposed Project 

Alternative 1 

No Project/Existing 2007 

General Plan  

Alternative 2  

Increased Recreation 

Alternative, impacts are significant 

and unavoidable. 

Greenhouse Gas (GHG) 

Emissions- Significant 

and Unavoidable  

The Project would generate 

GHG emissions, either directly 

or indirectly, that significant 

impact on the environment; 

because GHG standards will be 

exceeded by future growth.  

Greater –GHG emissions 

would increase but under the 

2007 General Plan there would 

be less intensity and units than 

proposed by the Project, thereby 

resulting in less GHG emissions 

from new residential and 

nonresidential uses. However, 

VMT per service population 

from the 2007 General Plan 

would increase by 22.4 miles 

(see Table 5.16-B) compared to 

the Project, which would result 

in increased GHG emissions in 

comparison to the Project. 

Therefore, impacts would be 

greater than the Project. 

Same – This Alternative would 

result in about the same GHG 

emissions since it would eliminate 

about 550 acres of Rural 

residential land uses, however, 

with this area being designated for 

Recreation, it would generate trips 

from both inside the City and from 

other communities. Therefore, the 

overall GHG emissions most likely 

would not be much different from 

the proposed Project.  Under this 

Alternative, impacts remain 

significant and unavoidable. 

Noise – Significant and 

Unavoidable  

The Project would contribute to 

permanent increased noise 

levels from roadways due to 

increased traffic and exceed 

threshold for noise levels 

resulting in significant and 

unavoidable impacts after 

mitigation. 

Same – Most area roadways are 

already exceeding noise 

standards in close proximity to 

the roadway.  Under the current 

2007 General Plan, these noise 

levels would be expected to 

result in the same conditions. 

Impacts would remain 

significant and unavoidable.   

Same – Most area roadways are 

already exceeding noise standards 

in close proximity to the roadway.  

Even with changing the 

approximately 550 acres from 

Rural Residential to Recreation 

under this Alternative, these noise 

levels would be expected to result 

in the same conditions as the 

Project and would remain 

significant and unavoidable. 

Transportation – 

Significant and 

Unavoidable 

The Project would generate 29.7 

VMT per service population in 

the Planning Area. There are no 

feasible mitigations available to 

mitigate impacts to less than 

significant levels. Therefore 

Project-related Impacts would 

be significant and unavoidable.  

Greater – The TIA prepared for 

the PEIR included a VMT per 

service population calculation 

for the 2007 General Plan (see 

Table 5.16-B) and determined 

that the 2007 General Plan 

would generate 52.1 VMT per 

service population in the 

Planning Area. This is more 

than the Beaumont 2040 Plan, 

which would generate 29.7 

VMT per service population in 

the Planning Area. Impacts 

would be greater and significant 

and unavoidable.  

Same– This Alternative would 

reduce residential units in the 

Planning Area, hence reducing 

service population. The 

recreational uses proposed under 

this alternative would decrease the 

daily trips in this traffic analysis 

zone; however, because there are a 

number of off-road vehicle (ORV) 

parks that operate within 

unincorporated Riverside County, 

it is assumed that this Alternative 

would not substantially change 

VMT within the WRCOG area 

(see Table 5.16-D). Therefore, the 

VMT impacts would be expected 
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Table 2 – Comparison of Alternatives Matrix 

Environmental Issue – 

Project Significance  Proposed Project 

Alternative 1 

No Project/Existing 2007 

General Plan  

Alternative 2  

Increased Recreation 

to result in similar conditions as 

the Project and remain significant 

and unavoidable. 

Environmentally Superior 

to Proposed Project? 

Not applicable No –Alternative 1 would have 

the same impacts as the Project 

related to noise.  It would create 

more VMT and the resulting 

increases in air quality and GHG 

impacts than the proposed 

Project because the current 2007 

General Plan does not include 

policies related to non-vehicular 

transportation priorities and has 

less dense land uses in the areas 

near commercial and office land 

uses.  For this reason, the 

increase in VMT, this 

Alternative would not be 

environmentally superior to the 

Project.  

No – Alternative 2 would not be 

considered Environmentally 

Superior to the Project because it 

will result in the same GHG, noise 

and transportation impacts as the 

Project. The reason why it is not 

environmentally superior is that it 

does slightly increase air quality 

impacts from the Project because it 

would introduce active recreational 

activities such as off-road vehicles 

which typically have less air 

quality emission prevention 

technologies and pollute more 

emissions than regular cars.  .   

Meets Project Objectives? Yes 

 

No – This Alternative would not 

meet the project objectives as it 

is an outdated vision for the City 

on the types of development 

patterns and goals for the future 

planning.  

Yes – Changing the approximately 

500-acre area from Rural 

Residential still result in most of 

the objectives for the rest of the 

General Plan to be met.  This 

Alternative would solidly meet the 

Objective of providing a diverse 

network of open space.   
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5.0 CERTIFICATION OF FINAL EIR 

 

The City Council declares that no new significant information as defined by the CEQA 

Guidelines, Section 15088.5 has been received by the City Council after circulation of the EIR that 

would require recirculation. The City Council certifies the EIR based on the findings and 

conclusions discussed below. 

 

5.1 FINDINGS 

 

As required by CEQA Statutes, Section 21081 (a)(3) and (b), and CEQA Guidelines Section 

15903, the City of Beaumont City Council makes the following findings: 

1) The City of Beaumont City Council has considered the impacts of the proposed Beaumont 

General Plan 2040 as identified and analyzed in the Final EIR.  Although there are 

mitigation measures, Conditions of Approval, and Project Design Features that assist in 

mitigation of the significant unavoidable adverse impacts, as discussed in the Findings, 

certain impacts cannot be avoided or reduced to below a level of significance.  The City 

Council finds that all feasible changes and alterations, in the form of mitigation measures, 

Conditions of Approval and Project Design Features, have been incorporated into, or 

imposed upon, the proposed Beaumont General Plan 2040. 

 

2) The City of Beaumont City Council has considered the two (2) Project alternatives to the 

proposed Beaumont General Plan 2040, and the additional one (1) Alternative Location 

which was rejected from further consideration, as described and analyzed in the Final EIR.  

Per the criteria under State CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6, which provides specific 

guidance with regard to the discussion of alternatives in an EIR, the City Council considers 

this a reasonable range of alternatives to the Project. Based upon this examination, the City 

of Beaumont City Council finds that while the alternatives have the potential to avoid some 

of the environmental impacts caused by the Project, none of the alternatives would achieve 

the City’s goals and objectives to the same extent as the proposed Project; and 

 

3) Based upon the foregoing, the City of Beaumont City Council finds that the thirteen (13) 

areas of Public Benefit related to the proposed Beaumont Distribution Center Project 

outweigh the four (4) areas of significant unavoidable adverse impacts.  Therefore, the City 

of Beaumont City Council finds the significant unavoidable adverse impacts acceptable. 
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5.2 CONCLUSIONS 

 

1. Except as to those impacts stated above relating to air quality, greenhouse gas 

emissions, noise, and transportation, all other significant environmental impacts from 

the implementation of the proposed Project have been identified in the EIR and, with 

implementation of the mitigation measures identified, where necessary, are considered 

less than significant. 

 

2. Alternatives to the proposed Project, including an Alternative Location, No Project and 

Increased Recreation, have been considered and rejected in favor of the proposed 

Project.  

 

3. Environmental, economic, social, and other considerations and benefits derived from 

the development of the proposed Project override and make infeasible any alternatives 

to the proposed Project or further mitigation measures beyond those incorporated into 

the proposed Project. 

 

6.0 STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 

 

The following Statement of Overriding Considerations is made in connection with the proposed 

approval of the Beaumont General Plan 2040 (the “Project”). 

CEQA requires the decision-making agency to balance the economic, legal, social, and 

technological or other benefits of a project against its unavoidable environmental risks when 

determining whether to approve a project.  If the benefits of the project outweigh the unavoidable 

adverse effects, those effects may be considered acceptable.  CEQA requires the agency to provide 

written findings supporting the specific reasons for considering a project acceptable when 

significant impacts are unavoidable.  Such reasons must be based on substantial evidence in the 

EIR or elsewhere in the administrative record.  The reasons for proceeding with this Project despite 

the adverse environmental impacts that may result are provided in this Statement of Overriding 

Considerations. 

The City Council finds that the economic, social and other benefits of the Project outweigh the 

significant and unavoidable air quality, greenhouse gas emissions, noise, and transportation and 

traffic related effects identified in the EIR and the record of proceedings.  In making this finding, 

pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21081(b) and Guidelines section 15093, the City 

Council has balanced the benefits of the Project against its unavoidable impacts and has indicated 

its willingness to accept those adverse impacts.  The City Council finds that each one of the 

following benefits of the Project, taken singly or in conjunction with the benefits as a whole, would 

warrant approval of the Project notwithstanding the unavoidable environmental impacts of the 

Project as identified in the EIR.  The City Council finds and declares that is has adopted all feasible 
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mitigation measures to reduce impacts involving air quality, cultural resources, greenhouse gas 

emissions, and transportation and traffic as much as possible.   

The City Council has also examined alternatives to the proposed Project, none of which both meet 

the project objectives and is environmentally preferable to the proposed Project.  The City Council 

finds that these alternatives are infeasible because although some alternatives have similar or less 

environmental impacts, they do not provide the benefits of the project, or are otherwise socially or 

economically infeasible when compared to the Project, as described in the Statement of Facts and 

Findings and supported by the DEIR, FEIR and the remainder of the Record of Proceedings. The 

City Council, after balancing the specific economic, legal, social, technological, and other benefits 

of the proposed project, has determined that the unavoidable adverse environmental impacts 

identified above may be considered “acceptable” due to the following specific considerations, 

which outweigh the unavoidable, adverse environmental impacts of the proposed Project.  Each of 

the separate benefits of the proposed Project, as stated herein, is determined to be, unto it and 

independent of the other Project benefits or in conjunction with the benefits as a whole, a basis for 

overriding all unavoidable adverse environmental impacts identified in these Findings.  The City 

has independently verified the existence of all facts stated below to justify the Statement of 

Overriding Considerations.  These benefits include:  

 Creating a vibrant downtown to reduce vacancies and promote mix of active uses and a 

variety of retail and housing. Developing downtown with human scale design that supports 

and improves the pedestrian experience, including multi-modal streets. 

 Pursuing an infill strategy to foster compact development patterns, create walkable 

communities and preserve the natural environment and critical environmental areas. 

Within the SOI, limiting future development to areas immediately adjacent to existing 

development and along current and new transportation corridors.  

 Improving retail corridors, to enhance development and redevelopment in the City’s retail 

corridors, diversify housing types, encourage mixed-use centers, and foster opportunities 

for economic growth. 

 Expanding housing choices to provide a diverse housing inventory to meet the changing 

needs of the Planning Area, which includes more affordable housing options. 

 Protecting the City’s historic resources. to preserve and enhance the City’s rich cultural 

and historic assets.  

 Expanding and enhance employment opportunities to diversify the City’s job base, 

promote future growth and economic development in the SOI, and achieve a better balance 

between jobs and households in the Planning Area.  

 Improving fiscal performance of the City to stabilize the City’s fiscal health. 

 Improving infrastructure and keep pace with development, to enhance the quality of life 

for the City’s residents and the City’s fiscal health by linking land use, transportation, and 

infrastructure development. 
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 Improving health outcomes, to improve the health of the community by supporting active 

transportation, access to healthy food, park, healthcare (including mental healthcare), 

preventative care and fitness, and economic opportunities.  

 Creating a diverse and extensive open space network to maintain the views of the 

mountains and provide connectivity between residential neighborhoods and open space 

resources that provide opportunities for active and passive recreation. 

 Enhancing opportunities for tourism to create a unique identity for tourism to transform 

Beaumont into a regional destination. 

 Ensuring high level of public safety to protect the personal safety and welfare of people 

who live, work, and visit Beaumont from crime, pollution, disasters, and other threats and 

emergencies.  

 

The City Council finds that the foregoing benefits outweigh the identified significant adverse 

environmental impacts.  The City Council further finds that each of the individual Project benefits 

discussed above outweighs the unavoidable adverse environmental effects identified in the Final 

EIR and therefore finds those impacts to be acceptable.  The City Council further finds that each 

of the benefits listed above, standing alone, is sufficient justification for the City Council to 

override these unavoidable environmental impacts. 
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EXHIBIT 1 

 

TABLE OF IMPACTS, MITIGATION MEASURES AND CEQA FINDINGS OF  FACT 

  

Impact Mitigation Measure 
Level of Significant 

After Mitigation 
Findings of Fact 

5.1 Aesthetics  

Have a substantial 
adverse effect on a scenic 
vista?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Substantially damage 
scenic resources, 
including, but not limited 
to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic 
buildings within a state 
scenic highway?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

In non-urbanized areas, 
substantially degrade the 
existing visual character or 
quality of public views of 
the site and its 
surroundings? (Public 
views are those that are 
experienced from publicly 
accessible vantage point). 
If the project is in an 
urbanized area, would the 
project conflict with 
applicable zoning and 
other regulations 
governing scenic quality?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Create a new source of 
substantial light or glare 
which would adversely 
affect day or nighttime 
views in the area?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

5.2  Agriculture and Forestry Resources  

Convert Prime Farmland, 
Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Statewide 
Importance (Farmland), as 
shown on the maps 
prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program of the 
California Resources 
Agency, to non-agricultural 
use?  

MM AG-1:  Because the State 

revaluates and changes 
Farmland designations 
approximately every two years, 
to determine the specific impacts 
to designated Farmland sites 
shown on Figure 5.2-1 – 
Designated Farmland as having 
Prime Farmland or Unique 
Farmland, as part of any 
entitlement process for any 
future development proposal, 
the project applicant shall use 
the most current FMMP data 
available to determine the 

Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Implementation of the identified 
mitigation measures will reduce this 
impact to a less than significant level. 
The City of Beaumont hereby adopts 
these mitigation measures. 

The City of Beaumont, therefore, finds 
that changes or alterations have been 
required in, or incorporated into, the 
Project that avoid the significant 
environmental effects identified in the 
Final EIR. (CEQA Guidelines 
§15091(a)(1)) 
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Impact Mitigation Measure 
Level of Significant 

After Mitigation 
Findings of Fact 

number of acres of Prime 
Farmland, Unique Farmland, 
and Farmland of Statewide 
Importance that would be 
permanently converted to a non-
agricultural use by the proposed 
future development. This 
number shall be referred to as 
the “Acres of Converted 
Farmland.”  

If the Acres of Converted 
Farmland for any future 
development project is greater 
than zero, the City shall require 
the project proponent to provide 
mitigation in the amount 
equivalent to the Acres of 
Converted Farmland. This 
mitigation may be provided by 
one or more of the following 
methods: (i) placement of an 
agricultural easement on 
property containing soils that 
meet the physical and chemical 
criteria for Prime Farmland, 
Unique Farmland, or Farmland 
of Statewide Importance, (ii) 
cancellation of a Notice of Non-
renewal or an agreement not to 
file a Notice of Non-renewal for 
Williamson Act contracts on 
property (or properties), (iii) 
placement of a new Williamson 
Act contract on property or 
properties, or (iv) any 
combination of (i), (ii),or (iii).  
Other feasible measures to 
protect the soils and lands 
designated by the State FMMP 
program not listed here can be 
implemented as determined by 
the City.  This mitigation shall be 
made a condition of project 
approval and evidence of 
mitigation shall be provided to 
the Beaumont Planning 
Department prior to the issuance 
of a grading permit. 

Conflict with existing 
zoning for agricultural use, 
or a Williamson Act 
contract?  

MM AG-2:  In order to allow the 

operation of produce stands in 
the Industrial Zoning District as 
part of the revisions to the 
Beaumont Zoning Ordinance, 
Section 17.03.100 and Table 
17.03-3 shall be revised to 
include Produce Stands as a 

Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Implementation of the identified 
mitigation measures will reduce this 
impact to a less than significant level. 
The City of Beaumont hereby adopts 
these mitigation measures. 

The City of Beaumont, therefore, finds 
that changes or alterations have been 
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Impact Mitigation Measure 
Level of Significant 

After Mitigation 
Findings of Fact 

permitted use in the 
Manufacturing (M) Zone. 

required in, or incorporated into, the 
Project that avoid the significant 
environmental effects identified in the 
Final EIR. (CEQA Guidelines 
§15091(a)(1)) 

Conflict with existing 
zoning for, or cause 
rezoning of, forest land (as 
defined in Public 
Resources Code section 
12220(g)), timberland (as 
defined by Public 
Resources Code section 
4526), or timberland zoned 
Timberland Production (as 
defined by Government 
Code section 51104(g))?  

No mitigation required No Impact Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Result in the loss of forest 
land or conversion of 
forest land to non-forest 
use?  

No mitigation required No Impact Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Involve other changes in 
the existing environment 
which, due to their location 
or nature, could result in 
conversion of Farmland, to 
non-agricultural use or 
conversion of forest land to 
non-forest use?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

5.3  Air Quality  

Conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of the 
applicable air quality plan?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Result in a cumulatively 
considerable net increase 
of any criteria pollutant for 
which the project region is 
non-attainment under an 
applicable federal or state 
ambient air quality 
standard?  

MM AQ 1:  In order to reduce 

future impacts related to 
exceedance of air quality 
standards from criteria pollutants 
and from TACs impacting 
sensitive receptors, prior to 
discretionary approval for 
development projects subject to 
CEQA review, project applicants 
shall prepare and submit a 
technical analysis evaluating 
potential air quality impacts, 
including TAC’s where 
appropriate, to the City of 
Beaumont for review and 
approval. The analysis shall be 
prepared in conformance with 
current South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (SCAQMD) 

Significant and 
Unavoidable Impacts 

Implementation of the identified 
mitigation measures will reduce this 
impact, but not to a less than significant 
level. While the City of Beaumont hereby 
adopts these mitigation measures, 
impacts will remain significant and 
unavoidable. The City of Beaumont 
hereby concludes that the impact is 
acceptable in light of the Project’s 
benefits as set forth in the Statement of 
Overriding Considerations. (CEQA 
Guidelines 

§15091(a)(3)). 
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Impact Mitigation Measure 
Level of Significant 

After Mitigation 
Findings of Fact 

methodology for assessing air 
quality impacts and TACs. 
Feasible mitigation measures for 
each future project shall be 
incorporated, if applicable. 

Expose sensitive receptors 
to substantial pollutant 
concentrations?  

MM AQ-1 

See Above 

Significant and 
Unavoidable Impacts 

Implementation of the identified 
mitigation measures will reduce this 
impact, but not to a less than significant 
level. While the City of Beaumont hereby 
adopts these mitigation measures, 
impacts will remain significant and 
unavoidable. The City of Beaumont 
hereby concludes that the impact is 
acceptable in light of the Project’s 
benefits as set forth in the Statement of 
Overriding Considerations. (CEQA 
Guidelines 

§15091(a)(3)). 

Result in other emissions 
(such as those leading to 
odors) adversely affecting 
a substantial number of 
people?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

5.4  Biological Resources  

Have a substantial 
adverse effect, either 
directly or through habitat 
modifications, on any 
species identified as a 
candidate, sensitive, or 
special status species in 
local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations, or 
by the California 
Department of Fish and 
Game or U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service?  

 

MM BIO-1:  For impacts 

identified to Species Not 
Covered by the MSHCP, 
potential direct and indirect 
impacts to Federal Species of 
Concern, California Species of 
Special Concern, California 
Species Animals or plants on 
lists one through four of the 
California Native Plant Society 
(CNPS) Inventory will require 
habitat assessments prepared 
by a qualified biologist for future 
implementing projects.  The 
habitat assessment report 
identifying potential impacts to 
the Not Covered MSHCP 
species shall be provided in a 
report and submitted to the City 
Planning Department prior to 
issuance of grading permits.  
The following determinations 
shall be made by the City 
based on the habitat 
assessment:  

 If the findings of the habitat 
assessment show no 
suitable habitat or sensitive 
species Not Covered by 

Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Implementation of the identified 
mitigation measures will reduce this 
impact to a less than significant level. 
The City of Beaumont hereby adopts 
these mitigation measures. 

The City of Beaumont, therefore, finds 
that changes or alterations have been 
required in, or incorporated into, the 
Project that avoid the significant 
environmental effects identified in the 
Final EIR. (CEQA Guidelines 
§15091(a)(1)) 
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Impact Mitigation Measure 
Level of Significant 

After Mitigation 
Findings of Fact 

the MSHCP occur on site, 
then no additional surveys 
or mitigation measures are 
required. 

 If the potential for sensitive 
species exist or suitable 
habitat exists on site, 
focused surveys shall be 
completed within one year 
of the submittal to the City 
for review.   Focused 
surveys conducted in the 
appropriate season for 
each species, as identified 
in the habitat assessment 
report, shall be conducted 
to determine 
presence/absence status. 

 If no sensitive species are 
identified through focused 
surveys, then no additional 
surveys or mitigation 
measures are required. 

 If sensitive species Not 
Covered by the MSHCP 
are found on site and are 
not avoided by project 
design, coordination with 
the appropriate regulatory 
agencies (i.e. USFWS 
and/or CDFW) would be 
required to obtain 
necessary take permits 
and implement project-
specific mitigation prior to 
any ground disturbing 
activities.  

MM BIO-2:  To ensure 

compliance with Fish and 
Game Code sections 3503, 
3503.5, and 3513 no direct 
impacts shall occur to any 
nesting birds, their eggs, 
chicks, or nests. If future 
implementing project activities 
are planned during the bird 
nesting season, nesting bird 
survey(s) consisting of up to 
three (3) site visits within 3 days 
prior to ground disturbance, 
clearing and/or demolition 
activities shall be conducted to 
ensure birds protected under 
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
(MBTA) are not disturbed by 
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on-site activities. Any such 
survey(s) shall be conducted by 
a qualified biologist. If no active 
nests are found, no additional 
measures are required.  

If active nests are found, the 
nest locations shall be mapped 
by the biologist. The nesting 
bird species shall be 
documented and, to the degree 
feasible, the nesting stage (e.g., 
incubation of eggs, feeding of 
young, near fledging) 
determined. Based on the 
species present and 
surrounding habitat, a no-
disturbance buffer shall be 
established around each active 
nest. The buffer shall be 
identified by a qualified biologist 
and confirmed by the City. No 
construction or ground 
disturbance activities shall be 
conducted within the buffer until 
the biologist has determined the 
nest is no longer active and has 
informed the City and 
construction supervisor that 
activities may resume. 

Have a substantial 
adverse effect on any 
riparian habitat or other 
sensitive natural 
community identified in 
local or regional plans, 
policies, regulations or by 
the California Department 
of Fish and Game or US 
Fish and Wildlife Service?  

MM BIO-3:  The City shall 

require the following for all 
future implementing projects in 
order to mitigate for impacts to 
riparian/riverine or sensitive 
habitats associated with waters 
of the US and State:   

 Preparation of a 
Jurisdictional Delineation 
of Waters of the U.S. and 
wetlands pursuant to the 
RCA as well as CWA and 
ACOE protocol where 
drainages are located on 
site. If avoidance of the 
drainages is infeasible, 
then applicants must 
obtain a CWA Section 
404 permit from the 
ACOE prior to project 
grading. These permits 
must include measures or 
other equivalent 
requirements necessary 
to reduce impacts to 
riparian and wetlands 

Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Implementation of the identified 
mitigation measures will reduce this 
impact to a less than significant level. 
The City of Beaumont hereby adopts 
these mitigation measures. 

The City of Beaumont, therefore, finds 
that changes or alterations have been 
required in, or incorporated into, the 
Project that avoid the significant 
environmental effects identified in the 
Final EIR. (CEQA Guidelines 
§15091(a)(1)) 
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resources and ensure no 
net loss of wetlands. 

 Preparation of a 
Jurisdictional Delineation 
of streams and vegetation 
within drainages and 
native vegetation of use to 
wildlife pursuant to CDFW 
and California Fish and 
Game Code Sect 1600 et 
seq. Where necessary, 
applicants are required to 
obtain a Section 1601 or 
1603 permit and a 
Streambed Alteration 
Agreement from CDFW. 
These permits must 
include measures or other 
equivalent requirements 
that reduce impacts to 
riparian and wetlands 
resources ensure no net 
loss of wetlands. 

 Riparian/Riverine 
evaluation pursuant to 
Section 6.1.2 of the 
MSHCP. Applicants must 
avoid impacts to riparian 
areas to preserve the 
function and value of such 
habitats. Avoided areas 
shall be protected in 
perpetuity through a legal 
instrument such as a 
conservation easement or 
deed restriction.  Where 
avoidance is infeasible, a 
DBESP will be required to 
be reviewed and 
approved by the RCA 
and/or US Fish and 
Wildlife Services and 
California Department of 
Fish and Game. 

Have a substantial 
adverse effect on state or 
federally protected 
wetlands (including, but 
not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) 
through direct removal, 
filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other 
means?  

MM BIO-3 

See Above 

Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Implementation of the identified 
mitigation measures will reduce this 
impact to a less than significant level. 
The City of Beaumont hereby adopts 
these mitigation measures. 

The City of Beaumont, therefore, finds 
that changes or alterations have been 
required in, or incorporated into, the 
Project that avoid the significant 
environmental effects identified in the 
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Final EIR. (CEQA Guidelines 
§15091(a)(1)) 

Interfere substantially with 
the movement of any 
native resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife  

species or with established 
native resident or 
migratory wildlife corridors, 
or impede the use of 
native wildlife nursery 
sites?  

MM BIO-2 

See Above 

Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Implementation of the identified 
mitigation measures will reduce this 
impact to a less than significant level. 
The City of Beaumont hereby adopts 
these mitigation measures. 

The City of Beaumont, therefore, finds 
that changes or alterations have been 
required in, or incorporated into, the 
Project that avoid the significant 
environmental effects identified in the 
Final EIR. (CEQA Guidelines 
§15091(a)(1)) 

Conflict with any local 
policies or ordinances 
protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or 
ordinance?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Conflict with the provisions 
of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural 
Community Conservation 
Plan, or other approved 
local, regional, or state 
habitat conservation plan?  

MM BIO-3 

See Above  

MM BIO-4:  During the CEQA 

process, the City shall evaluate 
all proposed road projects within 
the MSHCP Criteria Area to 
ensure compliance with the 
MSHCP and the Implementing 
Agreement. 

Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Implementation of the identified 
mitigation measures will reduce this 
impact to a less than significant level. 
The City of Beaumont hereby adopts 
these mitigation measures. 

The City of Beaumont, therefore, finds 
that changes or alterations have been 
required in, or incorporated into, the 
Project that avoid the significant 
environmental effects identified in the 
Final EIR. (CEQA Guidelines 
§15091(a)(1)) 

5.5  Cultural Resources  

Cause a substantial 
adverse change in the 
significance of a historical 
resource pursuant to § 
15064.5?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Cause a substantial 
adverse change in the 
significance of an 
archaeological resource 
pursuant to § 15064.5?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Disturb any human 
remains, including those 
interred outside of formal 
cemeteries?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

5.6  Geology and Soils  

Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of 
loss, injury, or death involving: 
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Rupture of a known 
earthquake fault, as 
delineated on the 
most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zoning Map 
issued by the State 
Geologist for the area 
or based on other 
substantial evidence 
of a known fault? 

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Strong seismic ground 
shaking?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Seismic-related 
ground failure, 
including liquefaction?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Landslides? No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Result in substantial soil 
erosion or the loss of 
topsoil?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Be located on a geologic 
unit or soil that is unstable, 
or that would become 
unstable as a result of the 
project, and potentially 
result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Be located on expansive 
soil, as defined in Table 
18-1-B of the Uniform 
Building Code (1994), 
creating substantial direct 
or indirect risks to life or 
property?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Have soils incapable of 
adequately supporting the 
use of septic tanks or 
alternative waste water 
disposal systems where 
sewers are not available 
for the disposal of waste 
water?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 
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Directly or indirectly 
destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or 
site or unique geologic 
feature?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

5.7  Greenhouse Gas Emissions  

Generate greenhouse gas 
emissions, either directly 
or indirectly, that may have 
a significant impact on the 
environment?  

MM GHG 1:  In order to address 

effects of GHG emissions from 
future development, the City of 
Beaumont shall evaluate the 
feasibility of the potential GHG 
reduction strategies in Table 5.7-
F and update the Sustainable 
Beaumont Plan or similar 
document every five years to 
ensure the City is monitoring the 
plan’s progress toward achieving 
the City’s greenhouse gas 
(GHG) reduction targets and to 
require amendment if the plan is 
not achieving the specified level. 
The updates shall identify 
targets for years 2030, 2040, 
and 2050 and subsequent 
applicable statewide legislative 
targets that may be in effect at 
the time of the update. 

Significant and 
Unavoidable Impacts 

Implementation of the identified 
mitigation measures will reduce this 
impact, but not to a less than significant 
level. While the City of Beaumont hereby 
adopts these mitigation measures, 
impacts will remain significant and 
unavoidable. The City of Beaumont 
hereby concludes that the impact is 
acceptable in light of the Project’s 
benefits as set forth in the Statement of 
Overriding Considerations. (CEQA 
Guidelines 

§15091(a)(3)). 

Conflict with an applicable 
plan, policy or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of 
reducing the emissions of 
greenhouse gases?  

No mitigation required No Impact Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

5.8  Hazards and Hazardous Materials  

Create a significant hazard 
to the public or the 
environment through the 
routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous 
materials?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Create a significant hazard 
to the public or the 
environment through 
reasonably foreseeable 
upset and accident 
conditions involving the 
release of hazardous 
materials into the 
environment?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Emit hazardous emissions 
or handle hazardous or 
acutely hazardous 
materials, substances, or 

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 
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waste within one-quarter 
mile of an existing or 
proposed school?  

