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From: Judy Leung [mailto:sljleung@hotmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2009 10:17 PM 
To: Greg Gubman 
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSE to "Site D" Specific Plan 
Importance: High 
 
I am writing to express my strong opposition to "Site D" Specific Plan. 
 
I am a resident living right at the southeast corner of Brea Canyon Road and Diamond Bar Blvd. 
This is already a very very busy corner with a lot of traffic especially during the "busy" hours ..... 
many people are driving on Brea Canyon Road commuting to and from Orange County. Air 
quality and noise level that coming from FWY 57 (that wraps around that corner) are already 
very bad.....and not even mention about how bad the traffic already is in this area. Approving 
Site D Specific Plan will definitely make the already existing problems worst. To tell you how 
bad it is.......we can't open our windows during the night as the noise level is very irritable. 
During the day time, the noise makes it very unpleasant to stay and spend time in our back 
yard. 
 
I am also very concern that the property value in our neighborhood will be greatly affected. The 
"low density" residential set up in this community is the major reason that we (and many of my 
neighbors) moved to this area. Altering the original zoning and planning for this community will 
adversely affect and permanently damage the harmony in the neighborhood. It is totally 
irresponsible to put the residents' wealth in jeopardy. 
 
Thank you for your attention to this serious matter !!! 
Diamond Bar residents, 
Siu's Family 
 

mailto:%5Bmailto:sljleung@hotmail.com%5D
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From: cchung1263@roadrunner.com [mailto:cchung1263@roadrunner.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2009 3:03 PM 
To: Greg Gubman 
Subject: Comment on the DEIR Site D Specific Plan 
 
Mr. Gubman: 
 
This email is to provide comments to the Draft EIR of Site D Specific Plan. 
 
I am in support of the development of the subject site.  I have concerns of impacts to the 
adjacent residential areas during construction.  I am therefore requesting the City to place 
additional conditions within the EIR and conditions of approval to protect the adjacent residents. 
 
My first concerns is that of initial grubbing and grading.  The initial grubbing (clearing of 
vegetation) of the site could potentially drive insects and rodents towards the residential 
properties up towards the East and North.  Relating to this concern is my concern of leaving a 
remnant of natural vegetation along Diamond Bar Boulevard at the bottom of our residential lots 
(from 2901 Diamond Ridge, 21438 Cold Spring Lane to 21482 Cold Spring Lane).  I would 
recommend that the City require the initial future developer/grader to commence grubbing 
(remove vegetation) at the bottom of the residential area first and grub towards the site, thus 
driving the insects and rodents away from the residential homes towards the LA County Flood 
Control Channel.  Also as a suggestion, the Developer should be required to install and 
maintain the landscaping and/or a meandering walkway along Diamond Bar Boulevard north to 
Cold Spring Lane (2901 Diamond Ridge).  To leave this insignificant vegetation would only 
create problems in the future in my opinion.  It would not be fair to remove a majority of natural 
habitat in the area and force the adjacent residents to accept the responsibilities of displaced 
wildlife and future declaration of the need to protect habitat.  I already feel like I am in the movie 
Caddy Shack trying to get rid of the gophers. 
 
The second concern is the hours of operation of grading and construction activities.  It is my 
understanding that grading and construction activities can occur as early as 7 a.m. six days a 
week.  I have a concern that 7 a.m. is too early being so near to residential areas and I would 
therefore recommend that such activities not occur before 8 a.m.  With Castlerock Elementary 
nearby and the proximity to residential areas, I also request full and special protection of air 
quality.  Please ensure that all dust and erosion controls measures are fully in place to protect 
our children and residents and that if it is later found not to be satisfactory, that the developer 
would be also required to mitigate with whatever means are available. 
 
My last comment is drainage.  As we live on top of a hill, this site accepts all drainage from the 
residential areas (slopes) above.  I noticed that the drainage study was based on a 50-year 
discharge.  I am curious, as the reason that a 100-year discharged was not analyzed as many 
projects use the 100-year storm discharge as the standard worse case scenario.  50-year storm 
discharge is not standard as being the worse case scenario.  As such, failure to consider worse 
case scenario could place the City at significant risk and liability if flooding and slope failures 
should occur. 
 
Again, I am not against any development.  I am respectfully requesting the City to protect 
against and minimize all impacts to the adjacent residents with not just the issues raised above, 
but with all potential issues. 
 
Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 

mailto:cchung1263@roadrunner.com
mailto:%5Bmailto:cchung1263@roadrunner.com%5D
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Christopher Chung 
21470 Cold Spring Lane 
(909) 732-3486 
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From:
To:
Sent:
Subject:

"Greg Gubman" <Greg.Gubman@ci.diamond-bar.ca.us>
"Peter Lewandowski" <environment@cox.net>
Tuesday, August 04,200910:56 AM
FW: NO on "Site D" Specific Plan

Greg Gubman
(909) 839-7065

From: Lorraine Duh [mailto:lorraine@skywellnet.com]
Sent: Tuesday, August 04, 2009 10:56 AM
To: Greg Gubman
Subject: NO on "Site D" Specific Plan

Hi Mr. Gubman,

Being a resident of City of Diamond Bar, we do concern this plan will bring the issue of traffic
congestion! air pollution! noise around the neighborhood. Also there is already a commercial lot
near by ( H mart ), some stores are vacant there.

Best Regards.

Rurng Lam Duh
2752 Wagon Train Lane
Diamond Bar

Confidential Communications

The ,information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the use of the individual or
individuals named above. If the person actually receiving this message or any other reader of the
message is not the named recipient or the employee or agent responsible to deliver it to the named
recipient, any use, dissemination, distribution, or copying of the communication is strictly prohibited. If
you have received this communication in error, please immediately destroy AND notify us by telephone at
909.839.7058.

8/26/2009
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Environmentallmp_a_c_t _S_c_ie_n_c_e_s _

From: "payam beheshti" <Iorangebleu@gmail.com>
To: <greg.gubman@ci.diamond-bar.ca.us>
Sent: Saturday, August 08,20094:12 PM
Subject: Strongly opposed to "site Oil Specific Plan

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed project on the southeast corner of Brea
Canyon Road and Diamond Bar Boulevard.

As a homeowner in the immediately impacted area and voter and taxpayer in the city of
Diamond Bar, I believe that the addition of 202 new dwelling units will significantly impact my
property value in a negative way. Not only will the addition of so many new housing units make
already existing houses less desirable to potential buyers, the increase in the amount of noise,
traffic and air pollution generated by 200 to 400 extra vehicles will lower the quality of life for
my family as well as every other resident in this area.

I respectfully ask you to reject and abandon the proposed development plans.

Sincerely,

Dr. Payam Beheshti

8/9/2009

HP_Administrator
Stamp

HP_Administrator
Stamp

HP_Administrator
Stamp

HP_Administrator
Stamp



Page 1 of 1

Environmentallmp.a.c.t .S.c.ie.n.c.e.s _

From: "alireza azizi" <alirezaazi@gmail.com>
To: <greg.gubman@cLdiamond-bar.ca.us>
Sent: Sunday, August 09,200910:04 AM
Subject: Opposed to "site 0" Specific Plan

I am writing to express my objection to the proposed project on the
southern comer of Brea Canyon Road and Diamond Bar Blvd.

As a homeowner in the immediately impacted area and voter and taxpayer
in the city of Diamond Bar, I believe that the addition of 2002 new
dwelling units will significantly impact my property in a negative
way. The new housing will increase in the amount of noise, traffic and
air pollution generated by 200 to 400 extra vehicles and will lower
the quality of life for my family and residents in this area.

I respectfully ask you to reject and abandon the proposed development
plans.

Best regards
Dr. Alireza Azizi

8/9/2009
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"Jeff Layton" <ridethevents@yahoo.com>
<greg. gubman@ci.diamond-bar.ca.us>
Sunday, August 09,2009 12:16 PM
Site D comments
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Environmentallmp_a_ct_S_c_ie_n_c_e_s _

From:
To:
Sent:
Subject:
D
Mr. Greg Gubman
Community Development Director
Diamond Bar, CA.

Re: "Site D" Meeting (Aug 3, 2009) Heritage Park Community Center

Aug 9, 2009

Sir-

I was in attendance at the "Site D" Neighborhood Forum.

I have read the Executive Summary to EIR that was handed out at thee meeting.

I live in southern Diamond Bar Approx 2 blocks from Site D. I am a 23 year resident of
Diamond Bar.

As I presented Monday night, I have 3 major concerns with the proposed land use as described as
"Alternative 5" at Site D as "show-cased" at the Meeting.