Be located on a site which 
is included on a list of 
hazardous materials sites 
compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 
65962.5 and, as a result, 
would it create a significant 
hazard to the public or the 
environment?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

For a project located within 
an airport land use plan or, 
where such a plan has not 
been adopted, within two 
miles of a public airport or 
public use airport, would 
the project result in a 
safety hazard or excessive 
noise for people residing 
or working in the project 
area?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Impair implementation of 
or physically interfere with 
an adopted emergency 
response plan or 
emergency evacuation 
plan?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Expose people or 
structures, either directly 
or indirectly, to a 
significant risk of loss, 
injury or death involving 
wildland fires?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

5.9  Hydrology and Water Quality  

Violate any water quality 
standards or waste 
discharge requirements or 
otherwise substantially 
degrade surface or 
groundwater quality?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Substantially decrease 
groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge 
such that the project may 
impede sustainable 
groundwater management 
of the basin?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 
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Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the 
alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious 
surfaces, in a manner which would:  

 

Result in substantial 
erosion or siltation on- 
or off-site;  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Substantially increase 
the rate or amount of 
surface runoff in a 
manner which would 
result in flooding on- 
or offsite;  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Create or contribute 
runoff water which 
would exceed the 
capacity of existing or 
planned stormwater 
drainage systems or 
provide substantial 
additional sources of 
polluted runoff; or  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Impede or redirect 
flood flows?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

In flood hazard, tsunami, 
or seiche zones, risk 
release of pollutants due to 
project inundation?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of a water 
quality control plan or 
sustainable groundwater 
management plan?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

5.10  Land Use and Planning  

Physically divide an 
established community?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Cause a significant 
environmental impact due 
to a conflict with any land 
use plan, policy, or 
regulation adopted for the 
purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an 
environmental effect?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

5.11  Mineral Resources  

549

Item 10.



 

 

  

Impact Mitigation Measure 
Level of Significant 

After Mitigation 
Findings of Fact 

Result in the loss of 
availability of a known 
mineral resource that 
would be of value to the 
region and the residents of 
the state?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Result in the loss of 
availability of a locally-
important mineral resource 
recovery site delineated on 
a local general plan, 
specific plan or other land 
use plan?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

5.12  Noise  

Generation of a substantial 
temporary or permanent 
increase in ambient noise 
levels in the vicinity of the 
project in excess of 
standards established in 
the local general plan or 
noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of 
other agencies?  

No feasible mitigation at a 
programmatic level.   

Significant and 
Unavoidable Impacts 

For these impacts, there are no feasible 
mitigation measures. Thus, impacts will 
remain significant and unavoidable. The 
City of Beaumont hereby concludes that 
the impact is acceptable in light of the 
Project’s benefits as set forth in the 
Statement of Overriding Considerations. 
(CEQA Guidelines 

§15091(a)(3)). 

Generation of excessive 
groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

For a project located within 
the vicinity of a private 
airstrip or an airport land 
use plan or, where such a 
plan has not been 
adopted, within two miles 
of a public airport or public 
use airport, would the 
project expose people 
residing or working in the 
project area to excessive 
noise levels?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

5.13  Population and Housing  

Induce substantial 
unplanned population 
growth in an area, either 
directly (for example, by 
proposing new homes and 
businesses) or indirectly 
(for example, through 
extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 
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Displace substantial 
numbers of existing people 
or housing, necessitating 
the construction of 
replacement housing 
elsewhere?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

5.14  Public Services  

Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or 
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered 
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental 
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other 
performance objectives for any of the following public services: 

 

Fire protection No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Police protection No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Schools No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Parks  No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Other Public Facilities No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

5.15  Recreation  

Would the project increase 
the use of existing 
neighborhood and regional 
parks or other recreational 
facilities such that 
substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility 
would occur or be 
accelerated?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Does the project include 
recreational facilities or 
require the construction or 
expansion of recreational 
facilities which might have 
an adverse physical effect 
on the environment? 

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 
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5.16  Transportation  

Conflict with a program, 
plan, ordinance or policy 
addressing the circulation 
system, including transit, 
roadway, bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Would the project conflict 
or be inconsistent with 
CEQA Guidelines section 
15064.3, subdivision (b)?  

No feasible mitigation at a 
programmatic level.   

Significant and 
Unavoidable Impacts 

For these impacts, there are no feasible 
mitigation measures. Thus, impacts will 
remain significant and unavoidable. The 
City of Beaumont hereby concludes that 
the impact is acceptable in light of the 
Project’s benefits as set forth in the 
Statement of Overriding Considerations. 
(CEQA Guidelines 

§15091(a)(3)). 

Substantially increase 
hazards due to a 
geometric design feature 
(e.g., sharp curves or 
dangerous intersections) 
or incompatible uses (e.g., 
farm equipment)?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Result in inadequate 
emergency access?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

5.17  Tribal Cultural Resources  

Listed or eligible for listing 
in the California Register 
of Historical Resources, or 
in a local register of 
historical resources as 
defined in Public 
Resources Code section 
5020.1(k)? 

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

A resource determined by 
the lead agency, in its 
discretion and supported 
by substantial evidence, to 
be significant pursuant to 
criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public 
Resources Code Section 
5024.1. In applying the 
criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public 
Resources Code Section 
5024.1, the lead agency 
shall consider the 
significance of the 

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 
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resource to a California 
Native American tribe? 

5.18  Utilities and Service Systems  

Require or result in the 
relocation or construction 
of new or expanded water, 
wastewater treatment or 
storm water drainage, 
electric power, natural gas, 
or telecommunications 
facilities, the construction 
or relocation of which 
could cause significant 
environmental effects?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Have sufficient water 
supplies available to serve 
the project and reasonably 
foreseeable future 
development during 
normal, dry and multiple 
dry years?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Result in a determination 
by the wastewater 
treatment provider which 
serves or may serve the 
project that it has 
adequate capacity to serve 
the project’s projected 
demand in addition to the 
provider’s existing 
commitments?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Generate solid waste in 
excess of State or local 
standards, or in excess of 
the capacity of local 
infrastructure, or otherwise 
impair the attainment of 
solid waste reduction 
goals?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Comply with federal, state, 
and local management 
and reduction statutes and 
regulations related to solid 
waste?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

5.19  Energy  

Result in potentially 
significant environmental 
impact due to wasteful, 
inefficient, or unnecessary 
consumption of energy 

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 
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Findings of Fact 

resources, during project 
construction or operation?  

Conflict with or obstruct a 
state or local plan for 
renewable energy or 
energy efficiency?  

No mitigation required No Impact Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

5.20  Wildfire  

Substantially impair an 
adopted emergency 
response plan or 
emergency evacuation 
plan?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Due to slope, prevailing 
winds, and other factors, 
exacerbate wildfire risks, 
and thereby expose 
project occupants to, 
pollutant concentrations 
from a wildfire or the 
uncontrolled spread of a 
wildfire?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Require the installation or 
maintenance of associated 
infrastructure (such as 
roads, fuel breaks, 
emergency water sources, 
power lines or other 
utilities) that may 
exacerbate fire risk or that 
may result in temporary or 
ongoing impacts to the 
environment?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 

Expose people or 
structures to significant 
risks, including downslope 
or downstream flooding or 
landslides, as a result of 
runoff, post-fire slope 
instability, or drainage 
changes?  

No mitigation required Less Than Significant 
Impact 

Under CEQA, no mitigation is required 
for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code §21002; CEQA 
Guidelines §§15126.4(a)(3), 15091) 
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Click Link Below
https://www.beaumontca.gov/Admin/DocumentCenter/Document/View/36788/Attachment-F---

link-to-Final-EIR
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CITY OF BEAUMONT 
GENERAL PLAN AND ZONING CODE + MAP UPDATE 

ERRATA 

NOVEMBER 12, 2020 

 

GENERAL PLAN 
PAGE  NUMBER REFERENCE CHANGE 

 

Page 39 Para 1, Sentence 1 Change to: The City’s Sphere of Influence is located primarily 
to the south and west of City boundaries and covers an 
additional 11.2 square miles. 

Page 45 Table 3-2 RR1 - Correct # from 438 to 383 
  

Total - Correct # from 40,904 to 40,849 

Page 45 Table 3-2 Add breakdown by City and SOI 

Page 53 Subarea 
Strategies, Bullet 
6 

Change Bullet 6 to: Encourage developers to build proposed 
retail and services in a specific plan no later than when 75% of 
the residential development has occurred. 

Page 115 Truck Priority 
Map 

Correct legend color (pink) to match green on the map for 
truck priority streets. 

Pag 150 Second paragraph 
under Statutory 
Requirements 

Change to: State Office of Planning and Research (OPR) 

Page 156 

 

Groundwater 
Pollution 

Reference to 2019 Consumer Confidence Report updated. 
references to pollutants removed.  
Title of the section changed to groundwater quality. 

Page 170 Goal 6.7.7 Change to: City will coordinate with appropriate agencies to 
develop an informational program on BMP’s to protect 
groundwater quality on a regional basis. 

Page 177 Utilities, First 
sentence 

Change  to: Utility systems within the City include non-
potable water, sanitary sewer, storm drainage, recycled 
water, natural gas and electric distribution, and a variety of 
telecommunications systems. 

Page 178 Potable Water, 
2nd paragraph 

Change to: City will coordinate with the appropriate entities 
to maximize use of recycled water. 

Page 178 Potable Water, 3rd 
paragraph 

Add stormwater capture and recharge to list of options 

Page 179 Recycled Water + 
Groundwater 
Recharge, 1st 
paragraph 

Change to: BCVWD has a system designed to convey various 
sources of non-potable water. 
 
Change to: BCVWD currently owns and operates a 
groundwater recharge facility. 
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PAGE  NUMBER REFERENCE CHANGE 

Page 179 

 

Recycled Water + 
Groundwater 
Recharge, 2nd 
paragraph 

Change to: The San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency also owns 
and operates a groundwater recharge basin facility. 

Page 180 Picture caption 
for Oak Valley 
Golf Course 

Change to: Oak Valley Golf Course uses on-site well water for 
irrigation 

 
Page 180 1st paragraph 

under the picture 

 

Remove text: The BCVWD is in the process of developing a 
facility plan for a recycled water connection with neighboring 
Yucaipa Valley Water District and is in discussions with the 
City for utilizing recycled water from the City’s wastewater 
treatment plant. Any recycled water which is introduced into 
the BCVWD system will offset the existing potable water 
demand on a gallon for gallon basis. (BCVWD UWMP, p. 9-6). 

Page 188 

 

Goal 7.2 

 

Add policy 7.2.11: Coordinate with Watermaster to 
periodically assess, monitor, and manage the quality 
of ground and surface water.  

Page 188 

 

Goal 7.3.8 

 

Change Goal 7.3.8 to: Require irrigation of new parks and golf 
courses with recycled water when practicable in Beaumont. 

Page 189 Goal 7.5.7 Change to: City will work with partnering agencies to identify 
funding sources and implement projects & programs that 
protect the Santa Ana Watershed 

Page 193 CFI5 Add Santa Ana Watershed Project Authority and SGPWA to 
CFI5 

Page 215  Add new policy 8.10.5: City shall require project proponents 
to hire a CDFW-qualified biologist to monitor for special 
status species or other wildlife of low or limited mobility, if 
present, prior to and during all ground- and habitat-
disturbing activities to move out of harm’s way special status 
species or other wildlife of low or limited mobility that would 
otherwise be injured or killed. 

Page 215  Renumber 8.10.5 to 8.10.6 

Page 223 Beaumont 
Drainage 
Management Plan, 
1st paragraph 

Delete para 1 as it refers to UWMP 
Change subsection title to Master Drainage Plan 

Page 238 Climate Change + 
Extreme Weather 

Delete reference to Gateway Cities.  This para is generally 
describing conditions in Southern California per the State 
Water Resources Dept.   
 
Add: - The San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency is the primary 
importer of water to the region. The major imported water 
facility which provides water to the region is the California 
Aqueduct East Branch Extension (EBX). 

558

Item 10.



PAGE  NUMBER REFERENCE CHANGE 

Page 244 Policy 9.6.8 Change to: Require that developments located in wildland 
interface areas incorporate and enforce standards for 
construction, including a fuel modification program (i.e., 
brush clearance, planting of fire-retardant vegetation) to 
reduce the threat of wildfires.  
 
Add:  Fuel modification areas shall be located within the 
project site and shall be clearly delineated on grading plans. 

 

TITLE 17 ZONING CODE 
 

Page 265 Table 17.19-1 Correct table column header from RMF to DMF 

Page 53 Table 17.03-3 Allow produce stands in M zone 

 

Note:  Please note that additional minor typographic corrections and edits will also be addressed in final 
documents 
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Memorandum 

To: Christina Taylor 
City of Beaumont City Council 

 
From: Albert A. Webb Associates 
 
Date: November 13, 2020  
 
Re: Responses to Late Comments Received on the Draft PEIR for the Beaumont General Plan  
 

Attached for consideration by the Beaumont City Council are two late comment letters received after publication of the 
Final PEIR.  

Each comment letter is followed by the responses to each of its comments. Each comment letter is identified by the 
number designated the table below, and identifying information for each commenter is provided at the beginning of the 
corresponding responses. Specific comments are delineated and lettered as well. 

Comments Received Following Publication of the Final PEIR 

Late Comment Letter Name/Agency Date of Letter 

A Mitchell M. Tsai, Attorney at Law on behalf of the Southwest 
Regional Council of Carpenters 

November 3, 2020 

B Jimmy Elrod, Special Representative Southwest Regional 
Council of Carpenters 

November 3, 2020 
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Page 1 

Late Comment Letter A – Southwest Regional Council of Carpenters 

 
Late comment letter A commences on the next page. 
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P: (626) 381-9248 
F: (626) 389-5414 
E: mitch@mitchtsailaw.com 

 
Mitchell M. Tsai 

Attorney At Law 

155 South El Molino Avenue 
Suite 104 

Pasadena, California 91101 
 

 

VIA U.S. MAIL & E-MAIL 

November 3, 2020 

Via E-Mail & U.S. Mail 

Beaumont City Council 
City Council Chambers, Beaumont City Hall 
550 E. 6th Street 
Beaumont, CA 92223 
Em: NicoleW@beaumontca.gov 
 
Christina Taylor, Community Development Director 
City of Beaumont 
Department of Community Development 
550 E. 6th Street 
Beaumont, CA 92223 
Em: Ctaylor@beaumontca.gov  
 

RE:  Agenda Item No. 8, City of Beaumont General Plan Update, Draft 
Environmental Impact Report, Finding of Facts and Statement of 
Overriding Considerations and Zoning Code Amendments 

Dear Mayor Santos, Honorable Council Members, and Ms. Taylor, 

On behalf of the Southwest Regional Council of Carpenters  (“Commenters” or 
“Carpenters”), my Office is submitting these comments on the City of Beaumont’s 
(“City” or “Lead Agency”) Final Environmental Impact Report (“FEIR” or “EIR”) 
(SCH No. 2018031022) for the Beaumont General Plan 2040, a proposed general plan 
update for the City of Beaumont and revisions to the Zoning Ordinance and Zoning 
Map (“Project”). 

The Southwest Carpenters is a labor union representing 50,000 union carpenters in six 
states, including in southern California, and has a strong interest in well ordered land 
use planning and addressing the environmental impacts of development projects. 
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City of Beaumont – Agenda Item No. 8, Beaumont General Plan 2040 
November 3, 2020 
Page 2 of 25 

Individual members of the Southwest Carpenters live, work, and recreate in the City of 
Santee and surrounding communities and would be directly affected by the Project’s 
environmental impacts.  Commenters expressly reserve the right to supplement these 
comments at or prior to hearings on the Project, and at any later hearings and 
proceedings related to this Project. Cal. Gov. Code § 65009(b); Cal. Pub. Res. Code § 
21177(a); Bakersfield Citizens for Local Control v. Bakersfield (2004) 124 Cal. App. 4th 1184, 
1199-1203; see Galante Vineyards v. Monterey Water Dist. (1997) 60 Cal. App. 4th 1109, 
1121.  

The City should require that the Applicant provide additional community benefits such 
as requiring local hire and paying prevailing wages to benefit the City.  Moreover, it 
would be beneficial for the City to require the Applicant to hire workers: (1) who have 
graduated from a Joint Labor Management apprenticeship training program approved 
by the State of California, or have at least as many hours of on-the-job experience in 
the applicable craft which would be required to graduate from such a state approved 
apprenticeship training program and; (2) who are registered apprentices in an 
apprenticeship training program approved by the State of California. 

Commenter expressly reserves the right to supplement these comments at or prior to 
hearings on the Project, and at any later hearings and proceedings related to this 
Project. Cal. Gov. Code § 65009(b); Cal. Pub. Res. Code § 21177(a); Bakersfield Citizens 
for Local Control v. Bakersfield (2004) 124 Cal. App. 4th 1184, 1199-1203; see Galante 
Vineyards v. Monterey Water Dist. (1997) 60 Cal. App. 4th 1109, 1121.  

Commenter incorporates by reference all comments raising issues regarding the EIR 
submitted prior to certification of the EIR for the Project. Citizens for Clean Energy v City 
of Woodland (2014) 225 Cal.App.4th 173, 191 (finding that any party who has objected 
to the Project’s environmental documentation may assert any issue timely raised by 
other parties). 

Moreover, Commenter requests that the Lead Agency provide notice for any and all 
notices referring or related to the Project issued under the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”), Cal Public Resources Code (“PRC”) § 21000 et seq, and the 
California Planning and Zoning Law (“Planning and Zoning Law”), Cal. Gov’t 
Code §§ 65000–65010. California Public Resources Code Sections 21092.2, and 
21167(f) and Government Code Section 65092 require agencies to mail such notices to 
any person who has filed a written request for them with the clerk of the agency’s 
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City of Beaumont – Agenda Item No. 8, Beaumont General Plan 2040 
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Page 3 of 25 

governing body. 

I. THE PROJECT WOULD BE APPROVED IN VIOLATION OF THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 

A. Background Concerning the California Environmental Quality Act 

CEQA has two basic purposes. First, CEQA is designed to inform decision makers 
and the public about the potential, significant environmental effects of a project. 14 
California Code of Regulations (“CCR” or “CEQA Guidelines”) § 15002(a)(1). “Its 
purpose is to inform the public and its responsible officials of the environmental 
consequences of their decisions before they are made. Thus, the EIR ‘protects not only 
the environment but also informed self-government.’ [Citation.]” Citizens of Goleta 
Valley v. Board of Supervisors (1990) 52 Cal. 3d 553, 564. The EIR has been described as 
“an environmental ‘alarm bell’ whose purpose it is to alert the public and its 
responsible officials to environmental changes before they have reached ecological 
points of no return.” Berkeley Keep Jets Over the Bay v. Bd. of Port Comm’rs. (2001) 91 Cal. 
App. 4th 1344, 1354 (“Berkeley Jets”); County of Inyo v. Yorty (1973) 32 Cal.App.3d 795, 
810. 

Second, CEQA directs public agencies to avoid or reduce environmental damage when 
possible by requiring alternatives or mitigation measures. CEQA Guidelines § 
15002(a)(2) and (3). See also, Berkeley Jets, 91 Cal. App. 4th 1344, 1354; Citizens of Goleta 
Valley v. Board of Supervisors (1990) 52 Cal.3d 553; Laurel Heights Improvement Ass’n v. 
Regents of the University of California (1988) 47 Cal.3d 376, 400. The EIR serves to provide 
public agencies and the public in general with information about the effect that a 
proposed project is likely to have on the environment and to “identify ways that 
environmental damage can be avoided or significantly reduced.” CEQA Guidelines § 
15002(a)(2). If the project has a significant effect on the environment, the agency may 
approve the project only upon finding that it has “eliminated or substantially lessened 
all significant effects on the environment where feasible” and that any unavoidable 
significant effects on the environment are “acceptable due to overriding concerns” 
specified in CEQA section 21081. CEQA Guidelines § 15092(b)(2)(A–B). 

While the courts review an EIR using an “abuse of discretion” standard, “the 
reviewing court is not to ‘uncritically rely on every study or analysis presented by a 
project proponent in support of its position.’ A ‘clearly inadequate or unsupported 
study is entitled to no judicial deference.’” Berkeley Jets, 91 Cal.App.4th 1344, 1355 
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(emphasis added) (quoting Laurel Heights, 47 Cal.3d at 391, 409 fn. 12). Drawing this 
line and determining whether the EIR complies with CEQA’s information disclosure 
requirements presents a question of law subject to independent review by the courts. 
(Sierra Club v. Cnty. of Fresno (2018) 6 Cal. 5th 502, 515; Madera Oversight Coalition, Inc. v. 
County of Madera (2011) 199 Cal.App.4th 48, 102, 131.)As the court stated in Berkeley 
Jets, 91 Cal. App. 4th at 1355:  

A prejudicial abuse of discretion occurs “if the failure to include relevant 
information precludes informed decision-making and informed public 
participation, thereby thwarting the statutory goals of the EIR process. 

The preparation and circulation of an EIR is more than a set of technical hurdles for 
agencies and developers to overcome. The EIR’s function is to ensure that 
government officials who decide to build or approve a project do so with a full 
understanding of the environmental consequences and, equally important, that the 
public is assured those consequences have been considered. For the EIR to serve 
these goals it must present information so that the foreseeable impacts of pursuing 
the project can be understood and weighed, and the public must be given an adequate 
opportunity to comment on that presentation before the decision to go forward is 
made. Communities for a Better Environment v. Richmond (2010) 184 Cal. App. 4th 70, 80 
(quoting Vineyard Area Citizens for Responsible Growth, Inc. v. City of Rancho Cordova (2007) 
40 Cal.4th 412, 449–450). 

B. CEQA Requires Revision and Recirculation of an Environmental Impact 
Report When Substantial Changes or New Information Comes to Light 

Section 21092.1 of the California Public Resources Code requires that “[w]hen 
significant new information is added to an environmental impact report after notice 
has been given pursuant to Section 21092 … but prior to certification, the public 
agency shall give notice again pursuant to Section 21092, and consult again pursuant 
to Sections 21104 and 21153 before certifying the environmental impact report” in 
order to give the public a chance to review and comment upon the information. 
CEQA Guidelines § 15088.5.  

Significant new information includes “changes in the project or environmental 
setting as well as additional data or other information” that “deprives the public of a 
meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect 
of the project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including a 
feasible project alternative).” CEQA Guidelines § 15088.5(a). Examples of significant 
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new information requiring recirculation include “new significant environmental 
impacts from the project or from a new mitigation measure,” “substantial increase in 
the severity of an environmental impact,” “feasible project alternative or mitigation 
measure considerably different from others previously analyzed” as well as when “the 
draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in nature 
that meaningful public review and comment were precluded.” Id. 

An agency has an obligation to recirculate an environmental impact report for public 
notice and comment due to “significant new information” regardless of whether the 
agency opts to include it in a project’s environmental impact report. Cadiz Land Co. v. 
Rail Cycle (2000) 83 Cal.App.4th 74, 95 [finding that in light of a new expert report 
disclosing potentially significant impacts to groundwater supply “the EIR should have 
been revised and recirculated for purposes of informing the public and governmental 
agencies of the volume of groundwater at risk and to allow the public and 
governmental agencies to respond to such information.”]. If significant new 
information was brought to the attention of an agency prior to certification, an agency 
is required to revise and recirculate that information as part of the environmental 
impact report. 

First, for all of the reasons outlined below by Commenters and by other comments 
submitted by third parties, significant new information has been raised that requires 
revision and recirculation of the EIR. The DEIR did not adequately describe the 
Project, failed to include all feasible mitigation measures to reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions and impacts to biological resources, deferred formulation of numerous 
mitigation measures, and failed to analyze potentially significant environmental 
impacts.  

Substantial revisions were also made to the Project since the DEIR was released in 
September. From page FEIR 3-1 of the Final Environmental Impact Report, the 
Errata to the Draft PEIR notes numerous and substantial changes made to the 
Project that were not included in the draft document. A simple statement that none of 
these changes constitutes significant new information requiring recirculation of the 
DEIR does not settle the matter. As thoroughly noted by CDFW’s submitted 
comments, the DEIR was woefully deficient in its analysis and mitigation of impacts 
relating to biological resources—for which the City attempted to correct in the FEIR 
by adding numerous new mitigation measures using some of the language proposed 
by the CDFW. Additionally, Commenters also note the DEIR failed to include or 
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consider any feasible mitigation measures to address greenhouse gas emissions 
impacts which should also be included in a revised and recirculated DEIR.  

For all of the reasons describe above, the EIR should be recirculated with the 
proposed changes for additional review and public comment. 

C. The EIR Does Not Adequately Describe the Project 

An EIR must be “prepared with a sufficient degree of analysis to provide 
decisionmakers with information which enables them to make a decision which 
intelligently takes account of environmental consequences.” Dry Creek Citizens Coalition 
v. County of Tulare (1999) 70 Cal.App.4th 20, 26.  An EIR's description of the project 
should identify the project's main features and other information needed for an 
assessment of the project's environmental impacts. Citizens for a Sustainable Treasure 
Island v City & County of San Francisco (2014) 227 Cal.App.4th 1036, 1053. 

The EIR fails to adequately describe the proposed Project because it does not satisfy 
all of the technical requirements laid out in CEQA Guidelines Sec. 15124. The EIR 
does not accurately depict the Project and its environmental impacts, does not include 
reasonably foreseeable activities associated with the Project, and fails to include an 
adequate general description of the Project’s technical, economic, and environmental 
characteristics. Also, the EIR mentions that new development is being contemplated as 
part of the new General Plan, but fails to otherwise define, specify, or consider the 
environmental impacts of those specific development projects within the EIR. (See 
DEIR, p. 3-1.)  

For the reasons described above, the Project description is not accurate, stable, finite, 
or complete and should be amended in a revised and recirculated DEIR.  

D. Due to the Current Public Health Crisis, the City must Adopt a 
Mandatory Finding of Significance that the Project’s Construction 
Activities May Cause a Substantial Adverse Effect on Human Beings and 
Require Additional Safety Measures to Mitigate Potential Community 
Spread of COVID-19 

CEQA requires that an agency make a finding of significance when a Project may 
cause a significant adverse effect on human beings. PRC § 21083(b)(3); CEQA 
Guidelines § 15065(a)(4).  
Public health risks related to construction work requires a mandatory finding of 
significance under CEQA. Construction work has been defined as a Lower to High-
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risk activity for COVID-19 spread by the Occupations Safety and Health 
Administration. Recently, several construction sites have been identified as sources of 
community spread of COVID-19.  
SWRCC recommends that the Agency adopt additional CEQA mitigation measures to 
mitigate public health risks from the Project’s construction activities. SWRCC requests 
that the Agency require safe on-site construction work practices as well as training and 
certification for any construction workers on any project site within the City.  
In particular, based upon SWRCC’s experience with safe construction site work 
practices, SWRCC recommends that the Agency require that while construction 
activities are being conducted at the Project Site: 

Construction Site Design: 

• The Project Site will be limited to two controlled entry points.  

• Entry points will have temperature screening technicians taking 
temperature readings when the entry point is open. 

• The Temperature Screening Site Plan shows details regarding access to the 
Project Site and Project Site logistics for conducting temperature 
screening. 

• A 48-hour advance notice will be provided to all trades prior to the first 
day of temperature screening.  

• The perimeter fence directly adjacent to the entry points will be clearly 
marked indicating the appropriate 6-foot social distancing position for 
when you approach the screening area. Please reference the Apex 
temperature screening site map for additional details.  

• There will be clear signage posted at the project site directing you through 
temperature screening.  

• Provide hand washing stations throughout the construction site.  

Testing Procedures: 

• The temperature screening being used are non-contact devices. 

• Temperature readings will not be recorded. 

• Personnel will be screened upon entering the testing center and should 
only take 1-2 seconds per individual.  
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• Hard hats, head coverings, sweat, dirt, sunscreen or any other cosmetics 
must be removed on the forehead before temperature screening.  

• Anyone who refuses to submit to a temperature screening or does not 
answer the health screening questions will be refused access to the Project 
Site. 

• Screening will be performed at both entrances from 5:30 am to 7:30 am.; 
main gate [ZONE 1] and personnel gate [ZONE 2]  

• After 7:30 am only the main gate entrance [ZONE 1] will continue to be 
used for temperature testing for anybody gaining entry to the project site 
such as returning personnel, deliveries, and visitors. 

• If the digital thermometer displays a temperature reading above 100.0 
degrees Fahrenheit, a second reading will be taken to verify an accurate 
reading.  

• If the second reading confirms an elevated temperature, DHS will instruct 
the individual that he/she will not be allowed to enter the Project Site. 
DHS will also instruct the individual to promptly notify his/her supervisor 
and his/her human resources (HR) representative and provide them with 
a copy of Annex A (attached hereto). 

Planning: 

• Require the development of an Infectious Disease Preparedness and Response 
Plan that will include basic infection prevention measures (requiring the use of 
personal protection equipment), policies and procedures for prompt 
identification and isolation of sick individuals, social distancing  (prohibiting 
gatherings of no more than 10 people including all-hands meetings and all-
hands lunches) communication and training and workplace controls that meet 
standards that may be promulgated by the Center for Disease Control, 
Occupational Safety and Health Administration, Cal/OSHA, California 
Department of Public Health or applicable local public health agencies.  

The United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Carpenters International Training Fund 
has developed COVID-19 Training and Certification to ensure that Carpenter union 
members and apprentices conduct safe work practices. The Agency should require that 
all construction workers undergo COVID-19 Training and Certification before being 
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allowed to conduct construction activities at the Project Site. 

E. The EIR Must Describe All Feasible Mitigation Measures That Can 
Minimize the Project’s Significant and Unavoidable Environmental 
Impacts Relating to Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Air Quality 

A fundamental purpose of an EIR is to identify ways in which a proposed project's 
significant environmental impacts can be mitigated or avoided. Pub. Res. Code §§ 
21002.1(a), 21061. To implement this statutory purpose, an EIR must describe any 
feasible mitigation measures that can minimize the project's significant environmental 
effects. PRC §§ 21002.1(a), 21100(b)(3); CEQA Guidelines §§ 15121(a), 15126.4(a).  

If the project has a significant effect on the environment, the agency may approve the 
project only upon finding that it has “eliminated or substantially lessened all significant 
effects on the environment where feasible”1 and find that ‘specific overriding 
economic, legal, social, technology or other benefits of  the project outweigh the 
significant effects on the environment.”2 “A gloomy forecast of environmental 
degradation is of little or no value without pragmatic, concrete means to minimize the 
impacts and restore ecological equilibrium.” Environmental Council of Sacramento v. City of 
Sacramento (2006) 142 Cal.App.4th 1018, 1039. 

CEQA mitigation measures proposed and adopted into an environmental impact 
report are also required to describe what actions that will be taken to reduce or avoid 
an environmental impact. (CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4(a)(1)(B) [providing 
“[f]ormulation of mitigation measures should not be deferred until some future 
time.”].) While the same Guidelines section 15126.5(a)(1)(B) acknowledges an 
exception to the rule against deferrals, but such exception is narrowly proscribed to 
situations where “measures may specify performance standards which would mitigate 
the significant effect of the project and which may be accomplished in more than one 
specified way.” (Id.) Courts have also recognized a similar exception to the general rule 
against deferral of mitigation measures where the performance criteria for each 
mitigation measure is identified and described in the EIR. (Sacramento Old City Ass’n v. 
City Council (1991) 229 Cal.App.3d 1011.)  

 
1 PRC §§ 21002; 21002.1, 21081; CEQA Guidelines §§ 15091, 15092(b)(2)(A). 

2 PRC §§ 21002; 21002.1, 21081; CEQA Guidelines §§ 15091, 15092(b)(2)(B). 

570

Item 10.

MonicaT
Line

MonicaT
Line

MonicaT
Text Box
A-12

MonicaT
Text Box
A-11 Cont.



City of Beaumont – Agenda Item No. 8, Beaumont General Plan 2040 
November 3, 2020 
Page 10 of 25 

Impermissible deferral can occur when an EIR calls for mitigation measures to be 
created based on future studies or describes mitigation measures in general terms but 
the agency fails to commit itself to specific performance standards. (Preserve Wild Santee 
v. City of Santee (2012) 210 Cal.App.4th 260, 281 [city improperly deferred mitigation to 
butterfly habitat by failing to provide standards or guidelines for its management]; San 
Joaquin Raptor Rescue Center v. County of Merced (2007) 149 Cal.App.4th 645, 671 [EIR 
failed to provide and commit to specific criteria or standard of performance for 
mitigating impacts to biological habitats.]) 

1. The EIR Does Not Mitigate and Defers Mitigation of the Project’s 
Significant and Unavoidable Greenhouse Gas Emissions. 

The EIR concludes that the Project will have significant and unavoidable Greenhouse 
Gas (GHG) emissions impacts since the estimated total emissions from the Project’s 
construction and operation and from mobile sources will exceed annual per capita 
emissions of 2.00 MT CO2e, a threshold developed pursuant to the Western Riverside 
Council of Governments (WRCOG) regional climate action plan. (DEIR, 5.7-26.) 

The Project proposes to follow a handful of mitigation strategies which will be 
developed in a future Sustainable Beaumont Plan, but otherwise fails to commit itself 
to any specific measures to reduce the Project’s significant and unavoidable impacts. 
This is not an acceptable practice under CEQA requirements. The City must commit 
itself to all feasible measures to reduce GHG emissions within the EIR for the new 
General Plan and should also not defer formulation of mitigation measures to a later 
date. 

2. The EIR Does Not Analyze and Defers Mitigation of the Project’s 
Potentially Significant Air Quality Impacts. 

The EIR proposes mitigation measure MM-AQ-1 to address possible future impacts 
relating to air quality in exceedance of air quality standards from criteria pollutants and 
from TACs by requiring air quality analyses at some time prior to discretionary 
approval of future projects under the updated proposed general plan. (DEIR, 5.3-23.) 
While Commenters are pleased to see that the City proposes to address air quality 
impacts relating to future development—it has completely failed to offer any analysis 
of projected future air pollutant emissions and propose specific mitigation measures 
that will apply to future projects to reduce these impacts.  

The City also fails to bind the City or any future applicant to specific performance 
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standards for addressing air quality impacts by merely stating that project air quality 
analyses should be prepared in conformity with SCAQMD methodology. This 
language is far too broad and generic and the EIR needs to include not only an analysis 
of projected future air pollutants, but also propose specific feasible mitigation 
measures that can apply to future projects within the City. \ 

F. The EIR’s Biological Resources and Utilities and Service Systems 
Analyses are Not Supported by Substantial Evidence 

An EIR must propose and describe mitigation measures to minimize the significant 
environmental effects identified in the EIR. Cal. Pub. Res. Code §§ 21002.1(a), 
21100(b)(3); CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4. CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4 requires that 
mitigation measures be identified for each significant effect described in the EIR.  

The substantial evidence test applies to any conclusions or findings in the EIR’s 
analysis of a topic. See, e.g., Residents Against Specific Plan 380 v. County of Riverside (2017) 
9 Cal. App 5th 941, 968. Substantial evidence is defined as "enough relevant 
information and reasonable inferences from this information that a fair argument can 
be made to support a conclusion, even though other conclusions might also be 
reached." CEQA Guidelines §15384(a); Laurel Heights Improvement Ass'n v. Regents of 
Univ. of Cal. (1988) 47 Cal. App. 3d 376, 393, 409; Save Round Valley Alliance v. County of 
Inyo (2007) 157 Cal. App. 4th 1437, 1446. Substantial evidence includes facts, 
reasonable assumptions predicated on facts, and expert opinion supported by facts, 
but does not include argument, speculation, or unsubstantiated opinion. Cal. Pub. 
Res. Code §§21080(e), 21082.2(c). 

In response to the DEIR, CDFW and the Beaumont-Cherry Valley Water District 
(“BCVWD”) submitted extensive comments which revealed that the EIR’s analyses 
for biological resources and utilities were not supported by substantial evidence. The 
BCVWD commented that the DEIR failed to adequately analyze or consider 
increased demands for water as a result of new development under the new General 
Plan. (FEIR, BCVWD Comment Letter, pp. 1, 6-7.)  

CDFW pointed out numerous deficiencies in the City’s analysis of biological 
resources impacts requiring new mitigation measures, including but not limited to the 
EIR’s basic lack of analysis and mitigation for direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts 
relating to biological resources (FEIR, CDFW Comment Letter, pp. 3-8.) The EIR 
also failed to discuss impacts to biological resources relating to wildfire hazards, 
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impacts to lands managed by the BLM and RCA as well as national forest agencies, 
state parks, etc., and otherwise did not adequately discuss protection for impacts to 
species protected under the MSHCP areas within Beaumont. (Id., 3-10.)  

CDFW ultimately recommended the inclusion of a host of additional mitigation 
measures addressing the EIR’s lack of analysis and findings on these impacts. Most of 
these issues were not corrected or addressed in the FEIR and the City needs to 
address all of these items with additional analysis and mitigation in a revised and 
recirculated EIR.  

II. THE PROJECT VIOLATES THE STATE PLANNING AND ZONING 

LAW AS WELL AS THE CITY’S GENERAL PLAN 

A. Background Regarding the State Planning and Zoning Law 

Each California city and county must adopt a comprehensive, long-term general plan 
governing development. (Napa Citizens for Honest Gov. v. Napa County Bd. of Supervisors 
(2001) 91 Cal. App.4th 342, 352, citing Gov. Code §§ 65030, 65300.) The general 
plan sits at the top of the land use planning hierarchy (See DeVita v. County of Napa 
(1995) 9 Cal. App. 4th 763, 773), and serves as a “constitution” or “charter” for all 
future development. (Lesher Communications, Inc. v. City of Walnut Creek (1990) 52 Cal. 
App. 3d 531, 540.) 

General plan consistency is “the linchpin of California’s land use and development 
laws; it is the principle which infused the concept of planned growth with the force 
of law.” (See Debottari v. Norco City Council (1985) 171 Cal. App. 3d 1204, 1213.) 

State law mandates two levels of consistency. First, a general plan must be internally 
or “horizontally” consistent: its elements must “comprise an integrated, internally 
consistent and compatible statement of policies for the adopting agency.” (See Gov. 
Code § 65300.5; Sierra Club v. Bd. of Supervisors (1981) 126 Cal. App. 3d 698, 704.)  A 
general plan amendment thus may not be internally inconsistent, nor may it cause the 
general plan as a whole to become internally inconsistent. (See DeVita, 9 Cal. App. 
4th at 796 fn. 12.) 

Second, state law requires “vertical” consistency, meaning that zoning ordinances and 
other land use decisions also must be consistent with the general plan. (See Gov. 
Code § 65860(a)(2) [land uses authorized by zoning ordinance must be “compatible 
with the objectives, policies, general land uses, and programs specified in the 
[general] plan.”]; see also Neighborhood Action Group v. County of Calaveras (1984) 156 
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Cal. App. 3d 1176, 1184.) A zoning ordinance that conflicts with the general plan or 
impedes achievement of its policies is invalid and cannot be given effect. (See Lesher, 
52 Cal. App. 3d at 544.) 

State law requires that all subordinate land use decisions, including conditional use 
permits, be consistent with the general plan. (See Gov. Code § 65860(a)(2); 
Neighborhood Action Group, 156 Cal. App. 3d at 1184.) 

A project cannot be found consistent with a general plan if it conflicts with a general 
plan policy that is “fundamental, mandatory, and clear,” regardless of whether it is 
consistent with other general plan policies. (See Endangered Habitats League v. County of 
Orange (2005) 131 Cal. App. 4th 777, 782-83; Families Unafraid to Uphold Rural El Dorado 
County v. Bd. of Supervisors (1998) 62 Cal. App. 4th 1332, 1341-42 [“FUTURE”].)  
Moreover, even in the absence of such a direct conflict, an ordinance or development 
project may not be approved if it interferes with or frustrates the general plan’s policies 
and objectives. (See Napa Citizens, 91 Cal. App. 4th at 378-79; see also Lesher, 52 Cal. 
App. 3d at 544 [zoning ordinance restricting development conflicted with growth-
oriented policies of general plan].)  

B. The Project is Inconsistent with the Riverside County Multiple Species 
Habitat Conservation Plan 

As noted in additional detail within CDFW’s comments, the City is located within the 
Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan area (“MSHCP”) which 
is a regional land use plan establishing a multiple species conservation program to 
minimize and mitigate habitat loss and provides for the incidental take of covered 
species in association with activities covered under the permit. The City must comply 
with the MSHCP and address any inconsistencies between its land use plans, projects, 
and the MSHCP.3 According to CDFW, the City has not even taken the rudimentary 
step of identifying potential inconsistencies with this plan and addressing those 
inconsistencies, hence all of the additional proposed mitigation and analysis that 
CDFW suggested in its comments to the DEIR. Most of these concerns were not 
addressed or corrected in the FEIR. 

For all of the reasons outlined by CDFW—the City’s updated General Plan and 
revised zoning ordinance and zoning map has not demonstrated consistency with the 

 
3 Riverside Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan, available at https://www.wrc-rca.org/about-rca/multiple-
species-habitat-conservation-plan/. 
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MSHCP. The FEIR simply does not address all of CDFW’s concerns and the EIR 
needs to be further amended and recirculated as a result. 

C. The Project is Inconsistent with SCAG’s 2016 RTP/SCS Plan and Fails 
to Evaluate the Project’s Consistency with Connect SoCal 

First, while the EIR conducts a consistency analysis between the Project and SCAG’s 
2016 RTP/SCS Plan, it fails to consider many of that plan’s other goals and policies, 
specifically those addressing the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions. The Southern 
California Association of Government’s (“SCAG”) 2016-2040 Regional 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (“2016 RTP/SCS”) and the 
California Air Resources Board (“CARB”) 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan (“2017 
Scoping Plan”) outline numerous measures for reducing Project GHG emissions 
which the EIR fails to consider.4 

In September 2008, SB 375 (Gov. Code § 65080(b) et seq.) was instituted to help 
achieve AB 32 goals through strategies including requiring regional agencies to prepare 
a Sustainable Communities Strategy (“SCS”) to be incorporated into their Regional 
Transportation Plan (“RTP”). The RTP links land use planning with the regional 
transportation system so that the region can grow smartly and sustainably, while also 
demonstrating how the region will meet targets set by CARB that reduce the per capita 
GHG emission from passenger vehicles in the region.  

In April 2012, SCAG adopted its 2012-2035 RTP/ SCS (“2012 RTP/SCS”), which 
proposed specific land use policies and transportation strategies for local governments 
to implement that will help the region achieve GHG emission reductions of 9 percent 
per capita in 2020 and 16 percent per capita in 2035.  In April 2016, SCAG adopted 
the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS (“2016 RTP/SCS”)5, which incorporates and builds upon the 
policies and strategies in the 2012 RTP/SCS6,that will help the region achieve GHG 
emission reductions that would reduce the region’s per capita transportation emissions 
by eight percent by 2020 and 18 percent by 2035.7  

For both the 2012 and 2016 RTP/SCS, SCAG prepared Program Environmental 
Impact Reports (“PEIR”) that include Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Programs 

 
 
 
6 SCAG (Apr. 2016) 2016 RTP/SCS, p. 69, 75-115, http://scagrtpscs.net/Documents/2016/final/f2016RTPSCS.pdf 
(attached as Exhibit B). 
7 Id., p. 8, 15, 153, 166. 
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(“MMRP”) that list project-level environmental mitigation measures that directly 
and/or indirectly relate to a project’s GHG impacts and contribution to the region’s 
GHG emissions.8 These environmental mitigation measures serve to help local 
municipalities when identifying mitigation to reduce impacts on a project-specific basis 
that can and should be implemented when they identify and mitigate project-specific 
environmental impacts.9  

The sections below outline applicable land use policies, transportation strategies, and 
project-level GHG measures identified in the 2012 and 2016 RTP/SCS and PEIRs 
which the EIR should consider (note that this is not an exhaustive list): 

Land Use and Transportation 

• Providing transit fare discounts10;  

• Implementing transit integration strategies11; and 

• Anticipating shared mobility platforms, car-to-car communications, and 
automated vehicle technologies.12 

 

GHG Emissions Goals13 

• Reduction in emissions resulting from a project through implementation of 
project features, project design, or other measures, such as those described in 
Appendix F of the State CEQA Guidelines,14 such as: 

o Potential measures to reduce wasteful, inefficient and unnecessary 
consumption of energy during construction, operation, maintenance and/or 

 
8 Id., p. 116-124; see also SCAG 2012 RTP/SCS, supra fn. 38, p. 77-86. 
9 SCAG 2012 RTP/SCS, supra fn. 38, p. 77; see also SCAG 2016 RTP/SCS, supra fn. 41, p. 115. 
10 SCAG 2012 RTP/SCS, supra fn. 38, Tbls. 4.3 – 4.7; see also SCAG 2016 RTP/SCS, supra fn. 41, p. 75-114. 
11 Id. 
12 Id. 
13 SCAG 2012 RTP/SCS (Mar. 2012) Final PEIR MMRP, p. 6-2—6-14 (including mitigation measures (“MM”) AQ3, 
BIO/OS3, CUL2, GEO3, GHG15, HM3, LU14, NO1, POP4, PS12, TR23, W9 [stating “[l]ocal agencies can and should 
comply with the requirements of CEQA to mitigate impacts to [the environmental] as applicable and feasible …[and] may 
refer to Appendix G of this PEIR for examples of potential mitigation to consider when appropriate in reducing 
environmental impacts of future projects.” (Emphasis added)]), http://rtpscs.scag.ca.gov/Documents/peir/2012/final/ 
Final2012PEIR.pdf; see also id., Final PEIR Appendix G (including MMs AQ1-23, GHG1-8, PS1-104, TR1-83, W1-62), 
http://rtpscs.scag.ca.gov/Documents/peir/2012/final/2012fPEIR_AppendixG_Example 
Measures.pdf; SCAG 2016 RTP/SCS (Mar. 2016) Final PEIR MMRP, p. 11–63 (including MMs AIR-2(b), AIR-4(b), EN- 
2(b), GHG-3(b), HYD-1(b), HYD-2(b), HYD-8(b), TRA-1(b), TRA-2(b), USS-4(b), USS-6(b)), 
http://scagrtpscs.net/Documents/2016/peir/final/2016fPEIR_ExhibitB_MMRP.pdf. 
14 CEQA Guidelines, Appendix F-Energy Conservation, http://resources.ca.gov/ceqa/guidelines/Appendix_F.html. 
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removal. The discussion should explain why certain measures were 
incorporated in the project and why other measures were dismissed. 

o The potential siting, orientation, and design to minimize energy consumption, 
including transportation energy. 

o The potential for reducing peak energy demand. 

o Alternate fuels (particularly renewable ones) or energy systems. 

o Energy conservation which could result from recycling efforts. 

• Off-site measures to mitigate a project’s emissions. 

• Measures that consider incorporation of Best Available Control Technology 
(BACT) during design, construction and operation of projects to minimize 
GHG emissions, including but not limited to: 

o Use energy and fuel-efficient vehicles and equipment; 

o Deployment of zero- and/or near zero emission technologies; 

o Use cement blended with the maximum feasible amount of flash or other 
materials that reduce GHG emissions from cement production; 

o Incorporate design measures to reduce GHG emissions from solid waste 
management through encouraging solid waste recycling and reuse; 

o Incorporate design measures to reduce energy consumption and increase use 
of renewable energy; 

o Incorporate design measures to reduce water consumption; 

o Use lighter-colored pavement where feasible; 

o Recycle construction debris to maximum extent feasible; 

• Adopting employer trip reduction measures to reduce employee trips such as 
vanpool and carpool programs, providing end-of-trip facilities, and 
telecommuting programs. 

• Designate a percentage of parking spaces for ride-sharing vehicles or high-
occupancy vehicles, and provide adequate passenger loading and unloading for 
those vehicles; 

• Land use siting and design measures that reduce GHG emissions, including: 
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o Measures that increase vehicle efficiency, encourage use of zero and low 
emissions vehicles, or reduce the carbon content of fuels, including 
constructing or encouraging construction of electric vehicle charging stations 
or neighborhood electric vehicle networks, or charging for electric bicycles; 
and 

o Measures to reduce GHG emissions from solid waste management through 
encouraging solid waste recycling and reuse. 

Hydrology & Water Quality Goals 
• Incorporate measures consistent in a manner that conforms to the standards set 

by regulatory agencies responsible for regulating water quality/supply 
requirements, such as: 

o Reduce exterior consumptive uses of water in public areas, and should 
promote reductions in private homes and businesses, by shifting to drought-
tolerant native landscape plantings(xeriscaping), using weather-based irrigation 
systems, educating other public agencies about water use, and installing related 
water pricing incentives. 

o Promote the availability of drought-resistant landscaping options and provide 
information on where these can be purchased. Use of reclaimed water 
especially in median landscaping and hillside landscaping can and should be 
implemented where feasible. 

o Implement water conservation best practices such as low-flow toilets, water-
efficient clothes washers, water system audits, and leak detection and repair. 

o Ensure that projects requiring continual dewatering facilities implement 
monitoring systems and long-term administrative procedures to ensure proper 
water management that prevents degrading of surface water and minimizes, to 
the greatest extent possible, adverse impacts on groundwater for the life of the 
project. Comply with appropriate building codes and standard practices 
including the Uniform Building Code. 

o Maximize, where practical and feasible, permeable surface area in existing 
urbanized areas to protect water quality, reduce flooding, allow for 
groundwater recharge, and preserve wildlife habitat. Minimized new 
impervious surfaces to the greatest extent possible, including the use of in-lieu 
fees and off-site mitigation. 
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o Avoid designs that require continual dewatering where feasible. 

o Where feasible, do not site transportation facilities in groundwater recharge 
areas, to prevent conversion of those areas to impervious surface. 

• Incorporate measures consistent in a manner that conforms to the standards set 
by regulatory agencies responsible for regulating and enforcing water quality and 
waste discharge requirements, such as: 

o Complete, and have approved, a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan 
(“SWPPP”) before initiation of construction. 

o Implement Best Management Practices to reduce the peak stormwater runoff 
from the project site to the maximum extent practicable. 

o Comply with the Caltrans stormwater discharge permit as applicable; and 
identify and implement Best Management Practices to manage site erosion, 
wash water runoff, and spill control. 

o Complete, and have approved, a Standard Urban Stormwater Management 
Plan, prior to occupancy of residential or commercial structures. 

o Ensure adequate capacity of the surrounding stormwater system to support 
stormwater runoff from new or rehabilitated structures or buildings. 

o Prior to construction within an area subject to Section 404 of the Clean Water 
Act, obtain all required permit approvals and certifications for construction 
within the vicinity of a watercourse (e.g., Army Corps § 404 permit, Regional 
Waterboard § 401 permit, Fish & Wildlife § 401 permit). 

o Where feasible, restore or expand riparian areas such that there is no net loss 
of impervious surface as a result of the project. 

o Install structural water quality control features, such as drainage channels, 
detention basins, oil and grease traps, filter systems, and vegetated buffers to 
prevent pollution of adjacent water resources by polluted runoff where 
required by applicable urban stormwater runoff discharge permits, on new 
facilities. 

o Provide structural stormwater runoff treatment consistent with the applicable 
urban stormwater runoff permit where Caltrans is the operator, the statewide 
permit applies. 
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o Provide operational best management practices for street cleaning, litter 
control, and catch basin cleaning are implemented to prevent water quality 
degradation in compliance with applicable stormwater runoff discharge 
permits; and ensure treatment controls are in place as early as possible, such as 
during the acquisition process for rights-of-way, not just later during the 
facilities design and construction phase. 

o Comply with applicable municipal separate storm sewer system discharge 
permits as well as Caltrans’ stormwater discharge permit including long-term 
sediment control and drainage of roadway runoff. 

o Incorporate as appropriate treatment and control features such as detention 
basins, infiltration strips, and porous paving, other features to control surface 
runoff and facilitate groundwater recharge into the design of new 
transportation projects early on in the process to ensure that adequate acreage 
and elevation contours are provided during the right-of-way acquisition 
process. 

o Design projects to maintain volume of runoff, where any downstream 
receiving water body has not been designed and maintained to accommodate 
the increase in flow velocity, rate, and volume without impacting the water's 
beneficial uses. Pre-project flow velocities, rates, volumes must not be 
exceeded. This applies not only to increases in stormwater runoff from the 
project site, but also to hydrologic changes induced by flood plain 
encroachment. Projects should not cause or contribute to conditions that 
degrade the physical integrity or ecological function of 

any downstream receiving waters. 

o Provide culverts and facilities that do not increase the flow velocity, rate, or 
volume and/or acquiring sufficient storm drain easements that accommodate 
an appropriately vegetated earthen drainage channel. 

o Upgrade stormwater drainage facilities to accommodate any increased runoff 
volumes. These upgrades may include the construction of detention basins or 
structures that will delay peak flows and reduce flow velocities, including 
expansion and restoration of wetlands and riparian buffer areas. System 
designs shall be completed to eliminate increases in peak flow rates from 
current levels. 
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o Encourage Low Impact Development (“LID”) and incorporation of natural 
spaces that reduce, treat, infiltrate and manage stormwater runoff flows in all 
new developments, where practical and feasible. 

• Incorporate measures consistent with the provisions of the Groundwater 
Management Act and implementing regulations, such as: 

o For projects requiring continual dewatering facilities, implement monitoring 
systems and long-term administrative procedures to ensure proper water 
management that prevents degrading of surface water and minimizes, to the 
greatest extent possible, adverse impacts on groundwater for the life of the 
project, Construction designs shall comply with appropriate building codes 
and standard practices including the Uniform Building Code. 

o Maximize, where practical and feasible, permeable surface area in existing 
urbanized areas to protect water quality, reduce flooding, allow for 
groundwater recharge, and preserve wildlife habitat. Minimize to the greatest 
extent possible, new impervious surfaces, including the use of in-lieu fees and 
off-site mitigation. 

o Avoid designs that require continual dewatering where feasible. 

o Avoid construction and siting on groundwater recharge areas, to prevent 
conversion of those areas to impervious surface. 

o Reduce hardscape to the extent feasible to facilitate groundwater recharge as 
appropriate. 

•  Incorporate mitigation measures to ensure compliance with all federal, state, and 
local floodplain regulations, consistent with the provisions of the National 
Flood Insurance Program, such as: 

o Comply with Executive Order 11988 on Floodplain Management, which 
requires avoidance of incompatible floodplain development, restoration and 
preservation of the natural and beneficial floodplain values, and maintenance 
of consistency with the standards and criteria of the National Flood Insurance 
Program. 

o Ensure that all roadbeds for new highway and rail facilities be elevated at least 
one foot above the 100-year base flood elevation. Since alluvial fan flooding is 
not often identified on FEMA flood maps, the risk of alluvial fan flooding 
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should be evaluated and projects should be sited to avoid alluvial fan flooding. 
Delineation of floodplains and alluvial fan boundaries should attempt to 
account for future hydrologic changes caused by global climate change. 

Transportation, Traffic, and Safety 

• Institute teleconferencing, telecommute and/or flexible work hour programs to 
reduce unnecessary employee transportation. 

• Create a ride-sharing program by designating a certain percentage of parking 
spaces for ride sharing vehicles, designating adequate passenger loading and 
unloading for ride sharing vehicles, and providing a web site or message board 
for coordinating rides. 

• Provide a vanpool for employees. 

• Provide a Transportation Demand Management (TDM) plan containing 
strategies to reduce on-site parking demand and single occupancy vehicle travel. 
The TDM shall include strategies to increase bicycle, pedestrian, transit, and 
carpools/vanpool use, including: 

o Inclusion of additional bicycle parking, shower, and locker facilities that   
exceed the requirement. 

o Direct transit sales or subsidized transit passes. 

o Guaranteed ride home program. 

o Pre-tax commuter benefits (checks). 

o On-site car-sharing program (such as City Car Share, Zip Car, etc.). 

o On-site carpooling program. 

o Distribution of information concerning alternative transportation options. 

o Parking spaces sold/leased separately. 

o Parking management strategies; including attendant/valet parking and shared 
parking spaces. 

• Promote ride sharing programs e.g., by designating a certain percentage of 
parking spaces for high-occupancy vehicles, providing larger parking spaces to 
accommodate vans used for ride-sharing, and designating adequate passenger 
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loading and unloading and waiting areas. 

• Encourage the use of public transit systems by enhancing safety and cleanliness 
on vehicles and in and around stations, providing shuttle service to public 
transit, offering public transit incentives and providing public education and 
publicity about public transportation services. 

• Build or fund a major transit stop within or near transit development upon 
consultation with applicable CTCs. 

• Work with the school districts to improve pedestrian and bike access to schools 
and to restore or expand school bus service using lower-emitting vehicles. 

• Purchase, or create incentives for purchasing, low or zero-emission vehicles. 

• Provide the necessary facilities and infrastructure to encourage the use of low or 
zero-emission vehicles. 

• Promote ride sharing programs, if determined feasible and applicable by the 
Lead Agency, including: 

o Designate a certain percentage of parking spaces for ride-sharing vehicles. 

o Designate adequate passenger loading, unloading, and waiting areas for ride-
sharing vehicles. 

o Provide a web site or message board for coordinating shared rides. 

o Encourage private, for-profit community car-sharing, including parking spaces 
for car share vehicles at convenient locations accessible by public transit. 

o Hire or designate a rideshare coordinator to develop and implement 
ridesharing programs. 

• Support voluntary, employer-based trip reduction programs, if determined 
feasible and applicable by the Lead Agency, including: 

o Provide assistance to regional and local ridesharing organizations. 

o Advocate for legislation to maintain and expand incentives for employer 
ridesharing programs. 

o Require the development of Transportation Management Associations for 
large employers and commercial/ industrial complexes. 
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o Provide public recognition of effective programs through awards, top ten lists, 
and other mechanisms. 

• Implement a “guaranteed ride home” program for those who commute by 
public transit, ridesharing, or other modes of transportation, and encourage 
employers to subscribe to or support the program. 

• Encourage and utilize shuttles to serve neighborhoods, employment centers and 
major destinations. 

• Create a free or low-cost local area shuttle system that includes a fixed route to 
popular tourist destinations or shopping and business centers. 

• Work with existing shuttle service providers to coordinate their services. 

• Facilitate employment opportunities that minimize the need for private vehicle 
trips, such as encourage telecommuting options with new and existing 
employers, through project review and incentives, as appropriate. 

• Organize events and workshops to promote GHG-reducing activities. 

• Implement a Parking Management Program to discourage private vehicle use, 
including: 

o Encouraging carpools and vanpools with preferential parking and a reduced 
parking fee. 

o Institute a parking cash-out program or establish a parking fee for all single-
occupant vehicles. 

Utilities & Service Systems 

• Integrate green building measures consistent with CALGreen (Title 24, part 11), 
U.S. Green Building Council’s Leadership in Energy and Environmental 
Design, energy Star Homes, Green Point Rated Homes, and the California 
Green Builder Program into project design including, but not limited to the 
following: 

o Reuse and minimization of construction and demolition (C&D) debris and 
diversion of C&D waste from landfills to recycling facilities. 

o Inclusion of a waste management plan that promotes maximum C&D 
diversion. 
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o Development of indoor recycling program and space. 

o Discourage exporting of locally generated waste outside of the SCAG region 
during the construction and implementation of a project. Encourage disposal 
within the county where the waste originates as much as possible. Promote 
green technologies for long-distance transport of waste (e.g., clean engines and 
clean locomotives or electric rail for waste-by-rail disposal systems) and 
consistency with SCAQMD and 2016 RTP/SCS policies can and should be 
required. 

o Develop ordinances that promote waste prevention and recycling activities 
such as: requiring waste prevention and recycling efforts at all large events and 
venues; implementing recycled content procurement programs; and 
developing opportunities to divert food waste away from landfills and toward 
food banks and composting facilities. 

o Develop alternative waste management strategies such as composting, 
recycling, and conversion technologies. 

o Develop and site composting, recycling, and conversion technology facilities 
that have minimum environmental and health impacts. 

o Require the reuse and recycle construction and demolition waste (including, 
but not limited to, soil, vegetation, concrete, lumber, metal, and cardboard). 

o Integrate reuse and recycling into residential industrial, institutional and 
commercial projects. 

o Provide recycling opportunities for residents, the public, and tenant 
businesses. 

o Provide education and publicity about reducing waste and available recycling 
services. 

o Implement or expand city or county-wide recycling and composting programs 
for residents and businesses. This could include extending the types of 
recycling services offered (e.g., to include food and green waste recycling) and 
providing public education and publicity about recycling services. 