1. Increase in traffic generated by the proposed high density housing and commercial use
Plan.

1. In essence, Diamond Bar is a single traffic thoroughfare city. Because of our
geography we will always be in this condition, with Diamond Bar Blvd. our only
North / South corridor.

2. The added congestion that will be generated on the south end of town will dominate
our southern gateway to the city. Not only by the proposed added high density
housing (202 plus Units) adding 800-900 additional cars on the road per day. But
400 plus cars at rush hour. In addition, this will be the same time in many cases
where the commercial area on site D may see the most traffic (people stopping on
the way home from work). As it stand now, it is close to impossible to make a safe
left turn from Brea Canyon (during rush Hour) into the residential area via Copper
Canyon or Silver Bullet.

3. Correction of our traffic management problem has been at the center of every
Election Race in Diamond Bar for the last 20 Plus years. Are we now headed in the
opposite direction to make a buck at the cost of the residents on the south end of
Town?

2. Increased air pollution. As pointed out on Page ES-ll, Air Quality Impact will be
significant. Statements like: "Violation of air Quality Standards" and "considerable

8/9/2009
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Page 2 of2

increase in criteria pollutants" Are bone chilling and should be enough to stop the project
Alternate 5 project plan now.

<!--[if !supportLists]-->- <!--[endif]-->How can the same city that hosts the AQMD
facility consciously support a plan that increases bad air in a portion of the City that
already is severely affected by a parallel Freeway a block away from the proposed site?
Again, it can only be assumed that the intent is to maximize sale price.

3. Aesthetics. The view going North on Diamond Bar Blvd will change dramatically from the
Country Living atmosphere presented today.

<!--[if !supportLists]-->. <!--[endif]-->The Alternate 5 plan for Site D calls for some
abrupt changes to the southern Gateway to our City. In order to accommodate the large
commercial Area on the south tip of the site, the hills must be reduced to street level. In
order to achieve this and still maintain the Maximum area above the strip mall for
housing, the plan must call a huge retaining wall behind the commercial buildings similar
to the Midtown Target Location. Although the Target wall is somewhat camouflaged and
set back form the street. It is still unsightly and an eyesore. The wall that will need to be
planned at Site D will be much less pleasing and more of a focal point than the Target
Wall. The Site of it will be the first thing seen as people enter our city from the south. In
addition, the plan calls for the removal of our 75+ year old trees that border Site D's
northern flank. In all it would be a horrific site and a new lasting impression of how we
as a city chooses to represent ourselves to our residents and visitors and will be .
remembered as such.

In Summary, we all understand the need for progress. But we must remember that the city's progress
must take into account the needs and the preferences of the residents who live here, pay the taxes and
elect the officials who are supposed to represent them. A short sided plan to maximize revenue
generation at the expense of the residents (as voiced by every speaker at last Mondays meeting) is an
indication of the disdain felt by the residents that will most be affected by the proposed project.

As voiced by the majority of participants last Monday A modified plan would be more acceptable, with
the.prospect of lower density housing with the incorporation of a park so greatly needed on the southern
end of our city. As we can see by South end commercial areas, vacancies are many and are slow (years)
to fill. The last thing we need is an abandoned strip mall or another blighted center that may end up
looking like the Kmart center on the North end of Town.

Thanks for your participation and consideration.

Jeff Layton

8/912009
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Environmentallmp_a_c_t_S_c_ie_n_c_e_s _

From:
To:
Cc:

Sent:
Subject:

"Greg Gubman" <Greg.Gubman@ci.diamond-bar.ca.us>
"Peter Lewandowski" <environment@cox.net>
<David.doyle@ci.diamond-bar.ca.us>; "Mark Rogers" <markrogers@trgland.com>; "JoAnne Sturges"
<joannesturges@trgland.com>; <James. DeStefano@ci.diamond-bar.ca. us>
Monday, August 10, 2009 7:53 AM
FW: New development in south diamond bar

Greg Gubman
(909) 839-7065

From: shkib@aol.com [mailto:shkib@aol.com]
Sent: Sunday, August 09, 2009 10:33 PM
To: undisclosed-recipients
Subject: New development in south diamond bar

I heard this troubling news that there is proposal to build few hundred condos at the
corner of Brea canyon rd and Diamond bar Blvd. I'm extremely opposed to this
proposal. This will add tremendous congestion to the traffic on 57 fwy and surrounding
streets and add to the air pollution.
I live few of blocks from the proposed site and struggle with traffic in the morning and
afternoon as is.