As the above tables indicate, the EIR fails to mention or demonstrate consistency with 
all the above listed measures and strategies of the SCAG RTP/SCS Plan. Thus, the 
EIR fails to demonstrate the Project is actually consistent with the 2016 RTP/SCS 
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Plan.  
Second, SCAG has adopted a new RTP/SCS Plan, “Connect SoCal,” which was 
approved by SCAG on September 3, 2020—before the City released the DEIR for this 
Project.15 The Final PEIR for the Plan was certified on May 7, 2020, also well before 
the DEIR was released for the Project. The EIR’s consistency analysis does not 
include any analysis of consistency with Connect SoCal other than a general statement 
of consistency with that plan’s greenhouse gas emissions reduction goals in the 
greenhouse gas emissions analysis. An amended and recirculated DEIR needs to 
include a consistency analysis with SCAG’s current plan, not an outdated one.  

III. CONCLUSION 

Commenters request that the City revise and recirculate the Project’s environmental 
impact report to address the aforementioned concerns. If the City has any questions or 
concerns, feel free to contact my Office. 

Sincerely,  

 

______________________ 
Mitchell M. Tsai 
Attorneys for Southwest Regional Council of Carpenters   

 

 

 

 
15 SCAG 2020 RTP/SCS Plan, “Connect SoCal”, available at  https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-
Final-Plan.aspx 
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Responses to Late Comment Letter A – Southwest Regional Council of 
Carpenters 

Response to Comment A-1: 
That the Southwest Regional Council of Carpenters is commenting on the Draft PEIR is noted. No 
environmental issues are raised in this comment.  

Response to Comment A-2: 
That members of the Southwest Carpenters labor union live, work, and recreate in the City of Santee 
and surrounding communities, is noted. The Commenter provides no evidence to support the assertion 
that the individual members of the Southwest Carpenters that live in and around Santee, approximately 
110 miles south of the Beaumont General Plan Planning Area will be directly affect by Project impacts. 

Response to Comment A-3: 
The request that the Applicant, which in this case is the City of Beaumont, provide additional community 
benefits such as requiring local hire and paying prevailing wages is not an environmental issue. The 
proposed Project is the adoption of the updated General Plan, revised Zoning Map and revised Zoning 
Ordinance.  The General Plan does not propose any development projects and it is outside of the City’s 
legal authority to dictate the how project applicants conduct their business. 

The Beaumont 2040 Plan includes an Economic Development and Fiscal Element, that contains the 
following goals, policies, and implementation measures regarding workforce opportunities for Beaumont 
residents. 

Goal 5.1:  A dynamic local economy that attracts diverse business and investment. 

Policy 5.1.1 Support economic growth that provides quality employment opportunities to 
balance Beaumont’s jobs with its housing supply. 

Policy 5.1.2 Recruit and retain emerging growth industries (industries with significant 
employment and performance potential) that provide revenues to the City and 
jobs to the community, including health care, education, and professional 
services. 

Goal 5.2:  A growing economy that provides high-quality educational and expanded workforce 
opportunities for all residents. 

Policy 5.2.1 Align economic development efforts with the labor pool to increase the number 
of jobs filled by Beaumont residents. This policy relies on having a diversity of 
high-quality job types for residents of different ages, education levels and skill 
sets to generate a more consistent and sustainable economy. 

Policy 5.2.2 Institute job training, education, and workforce development programs to 
prepare Beaumont residents for high-quality jobs. 

Policy 5.2.6 Participate in and support regional workforce partnerships and retraining 
programs. 
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Implementation EDF17 Establish a City local vendor preference policy and periodically 
review new approaches to encourage purchasing from local 
vendors. 

Regarding the payment of prevailing wages, any City-initiated capital project will pay prevailing wages as 
required by law.  

Response to Comment A-4: 
Exhaustion of administrative remedies is a jurisdictional prerequisite to maintenance of a CEQA action.   
Only a proper party may petition for a writ of mandate to challenge the sufficiency of an EIR or the 
validity of an act or omission under CEQA. The petitioner is required to have “objected to the approval of 
the project orally or in writing during the public comment period provided by this division or prior to the 
close of the public hearing on the project before the issuance of the notice of determination.” (§ 21177, 
subd. (b).)  The petitioner may allege as a ground of noncompliance any objection that was presented 
by any person or entity during the administrative proceedings.  (Resource Defense Fund v. Local 
Agency Formation Com. (1987) 191 Cal.App.3d 886, 894, 236 Cal.Rptr. 794.)   Failure to participate in 
the public comment period for a draft EIR does not cause the petitioner to waive any claims relating to 
the sufficiency of the environmental documentation.  (Galante Vineyards v. Monterey Peninsula Water 
Management Dist. (1997) 60 Cal.App.4th 1109, 1120-1121, 71 Cal.Rptr.2d 1.)   However, the lead 
agency is not required to incorporate in the final EIR specific written responses to comments received 
after close of the public review period. (City of Poway v. City of San Diego (1984) 155 Cal.App.3d 1037, 
1043-1044, 202 Cal.Rptr. 366.) Accordingly, commenter is required to submit comments to the Project 
before the public comment period has closed.  

Response to Comment A-5: 
This comment, which does not raise an environmental issue, is noted. No further response is required.  

Response to Comment A-6: 
In reviewing an agency's compliance with CEQA in the course of its legislative or quasi-legislative 
actions, the courts' inquiry "shall extend only to whether there was a prejudicial abuse of discretion." 
(Pub. Resources Code, § 21168.5.) Such an abuse is established only "if the agency has not proceeded 
in a manner required by law or if the determination or decision is not supported by substantial evidence." 
(Ibid.; see Western States Petroleum Assn. v. Superior Court, supra, 9 Cal.4th at p. 568, 38 Cal.Rptr.2d 
139, 888 P.2d 1268; Laurel Heights Improvement Assn. v. Regents of University of California (1988) 47 
Cal.3d 376, 392-393, 253 Cal.Rptr. 426, 764 P.2d 278 (Laurel Heights I).) As the California Supreme 
Court stated in Laurel Heights: "A court may not set aside an agency's approval of an EIR on the ground 
that an opposite conclusion would have been equally or more reasonable. [Citation.] A court's task is not 
to weigh conflicting evidence and determine who has the better argument when the dispute is whether 
adverse effects have been mitigated or could be better mitigated. [Courts] have neither the resources 
nor scientific expertise to engage in such analysis, even if the statutorily prescribed standard of review 
permitted us to do so. [A court's] limited function is consistent with the principle that `[t]he purpose of 
CEQA is not to generate paper, but to compel government at all levels to make decisions with 
environmental consequences in mind. CEQA does not, indeed cannot, guarantee that these decisions 
will always be those which favor environmental considerations.' [Citation.]" (Laurel Heights Improvement 
Assn. v. Regents of University of California, supra, 47 Cal.3d at p. 393.)  
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Response to Comment A-7: 
Under CEQA Guidelines § 15126.2, "In assessing the impact of a proposed project on the environment, 
the lead agency should normally limit its examination to changes in the existing physical conditions in 
the affected area as they exist at the time the notice of preparation is published." (Cadiz Land Co. v. Rail 
Cycle (2001) 99 Cal.Rptr.2d 378, 395.) Accordingly, recirculation is unnecessary here.  

Response to Comment A-8: 
This comment, which makes general assertions regarding the Draft PEIR is noted. Specific responses to 
comments regarding environmental issues are provided in the following paragraphs.  

Response to Comment A-9: 
The assertion that the Draft PEIR requires recirculation due to the addition of significant new information 
is not supported by substantial evidence. CEQA Guidelines § 15088.5 sets forth the circumstances 
under which recirculation of a Draft EIR is required prior to certification as follows: 

(a) A lead agency is required to recirculate an EIR when significant new information is 
added to the EIR after public notice is given of the availability of the draft EIR for public 
review under Section 15087 but before certification. As used in this section, the term 
“information” can include changes in the project or environmental setting as well as 
additional data or other information. New information added to an EIR is not “significant” 
unless the EIR is changed in a way that deprives the public of a meaningful opportunity 
to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect of the project or a feasible 
way to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including a feasible project alternative) that the 
project’s proponents have declined to implement. “Significant new information” 
requiring recirculation include, for example, a disclosure showing that: 

(1) A new significant environmental impact would result from the project or from a new 
mitigation measure proposed to be implemented. 

(2) A substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result unless 
mitigation measures are adopted that reduce the impact to a level of insignificance. 

(3) A feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from 
others previously analyzed would clearly lessen the environmental impacts of the 
project, but the project’s proponents decline to adopt it. 

(4) The draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in 
nature that meaningful public review and comment were precluded. (Mountain Lion 
Coalition v. Fish and Game Com. (1989) 214 Cal.App.3d 1043) 

(b) Recirculation is not required where the new information added to the EIR merely clarifies 
or amplifies or makes insignificant modifications in an adequate EIR. 

The Errata contained in Section 3 of the Final PEIR makes the following clarifications, amplifications and 
insignificant modifications to the Draft PEIR: 

1. Revises mitigation measure MM BIO -2 and adds new mitigation measure MM BIO-4 in 
Section 1 – Executive Summary and Section 5.4 – Biological Resources in response to 
comments from the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW). (Refer to 
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Responses to Comment Letter 7 in the Final PEIR.) Revised mitigation measure MM 
BIO-2 is not considerably different from MM BIO-2 in the Draft PEIR. New mitigation 
measure MM BIO-4 clarifies that the City will evaluate proposed road and trail projects 
within the MSHCP Criteria Area to ensure compliance with the MSHCP and 
Implementing Agreement.  As a co-permittee the City is already required to comply with 
the MSHCP, nonetheless, the City is adding this mitigation measure in response to 
CDFW’s request. Because the proposed revision to MM BIO-2 and the addition of MM 
BIO-4 will not result in a new significant environmental impact, recirculation of the Draft 
PEIR is not required. 

2. Added mountain lion, and MSHCP covered species to Table 5.4-B – Special Status 
Wildlife Species Know to Occu with Regional Vicinity of the Planning Area as 
requested by CDFW. The addition of this species to Table 5.4-B does not constitute 
significant new information and will not result in a new significant environmental impact; 
therefore, recirculation of the Draft PEIR is not required. 

3. The addition of new General Plan Policy 8.10.5 to the Project is an insignificant project 
change requested by a trustee agency to provide additional protection to special status 
species or other wildlife of low or limited mobility. (Final PEIR, pp. FEIR 3-10–FEIR 3-
11.) Retaining  a CDFW-qualified biologist to move special status species or other 
wildlife of low or limited mobility out of harm’s way to avoid injury or death to said 
species will not result in a new significant environment impact. Therefore, recirculation 
of the Draft PEIR is not required. 

4. The minor revision to General Plan Policy 9.6.8 to state that fuel modification areas shall 
be located within a project site and clearly delineated on grading plans, is in response 
to a request from CDFW to clarify that conservation areas are not to be used as fuel 
modification buffers for subsequent development. Implementation of revised Policy 
9.6.8 will not result in a new significant environmental impact; therefore, recirculation of 
the Draft PEIR is not required. 

5. The deletion of the reference to state standard for noise levels from the discussion 
regarding the City’s Municipal Code in Section 5.12 – Noise is an insignificant 
modification to the Draft PEIR. Thus, recirculation of the Draft PEIR is not required.  

6. An insignificant modification is made to correct a typographical error in Section 5.12 – 
Noise. 

7. The addition of text to Section 5.12 – Noise to amplify and clarify permanent noise 
impacts, that were determined in the Draft PEIR to be significant and unavoidable does 
not constitute significant new information or  identify a new significant environmental 
impact. Therefore, recirculation is not required. 

As indicated in the above discussion, none of the changes to the Draft PEIR documented in Final EIR 
Section 3 – Errata, provide significant new information as defined CEQA Guidelines § 15088.5. 
Therefore, recirculation of the Draft PEIR is not required. 
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Further, CDFW did not comment that the Draft PEIR was woefully inadequate or lacked analysis as 
alleged by the Commenter.  Refer to Response to Comment A-17, below. 

The Draft PEIR did not fail to consider feasible mitigation measures for greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions. The Draft PEIR includes mitigation measure MM GHG 1, which states: 

MM GHG 1: In order to address effects of GHG emissions from future development, the City 
of Beaumont shall evaluate the feasibility of the potential GHG reduction 
strategies in Table 5.7-F and update the Sustainable Beaumont Plan or similar 
document every five years to ensure the City is monitoring the plan’s progress 
toward achieving the City’s greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction targets and to 
require amendment if the plan is not achieving the specified level. The updates 
shall identify targets for years 2030, 2040, and 2050 and subsequent applicable 
statewide legislative targets that may be in effect at the time of the update.  

Regarding the adequacy of mitigation measure MM GHG 1, refer to Response to Comment A-13 and 
Response to Comment A-20. 

Response to Comment A-10: 
The Commenter’s assertion that the Project Description is deficient in any way is incorrect. The Project 
Description (Section 3) in the Draft PEIR is thorough, complete, stable, and finite. CEQA Guidelines § 
15124 sets forth the required contents of an EIR Project Description.  The following table presents the 
requirement of the CEQA Guidelines and the location in the Draft PEIR in which this information is 
provided. 

CEQA Guidelines §15124 Location in Draft PEIR 

The description of the project shall contain the following 
information but should not supply extensive detail beyond that 
needed for evaluation and review of the environmental impact. 

(a) The precise location and boundaries of the proposed 
project shall be shown on a detailed map, preferably 
topographic. The location of the project shall also appear 
on a regional map. 

Figure 1-1– Regional Map 
Figure 1-2 – Vicinity Map 
Figure 3-1– Regional Map 
Figure 3-2 – Vicinity Map 
Figure 3-3 – Beaumont Subareas 
Figure 3-4 – Land Use Plan 

(b) A statement of the objectives sought by the proposed 
project. A clearly written statement of objectives will help 
the lead agency develop a reasonable range of alternatives 
to evaluate in the EIR and will aid the decision makers in 
preparing findings or a statement of overriding 
considerations, if necessary. The statement of objectives 
should include the underlying purpose of the project and 
may discuss the project benefits. 

Section 1.3 (pp. 1-8 – 1-10) 
Section 3.4 (pp. 3-69 – 3-70) 

(c) A general description of the project’s technical, economic, 
and environmental characteristics, considering the principal 
engineering proposals if any and supporting public service 
facilities 

Section 3.3 (pp. 3.8 – 3-69) 
describes the Project 
components. 

Section 3.1 (pp. 3-7) describes the 
Project’s local and regional 
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CEQA Guidelines §15124 Location in Draft PEIR 

setting. Detailed environmental 
setting discussions are included 
the environmental impact 
discussion in Section 5.1 through 
5.20 (pp. 5.1-1 – 5.20-23.) 

Public Service facilities are 
discussed in Sections 5.3, 5.14, 
5.15, 5.16, and 5.18. 

(d) A statement briefly describing the intended uses of the EIR. 

(1) This statement shall include, to the extent that the 
information is known to the Lead Agency 

(A) A list of the agencies that are expected to use the 
EIR in their decision making, and 

(B) A list of permits and other approvals required to 
implement the project. 

(C) A list of related environmental review and 
consultation requirements required by federal, state, 
or local laws, regulations, or policies. To the fullest 
extent possible, the lead agency should integrate 
CEQA review with these related environmental 
review and consultation requirements. 

(2) If a public agency must make more than one decision 
on a project, all its decisions subject to CEQA should 
be listed, preferably in the order in which they will 
occur. On request, the Office of Planning and Research 
will provide assistance in identifying state permits for a 
project 

Section 3.5 (pp. 3-71 – 3-72.) 

 
As shown in the above table, the Draft PEIR contains all of the information required by State CEQA 
Guidelines § 15124. Therefore, the Project Description is not deficient as asserted, no modifications are 
required, and recirculation is not warranted.  Refer to Responses to Comment A-9 for a discussion of the 
circumstances that require recirculation of a Draft EIR prior to certification.  

Response to Comment A-11: 
The PEIR has evaluated the physical effects of the Beaumont 2040 Plan, which is limited to recitation of 
policies, requirements, and siting criteria, and designation of general areas in which future construction 
may occur. No specific development has been proposed. COVID19-related on-site construction work 
practices that relate to future development are not a CEQA issue.  

Response to Comment A-12: 
The comment is general in nature and does not contain a specific comment on the PEIR. However, 
CEQA only requires “consideration of the potential environmental effects of the project actually 
approved by the public agency, not some hypothetical project." (McQueen v. Board of Directors (1988) 
202 Cal.App.3d 1136, 1146.) " '[W]here future development is unspecified and uncertain, no purpose can 
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be served by requiring an EIR to engage in sheer speculation as to future environmental consequences.' 
[Citation.]" (Kings County Farm Bureau v. City of Hanford (1990) 221 Cal.App.3d 692, 738.) Here, the 
scope of the Project, as appropriately described in the FEIR, is limited to recitation of policies, 
requirements, and siting criteria, and designation of general areas in which future facilities may 
permissibly be located. No specific development has been proposed. Where, as here, an EIR cannot 
provide meaningful information about a speculative future project, deferral of an environmental 
assessment does not violate CEQA. (Towards Responsibility in Planning v. City Council (1988), 200 
Cal.App.3d 671, 681.) Certification of the FEIR would not constitute approval a project which envisions 
future action without future environmental review. (Cf. Leonoff v. Monterey County Bd. of Supervisors 
(1990) 222 Cal.App.3d 1337, 1347.)  

Response to Comment A-13: 
Pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(a)(1)(B), mitigation measures may specify 
performance standards for mitigating a significant impact when it is impractical or infeasible to specify 
the specific details of mitigation during the EIR review process, provided the lead agency commits to 
implement the mitigation, adopts the specified performance standard, and identifies the types of actions 
that may achieve compliance with the performance standard. In this case, the Sustainable Beaumont 
Plan (or similar document) is a separate policy document. Mitigation measure MM GHG 1 identifies a 
performance standard and actions for addressing consistency with the state’s GHG reduction goals. 
MM GHG 1 includes monitoring requirements and plan amendment if the specified goals are not being 
achieved. As such, MM GHG 1 is not improper deferral. 

Response to Comment A-14: 
The analysis in Section 5.3 – Air Quality, of the Draft PEIR is consistent with the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (SCAQMD) CEQA Guidelines for program-level evaluation. The Draft PEIR 
quantifies the increase in criteria air pollutants emissions within the City. However, at a programmatic 
level, it is not feasible to quantify the potential reductions. As stated on page 5.3-24 of the PEIR: 

The significance of impacts to air quality resulting from specific future development projects will 
be evaluated on a project-by-project basis (MM AQ 1) and Beaumont 2040 Plan policies as well 
as City standards and practices will be applied, individually or jointly, as necessary and 
appropriate. If project-level impacts are identified at that time, specific mitigation measures may 
be required by CEQA. 

No new environmental issues were raised by this comment and no revisions to the PEIR are necessary. 

Response to Comment A-15: 
This comment, which does not raise an environmental issue is noted. 

Response to Comment A-16: 
The comment misrepresents the CDFW comment letter, which is identified in the Final PEIR as 
Comment Letter 7. CDFW did not state there was a “lack of substantial evidence” to support the 
analysis of biological resources in the Draft PEIR. Refer to Response to Comment A-17, below for a 
discussion of the contents of the CDFW letter. 

The comment also misrepresents the Beaumont Cherry Valley Water District (BCVWD) comment letter, 
which is identified in the Final PEIR as Comment Letter 29. First, the BCVWD did not comment on the 
Draft PEIR. The BCVWD made several comments regarding the General Plan Update document (referred 
to as the Beaumont 2040 Plan in the Draft PEIR. None of these comments were regarding the Draft PEIR 
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or the analysis contained therein. The analysis of Threshold B; Would the Project have sufficient water 
supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, 
dry, and multiple dry years in Draft PEIR Section 5.18 – Utilities, is supported by data contained in the 
BCVWD’s 2015 Urban Water Management Plan and BCVWD’s Potable System Master Plan. (Draft PEIR, 
pp. 5.18.35, 5.18-40.)  

Response to Comment A-17: 
The CDFW letter did not state there was a “lack of analysis” in the EIR related to biological resources, as 
this comment suggests.  The first three pages of the CDFW comment letter merely restated the CDFW’s 
role related to related biological regulations which were already noted and provided in the PEIR.  Much 
of the CDFW comment letter is “boilerplate” language as evidenced by misidentification of the correct 
Lead Agency (i.e. page 2 and 12 of CDFW letter referencing the County instead of City of Beaumont) in 
their letter and requesting information that is not relevant to a programmatic EIR for a General Plan (i.e. 
request for long term maintenance information Page 8 of CDFW).  CDFW’s letter does not state that the 
PEIR did not contain mitigation for direct, indirect and cumulative impacts to biological resources, 
instead CDFW offers up additional measures building from the measures and General Plan policies 
already identified in the PEIR for impacts already identified in the PEIR has having potentially significant 
impacts but that could be mitigated to a level below significance.      

This comment indicates the PEIR did not evaluate impacts to biological resources from wildfires.  As 
pointed out in response to CDFW’s letter about defensible space related to wildfires, the General Plan 
does include several policies related to providing fuel modification zones and defensible spaces 
especially when close to open space areas.  See Response to Comment 7-H (FEIR pp. FEIR 2-51–FEIR 
2-52).   

This comment also indicates that the PEIR did not address impacts to lands managed by BLM and RCA 
and other entities.  As indicated in the FEIR Response to Comment 7-J (pp. FEIR 2-52–FEIR 2-53), the 
General Plan identified numerous policies acknowledging other agency land ownership and requires 
future coordination with such agencies as BLM and RCA.     

Additionally, as already outlined extensively throughout Section 5.4 of the PEIR, the MSHCP has been 
addressed and is an existing regulation through which compliance via a mitigation measures is not 
necessary.  Although CDFW’s letter suggests several new mitigation measures, for reasons outlined in 
the response to CDFW’s letter (Comment Letter 7) in the Final PEIR (pp. FEIR 2-51–FEIR 2-57), addition 
of new mitigation measures such as the one to require projects comply with the JPR process is not 
necessary, as the PEIR already identifies this as an existing regulation.  Some of the suggested 
mitigation measures offered by CDFW were made new mitigation measures, and others were instead 
utilized as General Plan policies.  Where there were existing regulations to already address the 
suggested measure from CDFW, that was also responded to in Response to Comment Letter 7 in the 
Final PEIR. 

Therefore, this comment does not identify any significant new environmental issues or impacts that were 
not already addressed in the DEIR 

Response to Comment A-18: 
For the reasons below, the Project is consistent with all applicable General Plan policies. The General 
Plan is a comprehensive, long-term policy document, and accordingly, environmental analysis 
concerning subordinate land use decisions are not the subject of the proposed Final PEIR. 
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Response to Comment A-19: 
The Final PEIR provides a detailed response to call of CDFW’s comments.  As stated above, CDFW 
does not state that the PEIR has incorrectly or not analyzed the MSHCP.  Rather, CDFW’s letter 
provides additional measures that underscore or clarify processes or analyses already included in the 
PEIR.  Not all of the measures suggested in the CDFW letter meet the definition of a mitigation measure 
per CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4.  A response to each measure suggested by CDFW is provided in 
Response to Comment 7 in the Final PEIR (on pp. FEIR 2-51–FEIR 2-57).         

Response to Comment A-20: 
As stated by the comment, the Draft PEIR includes a consistency analysis with the applicable goals of 
the 2016 RTP/SCS. The applicable goals were provided by SCAG in their response to the Notice of 
Preparation and are included in Appendix A of the Draft PEIR. Contrary to the commenter’s assertion, 
the 2016 RTP/SCS does not include additional goals. The text of the comment cites footnote 4 as a 
source of numerous measures that the EIR failed to consider, yet there is there is no footnote 4. 
Similarly, the pages cited in footnote 6 of the comment are general references to the chapter of the 
RTP/SCS outlining the land use and transportation strategies to achieve the RTP/SCS goals.  

The second and third paragraph of the comment provide an overview of SB 375 and the GHG reduction 
goals established for the SCAG region and the fourth and final paragraph of the comment generally 
describes that the 2012 and 2016 RTP/SCS PEIRs include an MMRP containing project-level mitigation 
measures; these paragraphs do not raise an environmental issue.  

Response to Comment A-21: 
The comment provides a list of measures that “outline applicable land use policies, transportation 
strategies, and project-level GHG measures identified in the 2012 and 2016 RTP/SCS and PEIRs which 
the EIR should consider.” Upon review, this list does not contain any policies from the 2012 or 2016 
RTP/SCS. Moreover, as the 2016 RTP/SCS builds upon the 2012 RTP/SCS, documentation in the 2012 
documents has been superseded.  

The three bullet points under the “Land Use and Transportation” heading are merely some of the 
strategies described in the RTP/SCS that are intended to achieve the goals and policies of the RTP/SCS. 
The Beaumont 2040 Plan has analyzed its consistency with the 2016 RTP/SCS goals in Section 6 of the 
PEIR and determined the Project will be consistent will all applicable goals (PEIR, pp. 6-4 – 6-9.) 

The first bullet point under the “GHG Emissions Goals” heading is referencing Appendix F of the CEQA 
Guidelines and the potential impacts a project should evaluate. Section 5.19 of the PEIR evaluated the 
Beaumont 2040 Plan’s energy impacts and determined they were less than significant with adherence to 
and implementation of the Beaumont 2040 Plan goals, policies, and implementation, and applicable 
federal, state, and local standards/regulations (PEIR, p. 5.19-25). 

The remaining bullet points under the “GHG Emissions Goals” heading and the remaining headings 
“Hydrology & Water Quality Goal’s,” ”Transportation, Traffic, and Safety,” and “Utilities & Service 
Systems” are all project-level mitigation measures listed in either the 2012 or 2016 RTP/SCS PEIRs.  

The 2012 and 2016 RTP/SCS PEIRs explains that SCAG identifies project‐level mitigation measures that 
may be required by lead agencies and lead or responsible agencies have the discretion to determine at 
the project level which mitigation measures are applicable and feasible, based on the project‐specific 
circumstances (2016 RTP/SCS Final PEIR, pp. 8-9 – 8-10.). 
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The 2016 RTP/SCS Final PEIR further clarified that: 

The Project Level Mitigation Measures are provided as suggested approaches to help 
jurisdictions and project proponents achieve the collective goal of mitigating impacts at the 
project level. These are not intended to be exclusive or prescriptive in nature or application. 
(2016 RTP/SCS Final PEIR, p. 9-10) 

The Beaumont 2040 Plan PEIR is does not propose specific development. Future development projects 
will be evaluated on a project-by-project basis and if required, applicable and feasible mitigation 
measures will be identified. For the reasons outlined above, no additional analysis is required and no 
revisions to the PEIR are necessary. 

Response to Comment A-22: 
CEQA Guidelines § 15125 indicates the environmental baseline for purposes of analysis is the 
notice of preparation. As stated in the Draft PEIR, “The Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the 
Project was distributed on March 2018, which is the baseline year for purposes of this Draft 
PEIR. (Draft PEIR, p. 4-1.) As stated in the comment, the Connect SoCal – The 2020-2045 Regional 

Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Goals  (Connect SoCal plan) was adopted 
two years after the baseline year and only five (5) days prior to release of the Draft PEIR for 
public review. Thus, not only is analysis of this Connect SoCal plan not required, given the 
short time frame between its approval and release of the Draft PEIR, providing a consistency 
analysis in the Draft PEIR would be infeasible. Further, as discussed in Response to Comment 
A-20, the Draft PEIR includes a consistency analysis with the applicable goals of the 2016 RTP/SCS, 
which were provided to the City by SCAG in their response to the Notice of Preparation. (Refer to Draft 
PEIR Appendix A). 

Nonetheless, Table 1  Consistency with Connect SoCal Goals presents an analysis of the 
Connect SoCal Plan. Several of the ten (10) Connect SoCal goals1 are similar to and/or incorporate 
concepts from the 2016 RTP/SCS goals, which were evaluated in Table 6.-C – Consistency with 2016 
RTP/SCS Goals on pages 6-4–6-9. 

Table 1 – Consistency with Connect SoCal Goals 

Connect SoCal Goal Beaumont 2040 Plan Analysis 

Goal 1:  Encourage regional 
economic prosperity and global 
competitiveness. 

 

(Connect SoCal Goal 1 is similar to 
the 2016 RTS/SCS Goal 1:  Align the 
plan investments and policies with 
improving regional economic 
development and competitiveness.) 

Not Applicable: This is not a project specific policy and is 
therefore not applicable.  Nonetheless the following goals, 
policies, and implementation strategies from the Economic 
Development and Fiscal chapter of the Beaumont 2040 Plan 
will contribute to the regional economy: 

 Goals:  5.1, 5.2, 5.4, 5.5, 5.6, 5.7 

 Policies:  5.1.1, 5.1.2, 5.1.3, 5.1.4, 5.1.5, 5.1.6, 5.1.9, 
5.1.10, 5.2.1, 5.2.3, 5.2.4, 5.2.6, 5.4.1, 5.4.2, 5.4.3, 
5.4.4, 5.4.5, 5.5.1, 5.5.2, 5.5.3, 5.5.4, 5.5.5, 5.5.6, 

 
1 Southern California Association of Governments, Connect SoCal – The 2020-2045 Regional Transportation 
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Goals, September 3, 2020, p. 9. (Available at 
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Adopted/0903fConnectSoCal-Plan.pdf) 
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Table 1 – Consistency with Connect SoCal Goals 

Connect SoCal Goal Beaumont 2040 Plan Analysis 

5.6.1, 5.6.2, 5.6.4, 5.6.5, 5.7.1, 5.7.2, 5.7.3, 5.7.5, 
5.7.65.7.7, 5.7.8. 

 Implementation Strategies:  EDF1, EDF2, EDF3, EDF5, 
EDF6, EDF8, EDF9, EDF10, EDF14, EDR21, EDF22, 
EDF25, EDF27. 

Thus, the Beaumont 2040 Plan achieves Connect SoCal 
Goal 1.) 

Goal 2:  Improve mobility, 
accessibility, reliability, and travel 
safety for people and goods. 

 

(Connect SoCal Goal 2 is similar to 
the 2016 RTS/SCS Goal 2:  Maximize 
mobility and accessibility for all 
people and goods in the region.) 