Shahdad Shakibai
3301 Falcon Ridge Rd
Diamond Bar.

Confidential Communications

Th~ information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the use of the individual or
individuals named above. If the person actually receiving this message or any other reader of the
message is not the named recipient or the employee or agent responsible to deliver it to the named
recipient, any use, dissemination, distribution, or copying of the communication is strictly prohibited. If
you have received this communication in error, please immediately destroy AND notify us by telephone at
909.839.7058.

8/1 0/2009
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Environmentallmp_a_c_t _S_c_ie_n_c_e_s _

From:
To:
Cc:

Sent:
Subject:

"Greg Gubman" <Greg.Gubman@ci.diamond-bar.ca.us>
"Peter Lewandowski" <environment@cox.net>
"Mark Rogers" <markrogers@trgland.com>; "JoAnne Sturges" <joannesturges@trgland.com>;
<David.doyle@ci.diamond-bar.ca.us>; <James.DeStefano@ci.diamond-bar.ca.us>
Monday, August 10, 2009 5:13 PM
FW: Site D Comments

Greg Gubman
(909) 839-7065

From: Cmoeder4@aol.com[mailto:Cmoeder4@aol.com]
Sent: Monday,August 10, 20095:10 PM
To: GregGubman
Subject: Site D Comments

Hello Greg,

I attended the Site D "Neighborhood Forum" last Monday night, August 3rd, at Heritage
Park. I had a chance to voice my opinion but would like to put it in writing as you requested
we do.

On March 4, 1991, there was a meeting held to discuss these 28 acres and the statistics
from that meeting and mail received was that 85% wanted the property left as either
wilderness or a park. Only 2.5% wanted housing. What happened to that meeting
decision? When I purchased my home 36 years ago, I was told it was Walnut School
District property and would remain that way.

I have lived on Ambushers Street for 36 years. Site D property comes right up to my
backyard fence. I have had many different animals in my back yard that either live on Site
D, or use it frequently. They are: rabbits, squirrels, raccoons, skunks,
possums, and bobcats. I have also seen coyotes, egrets, and bobcats sitting on the field
embankment (behind my fence). Being an animal lover, I would hate to see 'their natural
habitat' taken from them.

Following are my other concerns:

1) Country Livinq - What is happening to Diamond Bar's 'Country Living' slogan? Is it really
that impossible to leave a section of our city untouched? The entire City Council should be
ashamed for selling out the people they represent.

2) Alternatives - I raised four kids in Diamond Bar and had to drive them to Brea for soccer
because it was closer than going to the North end for the fields. Why not make it a soccer
field or something children and families can enjoy? I also drove my kids to Brea Library
because D. Bar's library was a waste of time since it was so small. Why not a library?

3) Traffic - Traffic is my biggest concern. The City Council is constantly talking about
making the traffic in D. Bar better. That is a joke! If they build 200 homes on Site D you
can count on 400-600 cars coming in and out of that area. I pity those that live at the
north end and have to get through that every day. And what will our traffic be like if the
Stadium is built?

8/10/2009
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Page 2 of2

4) Grocerv/Druq Store? Someone on your board that night mentioned there was a need for a
grocery store and drug store. Obviously, he doesn't live in D. Bar. There is a big center with a
grocery story and Rite Aid just 1/2 mile from the site. Why would we need more stores to sit
empty? In this current economy? There are already empty stored in that center.

5) I was told that there would be a wall 85 feet back from my existing fence, and it would be 6
feet tall. I'm sorry, but 6 feet is not tall enough to prevent the noise of trucks and cars or people
from throwing trash over it. Who will maintain the property between my fence and the wall?
Sometimes I have to sleep during the day. There needs to be a sound wall along there, not just a
6 foot fence.

I know that if yourself, the representatives of the buyers, and our City Counsel members lived
where I do, they wouldn't want that behind them either. This only seems to be about money and
not what is best for Diamond Bar surroundings and residents.

Thank you for your time at the meeting and for taking my letter into consideration. Please save
the natural environment in Diamond Bar. We have so little left.

Cynthia Moeder
20937 Ambushers St.
Diamond Bar, CA 91765

Confidential Communications

The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the use of the individual or individuals
named above. If the person actually receiving this messageor any other reader of the message is not the named
recipient or the employee or agent responsible to deliver it to the named recipient, any use, dissemination,
distribution, or copying of the communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in
error, please immediately destroy AND notify us by telephone at 909.839.7058.

8/1 0/2009
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August 10, 2009 

 
Mr. Greg Gubman, ACIP 
City of Diamond Bar 
21825 Copley Drive 
Diamond Bar, CA 91765‐4178 
 

Dear Mr. Gubman, 

Thank you for hosting the neighborhood meeting on August 3rd regarding the DEIR and the Draft Site “D” Specific 
Plan. Meetings such as these can be challenging at times however it’s great to see our city government host and 
participate in open forums. 

I heard several common themes in the meeting and wanted to highlight them. 

First, I believe the challenge most of the citizens have with the Draft Site “D” Plan is the lack of a compelling vision. 
The plan is essentially “more of the same” and lacks originality or creativity. The only individual who seemed to 
have any passion about this plan was Mr. Rogers who is not a resident of Diamond Bar and seems to be out of 
touch with the needs of the community. Who is the audience for this plan? What questions does it answer? Whose 
needs are being addressed? 

Let’s start with the key stakeholders: The City Government, Walnut Valley School District & the Citizens of 
Diamond Bar. Are there any others? What are their long‐term needs? I assume the City and School District are 
looking for new revenue streams to balance future budgets. The citizens are looking for something that fits a 
perceived need and addresses existing concerns. 

Concern #1: Traffic – A solution needs to be found before any other major projects are undertaken. Diamond Bar 
Blvd and Grand Ave are used as a bypass for the 57/60 interchange during the morning & afternoon commutes. 
The citizens will have a difficult time swallowing any project that involves a growth in traffic without answers to 
the current problem. Can the City lobby the State to build new toll road bypasses? Can the City lobby for funding 
for research to develop solutions? What are all the options? Can the City get Federal Funding to build its own Toll 
Road?  

Concern #2: Commercial Space – The city has a history of empty commercial space. A Master Plan needs to address 
this underutilized space and create a long‐term solution. An example might be a major single shopping area (Kmart 
area & surrounding structures) where a large shopping area such as Brea’s Birch Street is built where you have an 
inviting environment. This stands a greater chance of drawing major retailer’s. A recent campaign to lure Trader 
Joe’s was unsuccessful due to demographics. Has the City evaluated the concerns of Trader Joe’s and initiated 
steps to address those concerns? I would assume most other major retailer’s would have similar concerns. In 
addition, the point was made that most of our community neighbor’s have already attracted major retailers. 
Would retailers even consider Diamond Bar at this point? Is anyone researching this? A different direction; perhaps 
the City could give the owners of the existing commercial areas incentives to modernize and provide attractive 
lease rates. Bottom line: Diamond Hills Plaza is a great example of half conceived strategies. The City needs to 
learn from this lesson and find ways to complete the vision. 
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Concern #3: Condos / Townhouses – This goes against several initiatives already in place. The citizens are currently 
asked to reduce their water & energy consumption. We’ve already discussed the additional traffic this project 
draws. How does building more units support these initiatives? Does the City really need more housing? In today’s 
economic climate the City is experiencing a large percentage of empty housing and/or houses that are in 
foreclosure. Building additional units is counterproductive. When the economy turns around the City still has the 
same challenges with traffic and serving the existing residents. Building additional residences only increases the 
problems of an underserved community. 

Concern #4: Community Recreation Area – Why is the City not supporting this direction? I heard several citizens 
express going to other cities due to the lack of a park / recreation area / Dog Park / walking trails / biking trails in 
the South side of Diamond Bar (myself included). How can a City Government of an affluent community view this 
as acceptable? Site “D” is one of the last major open expanses of land in Diamond Bar and would be a perfect 
location for a park. From a political standpoint it will win major points with the citizens. It addresses the concerns 
of Traffic, Noise, Resources and Beautification. It is a long‐term solution and not a short term response. Does this 
need to be designed as a money maker for both the City and the School District? If so, let’s think creatively. Could 
an entrance fee be charged to non‐residents? If a dog park was created could the city require dog permits for non‐
residents? Could the land be put in a trust and/or leased out to the city for a long period of time (99 years) so the 
School District could draw ongoing revenue? 

When the needs of the community are met then a project like the Draft Site “D” Specific Plan can be presented. Do 
not ignore the 85% of Citizens who support a park / wilderness area. The current Draft Site “D” Specific Plan is a no 
win scenario for the City Government, the School District and the Citizens. We must not accept a repeat of history.  