Consistent:  As discussed in the Draft PEIR, Section 5.16 – 
Transportation and the Beaumont 2040 Plan’s Traffic Impact 
Analysis (TIA), the Beaumont 2040 Plan includes an updated 
Mobility Plan which shows that transportation networks in the 
City that will be developed and maintained to meet the needs 
of local and regional transportation and to ensure efficient 
mobility.  A number of regional and local plans and programs 
have been incorporated into the Beaumont 2040 Plan to guide 
development and maintenance of transportation networks, 
including but not limited to: 

 Riverside County Congestion Management Program 

 Caltrans Traffic Impact Studies Guidelines 

 Caltrans Highway Capacity Manual 

 SCAG 2016 RTP/SCS 

Additionally, the City is required by the California Government 
Code to coordinate its circulation system with regional 
transportation plans.  The Beaumont 2040 Plan’s Mobility Plan 
is a comprehensive transportation management strategy that 
addresses infrastructure capacity.  Furthermore, the Beaumont 
2040 Plan is consistent with AB 1358 (the Complete Streets 
Act) as Complete Streets are one of the key components in the 
Mobility Plan. The Beaumont 2040 Plan’s Land Use and 
Community Design Plan sets the appropriate design 
parameters for future change and redevelopment  as it relates 
to maximizing mobility and accessibility for all people and 
goods in the region. The Beaumont 2040 Plan includes the 
following goals, policies, and implementation strategies 
providing specific guidance on how to improve mobility within 
the City:    

Land Use and Community Design Element    

 Goals:  3.1, 3.3, 3.4, 3.7, 3.8 

 Policies:  3.1.2, 3.1.3, 3.1.4, 3.1.5, 3.1-7, 3.1.8, 3.1.11,  
3.3.7, 3.4.1, 3.4.2, 3.4.4, 3.7.1, 3.7.2, 3.8.1, 3.8.3, 3.8.6 

 Implementation Strategies:  LUCD11, LUCD13, 
LUCD16, LUCD17, LUCD19, LUCD20   
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Table 1 – Consistency with Connect SoCal Goals 

Connect SoCal Goal Beaumont 2040 Plan Analysis 

Mobility Element 

 Goals:  4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, 4.5, 4.6, 4.8 

 Policies:  4.1.1, 4.1.2, 4.1.4, 4.1.5, 4.1.6, 4.2.1, 4.2.2, 
4.2.3, 4.2.4, 4.2.5, 4.3.1, 4.3.2, 4.3.3, 4.3.4, 4.3.5, 
4.4.1, 4.4.2, 4.4.3, 4.4.4, 4.4.5, 4.5.1, 4.5.2, 4.5.3, 
4.6.1, 4.6.2, 4.8.1, 4.8.2 

 Implementation Strategies:  M1 through M28 and M30 
(Draft PEIR, pp. 6-4–6-5.) 

 

Thus, the Beaumont 2040 Plan achieves Connect SoCal 
Goal 2.  

Goal 3:  Enhance the preservation, 
security, and resilience of the 
regional transportation system  

 

(Connect SoCal Goal 3 is similar to 
and/or encompasses concepts from 
2016 RTS/SCS Goal 3:  Ensure travel 
safety and reliability for all people and 
goods in the region; 2016 RTS/SCS 
Goal 4: Preserve and ensure a 
sustainable regional transportation 
system; and 2016 RTS/SCS Goal 9:  
Maximize the security of the regional 
transportation system through 
improved system monitoring, rapid 
recovery planning, and coordination 
with other security agencies.) 

Consistent: As discussed in the Draft PEIR, the Beaumont 
2040 Plan includes  goals, policies, and implementing 
strategies requiring roadways to comply with federal, state, 
and local designs and safety standards.  As discussed in Draft 
PEIR Section 5.16 – Transportation, the Beaumont 2040 Plan 
will not result in result in inadequate emergency access and 
future implementing development projects will be reviewed for 
adequate infrastructure and access as well as consistency with 
adopted emergency and evacuation plans among many other 
environmental issues in order to ensure the safety of City 
residents and the physical environment. (Draft PEIR, p. 6-9.) 

The Beaumont 2040 Plan encourages regional coordination of 
transportation issues and provides guidance and policies that 
help preserve and ensure a sustainable regional transportation 
system. (Draft PEIR, p. 6-6.)  All modes of transit are required 
to follow safety standards set forth by corresponding 
regulatory documents.  Pedestrian walkways and bicycle 
routes must follow safety precautions and standards 
established by local (e.g., the City) and regional (e.g., SCAG, 
County of Riverside, Caltrans) agencies.  Roadways for 
motorists must follow safety standards established for the 
local and regional plans mentioned in the analysis for SoCal 
Connect Goal 2, above, and the analysis in the Draft PEIR for 
RTP/SCS Goal 2 on pages 6-4–6-5 of the Draft PEIR.  The 
Beaumont 2040 Plan’s Mobility Plan develops a street network 
that balances the needs of all users with importance placed on 
pedestrian safety as well as vehicular safety and provides both 
vehicular and non-vehicular circulation plans while the Land 
Use and Community Design Plan provide for standards in 
design. (Draft PEIR, pp 6-4–6-5.) 

 

The Beaumont 2040 Plan includes the following goals, policies, 
and implementation strategies that will contribute to the 
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Table 1 – Consistency with Connect SoCal Goals 

Connect SoCal Goal Beaumont 2040 Plan Analysis 

preservation, security, and resilience of the regional 
transportation system:    

Land Use and Community Design Element    

 Goals:  3.1, 3.3, 3.4, 3.7, 3.8 

 Policies:  3.1.2, 3.1.3, 3.1.4, 3.1.5, 3.1.7, 3.1.8, 3.1.11, 
3.3.7, 3.4.1, 3.4.2, 3.4.4, 3.7.1, 3.7.2, 3.8.1, 3.8.3, 3.8.6 

 Implementation Strategies:  LUCD11, LUCD13, 
LUCD16, LUCD17, LUCD19, LUCD20   

Mobility Element 

 Goals:   4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, 4.5, 4.6, 4.8 
 Policies:  4.1.1, 4.1.2, 4.1.4, 4.1.5, 4.1.6, 4.2.1, 4.2.2, 

4.2.3, 4.2.4, 4.2.5, 4.3.1, 4.3.2, 4.3.3, 4.3.4, 4.3.5, 
4.4.1, 4.4.2, 4.4.3, 4.4.4, 4.4.5, 4.5.1, 4.5.2, 4.5.3, 
4.6.1, 4.6.2, 4.8.1, 4.8.2 

 Implementation Strategies:  M1 through M28 and M30 
(Draft PEIR, pp. 6-5–6-6, 6-9.) 

 
Thus, the Beaumont 2040 Plan achieves Connect SoCal 
Goal 3. 

Goal 4:  Increase person and 
goods movement and travel 
choices within the transportation 
system. 

 

(Connect SoCal Goal 4 is similar to 
2016 RTP/SCS Goal 5:  Maximize the 
productivity of our transportation 
system.) 

Consistent:  As discussed in the Draft PEIR, the Beaumont 
2040 Plan’s Mobility Plan addresses the City’s transportation 
system which is planned to be developed and maintained to 
increase person and goods movement and travel choices. 
Specifically, the Beaumont 2040 Plan’s Mobility Chapter 
includes roadway design recommendations for the 
improvement and maintenance of all aspects of the public 
rights-of-way that promote complete streets to increase 
opportunities for the region’s public transportation system (i.e., 
bus, bicycle) for residents, visitors, and workers coming into 
and out of the City.  As reflected in the Figure 5.16-14 – 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Priority Network, many areas of the 
City will be served by trails and bikeway.  Future implementing 
development projects will be required to implement traffic 
improvements outlined in the Mobility Plan and design criteria 
outlined by the Land Use and Community Design Plan which 
will improve intersections and roadways from the existing 
conditions, and create more vibrant and productive areas with 
increased transportation choices.  The Beaumont 2040 Plan 
includes the following goals, policies, and implementation 
strategies providing specific guidance to increase person and 
goods movement and travel choices within the City:   

Land Use and Community Design Element    

 Goals:  3.1, 3.3, 3.4, 3.7, 3.8 
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Table 1 – Consistency with Connect SoCal Goals 

Connect SoCal Goal Beaumont 2040 Plan Analysis 

 Policies:  3.1.2, 3.1.3, 3.1.4, 3.1.5, 3.1-7, 3.1.8, 3.1.11,  
3.3.7, 3.4.1, 3.4.2, 3.4.4, 3.7.1, 3.7.2, 3.8.1, 3.8.3, 3.8.6 

 Implementation Strategies:  LUCD11, LUCD13, 
LUCD16, LUCD17, LUCD19, LUCD20   

Mobility Element 

 Goals:  4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, 4.5, 4.6, 4.8 

 Policies:  4.1.1, 4.1.2, 4.1.4, 4.1.5, 4.1.6, 4.2.1, 4.2.2, 
4.2.3, 4.2.4, 4.2.5, 4.3.1, 4.3.2, 4.3.3, 4.3.4, 4.3.5, 
4.4.1, 4.4.2, 4.4.3, 4.4.4, 4.4.5, 4.5.1, 4.5.2, 4.5.3, 
4.6.1, 4.6.2, 4.8.1, 4.8.2 

 Implementation Strategies:  M1 through M28 and M30 
(Draft PEIR, p. 6-7.) 

Health and Environmental Justice Element    

 Goals:  6.5, 6.6 

 Policies:  6.5.1, 6.5.3, 6.5.4, 6.6.1, 6.6.2, 6.6.3 

 Implementation Strategies:  HEJ14, HEJ15  

 

Thus, the Beaumont 2040 Plan achieves Connect SoCal 
Goal 4. 

Goal 5:  Reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions and improve air quality. 

 

(Connect SoCal Goal 5 incorporates 
concepts from 2016 RTP/SCS Goal 6:  
Protect the environment and health of 
our residents by improving air quality 
and encouraging active transportation 
(e.g., bicycling and walking) and 2016 
RTP/SCS Goal 7:  Actively encourage 
and create incentives for energy 
efficiency, where possible.) 

Consistent:  As discussed in Draft PEIR Section 5.7 – 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Section 5.19 – Energy, the 
Beaumont 2040 Plan includes goals, policies, and 
implementation strategies designed to reduce GHG emissions 
and ensure that energy demand associated with growth in the 
Planning Area would not be inefficient, wasteful, or 
unnecessary.  Further, the City adopted the Sustainable 
Beaumont Plan in 2015, which  provides a comprehensive plan 
to use energy more efficiently, harnessing renewable energy to 
power buildings, recycling waste, and enhancing access to 
sustainable transportation modes, so the City can reduce 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions in addition to keeping dollars 
in its local economy, creating new green jobs, and improving 
the community’s quality of life. (Draft PEIR, pp. 6-7–6-8.) 
Additionally, the Beaumont 2040 Plan will comply with the 
provisions of the California Building and Energy Efficiency 
Standards (Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations; 
CEC[2015]) and the California Green Building Standards Code 
(CALGreen[2017]; Part 11 of Title 24).  Further, the Mobility 
Plan and design criteria outlined by the Land Use and 
Community Design Plan establish requirements for future 
implementing projects to maximize the protection of the 
environment and improvement of air quality by being required 
to coordinate with local transit services to ensure any required 
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Table 1 – Consistency with Connect SoCal Goals 

Connect SoCal Goal Beaumont 2040 Plan Analysis 

transit connections are included for future implementing 
developments and incorporate active transportation. The 
Beaumont 2040 Plan builds upon the 2015 Sustainable 
Beaumont Plan and includes the following goals, policies, and 
implementation strategies to reduce GHG emissions and 
improve air quality:   

Land Use and Community Design Element  

 Goals:  3.1, 3.3, 3.7, 3.8 

 Policies:  3.1.2, 3.1.3, 3.1.8, 3.1.11, 3.3.7, 3.7.1, 3.7.2, 
3.8.1, 3.8.3, 3.8.6 

 Implementation Strategies:  LUCD10 LUCD11, 
LUCD12, LUCD16, LUCD17 

Mobility Element 

 Goals:   4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, 4.5, 4.7 
 Policies:  4.1.4, 4.1.5, 4.2.3, 4.2.4, 4.3.3, 4.3.5, 4.4.1, 

4.4.2, 4.4.4, 4.4.5, 4.5.1, 4.5.3, 4.7.2, 4.7.3 

 Implementation Strategies:  M3, M4, M14, M25, M29 

Economic Development and Fiscal Element 

 Goal: 5.1 

 Policy:  5.1.4 

 Implementation Strategies:  EDF9, EDF2 EDF3, EDF4 

Health and Environmental Justice Element 

 Goal: 6.5 

 Policies:  6.5.1, 6.5.3, 6.5.4 

 Implementation Strategies:  HEJ15,  

Community Facilities and Infrastructure Element 

 Goals: 7.1, 7.3, 7.4, 7.6, 7.7, 7.9 

 Policies:  7.1.7, 7.1.8, 7.3.1, 7.3.2, 7.3.3, 7.3.4, 7.3.5, 
7.3.6, 7.3.7, 7.3.8, 7.4.2, 7.4.3, 7.6.2, 7.6.3, 7.6.5, 
7.6.3, 7.7.1, 7.7.2, 7.7.3, 7.7.4, 7.7.5, 7.9.2 

 Implementation Strategies: CFI2, CFI6, CFI7, CFI20, 
CFI26, CFI27, CFI28, CFI29, CFI30   

Conservation and Open Space Element 

 Goals: 8.1, 8.2, 8.3, 8.11 

 Policies:  8.1.1, 8.1.2, 8.1.3, 8.1.4, 8.1.5, 8.1.6, 8.1.7, 
8.1.8, 8.1.9, 8.1.10, 8.1.11, 8.2.1, 8.2.2, 8.2.3, 8.3.1, 
8.3.2, 8.3.4, 8.3.5, 8.3.6, 8.3.7, 8.11.5 

 Implementation Strategies: C1 through C13 

Safety Element 

 Goal: 9.10 

 Policies:  9.10.1, 9.10.2, 9.10, 3, 9.10.4, 9.10.5, 9.10.6 

 Implementation Strategies: S8, S28 
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Table 1 – Consistency with Connect SoCal Goals 

Connect SoCal Goal Beaumont 2040 Plan Analysis 

Downtown Area Plan 

 Goals: 11.1, 11.3, 11.4, 11.8, 11.12 

 Policies: 111.2, 11.1.3, 11.14, 11.1.5, 11.1.6, 11.1.8, 
11.3.1, 11.3.2, 11.4.2, 11.4.3, 11.8.1, 11.8.2, 11.8.3, 
11.8.4, 11.8.5, 11.8.6, 11.8.7, 11.8.9, 11.8.10, 11.8.11, 
11.8.14, 11.12.1, 11.12.2, 11.12.3, 11.12.4, 11.12.5, 
11.126, 11.12.7  

 Implementation Strategies: DAP4, DAP6, DAP11, 
DAP12 (Draft PEIR, pp. 5.7-115.7-22; 5.19-9 –5.19-
20.) 

 

Thus, the Beaumont 2040 Plan achieves Connect SoCal 
Goal 5. 

Goal 6:  Support Healthy and 
Equitable Communities 

 

(Connect SoCal Goal 6 expands upon 
2016 RTP/SCS Goal 6: Protect the 
environment and health of our 
residents by improving air quality and 
encouraging active transportation 
(e.g., bicycling and walking).   

Consistent: The Beaumont 2040 Plan’s Health and 
Environmental Justice Element will realize a healthy and 
equitable community by addressing existing community health 
concerns and approaches to managing new development to 
prevent future health issues. This will be accomplished by 
addressing environmental justice, access to healthy food, 
disease prevention, safe and healthy housing, and 
opportunities for physical activity. The Beaumont 2040 Plan 
includes the following goals, policies, and implementation 
strategies for a healthy and equitable community: 

Land Use and Community Design Element 

 Goals: 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 3.6, 3.8, 3.10, 3.11 
 Policies:  3.1.2, 3.1.11, 3.2.1, 3.2.3, 3.3.7, 3.6.1, 3.6.2, 

3.8.1, 3.8.2, 3.8.3, 3.8.4, 3.8.5, 3.8.6, 3.8.7, 3.10.1, 
3.10.2, 3.10.3, 3.10.5, 3.10.6, 3.10.7, 3.11.1, 3.11.3, 
3.11.4 

 Implementation Strategies:  LUCD11, LUCD21, 
LUCD22 

Mobility Element 

 Goals: 4.2, 4.3, 4.4 
 Policies:  4.2.1, 4.2.3, 4.2.5, 4.3.1, 4.3.2, 4.3.3, 4.3.4, 

4.3.5, 4.4.1, 4.4.2, 4.4.3, 4.4.4,  

 Implementation Strategies:  M4, M6 M7, M13, M16, 
M17, M18, M19, M24, M30 

Health and Environmental Justice Element 

 Goals: 6.1, 6.2, 6.3, 3.4, 6.5, 6.6, 6.7 

 Policies:  6.1.1 through 6.1.9, 6.2.1 through 6.2.7, 6.3.1 
through 6.3.7, 6.4.1 through 6.4.5, 6.5.1 through 6.5.9, 
6.6.1 through 6.6.5, 6.7.1 through 6.7.10 

 Implementation Strategies:  HEJ1 through HEJ22 
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Table 1 – Consistency with Connect SoCal Goals 

Connect SoCal Goal Beaumont 2040 Plan Analysis 

Community Facilities and Infrastructure Element 

 Goals: 7.7, 7.9, 7.10 

 Policies: 7.9.5, 7.9.7  

 Implementation Strategies:  CFI34 

Community Facilities and Infrastructure Element 

 Goals: 8.4, 8.7 

 Policies: 8.4.1, 8.4.2, 8.4.3, 8.4.4, 8.7.4 

 Implementation Strategies:  CFI34 

Safety Element 

 Goals: 9.10, 9.11 

 Policies: 9.10.4, 9.10.6, 9.10.7, 9.11.2, 9.11.3, 9.11.4, 
9.11.5, 9.11.6, 9.11.7, 9.11.8, 9.11.9 

 Implementation Strategies:  S26, S27, S31 

Noise Element 

 Goals:  10.1, 10.2 
 Policies: 10.1.1, 10.1.3, 10.1.4, 10.1.8, 10.2.2, 10.2.3, 

10.2.4, 10.2.6, 10.2.8, 10.2.9 

 Implementation Strategies:  N2, N6, N7, N8, N9, N10  
 
Thus, the Beaumont 2040 Plan achieves Connect SoCal 
Goal 6. 

Goal 7:  Adapt to a changing 
climate and support an integrated 
regional development pattern and 
transportation system 

Consistent:  The Beaumont 2040 Plan will guide the City 
through the challenge of balancing growth and sustainability 
while adapting to the impacts of climate change. The 
Beaumont 2040 Plan acknowledges climate change driven by 
human generated greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions is one of 
the most urgent environmental issues of our time. Increasing 
community awareness and resiliency to climate change can 
also mitigate the potential impacts of climate change on 
people, ecosystems, buildings, infrastructure, and the 
economy.  

 

Recognizing the need to prepare and adapt to a changing 
climate, the Beaumont 2040 Plan includes the following goals, 
policies, and implementation strategies to adapt to a changing 
climate and support an integrated regional development 
pattern and transportation system: 

Land Use and Community Design Element 

 Goals: 3.11 

 Policy:  3.11.5 
 Implementation Strategy:  LUCD23 
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Table 1 – Consistency with Connect SoCal Goals 

Connect SoCal Goal Beaumont 2040 Plan Analysis 

Mobility Element 

 Goals: 4.2, 4.5, 

 Policies:  4.2.1, 4.5.1, 4.5.3 

 Implementation Strategies:  M7, M20 

Economic Development and Fiscal Element 

 Goals: 5.1, 5.6 

 Policies:  5.1.10, 5.6.1 

 Implementation Strategies:  EDF27,  

Community Facilities and Infrastructure Element 

 Goals: 7.1, 7.5 

 Policy 7.1.8, 7.5.6 

 Implementation Strategies:  CFI1, CFI32 

Conservation and Open Space Element 

 Goals: 8.3, 8.5, 8.4, 8.5, 8.7 
 Policies:  8.3.1, 8.3.2, 8.3.3, 8.3.5, 8.3.6, 8.3.7, 8.4.2, 

8.5.6, 8.7.4, 8.7.5 

 Implementation Strategies:  C1, C5, C6, C9, C11, C21 

Safety Element 

 Goals: 9.8, 9.10 

 Policies:  9.8.3, 9.10.1, 9.10.2, 9.10.3, 9.10.4, 9.10.5, 
9.10.6, 9.10.7 

 
Thus, the Beaumont 2040 Plan achieves Connect SoCal 
Goal 6. 

Goal 8:  Leverage new 
transportation technologies and 
data-driven solutions that result in 
more efficient travel 

Consistent:  The Mobility Element of the Beaumont 2040 Plan 
acknowledges that although the future of mobility is rapidly 
changing, including the increased use of transportation 
network companies (TNCs) and autonomous vehicles (AVs), 
which may increase vehicle miles traveled (VMT), there is a 
growing trend toward linking TNCs and transit. The Mobility 
Element includes a goal to support and proactively plan for 
changes in mobility technologies in addition to guidance for 
the use of new transportation technologies.   

 

The Mobility Element of the Beaumont 2040 Plan includes the 
following goals, policies, and implementation strategies to 
leverage new transportation technologies to result in more 
efficient travel: 

Mobility Element 

 Goals: 4.1, 4.2, 4.5, 4.6, 4.8 

 Policies:  4.1.4, 4.2.1, 4.5.2, 4.5.3, 4.6.1, 4.8.1, 4.8.2 

 Implementation Strategies:  M13, M30 
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Table 1 – Consistency with Connect SoCal Goals 

Connect SoCal Goal Beaumont 2040 Plan Analysis 

 
Thus, the Beaumont 2040 Plan achieves Connect SoCal 
Goal 8.` 

Goal 9:  Encourage development 
of diverse housing types in areas 
that are supported by multiple 
transportation options.  

Consistent:  One of the guiding principles of the Beaumont 
2040 Plan is that efficient infrastructure and multi-modal 
transportation have a vital role in improving the quality of life. 
This includes a well-designed transportation system that 
support walking, biking, and public transit. Beaumont will 
create multi-modal access for all residents, employees, and 
visitors to key destination points, including shopping, 
recreation, education, and jobs. The Beaumont 2040 Plan 
increases the diversity of housing types by maintaining existing 
the existing residential designations of Rural Residential, 
Single Family Residential, High Density Residential and 
introducing new designations of Traditional Neighborhood, 
Downtown Mixed Use, Urban Village, and a Transit Oriented 
District (TOD) Overlay. The Traditional Neighborhood 
designation allows single-family detached houses and small 
scale-multi-family housing. The Downtown Mixed Use 
designation allows mixed-use buildings with active ground 
floor retail uses, upper level professional office, service 
activities in conjunction with multi-family residential uses, and 
live/work units. The Urban Village will allow a variety of 
specialized land uses including a regional serving commercial, 
higher density residential development, educational uses, and 
open space and recreation and amenities. The TOD Overlay 
will allow residential and supportive employment and 
commercial uses near the future Metrolink transit station. 

 

The Beaumont 2040 Plan Mobility Element utilizes layered 
networks approach to provide a balanced mobility system and 
implement Complete Streets. Complete Streets are designed 
to enable safe access for users of all ages and all modes of 
transportation. 

 

The Beaumont 2040 Plan includes the following goals, policies, 
and implementation strategies to encourage development of 
diverse housing types in areas that are supported by multiple 
transportation options. 

Land Use and Community Design Element 

 Goals:  3.1, 3.3, 3.7, 3.8 
 Policies: 3.1.2, 3.1.3, 3.1.4, 3.1.5, 3.1.7, 3.1.8, 3.1.11, 

3.3.1, 3.3.2, 3.3.5, 3.3.7, 3.7.1, 3.7.2, 3.8.1 
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Table 1 – Consistency with Connect SoCal Goals 

Connect SoCal Goal Beaumont 2040 Plan Analysis 

 Implementation Strategies: LUCD14, LUCD15, 
LUCD16 

Mobility Element 

 Goals:  4.2, 4.3, 4.4, 4.5 

 Policies: 4.2.1, 4.3.5, 4.4.1, 4.4.4, 4.4.5, 4.5.1  

 Implementation Strategies:  M3, M4, M6, M13, M20  

Conservation and Open Space Element 

 Goals:  8.3 

 Policies: 8.3.7  
 Implementation Strategies:  C16, C18, C21, C12, C23, 

C24 

Health and Environmental Justice Element 

 Goals:  6.5 

 Policies: 6.5.5  

 Implementation Strategies:  HEJ11 

 
Thus, the Beaumont 2040 Plan achieves Connect SoCal 
Goal 9.` 

Goal 10:  Promote conservation of 
natural and agricultural lands and 
restoration of habitats. 

Consistent:  One of the guiding principles of the Beaumont 
2040 Plan is the beautiful environment of the Pass area. This 
will be realized in the Beaumont 2040 Plan by protecting the 
community’s rural landscape, including quality access to air 
and water, open space, and mountain views.  The Beaumont 
2040 Plan includes protected open space areas in which 
active open space corridors and trails that support natural 
vegetation, scenic vistas, and sensitive habitats. Additionally, 
implementation of the Beaumont 2040 Plan will ensure that 
new development protects sensitive habitats and preserves 
views of the mountains. 

 

The Beaumont 2040 Plan includes the following goals, policies, 
and implementation strategies to promote conservation of 
natural and agricultural lands and restoration of habitats: 

Land Use and Community Design Element 

 Goals:  3.1, 3.3, 3.11, 3.12 
 Policies: 3.1.6, 3.3.12, 3.11.5, 3.11.6, 3.11.7, 3.11.8, 

3.11.9, 3.11.10, 3.12.1, 3.12.4 

 Implementation Strategies: LUCD23, LUCD25  

Conservation and Open Space Element 

 Goals:  8.5, 8.6, 8.7, 8.8, 8.9, 8.10 
 Policies: 8.5.1, 8.5.2, 8.5.3, 8.5.4, 8.5.5, 8.5.6, 8.5.7, 

8.6.1, 8.6.2, 8.6.3, 8.6.4, 8.7.12, 8.7.5, 8.7.6, 8.8.1, 
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Table 1 – Consistency with Connect SoCal Goals 

Connect SoCal Goal Beaumont 2040 Plan Analysis 

8.8.2, 8.8.3, 8.8.4, 8.8.6, 8.9.5, 8.9.3, 8.9.4, 8.10.1, 
8.10.2, 8.10.3, 8.10.4, 8.10.6  

 Implementation Strategies:  C16, C18, C21, C12, C23, 
C24 

 
Thus, the Beaumont 2040 Plan achieves Connect SoCal 
Goal 10.` 

Source: Southern California Association of Governments, September 3, 2020. Connect SoCal – The 2020-2045 
Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy, available at 
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Adopted/0903fConnectSoCal-Plan.pdf,  

 
As reflected in Table 1 above, the proposed Project will be consistent with all Connect SoCal goals. No 
new environmental impact has been identified; therefore, recirculation of the Draft PEIR is not required. 

Response to Comment A-23: 
As indicated in Responses to Comment A-1 through A-22, above, the Commenter did not identify any 
significant new environmental impacts that would require recirculation of the Draft PEIR pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines § 15088.5. 
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Late Comment Letter B –Jimmy Elrod, Special Representative, Southwest 
Regional Council of Carpenters 

 
Late comment letter B commences on the next page. 
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From: Nicole Wheelwright <NWheelwright@beaumontca.gov>  

Sent: Tuesday, November 03, 2020 7:20 PM 

To: Carole Kendrick <CKendrick@beaumontca.gov> 

Cc: Cheryl DeGano <cheryl.degano@webbassociates.com>; Simran Malhotra 

<simran@raimiassociates.com>; Monica Tobias <monica.tobias@webbassociates.com>; Monica Guerra 

<monica@raimiassociates.com>; Christina Taylor <Ctaylor@beaumontca.gov> 

Subject: Re: Copy of Union Letter Stephanie Standerfer <stephanie.standerfer@webbassociates.com> 

Good evening, 

I just realized that I had not included the number of members I represent that reside within the City of 

Beaumont. Please receive the following as my statement for tonight’s City Council Meeting for Agenda 

Item 8. 

“Good evening Mayor Santos and Honorable Councilmembers.  My name is Jimmy Elrod and I am a 

proud union carpenter and representative of the Southwest Regional Council of Carpenters.  On behalf 

of the roughly 300 members residing within the City of Beaumont, I speak tonight in opposition of the 

proposed General Plan Update and believe that the City will be negatively impacted by the 

Environmental Impacts of the Project.  We, as an organization, believe that the EIR doesn’t not propose 

any specific mitigation measures for the projected increase of greenhouse gases, the potential impacts 

to sensitive biological resources despite the proposal submitted to the City by the California Department 

of Fish & Wildlife, and it fails to consider the impacts to the water resources.  For all of these reasons I 

respectfully ask that you revise and recirculate the Project’s EIR to address the aforementioned 

concerns.  Thank you for your time and attention.” 

Best Regards, 

Jimmy Elrod 

Special Representative 

Phone: 909.887.2524 

Mobile: 909.665.3273 

Southwest Regional Council of Carpenters 

swcarpenters.org 

Download our app: 

Google Play | iTunes App Store 
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Response to Comment Letter B – Jimmy Elrod Special Representative, Southwest 
Regional Council of Carpenters 

Response to Comment B-1: 
This comment raises general concerns regarding mitigation measures for greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions, biological resources, and water resources with a request to revise and recirculate the Draft 
PEIR. Since these are the same general issues raised by the Southwest Regional Council of Carpenters 
in Late Comment Letter A, refer to Responses to Comment Letter A.  

As substantiated in the Responses to Comment Letter A, the analysis in the Draft PEIR is complete and 
thorough, no further analysis is required, and per CEQA Guidelines § 15088.5 recirculation is not 
warranted.  
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Todd Parton, City Manager 

DATE November 17, 2020 

SUBJECT:  Report by the Western Regional Council of Governments (WRCOG) 

and the Riverside County Transportation Department Regarding the 

Status of the Cherry Valley Interchange Project 
  

Background and Analysis:  

Effective April 4, 2017, the Western Riverside Council of Governments (WRCOG) and 

City of Beaumont (City) entered into a Settlement Agreement and Release (Settlement) 

to resolve disputes concerning the City’s past failures to remit Transportation Uniform 

Mitigation Fees (TUMF) to WRCOG and the resulting lawsuits between both parties. 