Thank you for your support. 

Sincerely, 

Adrian Castro, Homeowner 
21357 Ambushers St. 
Diamond Bar, CA 917665 
(909) 720‐2690 
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Environmentallmp_a_c_t _S_c_ie_n_c_e_s _

From:
To:
Cc:

Sent:

Subject:

"Greg Gubman" <Greg.Gubman@ci.diamond-bar.ca.us>
"Peter Lewandowski" <environment@cox.net>
<David.doyle@ci.diamond-bar.ca.us>; "JoAnne Sturges" <joannesturges@trgland.com>;
<James.DeStefano@ci.diamond-bar.ca.us>; "Mark Rogers" <markrogers@trgland.com>
Monday, August 10, 2009 5:35 PM
FW: Site 0

Greg Gubman
(909) 839-7065

-----Original Message-----
From: Gregory Shockley [mailto:fortshockley@earthlink.net]
Sent: Monday, August 10,20095:25 PM
To: Greg Gubman
Subject: Site D

Gregory Shockley

3711 Crooked Creek Dr.

Diamond Bar, CA 91765

Site D was acquired by Walnut Valley Unified School District, and as
such can be developed as a school site, I find it hard to believe that
transfer of the title to a commercial developer would entitle said
developer to create anything other than a school. The school board and
city council is being short sighted with this proposed development, as
the land will continue to increase in value, whether developed or not.
A development that would provide a continual stream of revenue to the
school district would provide better neighbors, and help meet the long
term needs of our local schools. And could be designed to lessen the
impact on the local residents on all issues of concern. Personally I
would prefer to see Site D left in its current state as it has no
positive or negative impact on the area, that is what we have grown
accustom to and the reason many residents live in Diamond Bar, it is
also one of the last vestiges of our rural past.

At a time when Diamond Bar residents have just received notice of a
mandatory 10% reduction in water consumption, it is incredibly
inconsistent and insensitive to consider adding any additional
residences to our community. And when air conditioners are shut off by
SCE during peak hours due to lack of available power, two hundred two
additional residences is not going to help solve the power supply, in
fact it will have quite the opposite effect.

At a time when air quality in the Diamond Bar area seems to be making

8/10/2009
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strides in a positive direction, compared to that of the nineteen
seventies, and the Draft EIR indicates that degradation to the local
air quality will be significant, even after mitigation this proposed
development doesn't seem like a very logical approach to solving the
problems of air quality in Diamond Bar.

When it takes in excess of a half an hour to get from one end of
Diamond Bar to the other due to traffic, adding additional residences
is not going to serve any Diamond Bar residents well, existing or new,
definitely a negative impact on our lifestyle. When it can take 5-10
minutes to turn onto Copper Canyon from Brea Canyon or the same time
to turn from Copper Canyon on to North bound Brea Canyon, the addition
of more vehicles in this area certainly is not going to alleviate
these problems, in fact it will have deleterious effects on the
quality of life in the south Diamond Bar. This is a problem identified
in the draft EIR and predicts poor traffic conditions in the future.
The City Council now has the opportunity assist in maintaining and
improving our environment, by choosing no improvement, or will they
choose to change our lives just for a little bit of money.

When the principle of the firm hired to perform the environmental
assessment says in a public forum that this project is problematic and
will have substantial negative impacts that cannot be mitigated,
either the city didn't hire the right firm, or the principle is being
honest, as he should. The end result is the same; it is a poorly
thought out scenario ..

Reduction in air quality, increased traffic, additional burdens on
water and electrical resources will continue long after the
construction of such a project is completed.

Even Councilmen Jack Tanaka conceded in public forum at the August 3
meeting that increased traffic was not acceptable.

It is very disturbing that the elected representatives of the
residents of Diamond Bar would choose to spend our precious city
resources on a venture that the residents have been so obviously
opposed to whenever brought up. It is equally disturbing that our
elected representatives spend hard-earned tax money to hire
individuals to perform tasks so obviously in opposition to the wishes
of the residents of Diamond Bar.