 

As part of the Settlement the City committed to constructing and funding specific 

transportation facilities. Specifically, Beaumont agreed to remit $2.1 million to WRCOG 

for the design of improvements to the Cherry Valley Boulevard and I-10 interchange. 

The Settlement reads as follows: 

 

“WRCOG shall hold said funds in a separate account and shall provide the City 

with an annual accounting regarding the balance and use of said funds. WRCOG 

shall consult with the City on the proposed design of the interchange, and the 

City’s advance consent shall be obtained prior to the finalization of the proposed 

design developed with said funds.” 

 

To date, no City funds have been allocated to the design of the interchange project. 

WRCOG and Riverside County Transportation Department representatives will provide 

an update to the City Council on the status of the project. 

Fiscal Impact: 

City estimates that preparation of this report cost approximately $85. 

 

611

Item 11.



Recommended Action: 

This item is presented for informational purposes only and City staff recommends 

that the City Council receive the report from the Western Riverside Council of 

Governments and the Riverside County Transportation Department regarding the 

status of the Cherry Valley /IH-10 interchange project. 
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I-10/Cherry 
Valley 
Interchange 
Project

City of Beaumont – 11/17/2020
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I-10/Cherry 
Valley 
Interchange
Presentation 
Outline

• Project Status
• Where we are in the Caltrans delivery process
• Two remaining build alternative options – Roundabouts have 

been eliminated

• Alternative Presentation
• Alternative 3 – Diverging Diamond Interchange
• Alternative 4 – Partial Cloverleaf

• Alternative Comparison
• Costs, Right of Way, Driver Familiarity, Traffic Operations

• Project Schedule
• Environmental Clearance, Design, Construction

• Providing Feedback
• Future Opportunities

• Q&A

I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard Interchange Project
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Project Status

• The Caltrans Process
1. Preliminary Design Phase - Complete
2. Environmental Phase – Now
3. Final Design Phase
4. Construction

• Analyzing 2 Build Alternatives
• Alternative 2 - Roundabouts
• Alternative 3 - Diverging Diamond
• Alternative 4 - Partial Cloverleaf

• Next Steps
• Circulate Environmental Document
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Alt. 3 – Diverging 
Diamond Interchange 
(DDI)

• Newer interchange 
type, works very well

• Accommodates 
pedestrians and bicycles

• Realigns Calimesa Blvd 
for required operational 
needs

• Limits driveway access 
along Cherry Valley

I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard Interchange Project
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Alt. 3 – Video 
Simulation
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Alt. 4 – Partial 
Cloverleaf (Parclo)

• Traditional interchange type

• Accommodates pedestrians 
and bicycles

• Realigns Calimesa Blvd for 
required operational needs

• Limits driveway access along 
Cherry Valley

• Two WB On-Ramps

I-10/Cherry Valley Boulevard Interchange Project
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Alt. 4 – Video 
Simulation
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Alternative Comparison Matrix

Alternative Construction 
Estimate

R/W 
Estimate

Driver 
Familiarity

Traffic 
Operations

3 – Diverging 
Diamond

$42.6M $11.6M Low Good

4 – Partial 
Cloverleaf

$38.6M $15.6M High Good
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Project Schedule

• Finish Environmental Phase – Fall 2021
• Finish Final Design Phase – Summer 2023
• Construction – Pending Funding
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Providing 
Feedback

• Future City Council Meetings
• Environmental Circulation Spring 2021

• Public Meeting
• Env. Document

• Future Project Meetings
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Q&A
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Elizabeth Gibbs, Community Services Director 

DATE November 17, 2020 

SUBJECT:  Presentation: Comprehensive Operations Analysis Phase II - Draft 5-

Year Action Plan 
  

Background and Analysis:  

On October 15, 2019, the City of Beaumont entered into an agreement with Moore & 

Associates to comprehensively analyze Beaumont Transit operations and provide 

feedback on improving the system.  The process consists of three technical memos and 

a final report. 

 

Recently, City staff presented the findings of the first two phases of the Comprehensive 

Operations Analysis (COA).  Phase 1 was presented to City Council on May 19, 2020, 

in which route performance and transfer analysis was presented and discussed.  Phase 

2 was presented October 6, 2020, in which the operating and capital funding, fare equity 

analysis, and service recommendations were discussed. 

 

Phase 3 of the COA is the final technical memo and includes a draft five-year action 

plan for City Council’s discussion and direction.  A final report will be created based on 

recommendations and direction from City Council. 

 

Included in the five-year action plan: 

- Short-Term:  Recommendations through June 30, 2021 

o Return to regular service (pre-pandemic), 

o Improve on-time performance including fueling and break policies, 

o Adjust service schedules, and 

o Update the City bus placement policy. 

 

- Mid-Term:  Recommendations for July 1, 2021 to June 30, 2022 

o Eliminate Calimesa service, 

o 20% Fare Adjustment, 

o Enhance commuting options to industrial area, 
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o Integrate routes to new Operations and Maintenance Facility, 

o Enhance Connectivity with Banning Transit and RTA, and 

o Develop a bus stop improvement plan. 

 

- Long-Term:  Recommendations for July 1, 2022 to June 30, 2025 

o Expand service to emerging neighborhoods, 

o Realign routes for transfers at Civic Center rather than Walmart, 

o Transition to alternative fuel fleet, and 

o Explore new ‘predictive arrival’ customer facing technology. 

Fiscal Impact: 

The Comprehensive Operations Analysis project was included in the annual budget 

submitted to and accepted by the Riverside County Transportation Commission as part 

of the adopted Fiscal Year 2019-2020 annual Short Range Transit Plan, for a total 

project cost of $121,563.80. This project is considered an operational expense and 

therefore, is included in the City of Beaumont's allocation from the State of California's 

Local Transportation Fund. 

 

Recommended Action: 

Receive, file, and provide direction and discussion to include in the final 

comprehensive operations analysis report. 

Attachments: 

A. Technical Memo #3 

B. PowerPoint Presentation 
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Comprehensive Operational Analysis  
City of Beaumont 
Technical Memo #3 – Five-Year Action Plan 

 

Moore & Associates, Inc. | October 2020 
  

 1 

Technical Memo #3 
Five-Year Action Plan 
 
Technical Memo #3 provides a five-year action plan for the continued development of public transit 
service in Beaumont.  In addition to detailing 15 recommendations provided for implementation across 
the next five years, this technical memo includes operations, financial, capital, and implementation plans 
reflective of those recommendations. 
 
The COVID-19 pandemic has affected not only how transit is operated now, but also anticipates how 
transit will be provided in the future. Uncertainties regarding when we can expect to return to “normal” 
– as well as what “normal” will actually be – often results in more questions than answers.  In response to 
the pandemic, Beaumont Transit has been operating a reduced service schedule and has limited capacity 
on its vehicles.   The City plans to return to full operation in October 2020.  Therefore, the first phase of 
the Five-Year Action Plan focuses on supporting the return to full operation and optimizing service 
delivery, while subsequent phases seek to address various challenges, from introducing service to new 
locations to improving the historic farebox recovery ratio. 
 

Phase I: Short-Term Recommendations (through June 30, 2021) 
 
The impacts of COVID-19 have affected the anticipated implementation of a number of recommendations 
arising from this Comprehensive Operational Analysis. Therefore, short-term recommendations (through 
the end of the current fiscal year) focus primarily on supporting Beaumont Transit’s return to normal 
operations and helping to define what the “new normal” will be moving forward. 
 
There are four ongoing activities that tie into the short-term recommendations. 
 

1. Farebox waiver through June 30, 2021.  California State Assembly Bill 90, passed in June 2020, 
waives the farebox recovery ratio requirement for Transportation Development Act (TDA) funding 
recipients for FY 2019/20 and FY 2020/21.  This provides the City with some flexibility in how it 
responds to COVID-19 and allows additional time to identify solutions for meeting the required 
ratio beginning in FY 2021/22.  This will allow the City to postpone any potential fare increase and 
stabilize its operating costs before being responsible for farebox recovery ratio compliance. 
 

2. Fare-free promotion.  The City recently received LCTOP funding, which it is using for a fare-free 
promotion. This should help to support the social distancing recommendation still in place (by 
limiting contact with the driver and farebox as well as enabling rear-door boarding) while 
providing additional operating revenue. 
 

3. Free fares for seniors, persons with disabilities, and veterans.  In addition to providing free rides 
for the general public, LCTOP funding is also expected to allow continued free rides for seniors, 
persons with disabilities, and veterans once the fare-free promotion has ended. 
 

4. Postpone resumption of Routes 7 and 9 (school routes). The City has determined it is unable to 
operate Routes 7 and 9 during COVID.  Even once schools return to in-person instruction, the 
maximum vehicle load of 10 riders allowed under social distancing guidelines will not provide the 
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Comprehensive Operational Analysis  
City of Beaumont 
Technical Memo #3 – Five-Year Action Plan 

 

Moore & Associates, Inc. | October 2020 
  

 2 

capacity needed on those routes, or on Routes 3 or 4 which are also providing school 
transportation.   

 
Through the end of FY 2020/21 (June 20, 2021), we recommend the City focus on the following five short-
term action items: 
 

1. Support Fall 2020 return to regular service.  Beaumont Transit could resume its normal operations 
as early as October 1, 2020.  While the service may nominally be back to “normal,” in reality it will 
continue to be quite different.  Vehicle capacity would be affected by onboard social distancing, 
while ridership would likely be affected by reductions in persons traveling to work as well as the 
use of distance learning. 

 
We recommend the City follow the guidance provided by the Centers for Disease Control (CDC), 
federal, and state government in determining whether any additional cleaning or Personal 
Protective Equipment (PPE) is required for the return to normal operations, as well as whether or 
when any protective measures can be loosened.  Vehicle capacity is expected to be the biggest 
challenge moving forward, and there may be greater demand than socially distanced vehicles can 
accommodate on some routes and for peak-hour operation as more things open up.  The City 
should have a plan in place to address excess demand as it arises.  This may include using Dial-A-
Ride vehicles to pick up riders left at a stop or using “sweeper” buses to cover a route once the 
assigned bus has reached capacity. It is unknown at this point how long it will take for this to occur 
once the City returns to normal service. Another California transit operator reported this 
happening within the second full month of normal operations, so it is worth developing a plan 
prior to restarting normal service. 
 
Fiscal impact:  
For the cost estimate, we assumed 60 additional hours per month of supplemental service, for a 
period of six months, occurring during FY 2020/21 at a cost of $110.36 per hour. 
 

Exhibit 1  Recommendation #1 – Fiscal Impact 

 
VSH per 
month 

Cost per 
VSH 

Monthly cost 
Cost for six 

months 

Recommendation #1 60 $110.36 $6,621.60 $39,279.60 

 
 

2. Work with the school district regarding future resumption of Routes 7 and 9.  As mentioned 
above, these routes are not operating due to virtual e-learning, and are unlikely to be able to be 
operated safely for some time.  Resumption of service on these routes must be postponed until 
the point at which the constraints of COVID-19 can be removed.  At such time, the City should 
consider the preliminary recommendation regarding elimination of the school routes. 
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Comprehensive Operational Analysis  
City of Beaumont 
Technical Memo #3 – Five-Year Action Plan 

 

Moore & Associates, Inc. | October 2020 
  

 3 

Fiscal impact:  
For the cost estimate, we assumed the elimination of school-day routes 7 and 9 would result in 
the reduction of daily vehicle service hours by 4.76. This would result in an annual cost reduction 
of nearly $95,000. 

 
Exhibit 2  Recommendation #2 – Fiscal Impact 

 
VSH per 

school day 
(eliminated) 

Cost per 
VSH 

Daily cost 
Annual cost 
reduction 

Recommendation #2 -4.76 $110.36 -$525.31 -$94,556.45 

 
 

3. Improve on-time performance by updating mid-trip fueling, driver break, and other policies.  
During the ridecheck, we observed several instances where driver breaks or fueling stops resulted 
in late trips. In some cases, the delay caused by the break or fueling stop exacerbated a trip that 
was already running behind. This often resulted in a cascading effect whereby subsequent trips 
were never able to catch up and the service ran late for the balance of the day. These delays were 
often made worse by periodic traffic congestion or the time required to load wheelchair 
customers, over which the City has no control.  We recommend the City implement the following 
policies to avoid these internal contributors to late service: 
 

• Require vehicle fueling to be completed prior to the start of revenue service.  If drivers 
are responsible for fueling, they should be doing so as part of their post-trip (so they leave 
the vehicle with a full tank) or their pre-trip (so they start with a full tank).  If mid-day 
fueling is necessary, the bus could be replaced by one that is fully fueled so that the first 
bus can be fueled outside revenue service.  Riders, especially on local routes, should not 
be subject to delays due to vehicle fueling.  If mid-trip refueling is necessary for 
CommuterLink routes, we recommend incorporating a layover period into the schedule 
between arrival and departure at the San Bernardino Metrolink Station. Doing so would 
allow the driver sufficient time to fuel the vehicle while there are no passengers onboard.  
A driver break could be built into the schedule here as well. 

• Build sufficient breaks into driver schedules so drivers do not normally have to take an 
unscheduled restroom break in the middle of a trip.  In addition, adding a 
layover/recovery time in a location where drivers can use the restroom can help mitigate 
the impact on on-time performance when an unscheduled/emergency restroom break is 
required. 

• The City may also wish to consider a policy that deploys a second bus on a route when 
the first falls significantly behind schedule.  In this case, a subsequent trip would be 
started on time, even though the current trip had yet to finish.  While the current trip 
would still be late, the next trip would depart on time.  A strategy such as this would break 
the cycle of cascading late trips.  This is especially useful if significant delays occur early 
in the day.  It does, however, depend upon the availability of a driver and vehicle to be 
deployed on short notice. 

• Operationally, all stops should be served reflective of the published schedule. The City 
should ensure its drivers follow this guidance.  If desired, the City can adjust its policy to 
designate some stops (particularly those at the end of a route during the last trip of the 
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day) as “drop-off only.”  The affected stops should be marked as such on the published 
timetables.  This would give drivers the flexibility to skip those stops if no passengers are 
onboard at that time. 

 
Fiscal impact:  
For the cost estimate, we assumed four additional hours per month of supplemental service 
(when a bus falls significantly behind schedule), for a period of six months, occurring during FY 
2020/21 at a cost of $110.36 per hour.  Beginning in FY 2022, the cost per hour would increase by 
three percent per year and the total cost would include 12 months of supplemental service. 
 

Exhibit 3  Recommendation #3 – Fiscal Impact 

 
VSH per 
month 

Cost per 
VSH 

Monthly cost Total cost 

Recommendation #3 (FY 2021) 4 $110.36 $441.44 
$3,972.96 
(6 months) 

Recommendation #3 (FY 2022+) 4 $113.67 $441.44 
$8,184.30 

(12 months) 

 
 

4. Improve on-time performance by adjusting schedules. During the pandemic recovery period is the 
ideal time to make modest adjustments to routes intended to improve system on-time 
performance.  These short-term recommendations can be implemented immediately to realize 
improved on-time performance. 
 
The primary issue with on-time performance is the system’s ability to react to delays external to 
the route.  In many cases, the routes can be completed as timed, as long as nothing happens to 
cause a delay.  Delays can be internal (due to boarding or alighting of a wheelchair customer, a 
driver restroom stop, or in some cases, vehicle fueling). External delays are generally caused by 
traffic congestion.  For some trips, late departure from the first stop results in a cascading effect 
that affects all subsequent trips.  For these reasons, it is essential to have extra time built into the 
schedule, even if it requires the bus to lay over at designated locations during trips when 
everything goes as planned.  While staying on a clock-face schedule is preferred, it is not always 
possible.  
 
Based on our observations, wherein drivers took restroom breaks at San Gorgonio Hospital, we 
have utilized the hospital as a layover point for these short-term schedule adjustments. This 
would combine an opportunity to recover lost time with access to a restroom.  An alternative 
could be scheduling layovers at Walmart, but at this time the store is too far from the bus stop to 
make it a practical restroom stop. 
 
The following route-specific recommendations are schedule-based so as to address on-time 
performance and are designed to be implemented quickly as Beaumont Transit recovers from the 
impacts of COVID-19. Recommendations contained in subsequent phases may call for additional 
route and/or schedule changes intended to improve service coordination and/or introduce transit 
service to additional persons of the community. 
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Route 2.  Route 2, with the fewest instances of late service, may be able to retain its current 90-
minute headways.  However, during weekday afternoons, it would benefit from five additional 
minutes in the schedule.  This could be achieved by adding a five-minute recovery period at the 
hospital.  This expands the headway to 95 minutes, which makes a clockface schedule impossible.  
 
Exhibit 4 shows what the schedule would be if a five-minute layover is inserted at the hospital.  
This layover should be viewed as recovery time, not as a driver break.  As a result, if the route is 
running late, the driver should depart as close to the departure time as possible to support on-
time operation.  If the route is running on time and the full five minutes (or more) will be spent at 
the stop, it may offer drivers the opportunity to take a brief restroom break.  
 
In order to accommodate the additional five minutes per trip within roughly the same service 
span, the last trip would end at Walmart following service to the casino, rather than continuing. 
This would add five minutes to operating time (ending at 6:35 p.m. rather than 6:30 p.m.) 
 
Route 3.  During the ridecheck, Route 3 experienced some significantly late performance despite 
an 18-minute layover at the beginning of each trip.  The catalyst for much of the late running was 
a fueling stop or a driver break, which had a cascading effect from which subsequent trips could 
not recover.  For example, during one trip, a driver made a 10-minute fueling stop despite already 
running seven minutes behind.  During another trip, a driver took a restroom break even though 
the trip was already 21 minutes behind schedule. That trip ended 22 minutes behind schedule 
and was subsequently five minutes late starting the next trip. 
 
For Route 3, the 18-minute layover is more than sufficient, assuming long unscheduled breaks 
(such as fueling stops) can be avoided (see Recommendation 6).  We recommend moving some 
of the layover time to the hospital, which could better accommodate driver restroom breaks as 
well as provide recovery time mid-route. If the route is running late, the driver should depart as 
close to the departure time as possible to make up some time.  If the route is running on time and 
the full eight minutes (or more) would be spent at the stop, it may offer drivers the opportunity 
to take a brief restroom break.  
 
While no time is being added to the schedule, dividing the layover time does extend operating 
time by eight minutes.  This could be mitigated by eliminating the mid-trip layover during the first 
trip of the day. Exhibit 5 shows what the schedule would be if eight minutes of the 18-minute 
layover is inserted at the hospital.  The mid-trip layover is eliminated during the first trip of the 
day.  In this schedule, the clockface schedule is maintained for all trips except the first. 
 
Route 4.  The most significant issue on Route 4 is trips departing the first timepoint late, which 
causes a cascading effect throughout the day. In most cases, this is due to short delays throughout 
the route due to loading/unloading wheelchair passengers, assisting customers with boarding or 
alighting, selling passes, or breaks. Once the route is at the point where it is departing more than 
five minutes after the scheduled departure time (and is considered late), it is impossible to catch 
back up.  During our ridecheck, this occurred during the 11:35 a.m. trip, which departed at 11:42 
a.m. and experienced further delays. All subsequent trips departed the first stop late, which 
affected on-time performance at every stop.  The last trip (scheduled for 5:35 p.m.) departed at 
6:15 p.m., a full 40 minutes after the published schedule.  
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If all trips depart the first stop on time, many of the late performance issues would be resolved. 
Therefore, additional time needs to be inserted into the schedule which would allow a delayed 
trip to “catch up.”  We believe including a five-minute layover in the schedule would add sufficient 
recovery time to accommodate most minor delays. 
 
Exhibit 6 includes a five-minute layover at the hospital. The first (Route 4 – Alternate) trip is 
unchanged (i.e., there is no layover at this hospital during the trip).  This expands the headway to 
65 minutes, which makes a clockface schedule impossible.  Under this schedule, the service span 
is unchanged. However, the number of daily trips on this route would be reduced by one.  
 
Route 3/4.  While the route remained on schedule during Saturday service, numerous instances 
of late performance were noted on Sunday.  
 
During Saturday service, the route generally performed on time, in that service occurred within 
five minutes of the published schedule. However, a closer look at performance showed that when 
a trip started late, it continued late throughout the trip. These initial late departures were typically 
two to three minutes, which fell beyond the threshold for “late.” It is likely adding a few minutes 
to the running time will help keep the route operating closer to schedule on Saturday. 
 
On Sunday, the late departures tended to be greater than five minutes and were counted as late. 
In one case, a driver change-out during the 11:00 a.m. trip added seven minutes to a trip that had 
been running on time, and arrival at the last stop was 10 minutes late.  This caused the next three 
trips to start late, although the last two trips started on time (just one or two minutes after the 
scheduled time). 
 
On several trips, had the trip started on time, it would have arrived at the last stop just two to 
three minutes late.  This underscores the need for additional running time. 
 
Exhibit 7 includes a five-minute layover at the hospital. This expands the headway to 65 minutes, 
which makes a clockface schedule impossible.  Currently, the route ends at Beaumont High 
School.  Maintaining this as the last stop would reduce the service span by 13 minutes.  Ending 
service at Walmart would extend the service by 10 minutes.  This schedule would reduce the 
number of daily trips on this route by one. 
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Exhibit 4  Route 2 Schedule with San Gorgonio Hospital Layover 

Cougar Way/Beaumont Ave 6:30 AM 8:05 AM 9:40 AM 11:15 AM 12:50 PM 2:25 PM 4:00 PM 5:35 PM 

6th St/Beaumont Ave @ Wells Fargo 6:40 AM 8:15 AM 9:50 AM 11:25 AM 1:00 PM 2:35 PM 4:10 PM 5:45 PM 

Beaumont Walmart 6:50 AM 8:25 AM 10:00 AM 11:35 AM 1:10 PM 2:45 PM 4:20 PM 5:55 PM 

Casino Morongo 7:10 AM 8:45 AM 10:20 AM 11:55 AM 1:30 PM 3:05 PM 4:40 PM 6:15 PM 

Beaumont Walmart 7:30 AM 9:05 AM 10:40 AM 12:15 PM 1:50 PM 3:25 PM 5:00 PM 6:35 PM 

Arrive San Gorgonio Hospital 7:45 AM 9:20 AM 10:55 AM 12:30 PM 2:05 PM 3:40 PM 5:15 PM --- 

Depart San Gorgonio Hospital 7:50 AM 9:25 AM 11:00 AM 12:35 PM 2:10 PM 3:45 PM 5:20 PM --- 

6th St @ Beaumont Civic Center 7:55 AM 9:30 AM 11:05 AM 12:40 PM 2:15 PM 3:50 PM 5:25 PM --- 

Cougar Way/Beaumont Ave 8:05 AM 9:40 AM 11:15 AM 12:50 PM 2:25 PM 4:00 PM 5:35 PM --- 

 
Exhibit 5  Route 3 Schedule with San Gorgonio Hospital Layover 

Cherry Valley Blvd @ BHS 6:24 AM 7:16 AM 8:16 AM 9:16 AM 10:16 AM 11:16 AM 12:16 PM 1:16 PM 2:16 PM 3:16 PM 4:16 PM 

Cougar Way/Beaumont Ave 6:28 AM 7:20 AM 8:20 AM 9:20 AM 10:20 AM 11:20 AM 12:20 PM 1:20 PM 2:20 PM 3:20 PM 4:20 PM 

Oak Valley Pkwy & Cherry Ave @ Country Highlands 6:31 AM 7:23 AM 8:23 AM 9:23 AM 10:23 AM 11:23 AM 12:23 PM 1:23 PM 2:23 PM 3:23 PM 4:23 PM 

Xenia Ave @ Noble Creek Apts 6:33 AM 7:25 AM 8:25 AM 9:25 AM 10:25 AM 11:25 AM 12:25 PM 1:25 PM 2:25 PM 3:25 PM 4:25 PM 

Beaumont Walmart 6:40 AM 7:32 AM 8:32 AM 9:32 AM 10:32 AM 11:32 AM 12:32 PM 1:32 PM 2:32 PM 3:32 PM 4:32 PM 

Arrive San Gorgonio Hospital 6:52 AM 7:44 AM 8:44 AM 9:44 AM 10:44 AM 11:44 AM 12:44 PM 1:44 PM 2:44 PM 3:44 PM 4:44 PM 

Depart San Gorgonio Hospital 6:52 AM 7:52 AM 8:52 AM 9:52 AM 10:52 AM 11:52 AM 12:52 PM 1:52 PM 2:52 PM 3:52 PM 4:52 PM 

Chatigny Recreation Center 6:58 AM 7:58 AM 8:58 AM 9:58 AM 10:58 AM 11:58 AM 12:58 PM 1:58 PM 2:58 PM 3:58 PM 4:58 PM 

Cougar Way/Beaumont Ave @ Orchard Park Apts 7:02 AM 8:02 AM 9:02 AM 10:02 AM 11:02 AM 12:02 PM 1:02 PM 2:02 PM 3:02 PM 4:02 PM 5:02 PM 

Cherry Valley Blvd @ BHS 7:06 AM 8:06 AM 9:06 AM 10:06 AM 11:06 AM 12:06 PM 1:06 PM 2:06 PM 3:06 PM 4:06 PM 5:06 PM 
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Exhibit 6  Route 4 Schedule with San Gorgonio Hospital Layover 

Depart Beaumont Walmart --- 7:35 AM 8:40 AM 9:45 AM 10:50 AM 11:55 AM 1:00 PM 2:05 PM 3:10 PM 4:15 PM 5:20 PM 

Arrive San Gorgonio Hospital 6:35 AM 7:50 AM 8:55 AM 10:00 AM 11:05 AM 12:10 PM 1:15 PM 2:20 PM 3:25 PM 4:30 PM 5:35 PM 

Depart San Gorgonio Hospital 6:35 AM 7:55 AM 9:00 AM 10:05 AM 11:10 AM 12:15 PM 1:20 PM 2:25 PM 3:30 PM 4:35 PM 5:40 PM 

Beaumont Civic Center 6:48 AM --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 

Three Rings Ranch Park 6:52 AM 8:06 AM 9:11 AM 10:16 AM 11:21 AM 12:26 PM 1:31 PM 2:36 PM 3:41 PM 4:46 PM 5:51 PM 

Beaumont High School 7:09 AM --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 

Cougar Way & Beaumont Ave. @ Orchard Park Apts 7:13 AM 8:20 AM 9:25 AM 10:30 AM 11:35 AM 12:40 PM 1:45 PM 2:50 PM 3:55 PM 5:00 PM 6:05 PM 

Pennsylvania Ave & 8th St. 7:25 AM 8:30 AM 9:35 AM 10:40 AM 11:45 AM 12:50 PM 1:55 PM 3:00 PM 4:05 PM 5:10 PM 6:15 PM 

Arrive Beaumont Walmart 7:35 AM 8:40 AM 9:45 AM 10:50 AM 11:55 AM 1:00 PM 2:05 PM 3:10 PM 4:15 PM 5:20 PM 6:25 PM 

 
Exhibit 7  Route 3/4 Schedule with San Gorgonio Hospital Layover 

Cougar Way & Beaumont Ave. 8:00 AM 9:05 AM 10:10 AM 11:15 AM 12:20 PM 1:25 PM 2:30 PM 3:35 PM 4:40 PM 

Beaumont HS 8:07 AM 9:12 AM 10:17 AM 11:22 AM 12:27 PM 1:32 PM 2:37 PM 3:42 PM 4:47 PM 

Cherry Ave & Oak Valley Pkwy 8:15 AM 9:20 AM 10:25 AM 11:30 AM 12:35 PM 1:40 PM 2:45 PM 3:50 PM 4:55 PM 

8th St & Pennsylvania Ave. 8:18 AM 9:23 AM 10:28 AM 11:33 AM 12:38 PM 1:43 PM 2:48 PM 3:53 PM 4:58 PM 

Beaumont Walmart 8:30 AM 9:35 AM 10:40 AM 11:45 AM 12:50 PM 1:55 PM 3:00 PM 4:05 PM 5:10 PM 

Arrive San Gorgonio Hospital 8:43 AM 9:48 AM 10:53 AM 11:58 AM 1:03 PM 2:08 PM 3:13 PM 4:18 PM --- 

Depart San Gorgonio Hospital 8:48 AM 9:53 AM 10:58 AM 12:03 PM 1:08 PM 2:13 PM 3:18 PM 4:23 PM --- 

Beaumont Civic Center 8:54 AM 9:59 AM 11:04 AM 12:09 PM 1:14 PM 2:19 PM 3:24 PM 4:29 PM --- 

Elm & W. 8th St. 8:58 AM 10:03 AM 11:08 AM 12:13 PM 1:18 PM 2:23 PM 3:28 PM 4:33 PM --- 

Cougar Way & Beaumont Ave. 9:05 AM 10:10 AM 11:15 AM 12:20 PM 1:25 PM 2:30 PM 3:35 PM 4:40 PM --- 
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CommuterLink 120. The current CommuterLink 120 schedule is highly variable, with travel time 
between timepoints likely based largely on typical traffic conditions.  The 4:40 a.m. trip observed 
during our ridecheck has a fuel stop built into the schedule during the return trip from San 
Bernardino. While the stop did not cause the trip to run late due to the timing of the schedule, 
this is the only trip with a scheduled hour-long travel time between the San Bernardino Transit 
Center (SBTC) and Calimesa.  Reflective of the proposed fueling policy in Recommendation 6, we 
encourage the City to fuel the vehicle either prior to going into service at the beginning of the day 
or during a layover at the SBTC.  The 12:25 p.m. trip also has more than an hour of travel time 
between SBTC and Calimesa built into the schedule. However, on the trip we observed, no fueling 
stop was needed, so the driver and passenger killed time in Calimesa for 37 minutes. 
 
The revised schedule in Exhibit 8 includes a 15-minute layover at the SBTC on every other trip for 
each vehicle, which could be used for fueling when mid-trip fueling is necessary.  Each trip also 
includes a 35-minute travel time between SBTC and Calimesa, which appears to be the standard 
travel time when a fuel stop is not included in the schedule.  Fueling could also occur when the 
buses go out of service at 11:25 a.m. and 1:05 p.m., respectively.   
 
During the ridecheck, service on the weekends typically started on time but began running late 
during the observed trip.  The revised schedule in Exhibit 9 adds five minutes of recovery time 
between trips (at Walmart). However, it reduces the break between trips three and four to 60 
minutes and extends the service day by 15 minutes. 
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Exhibit 8  CommuterLink 120 Weekday Schedule with Variable SBTC Layover 

Depart Beaumont Walmart 4:40 AM 6:00 AM 7:10 AM 8:35 AM 9:35 AM 11:05 AM 12:30 PM 1:45 PM 2:25 PM 4:10 PM 5:00 PM 6:45 PM 

Beaumont Civic Center 4:45 AM 6:05 AM 7:15 AM 8:40 AM 9:40 AM 11:10 AM 12:35 PM 1:50 PM 2:30 PM 4:15 PM 5:05 PM 6:50 PM 

Calimesa @ Stater Brothers 4:55 AM 6:15 AM 7:25 AM 8:50 AM 9:50 AM 11:20 AM 12:45 PM 2:00 PM 2:40 PM 4:25 PM 5:15 PM 7:00 PM 

Arrive San Bernardino Transit Center 5:20 AM 6:45 AM 7:55 AM 9:25 AM 10:20 AM 11:55 AM 1:15 PM 2:30 PM 3:10 PM 4:55 PM 5:45 PM 7:30 PM 

Depart San Bernardino Transit Center 5:35 AM 7:00 AM 8:00 AM 9:30 AM 10:35 AM 12:10 PM 1:20 PM 2:35 PM 3:25 PM 5:10 PM 5:50 PM 7:35 PM 

Calimesa Blvd @ Dollar Tree 6:10 AM 7:35 AM 8:35 AM 10:05 AM 11:10 AM 12:45 PM 1:55 PM 3:10 PM 4:00 PM 5:45 PM 6:25 PM 8:10 PM 

Wells Fargo 6:20 AM 7:45 AM 8:45 AM 10:15 AM 11:20 AM 12:55 PM 2:10 PM 3:20 PM 4:10 PM 5:55 PM 6:30 PM 8:20 PM 

Beaumont Walmart 6:25 AM 7:50 AM 8:50 AM 10:20 AM 11:25 AM 1:05 PM 2:25 PM 3:25 PM 4:15 PM 6:00 PM 6:40 PM 8:25 PM 

Casino Morongo 6:45 AM 8:10 AM 9:10 AM 10:40 AM --- --- --- 3:45 PM 4:35 PM 6:20 PM --- --- 

Arrive Beaumont Walmart 7:10 AM 8:35 AM 9:35 AM 11:05 AM --- --- --- 4:10 PM 5:00 PM 6:45 PM --- --- 

 
 

Exhibit 9  CommuterLink 120 Weekend Schedule with End-of-Trip Layover 
Depart Beaumont Walmart 7:15 AM 9:40 AM 12:05 PM 3:15 PM 5:25 PM 

Beaumont Civic Center 7:20 AM 9:45 AM 12:10 PM 3:20 PM 5:30 PM 

Calimesa @ Stater Brothers 7:30 AM 9:55 AM 12:20 PM 3:25 PM 5:40 PM 

Arrive San Bernardino Transit Center 8:00 AM 10:25 AM 12:45 PM 3:55 PM 6:05 PM 

Depart San Bernardino Transit Center 8:05 AM 10:30 AM 12:50 PM 4:00 PM 6:10 PM 

Calimesa Blvd @ Dollar Tree 8:35 AM 11:00 AM 1:15 PM 4:30 PM 6:40 PM 

Wells Fargo 8:45 AM 11:10 AM 1:25 PM 4:40 PM 6:50 PM 

Beaumont Walmart 8:50 AM 11:15 AM 1:30 PM 4:50 PM 6:55 PM 

Casino Morongo 9:10 AM 11:35 AM 1:50 PM 4:55 PM 7:15 PM 

Beaumont Walmart 9:35 AM 12:00 PM 2:15 PM 5:20 PM 7:40 PM 
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CommuterLink 125.  CommuterLink 125 appears to have sufficient time in the schedule to support 
normal operations. However, external conditions (such as a traffic accident) can causes it to run 
late, with a cascading effect on the balance of the service day. This occurred during our ridecheck, 
when a car accident on the freeway between Loma Linda VA and Calimesa during the 1:45 p.m. 
trip added a 15-minute delay. The observed trip ended 12 minutes late, which caused the 3:20 
p.m. trip to depart late. This trip was further impacted by traffic, causing the 5:10 p.m. trip to 
depart at 5:29 p.m.  Given traffic accidents cannot be predicted, and given the current schedule 
appears to be able to accommodate modest delays, we do not recommend any changes to the 
schedule.  However, this is a situation whereby, when significant delays are present earlier in the 
day, it may warrant deploying an additional vehicle to start the next trip on time (as discussed in 
Recommendation 6). 
 
Impact of Schedule Changes on Connectivity.  Beaumont Transit does not currently offer timed 
transfers between routes at either Walmart or San Gorgonio Hospital. While all three routes may 
arrive within a 10-minute time period, this creates a short wait for some customers and a much 
longer wait for others. For example, Route 2 serves Walmart at 10:30 a.m., Route 4 at 10:35 a.m., 
and Route 3 at 10:40 a.m. Riders connecting between Route 2 and either of the other routes, or 
Route 4 and Route 3, ensuring a wait of five to ten minutes.  Riders connecting to Route 2, 
however, must wait 50 to 55 minutes. With the proposed schedules, connection times vary, and 
layovers at key transfer points could result in improved connectivity. 
 
Connectivity with Banning Transit currently varies as well. Some inter-community trips have short 
wait-times, while others can require a long wait.  However, given Banning Transit does not utilize 
a clockface schedule, connection times are highly variable.  Two of the three Banning Transit 
routes have a 10-minute layover scheduled at the hospital, which offers opportunities for 
effective inter-service transfers.  If Beaumont Transit also offers a layover at the hospital, this 
further expands transfer opportunities.   
 
Fiscal impact:  
This recommendation would result in an additional 170.76 vehicle service hours annually, 
resulting in an additional cost of nearly $19,000.  If this recommendation were implemented for 
only six months, the total cost would be halved ($9,422.54). 
 

Exhibit 10  Recommendation #4 – Fiscal Impact 

 
Additional 

VSH per year 
Cost per 

VSH 
Total cost  
(annually) 

Recommendation #4 170.76 $110.36 $18,845.07 
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5. Update the City’s Bus Stop Placement Policy.  The City should update the bus stop policy to clearly 
define how far apart bus stops should be placed, activity level “trigger points” for the addition of 
amenities such as shelters and benches, and guidelines for the addition or removal of bus stops.  
As part of the bus stop policy, we recommend the City discontinue its policy of allowing “flag 
stops.”  Allowing “flag stops” can erode on-time performance by adding unplanned stops to the 
route.  Appropriate placement of bus stops should provide a reasonable level of access to transit.  
Individuals who are unable to access a route via a regular bus stop may seek ADA certification in 
order to use the Dial-A-Ride service, or use the service based on age eligibility. 

 
Fiscal impact:  
None. 
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Phase II: Mid-Term Recommendations (July 1, 2021 – December 31, 
2022) 
 
Mid-term recommendations are intended to begin moving Beaumont Transit into the future.  By July 1, 
2021, it is hoped the effects of the COVID-19 pandemic will have diminished and conditions return to their 
pre-pandemic state.  In addition, July 1, 2021 marks the beginning of the next fiscal year during which the 
City will be responsible for meeting the TDA farebox recovery ratio threshold.  
 

6. Eliminate service to Calimesa.  Once transit service has largely returned to normal, the City should 
eliminate service to Calimesa (currently provided via CommuterLink 120).  During the ridechecks 
and public outreach, few unique individuals indicated traveling to or from Calimesa using the 
CommuterLink 120 service.  While this service is convenient for these individuals, it primarily 
serves to slow down the commuter route, whose primary purpose is linking Beaumont to San 
Bernardino.   

 
While Calimesa lies along the route between Beaumont and San Bernardino, neither the City of 
Calimesa or the Riverside Transit Authority (RTA) has historically shown any interest in providing 
any funding support for this route.  While eliminating service to Calimesa may affect a numerically 
modest number of Beaumont residents traveling to and from Calimesa, continuing to provide the 
commuter service to Calimesa residents with no contribution from Calimesa or RTA sets a bad 
precedent. 
 
Fiscal impact:  
None. 

 
7. Fare adjustment.  Phase II of the Comprehensive Operational Analysis included a fare equity 

analysis and recommended a 20 percent fare increase.  The fare equity analysis, using data from 
FY 2018/19, estimated an increase in fare revenues system-wide of 12 percent, even taking into 
account a 6.67 percent ridership decrease due to fare elasticity. (Fare elasticity, following the 
Simpson-Curtin Rule, assumes each three percent fare increase will reduce ridership by one 
percent.) 

 
The consultant believes it is important for Beaumont Transit to resolve its on-time performance 
issues before introducing a fare increase. To that end, adjustments to route timings are included 
as short-term recommendations.  Improving the reliability of the service is important, increases 
public perception of “service value,” and therefore more “worthy” of a fare increase.  This is 
expected to minimize the potential loss of ridership associated with a fare increase. 
 
The impact of the proposed 20 percent fare increase is shown in Exhibit 11.  
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Exhibit 11  Proposed Fare Schedule 

Fare Category Current fare Proposed fare 

Local fixed-route service  
 

One-way cash fares  
 

Base one-way fare (adult/general public) $1.25 $1.50 

Reduced one-way fare (senior/disabled/Medicare) $0.75 $0.90 

Military veteran fare $0.75 $0.90 

Active military fare Free Free 
College student fare Free (MSJC GoPass) $1.50 

Children under 46” tall $0.25 $0.30 

Route deviation $0.50 $0.60 

Multi-ride fare options   

Day pass (adult/general public) $3.10 $3.75 

Day pass (senior/disabled/ Medicare cardholder) $1.90 $2.25 

Day pass (military veteran) $1.90 $2.25 
10-ride book/pass (adult/general public) $12.50 $15.00 

10-ride book/pass (senior/ disabled/Medicare) $7.50 $9.00 

10-ride book/pass (military veteran) $7.50 $9.00 

31-day/monthly pass (adult/ general public) $39.13 $47.00 

31-day/monthly pass (senior/ disabled/Medicare) $24.80 $29.75 

31-day/monthly pass (military veteran $24.80 $29.75 

Commuter service   

One-way cash fares   

Adult/general public fare $3.50 $4.25 

Child fare $2.50 $3.00 

Senior/disabled/Medicare cardholder $2.50 $3.00 

Military veteran fare $2.50 $3.00 

Active military fare Free Free 

Multi-ride fare options   

10-ride card (adult/ general public) $31.50 $37.75 

10-ride card (child) $22.50 $27.00 

10-ride card (senior/ disabled/Medicare cardholder) $22.50 $27.00 

10-ride card (military veteran) $22.50 $27.00 

Day pass (adult/general public) 
$8.00  

(local + CommuterLink) 
$9.50  

(local + CommuterLink) 

Day pass (child) 
$6.00  

(local + CommuterLink) 
$7.25  

(local + CommuterLink) 

Day pass (senior/disabled/ Medicare cardholder) 
$6.00 

 (local + CommuterLink) 
$7.25  

(local + CommuterLink) 

Day pass (military veteran) 
$6.00  

(local + CommuterLink) 
$7.25  

(local + CommuterLink) 

 
Beaumont Transit does not currently receive a fare subsidy from Mount San Jacinto College 
(MSJC), but continues to offer free fares to MSJC students (as do RTA and Banning) through the 
GoPass program.  This has been included as a finding in the City’s last two TDA Triennial 
Performance Audits.  In the most recent audit, the auditor stated a vote by the associated student 
body regarding a separate fare revenue agreement with the City of Beaumont was expected in 
early 2018, but that vote never took place. 
 
In Fall 2020, RTA began funding the GoPass program through an LCTOP grant rather than through 
the school’s six-dollar transportation fee.  As a result, there are no transportation fee revenues 
being collected.  Instead, college students download a free mobile pass through Token Transit.  It 
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is unclear as to whether the college is still issuing Pass Transit stickers on student identification 
cards.  It is also unclear as to whether RTA will continue to fund the program using LCTOP funds 
or if MSJC’s six-dollar transportation fee will be re-instituted in future years. 
 
Given these changes in RTA’s GoPass program, we recommend the City either identify separate 
funding (such as through the LCTOP program) to fund its own college student fare program or 
eliminate the program altogether.  In this case, we recommend charging college students the 
same as the base (adult) fare.  We do not recommend the City continue providing free rides to 
MSJC students without some type of revenue sharing agreement with the college. 
 
Fiscal impact:  
Assuming the fare increase is accompanied by the implementation of other recommendations 
that improve service performance and reliability, we anticipate a 12 percent fare revenue increase 
(based on pre-COVID ridership) during the year of implementation (FY 2021/22), followed by a 
three percent annual increase. 
 

8. Enhance commute options for persons employed in the Crossroads Logistics Center/Rolling Hills 
Business Park.  Phase II of the COA project included discussions with Amazon regarding its new 
distribution center, yet the demand for transit service cannot be fully estimated until Amazon 
completes its hiring process and opens the facility. While the initial recommendations assumed 
much of the demand would be local, later communications indicated the top areas for recruitment 
included Beaumont, Banning, Hemet, San Jacinto, Yucaipa, the east side of the Moreno Valley, 
Redlands, and Perris (see Exhibit 12). 
 
Once Amazon staffing is stable, the City would need to determine two things: Whether Amazon 
employees (and those employed at other locations within the business park) would be likely to 
commute to work via transit if it were available, and where those employees are traveling from.  
It is unlikely a simple expansion of the City’s local transit service to the business park would be 
effective, as riders would need to travel to Walmart to access the bus before traveling to work. In 
addition, the current service span would allow the City to provide transit service to the day shift 
alone, as the other two shifts would start or end outside the current Beaumont Transit service 
day. 
 
For local employees, alternatives to fixed-route bus service are likely to be most effective in this 
situation.  Assuming there is sufficient demand for transportation from one or more central 
location within Beaumont to the business park, a shuttle or microtransit service may provide a 
more efficient solution.   This would be operated separately from the fixed-route service. If the 
shuttle or service is focused on the business park, we recommend working with business park 
employers to contribute to the service, either by subsidizing individual rides or providing an 
annual contribution. 

 
Another option that would be more feasible to bring employees from outlying areas (especially 
to the south) is vanpools.  The City could set up a vanpool program through a qualified provider 
(such as Enterprise). Vanpools could be subsidized either by the City and/or the employer.  At a 
later date, demand for vanpools can be evaluated to determine whether a traditional commuter 
bus route is warranted. 
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Exhibit 12  Amazon Recruitment Area 

 
 
 
 
Once the Amazon facility is fully operational, we recommend the City conduct a survey of Amazon 
employees as well as employees of other companies within the business park. The survey should 
seek to determine where employees are commuting from, typical work hours, and whether they 
would be likely to use public transit or a vanpool to commute to work. 
 
Should the City decide to implement a shuttle between the Beaumont Walmart and the business 
park would require a 25-minute running time, round-trip (as shown in Exhibit 13). As such, one 
morning and one afternoon trip would comprise just one vehicle service hour, while two round 
trips each morning and afternoon would comprise two vehicle service hours.  
 

  

Beaumont Banning 

Perris 

Hemet 

San Jacinto 

Redlands 

Yucaipa 

Moreno Valley 
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Exhibit 13  Potential Amazon shuttle route 

 
 
 
Fiscal impact:  
The overall cost to implement this recommendation depends on the number of trips per day and 
whether the service operations Monday through Friday only or seven days per week.  Exhibit 14 
identifies the cost of each option using a cost per hour of $110.36.  Monday through Friday service 
assumes 255 operating days annually, while Monday through Sunday service assumes 360 
operating days annually. 
 

Exhibit 14  Recommendation #8 – Fiscal Impact 

 
VSH per 

day 
Cost per 

VSH 
Cost per day Annual cost 

Recommendation #8 (Monday – 
Friday, one hour per day) (FY 2022) 

1 $110.36 $110.36 $28,141.80 

Recommendation #8 (Monday – 
Friday, two hours per day) (FY 2022) 

2 $110.36 $220.72 $56,283.60 

Recommendation #8 (Monday – 
Sunday, one hour per day) (FY 2022) 

1 $110.36 $110.36 $39,729.60 

Recommendation #8 (Monday – 
Sunday, two hours per day) (FY 2022)  

2 $110.36 $220.72 $79,459.20 

 
 

9. Integration of the new transit operations and maintenance facility.  At present, the City’s transit 
administrative offices and operations and fleet maintenance facility are located at the Beaumont 
Civic Center (E. 6th Street and Magnolia Ave.). This location is served by Route 2, Route 3/4, Route 
4 alternate, and both CommuterLink routes. The City is planning to construct a new 
administrative, operations, and fleet maintenance in an industrial area in southern Beaumont.  
The new location is located at 4th Street and Viele Ave., south of Interstate 10 and west of CA 79, 
in an area not currently served by transit. Given the transit administrative offices will be located 
there, this presents an opportunity to introduce transit service in this area. 
 
There are a couple of options for providing transit access to the new location. The first is to realign 
Route 4 to serve the transit facility.  We anticipate this would add approximately one mile and 
three minutes of travel time to the route.  If the City transitions to a non-clockface schedule for 
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Route 4 (as recommended under Phase I), adding another three minutes to the route would 
lengthen the travel time and change the wait-time for connecting service at transfer points.  In 
addition, the last trip would terminate at the transit facility (rather than continuing on to Walmart) 
to minimize deadhead time and stay within the original span of service.  Exhibit 15 illustrates the 
proposed route map, while Exhibit 16 offers a potential service schedule. 
 
A second option is to serve the new transit facility using an on-demand service departing from the 
Civic Center or Walmart.  Persons wishing to travel to the transit facility could request a ride from 
a new microtransit service.  If a similar solution is used to address travel to the Amazon facility, 
the service could be provided by the same vehicle and driver. 
 
Fiscal impact: 
None if Route 4 is rerouted to serve the transit facility within its existing running time.  Costs for 
a new on-demand microtransit service would be similar to the costs for the Amazon shuttle in 
Recommendation #8. 
 

Exhibit 15  Route 4 Extension to New Transit Facility – Map  

 

Current Route 4   

Route 4 Extension         

New Transit Facility 
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Exhibit 16  Route 4 Extension to New Transit Facility – Schedule  

Depart Beaumont Walmart --- 7:35 AM 8:43 AM 9:51 AM 10:59 AM 12:07 PM 1:15 PM 2:23 PM 3:31 PM 4:39 PM 5:47 PM 

Arrive San Gorgonio Hospital 6:35 AM 7:50 AM 8:58 AM 10:06 AM 11:14 AM 12:22 PM 1:30 PM 2:38 PM 3:46 PM 4:54 PM 6:02 PM 

Depart San Gorgonio 
Hospital 

6:35 AM 7:55 AM 9:03 AM 10:11 AM 11:19 AM 12:27 PM 1:35 PM 2:43 PM 3:51 PM 4:59 PM 6:07 PM 

Beaumont Civic Center 6:48 AM --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 

Three Rings Ranch Park 6:52 AM 8:06 AM 9:14 AM 10:22 AM 11:30 AM 12:38 PM 1:46 PM 2:54 PM 4:02 PM 5:10 PM 6:18 PM 

New transit facility --- 8:10 AM 9:18 AM 10:26 AM 11:34 AM 12:42 PM 1:50 PM 2:58 PM 4:06 PM 5:14 PM 6:22 PM 

Beaumont High School 7:09 AM --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 

Cougar Way & Beaumont 
Ave. 

7:13 AM 8:23 AM 9:31 AM 10:39 AM 11:47 AM 12:55 PM 2:03 PM 3:11 PM 4:19 PM 5:27 PM --- 

Pennsylvania Ave & 8th St. 7:25 AM 8:33 AM 9:41 AM 10:49 AM 11:57 AM 1:05 PM 2:13 PM 3:21 PM 4:29 PM 5:37 PM --- 

Arrive Beaumont Walmart 7:35 AM 8:43 AM 9:51 AM 10:59 AM 12:07 PM 1:15 PM 2:23 PM 3:31 PM 4:39 PM 5:47 PM --- 
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10. Enhance connectivity with Banning Transit and RTA.  It can be difficult to coordinate connections 
between different transit providers when routes do not operate on the same headways or serve 
the transfer point at the same time each trip.  While Beaumont Transit has historically operated 
on a clockface schedule, the recommendations included in Phase I to improve service reliability 
and on-time performance would take two of the three routes off a clockface schedule. RTA Route 
31 does not serve the Walmart stop at consistent intervals.  For example, it provides northbound 
service every 68 to 73 minutes, and southbound service every 65 to 78 minutes1. Banning Transit 
Route 1 operates on a clockface schedule, but Routes 5 and 6 do not. Routes 5 and 6, however, 
include a 10-minute layover at the hospital, while Route 1 does not. 

 
With all these moving parts, it is impossible to provide seamless connections both within 
Beaumont Transit and with other operators.  Returning Beaumont Transit to a clockface schedule 
would improve connectivity by providing service to key connection points at a specific time each 
hour as well as facilitating timed-transfers between routes.  However, the more consistent the 
Beaumont Transit schedule, the easier the trip planning and better the connectivity.  As noted in 
Recommendation 4 under Phase I, the current routes do not have enough time in the schedule 
to operate on a clockface schedule.  Therefore, future route adjustments should focus on 
returning to a clockface schedule, even if the routes themselves must be redesigned in order to 
keep the routes under a 50- to 60-minute running time.  This option is discussed under Phase III. 
 
The City already has existing interagency fare agreements with the City of Banning and RTA. 
 
Fiscal impact: 
None. 
 

11. Bus Stop Improvement Plan.  Building on the bus stop placement policy identified in 
Recommendation 5, a Bus Stop Improvement Plan (BSIP) will provide recommendations for 
improving amenities and conditions at bus stops in Beaumont.  The BSIP would include an 
inventory of all bus stops served by Beaumont Transit, including location, existing condition and 
amenities, and signage.   It would then include a plan for purchasing and installing amenities such 
as shelters, benches, trash cans, lighting, etc. at bus stops based on activity level and addressed 
across a ten-year period.  
 

Fiscal impact: 

This recommendation includes an annual budget for bus stop improvements and the addition of 

bus stop amenities. 

Exhibit 17  Recommendation #11 – Fiscal Impact 

 FY 2022 FY 2023 FY 2024 FY 2025 

Bus stop improvements $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 

Bus stop amenities $20,000 $20,000 $20,000 $20,000 

Total $30,000 $30,000 $30,000 $30,000 

  

 
1 RTA Route 31 was only operating a Sunday schedule at the time this report was prepared.  
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Phase III: Longer-Term Recommendations (January 1, 2023 – June 30, 
2025) 
 
Phase III includes longer-term recommendations which may require a significant amount of time to 
implement due to complexity or capital considerations.  They build upon the recommendations included 
in Phases I and II, but are not dependent upon the implementation of prior recommendations.  Planning 
for the final two recommendations can be started at any point during the first three years of this planning 
horizon. 
 

12. Expand local service to include emerging residential neighborhoods. Ideally, this recommendation 
would be included under Phase II.  However, we believe incorporating service to this area as part 
of a larger route redesign would be more effective than attempting to extend service on an 
existing route. Given additional time is needed to operate the existing routes on time, adding 
service to an existing route would reduce service frequency further.  The revised local routes 
discussed in Recommendation 13 incorporate service to new residential neighborhoods in the 
northeastern portion of Beaumont.  A new route serving the eastern portion of the city could 
travel north on Highland Springs Ave. before turning west on Cougar Way, then south on Cherry 
Ave. This route would directly connect residential areas with San Gorgonio Middle School, Civic 
Center, and San Gorgonio Hospital, and could offer timed transfers at the Civic Center. 
 
Fiscal impact:  
Included under Recommendation #13. 
 

13. Realign routes to provide timed-transfers at a more centralized transfer location.  Beaumont 
Transit currently uses the Walmart and San Gorgonio Hospital as transfer locations for both intra-
system transfers and intra-agency transfers. However, given its location at the extreme 
southeastern portion of the service area, this requires all routes to navigate along the same route 
segment, and resulting in longer travel times for routes to reach the northern and western 
portions of Beaumont.  While the Walmart location includes a bus pull-out, it does not feature 
access to restrooms for driver breaks.  During the ridecheck, we observed drivers using the 
restroom at the hospital.  Buses typically dwell to the south of the bus stop and do not block the 
northbound traffic lane.  This provides sufficient space for the bus to move into the left turn lane 
before reaching the intersection.  (Banning Transit buses turn right upon departing the hospital, 
and may block the right turn only lane.) 
 
One option the City should consider is relocation of the primary intra-system transfer location to  
the Beaumont Civic Center.  With existing stops located on both sides of E. 6th Street (at the Civic 
Center and Wells Fargo) and with nearly 300 feet of red curbing, this location would also offer 
access to restrooms.  Given its more central location, routes could more efficiently serve different 
sectors of Beaumont while maintaining service to Walmart and the hospital (and connectivity with 
Banning). In addition, its proximity to the location of the new transit operations facility would 
minimize deadhead time and allow for easier vehicle and driver swaps.  Both CommuterLink 
routes already serve this location as well as Walmart. 
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Another strategy that would optimize service delivery and facilitate timed-transfers would be to 
realign the local routes.  This could be done by eliminating the Casino Morongo portion of Route 
2. Employing no more than a 50-minute headway for each local route and a 10-minute 
layover/recovery period at the Civic Center would significantly enhance connectivity. A separate 
Casino Morongo route could be added to replace the service being removed from Route 2 as well 
as eliminate that portion of CommuterLink 120. This route could also run on a 60-minute 
frequency, allowing it to “pulse” at the transfer point at the same time as the local routes.  
 
We recommend this routing realignment be conducted in concert with two “trigger” points: 1) 
the completion of the new transit operations and maintenance facility, and 2) the introduction of 
battery-electric buses.  Postponing this significant transition until both trigger points have been 
reached will enable the City to incorporate the desired level of service to the new transit facility 
(some service will be necessary given administrative offices will be located there) as well as 
accommodate the charging needs of battery-electric vehicles.   
 
Examples of potential new routes are included on the following pages.  Three local routes (East, 
West, and South) would serve separate portions of Beaumont and offer timed-transfers at the 
Civic Center. A separate Casino Morongo route would take over the aforementioned portions of 
Route 2 and CommuterLink 120. 
 

Exhibit 18  Potential Local Route Network 
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Exhibit 93  Potential South Route 

 
 

              Exhibit 20  Potential East Route                   Exhibit 21  Potential West Route 

          
   

Exhibit 22  Potential Casino Morongo Route 
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Fiscal impact: 
This recommendation would increase overall service hours by nearly nine percent, and would also 
incur additional capital costs for the establishment of new bus stops. The cost estimate assumes 
the new system would be implemented in FY 2023/24, with funding for bus stops needed the 
prior fiscal year. 
 

Exhibit 23  Recommendation #13 – Fiscal Impact 

 Annual cost 

Recommendation #13 – Operating cost $3,300,581 

Recommendation #13 – Capital costs (bus stop signage, poles, etc.) $26,000 

Total $3,325,581 

 
 

14. Transition to an alternative fuel transit fleet and infrastructure.  The City’s current fixed-route 
fleet includes a combination of gasoline- and CNG-powered vehicles.  All paratransit vehicles are 
gasoline-fueled.  CNG vehicles must be fueled after-hours in Hemet, Moreno Valley, and/or 
Redlands, which contributes to additional mileage accrual. Gasoline vehicles are fueled at various 
commercial gas stations throughout the city, but primarily at a fleet fueling station located near 
Highland Springs Avenue.  Replacement of the three gasoline-fueled paratransit vehicles (all of 
which are ten years old with more than 330,000 miles) with CNG-fueled vehicles was budgeted 
for FY 2019/20. 
 
The City is currently planning the funding and construction of a CNG station and new 
administrative, fleet maintenance, and operations facility co-located at Viele Avenue and Fourth 
Street.  This will concentrate all administrative, maintenance, fueling, and vehicle storage 
activities in one area.  The CNG station is expected to be completed by December 2021, while the 
administrative, maintenance, and operations facility will be completed by June 2023. The current 
capital plan, as discussed in the City’s 2019 Short Range Transit Plan, involves beginning the 
transition to battery-electric buses as the gasoline-fueled vehicles are replaced.  Given the age of 
the gas-fueled vehicles (between nine and 12 years old), should any need to be replaced within 
the next couple of years, they can be replaced by battery-electric vehicles, as the electric vehicle 
charging station (located in the Civic Center parking lot) is currently operational. 
 
A formal fleet replacement plan would include the City’s definition of useful life for each asset 
type, project the likely replacement year for all rolling stock, and detail its plan for transition to 
battery-electric vehicles. Depending on the types of vehicles to be purchased, the City should also 
determine what kind of impact vehicle charging needs will have on its current route and 
scheduling structure. 
 
Fiscal impact: 
We anticipate fleet replacement incurring $1,060,000 in capital costs between FY 2021/22 and FY 
2024/25. 
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15. Introduce technology so as to offer predictive arrival features.  Providing real-time information to 
riders can significantly increase customer satisfaction as well as improve reliability.  It can also 
help decrease the number of call center inquiries regarding the status of individual routes. 
In order to offer customer-facing real-time information, GPS-based Automatic Vehicle Location 
(AVL) technology is required.  AVL technology provides benefits to both the transit provider and 
the transit rider. The transit provider can monitor on-time performance using the geographic data 
together with the scheduled and actual time at each stop. AVL technology is available as part of a 
unified software platform supporting operations and maintenance, such as Avail Technologies 
and Ecolane.  Other platforms, such as Swiftly, provide Software as a Service (SaaS) which offer 
vehicle tracking and trip planning. 
 
AVL can be combined with predictive arrival technology to offer real-time service information.  
Predictive arrival technology is typically tied to a mobile app, which updates vehicle arrival times 
based on actual performance even if a trip gets off schedule. Platforms include Nextbus, myStop, 
OneBusAway, and TripShot. 
 
While the City’s existing Doublemap platform may offer an alternative to introducing additional 
technology, it must be both up to date and effectively promoted.  The only link on the City’s 
webpage is a text link in the sidebar titled “Where’s the Bus?”  There is no information about how 
to use the feature.  If the City prefers to continue use of this feature, it should launch a marketing 
campaign to educate riders on how to use it. 
 
Fiscal impact: 
We estimated costs for real-time technology using a recent cost proposal for the City of Banning.  
Costs for the first year (which include several one-time costs for hardware and software set-up) 
are estimated at approximately $27,000, while costs for subsequent years would be about 25 
percent lower.  Costs for updating and promoting Doublemap would be significantly lower. 
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Operations Plan 
 
The Operations Plan reflects all recommendations identified in the preceding section.  It includes three 
components:  Financial Plan, Capital Plan, and Implementation Plan.  The Financial Plan sets forth a series 
of assumptions used in the development of the Plan. The Capital Plan focuses on capital components, 
including those that are already planned/programmed as well as those arising from this Action Plan.  
Finally, a comprehensive Implementation Plan details the steps required for implementing each of the 
recommendations contained herein as well as a timeline for doing so. 
 

Financial Plan 
 
The Financial Plan uses the status quo (baseline) budget developed as part of Technical Memo #2 and 
applies the fiscal effects of the recommendations contained herein.  The Financial Plan is based on the 
following assumptions: 
 

• The Financial Plan utilizes the most current information available at the time it was prepared. 

• LTF Emergency Contingency Funds will not continue past FY 2019/20. 

• Interest and Other Income is expected to increase at a rate of one percent per annum. 

• TDA Article 4 (LTF) funds are expected to increase at a rate of two percent per annum.  

• Farebox revenues will be significantly lower in FY 2020/21 due to planned free-fare programs. 
Farebox revenues following the proposed fare increase are estimated based on Beaumont 
Transit’s ability to return to full service and retain ridership as it recovers from the COVID-19 
pandemic.  Following the fare increase, fare revenues are expected to increase at a rate of three 
percent per annum. 

• Future vehicle purchases are expected to be funded using State Transit Assistance funds. 

• A per-hour operating cost of $110.36 is used for estimating initial costs during FY 2020/21.  This 
rate is increased by three percent per annum to adjust for cost increases. 

• Recommendation #1 budgets up to 60 hours per month, for a period of six months, to be used to 
provide supplemental service to address issues related to capacity constraints due to social 
distancing measures. 

• Recommendation #2 assumes Routes 7 and 9 will be eliminated and reduces their cost to operate 
from the budgeted operating expenses. 

• Recommendation #3 budgets up to four hours per month to dispatch an additional vehicle to take 
over a route due to late running caused by unforeseen circumstances. This covers six months 
during FY 2020/21 and 12 months during subsequent years. 

• Recommendation #4 increases fixed-route vehicle service hours by 170.76 VSH annually as part 
of the adjustments to improve on-time performance.  It would be implemented during FY 
2020/21.  The budgeted amount for FY 2020/21 also includes costs to update service information. 

• Recommendation #5 is not expected to have a financial impact. 

• Recommendation #6 is not expected to have a financial impact. 

• Recommendation #7 adjusts fare revenue as discussed in Technical Memo #2, taking into account 
fare elasticity as well as reductions in fare revenue due to COVID. The fare increase would be 
implemented during FY 2021/22. 
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• Recommendation #8 assumes employers would cover 50 percent of operating costs for Amazon-
area shuttle operating two trips per day, seven days a week.  This service would be implemented 
in FY 2021/22. 

• Recommendation #9 is expected to be accomplished within the footprint of an existing route. As 
such, there is no separate financial impact.  It would be implemented when administrative offices 
are relocated to the new transit operations facility. 

• The financial impact of Recommendation #10 cannot be estimated or budgeted for at this time. 

• Recommendation #11 includes capital costs for ongoing bus stop improvements. 

• All costs related to Recommendation #12 are included within Recommendation #13. 

• Recommendation #13 proposes a significant route redesign expected to increase the total vehicle 
service hours by nine percent annually.  A capital component is also included for the installation 
of additional bus stops.  This recommendation would be implemented beginning in FY 2023/24, 
though the capital component may take place during the latter part of FY 2022/23.  The budgeted 
amount for FY 2023/24 also includes costs to update service information. 

• Recommendation #14 offers a vehicle replacement plan during the five-year planning horizon.  
Future vehicle costs (not currently programmed) are based on average anticipated costs for 
individual vehicle types, adjusted for inflation at three percent per annum. Vehicles not slated for 
replacement during the five-year period are not budgeted. 

• Recommendation #15 budgets for a modest real-time technology program similar to that 
purchased by the City of Banning (i.e., Swiftly).  It would be implemented in FY 2023/24.  If the 
City determines the existing Doublemap platform provides the level of technology it needs, this 
cost would be largely eliminated. 
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Exhibit 24  Financial Plan 

 
 
  

Budget

Item FY 2019/20 FY 2020/21 FY 2021/22 FY 2022/23 FY 2023/24 FY 2024/25

Operating revenues

Interest  and other income $6,200 $6,262 $6,325 $6,388 $6,452 $6,516

LCTOP $16,899 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

TDA Article 4 - Transit $2,735,230 $2,789,935 $2,845,733 $2,902,648 $2,960,701 $3,019,915

LTF Emergency Contingency Funds $154,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Farebox revenue (status quo) $127,000 $90,950 $0 $0 $0 $0

Fare revenue (Recommendation #7) $0 $0 $239,680 $246,870 $254,277 $261,905

Employer contribution (Recommendation #8) $0 $0 $19,865 $20,262 $20,668 $21,081

Transfer in for FBRR $0 $0 $27,715 $25,963 $52,445 $51,016

Total operating revenues $3,039,329 $2,887,147 $3,139,318 $3,202,132 $3,294,542 $3,360,433

Capital revenues

State Transit Assistance $2,840,000 $5,200,000 $5,000,000 $401,000 $415,000 $412,000

Proposition 1B $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

State of Good Repair $0 $59,290 $0 $0 $0 $0

LCTOP $129,943 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

MSRC $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Reprogrammed $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Total capital revenues $3,069,943 $5,259,290 $5,000,000 $401,000 $415,000 $412,000

Total revenues $6,109,272 $8,146,437 $8,139,318 $3,603,132 $3,709,542 $3,772,433
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Exhibit 24  Financial Plan (continued) 

 

  

Budget

Item FY 2019/20 FY 2020/21 FY 2021/22 FY 2022/23 FY 2023/24 FY 2024/25

Operating expenses (status quo)

Salaries and wages $2,146,742 $2,189,677 $2,233,470 $2,278,140 $0 $0

Supplies and services $188,653 $192,426 $196,275 $200,200 $0 $0

Vehicle maintenance $154,419 $157,507 $160,657 $163,870 $0 $0

Allocated vehicle maintenance ($53,615) ($54,688) ($55,781) ($56,897) $0 $0

Fuel $312,180 $318,424 $324,792 $331,288 $0 $0

Planning/studies $125,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Administrative overhead $102,000 $104,040 $106,121 $108,243 $0 $0

Total operating expenses (status quo) $2,975,379 $2,907,386 $2,965,534 $3,024,845 $0 $0

Cost of operating recommendations

Recommendation #1 (Phase I) $0 $39,800 $0 $0 $0 $0

Recommendation #2 (Phase I) $0 ($94,556) ($96,447) ($98,376) $0 $0

Recommendation #3 (Phase I) $0 $3,973 $8,184 $8,430 $0 $0

Recommendation #4 (additional cost) (Phase I) $0 $11,922 $18,845 $19,410 $0 $0

Recommendation #8 (Phase II) $0 $0 $39,730 $40,525 $41,335 $42,162

Recommendation #13 (Phase III) $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,300,581 $3,363,023

Total cost of recommendations $0 ($38,861) ($29,688) ($30,011) $3,341,916 $3,405,184

Total operating expenses $2,975,379 $2,868,525 $2,935,846 $2,994,833 $3,341,916 $3,405,184
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Exhibit 24  Financial Plan (continued) 

  

Budget

Item FY 2019/20 FY 2020/21 FY 2021/22 FY 2022/23 FY 2023/24 FY 2024/25

Capital expenses (status quo)

CNG station $1,500,000 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

Transit security $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Type H EZ Rider II vehicle replacement $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Maintenance facility modernization $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Administrative, operations, and maintenance facility $500,000 $5,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

Brand and logo update $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Passenger amenities $129,943 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Shop tools $40,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Ford F350 Entourage Type E cutaway replacement (CNG) $233,333 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Ford F350 Entourage Type E cutaway replacement (CNG) $233,333 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Ford F350 Entourage Type E cutaway replacement (CNG) $233,333 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Electric vehicle charging station $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Electric vehicles, buses, and infrastructure $0 $0 $5,000,000 $0 $0 $0

Total capital expenses (status quo) $3,069,942 $5,200,000 $5,000,000 $0 $0 $0

Cost of capital recommendations

Recommendation #11 (Phase II) $0 $0 $30,000 $30,000 $30,000 $30,000

Recommendation #13 (Phase III) $0 $0 $0 $26,000 $0 $0

Recommendation #14 (Phase III) $0 $0 $0 $345,000 $355,000 $360,000

Recommendation #15 (Phase III) $0 $0 $0 $0 $30,000 $22,000

Total cost of recommendations $0 $0 $30,000 $401,000 $415,000 $412,000

Total capital expenses $3,069,942 $5,200,000 $5,030,000 $401,000 $415,000 $412,000

Total expenses $6,045,321 $8,068,525 $7,965,846 $3,395,833 $3,756,916 $3,817,184

Annual surplus (deficit) $63,951 $77,911 $173,472 $207,298 ($47,074) ($44,752)
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Capital Plan 
 
The capital plan includes items included within the City’s most recent SRTP as well as capital 
recommendations arising from this COA.  Items identified under FY 2019/20 are as indicated within the 
SRTP document. 
 

Exhibit 25  Capital Plan 
 FY 2019/20 FY 2020/21 FY 2021/22 FY 2022/23 FY 2023/24 FY 2024/25 

24' Cutaway (CNG) (5) $700,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

32' Cutaway (Electric) (4) $0 $0 $0 $345,000 $355,000 $0 

33' Cutaway (Electric) (2) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $360,000 

CNG station $1,500,000 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 

Transit operations facility $500,000 $5,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 

Brand and logo update $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

Passenger amenities $129,943 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 
Shop tools $40,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

Electric vehicle charging station $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

Electric vehicles, buses, and infrastructure $0 $0 $5,000,000 $0 $0 $0 

Bus stop improvements (annual) $0 $0 $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 

Bus stop amenities (annual) $0 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $20,000 $20,000 

Bus stop signs and poles $0 $0 $0 $22,000 $0 $0 

Bus stop info-post units $0 $0 $0 $4,000 $0 $0 

Technology (real-time arrival software) $0 $0 $0 $0 $30,000 $22,000 

Total $3,069,942 $5,200,000 $5,030,000 $401,000 $415,000 $412,000 

 
 

Implementation Plan 
 
The following matrix (Exhibit 26) details the steps required in order to implement each of the 
recommendations cited above.  Each recommendation includes one or more action items, a timeline, and 
any pre-requisites or “triggers.”  
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Exhibit 26  Implementation Plan 

Recommendation  Priority Action Item Timeframe Pre-requisites/"Triggers" 

#1 - Support Fall 2020 return to 
full service. 

Phase I 

Prepare a policy consisting of steps that can 
be taken to accommodate demand that 
cannot be addressed with reduced-capacity 
buses.  This may include deploying a new 
bus to take over a route or to pick up a 
single rider that cannot be accommodated 
onboard.  The City must also determine if 
this is a feasible action for the 
CommuterLink routes. 

Policy should be prepared 
and decision-makers 
identified within two weeks 
of a return to normal 
operations. 

Return to normal operations. 

#2 - Work with school district 
regarding future resumption of 
Routes 7 and 9. 

Phase I 

Coordinate with the school district 
regarding anticipated timelines for a return 
to in-person classes.  Continue to 
coordinate as social distancing guidance is 
lifted.  The City should also consider 
whether it wishes to continue to operate 
school routes in the future. 

Discussions with the school 
district should take place 
regularly until all students 
have returned to campus, 
and as new guidance 
regarding social distancing is 
issued. 

Return to normal operations, 
return to in-person schooling, 
lifting of capacity constraints 
due to social distancing. 

#3 - Improve on-time 
performance by updating mid-
trip fueling, driver break, and 
other policies. 

Phase I 

Prepare a policy requiring fueling to be 
completed prior to going into service or 
during a layover period where riders are 
not impacted, if mid-trip fueling is required. 

As soon as possible. None. 

#3 - Improve on-time 
performance by updating mid-
trip fueling, driver break, and 
other policies. 

Phase I 

Prepare a policy which enables a second 
vehicle to be deployed when a route falls 
significantly behind schedule so as to 
prevent "cascading" late trips through the 
balance of the day. 

As soon as possible. None. 
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Recommendation  Priority Action Item Timeframe Pre-requisites/"Triggers" 

#3 - Improve on-time 
performance by updating mid-
trip fueling, driver break, and 
other policies. 

Phase I 

Determine whether stops at the end of a 
route should be designated as "drop-off 
only" during the last trip of the day, and 
revise service information to reflect this. 

As soon as possible. None. 

#4 - Improve on-time 
performance by adjusting 
schedules. 

Phase I 

Verify proposed schedules to ensure their 
accuracy and make minor adjustments 
where appropriate. Determine there is 
sufficient space for layovers/recovery time 
to occur at San Gorgonio Hospital. 

As soon as possible. Return to normal operations. 

#4 - Improve on-time 
performance by adjusting 
schedules. 

Phase I 
Update printed service information and 
website to reflect new schedule. 

As soon as possible. Verify route timing. 

#5 - Update the City's Bus Stop 
Placement Policy. 

Phase I 
Update the City’s Bus Stop Placement 
Policy. 

 Second half of FY 2020/21. None. 

#6 - Eliminate service to 
Calimesa. 

Phase II 
Notify RCTC and the City of Calimesa at 
least six weeks prior to the elimination of 
the Calimesa stops. 

Implement the change on or 
about July 1, 2021.  Notify 
RCTC and Calimesa no later 
than May 24, 2021. 

None. 

#7 - Fare adjustment. Phase II 
Finalize the fare schedule for a 20% fare 
increase.  

At least 12 weeks prior to 
the implementation date (by 
April 5, 2021). 

None. 

#7 - Fare adjustment. Phase II 
Notify the public regarding the fare change 
and hold a public hearing as appropriate. 

Conduct any necessary 
public hearings or 
notifications no later than 
May 10, 2021 (eight weeks 
before implementation). 

Finalize fare schedule. 

#7 - Fare adjustment. Phase II 
Update service information and website to 
reflect new fares 

As soon as fares are finalized.  
Available to the public no 
less than two weeks prior to 
the fare change. 

Finalize fare schedule. 
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Recommendation  Priority Action Item Timeframe Pre-requisites/"Triggers" 

#7 - Fare adjustment. Phase II Implement new fares. 

For ease of recordkeeping, 
we recommend 
implementing the fare 
change as close to the 
beginning of the fiscal year 
as possible, on or about July 
1, 2021.  

Finalize fare schedule, hold 
public hearing, update service 
information. 

#8 - Enhance commute options 
for persons employed in the 
Crossroads Logistics 
Center/Rolling Hills Business 
Park. 

Phase II 

Work with Amazon and other employers in 
the business park to survey employees 
regarding their propensity to use a 
scheduled or on-demand shuttle. 

Sixteen weeks prior to the 
proposed shuttle launch, no 
later than March 1, 2021. 

None. 

#8 - Enhance commute options 
for persons employed in the 
Crossroads Logistics 
Center/Rolling Hills Business 
Park. 

Phase II 
If demand exists, negotiate with employers 
to subsidize a portion of the operating 
costs of the shuttle.  

Eight weeks prior to the 
proposed shuttle launch, no 
later than May 1, 2021. 

Meet with employers and 
conduct employee survey. 

#8 - Enhance commute options 
for persons employed in the 
Crossroads Logistics 
Center/Rolling Hills Business 
Park. 

Phase II 
Finalize the shuttle route, stops, schedule, 
and fare. 

Four weeks prior to the 
shuttle launch, no later than 
June 1, 2021. 

Negotiate employer subsidy. 

#8 - Enhance commute options 
for persons employed in the 
Crossroads Logistics 
Center/Rolling Hills Business 
Park. 

Phase II 
Market the shuttle to employees at the 
business park. 

Two weeks prior to the 
shuttle launch, no later than 
June 14, 2021. 

Finalize service details. 

#8 - Enhance commute options 
for persons employed in the 
Crossroads Logistics 
Center/Rolling Hills Business 
Park. 

Phase II Launch the shuttle service. 
Launch the shuttle service on 
or about July 1, 2021. 

Market shuttle to employees. 
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Recommendation  Priority Action Item Timeframe Pre-requisites/"Triggers" 

#8 - Enhance commute options 
for persons employed in the 
Crossroads Logistics 
Center/Rolling Hills Business 
Park. 

Phase II 
Evaluate ridership and other performance 
metrics regularly. 

Evaluate the program after 
two, four, and six weeks of 
operation, then at least 
monthly thereafter. 

Launch employer shuttle. 

#9 - Integration of the new 
transit operations and 
maintenance center into the 
route. 

Phase II 

Once a date for the relocation of the 
administrative offices to the new facility 
has been finalized, identify a date to 
introduce the proposed extension to Route 
4. 

Dependent upon 
construction timeline of the 
new facility. 

Complete new transit facility. 

#9 - Integration of the new 
transit operations and 
maintenance center into the 
route. 

Phase II 
Finalize timing and routing for Route 4 
extension. 

Four weeks prior to the 
route change. 

Identify implementation date. 

#9 - Integration of the new 
transit operations and 
maintenance center into the 
route. 

Phase II 
Notify the public regarding the route 
change at least two weeks prior to its 
implementation. 

Two weeks prior to the route 
change. 

Finalize timing and routing. 

#9 - Integration of the new 
transit operations and 
maintenance center into the 
route. 

Phase II 
Update service information and website to 
reflect the route revision. 

Two weeks prior to the route 
change. 

Notify the public. 

#10 - Enhance connectivity 
with Banning Transit and RTA. 

Phase II 
Meet with RTA and Banning Transit to 
identify ways to offer better connectivity 
between transit services. 

During FY 2021/22. None. 

#10 - Enhance connectivity 
with Banning Transit and RTA. 

Phase II 
Identify a date to implement coordination 
measures. 

During the second half of FY 
2021/22 or the first half of FY 
2022/23. 

Meet with Banning and RTA. 

#10 - Enhance connectivity 
with Banning Transit and RTA. 

Phase II 
If appropriate, prepare inter-agency 
agreements for approval by the various 
governing bodies. 

At least 12 weeks prior to 
implementation. 

Identify implementation date. 
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Recommendation  Priority Action Item Timeframe Pre-requisites/"Triggers" 

#10 - Enhance connectivity 
with Banning Transit and RTA. 

Phase II 
Update service information and website to 
reflect new policies and practices. 

Two weeks prior to 
implementation.  

Prepare interagency 
agreements. 

#11 - Bus Stop Improvement 
Plan. 

Phase II 
Create or update an inventory of existing 
bus stops, including documenting condition 
and amenities at each stop. 

 FY 2021/22.  None. 

#11 - Bus Stop Improvement 
Plan. 

Phase II 
Prioritize bus stop improvements based on 
condition (repair and remediation) and 
stop activity. 

Beginning first quarter of FY 
2022/23 and continuing 
annually. 

Bus stop inventory. 

#12 - Expand local service to 
include emerging residential 
neighborhoods. 

Phase III Included within Recommendation #13. None. None. 

#13 - Realign routes to provide 
timed-transfers at a more 
centralized transfer location. 

Phase III 
Determine if the Civic Center is an 
appropriate central transfer location, or 
identify another appropriate location. 

First quarter of FY 2022/23. None. 

#13 - Realign routes to provide 
timed-transfers at a more 
centralized transfer location. 

Phase III 
Refine routes and schedules and make 
adjustments where necessary. 

At least 16 weeks prior to 
launch. 

Determine transfer location. 

#13 - Realign routes to provide 
timed-transfers at a more 
centralized transfer location. 

Phase III 
Conduct a public hearing to get feedback 
on the new routes.  

No less than 12 weeks prior 
to launch. 

Refine routes and schedules. 

#13 - Realign routes to provide 
timed-transfers at a more 
centralized transfer location. 

Phase III Finalize routes and schedules. Six weeks prior to launch. Conduct public hearing. 

#13 - Realign routes to provide 
timed-transfers at a more 
centralized transfer location. 

Phase III Prepare new driver bids. 
Four weeks prior to launch, 
or according to internal 
policies. 

Finalize routes and schedules. 
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Recommendation  Priority Action Item Timeframe Pre-requisites/"Triggers" 

#13 - Realign routes to provide 
timed-transfers at a more 
centralized transfer location. 

Phase III 
Promote service changes to riders and the 
community at-large. 

Beginning four weeks prior 
to launch and continuing 
post-launch. 

Prepare new driver bids. 

#13 - Realign routes to provide 
timed-transfers at a more 
centralized transfer location. 

Phase III 
Install bus stop signs, poles, and other 
information where new stops exist. 

Two weeks prior to launch. 
Keep signs at new bus stops 
covered until service launch. 

Promote service changes. 

#13 - Realign routes to provide 
timed-transfers at a more 
centralized transfer location. 

Phase III 
Update printed service information and 
website to reflect new schedule. 

Two weeks prior to launch. Install bus stop signage, etc. 

#13 - Realign routes to provide 
timed-transfers at a more 
centralized transfer location. 

Phase III Launch revised service. 

For ease of recordkeeping, 
we recommend 
implementing the service 
change as close to the 
beginning of the fiscal year 
as possible, on or about July 
1, 2023. 

Update service information. 

#13 - Realign routes to provide 
timed-transfers at a more 
centralized transfer location. 

Phase III 
Remove bus stop amenities at stops no 
longer being served. 

Within two weeks following 
launch, though signs at 
inactive stops should be 
covered just prior to the 
service change. 

Launch revised service. 

#14 - Transition to an 
alternative fuel transit fleet 
and infrastructure. 

Phase III 

Prepare a comprehensive fleet 
replacement plan that takes into account 
the completion of electric vehicle charging 
infrastructure. 

FY 2022/23. 
Preliminary completion 
schedule for electric vehicle 
infrastructure. 

#15 - Introduce technology so 
as to offer “predictive arrival” 
features. 

Phase III 
Determine if the City needs predictive 
arrival or other real-time technology 
beyond Doublemap. 

FY 2021/22. None. 
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Recommendation  Priority Action Item Timeframe Pre-requisites/"Triggers" 

#15 - Introduce technology so 
as to offer “predictive arrival” 
features. 

Phase III 
If no new technology is desired, promote 
features available through Doublemap. 

FY 2021/22. 
Determination of whether new 
technology is desired or 
needed. 

#15 - Introduce technology so 
as to offer “predictive arrival” 
features. 

Phase III 
If new technology is desired, identify 
potential technology platforms and get 
quotes from vendors. 

FY 2022/23. 
Determination of whether new 
technology is desired or 
needed. 

#15 - Introduce technology so 
as to offer “predictive arrival” 
features. 

Phase III 
Identify a date to launch the real-time 
function. 

Dependent upon funding and 
other priorities. 

Obtain vendor quotes. 

#15 - Introduce technology so 
as to offer “predictive arrival” 
features. 

Phase III Promote the real-time function. 
Four weeks prior to launch 
and continuing post-launch. 

Establish date for 
implementation. 
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Five-Year Action Plan

 15 service and/or program recommendations

 Operations/Financial/Capital Plans to support 

implementation
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 Short-Term: Through June 30, 2021

 Mid-Term:    July 1, 2021 - December 31, 2022

 Long-Term:  January 1, 2023 - June 30, 2025

Phasing Approach to Implementation
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Recent Beaumont Transit Developments

 Statewide farebox waiver through June 2021

 Free-Fare Promotion for all riders (LCTOP grant) through at 

least December 2020

 Free-Fare for seniors, persons with disabilities, and veterans for 

a longer period

 Postpone resumption of Routes 7 and 9 (school-day service)

667

Item 12.



Short-Term Recommendations: Through June 2021

 Support Fall 2020 return to regular (pre-pandemic) 

service.

 Fiscal impact: $39,280 for supplemental service to expand 
vehicle capacity due to social distancing

 Work with BUSD regarding potential future resumption 

of Routes 7 and 9

 Fiscal impact: $94,560 annual savings if Routes 7 and 9 are 
suspended or eliminated

668

Item 12.



Short-Term Recommendations: Through June 2021

 Improve on-time performance by updating mid-trip fueling, driver 
break, and other policies.

 Fiscal impact: $3,970 for six months of supplemental service to 
accommodate late trips in FY 2021; $8,180 for 12 months of 
supplemental service in FY 2022 and beyond

 Improve on-time performance by adjusting/revising schedules. 

 Fiscal impact: $18,840 annually for the addition of approximately 
171 vehicle service hours

 Update the City’s bus stop placement policy.

 Fiscal impact: None
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Mid-Term Recommendations: July 2021–December 2022

 Eliminate service to Calimesa.

 Fiscal impact: None

 Introduce 20% fare adjustment.

 Fiscal impact: 12% fare revenue increase during the year of 
implementation; followed by a 3% annual increase thereafter
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Proposed Fare Schedule

Local Commuter Dial-A-Ride

Fare Category Current Proposed Current Proposed Current Proposed

Base one-way fare $1.25 $1.50 $3.50 $4.25 $2.00 $2.40

Reduced one-way fare $0.75 $0.90 $2.50 $3.00 - -

Military veteran fare $.75 $0.90 $2.50 $3.00 - -

Active military fare Free Free Free Free - -

College student fare
Free 

(MSJC)
$1.50 - - - -

Personal Care Assistant (with ID) - - - - Free Free

Companion - - - - $3.00 $3.60

Children under 46” tall $0.25 $0.30 $2.50 $3.00 $3.00 $3.60

Route deviation $0.50 $0.60 - - - -

Day pass – base fare $3.10 $3.75 $8.00 $9.50 - -

Day pass – reduced fare $1.90 $2.25 $6.00 $7.25 - -

Day pass – military veteran $1.90 $2.25 $6.00 $7.25 - -

Day pass – child - - $6.00 $7.25 - -

10-ride pass – base fare $12.50 $15.00 $31.50 $37.75 $18.00 $21.50

10-ride pass – reduced fare $7.50 $9.00 $22.50 $27.00 - -

10-ride pass – military veteran $7.50 $9.00 $22.50 $27.00 - -

10-ride pass - child - - $22.50 $27.00 - -

31-day pass – base fare $39.13 $47.00 - - - -

31-day pass – reduced fare $24.80 $29.75 - - - -

31-day pass – military veteran $24.80 $29.75 - - - -
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Mid-Term Recommendations: July 2021–December 2022

 Enhance commute options for persons employed in Crossroads 

Logistics Center/Rolling Hills Business Park.

 Fiscal impact: Annual cost ranges from $28,140 to $79,460 
depending on number of hours per day and operational days per 
year

 Integration of new Transit Operations and Maintenance Center.

 Fiscal impact: None, assuming Route 4 is rerouted to serve the 
new transit facility within its existing running time
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Potential Amazon Shuttle route
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Route 4 Extension to New Transit Facility
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Mid-Term Recommendations: July 2021–December 2022

 Enhance connectivity with Banning Transit and RTA

 Fiscal impact: None

 Develop/implement Bus Stop Improvement Plan

 Fiscal impact: Annual budget of $30,000 for bus stop 
improvements
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 Expand service to include emerging neighborhoods

 Fiscal impact: None (included in next recommendation)

 Realign routes to provide time-transfers at more central 

location (Civic Center)

 Fiscal impact: Increases overall annual vehicle service 
hours by nine percent, plus approximately $26,000 in 
capital costs for bus stop construction/installation

Long-Term Recommendations: January 2023-June 2025
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Proposed New Local Route Network
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Proposed New Local Routes

South Route East Route

West Route

Casino Morongo Route
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 Transition to alternative fuel fleet and supporting infrastructure

 Fiscal impact: Fleet replacement capital costs of $1,060,000 
between FY 2022 and FY 2025

 Introduce “predictive arrival” customer-facing technology

 Fiscal impact: Setup cost of $27,000 for first year if new 
technology is desired; significantly lower to continue with 
Doublemap

Long-Term Recommendations: January 2023-June 2025
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Questions/Discussio

n
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Rey Santos, Mayor 

DATE November 17, 2020 

SUBJECT:  Authorize Funding to the Beaumont Chamber and Negotiation of a 

Memorandum of Understanding between the City of Beaumont and 

the Beaumont Chamber of Commerce 
  

Background and Analysis:  

In response to the COVID-19 pandemic, the City of Beaumont has successfully 

extended its assistance to the small business community. Through the creation of the 

Beaumont Business Assistance Program (BAP) a total of 24 pandemic impacted 

businesses each received a grant award of $3,000. City Council budgeted $141,000 for 

the BAP grant program and a balance of $69,000 is remaining after the grant awards. 

 

The Beaumont Chamber of Commerce (Chamber) is a part of the local business 

community whose mission is to promote local businesses. This non-profit agency has 

worked to support businesses that have suffered tremendously as a result of the 

COVID-19 pandemic. As the local business community has suffered, the Chamber has 

also suffered, and I appeal to the City Council to provide a helping hand by providing 

$20,000 in financial support in the form of a City grant. This grant would be paid in two 

installments of $10,000 with the first payment being made by December 31, 2020, and 

the remaining payment made in the first quarter of 2021. This allocation to the Chamber 

would be funded from the remaining BAP balance. 

 

I also propose that the City Council condition any grant award on the successful 

negotiation of a memorandum of understanding (MOU) with the Chamber. The MOU 

must provide for the addition of a member of the City Council, preferably the mayor, as 

a permanent, full member of the Chamber Board. 

Fiscal Impact: 

A budget amendment to reallocate $20,000 from the remaining Beaumont Business 

Assistance Program would be required within the General Fund. This would have a net 

impact of $0 on the General Fund. 
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Recommended Action: 

It is recommended that the City Council award a grant in the amount of $20,000 

to the Beaumont Chamber of Commerce with the condition that a memorandum 

of understanding is negotiated that provides for the appointment of the Beaumont 

Mayor to the Chamber Board.   
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