Technically if Walnut Valley School District was serious about
changing the designated use of Site D they should have done it when
the new master plan was being developed and adopted recently. It is
not like WVSD is new to Diamond Bar and Diamond Bar politics and
policies. The School District was formed long before Diamond Bar ever
thought of becoming a city, and at one time had a very healthy working
relationship with the residents it served. If this is the best we can
do, it is quite disappointing, I think we need to take a step back,
and reassess our values and definition of progress. This change will

Page 2 of3
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have long-term negative effects on our community.

Confidential Communications

The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the
use of the individual or individuals named above. If the person actually
receiving this message or any other reader of the message is not the
named recipient or the employee or agent responsible to deliver it to the
named recipient, any use, dissemination, distribution, or copying of the
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please immediately destroy AND notify us by
telephone at 909.839.7058.
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From:
To:
Cc:

Page 1 of2

Environmental Impact Sciences

"Greg Gubman" <Greg.Gubman@ci.diamond-bar.ca.us>
"Peter Lewandowski" <environment@cox.net>
"JoAnne Sturges" <joannesturges@trgland.com>; "Mark Rogers" <markrogers@trgland.com>;
<David. doyle@ci.diamond-bar.ca.us>; <James. DeStefano@ci.diamond-bar.ca.us>

Sent: Tuesday, August 11, 2009 8:12 AM
Subject: FW:

From Mary Hasegawa, 21502 Cold Spring Lane

Greg Gubman
(909) 839-7065

From: mary (mailto:mhasegawa88@verizon.net]
Sent: Monday, August 10, 20099:53 PM
To: Greg Gubman
Subject:

I strongly oppose the proposed residential and commercial tract in the vicinity of Brea Canyon
and Diamond Bar Blvds ..The proposed plan would have serious=negative repercussions for the
entire city. Diamond Bar Blvd. is the main artery for the surrounding residents. Traffic is
already congested at the intersection of Diamond Bar BI.&Brea Canyon BI. At rush hour. Two
hundred new homes and a commercial tract will add a significant increase of traffic.

I talked to the mayor at a function at Diamond Bar High School and he stated opposition to the
stadium plan ,which would add traffic to the north end of the city. Why is the mayor so quick to
approve construction of this tract on the busiest intersection in the immediate area?

The neighboring city of Rowland Heights has so much traffic that Colima Blvd.,the major
thoroughfare, suffers from severe congestion. Our city cannot make the same mistake. The noise
from the 57 freeway can be heard from out house. Construction and other forms of noise from
the tract will travel up to the neighborhood'

The hillside below will be carved up by earthmovers. What assurance do we have that will not
create movement from the displacement and creation of a newly graded area?

What is to become of the numerous animals and fauna that currently reside and occupy the
proposed building site. Do we brush them off without any care just to satisfy developers and
politicians? The area is a thriving ecosystems and will vanish.!t is home to animals such as
bobcats,racoons,coyotes,rabbits and most importantly numerous species of birds. I have seen red
tailed hawks, sparrow hawks,owls,turkey vultures .Migratory birds such as ducks have been
spotted flying low to ground through the area. I have seen these animals while walking and
living here in Diamond Bar.Recently white crane has taken residence in the area

What is the general plan for the City of Diamond Bar?Will public services such as
schools,police,and fire and infrstructure issues be impacted.! believe a public park with hiking
trails similar to Schabarum Park would best serve the residents. Heritage park is the only park we
utilize in this area.

My father,Akira Hasegawa was a Division Chief for the Los Angeles County Regional
Planning Commission. He was in charge of Community Studies enacting zonings laws and
developing feasibility studies for new and unincorporated areas in the San Gabriel Valley. He
said traffic was the biggest problem for emerging cities. His office pushed for painting all the
curbs in the City of Industry to discourage parking. Mayor Tanaka do not let our city go down the
wrong path.

8/11/2009
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Confidential Communications

The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the use of the individual or individuals
named above. If the person actually receiving this message or any other reader of the message is not the named
recipient or the employee or agent responsible to deliver it to the named recipient, any use, dissemination,
distribution, or copying of the communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in
error, please immediately destroy AND notify us by telephone at 909.839.7058.

8/11/2009

HP_Administrator
Stamp



Page 1 of 1

Environmentallmp_a_c_t_S_c_i_e_n_c_e_s'- _

From:
To:
Cc:

Sent:
Subject:

"Greg Gubman" <Greg.Gubman@cLdiamond-bar.ca.us>
"Peter Lewandowski" <environment@cox.net>
"Mark Rogers': <markrogers@trgland.com>; <James.DeStefano@cLdiamond-bar.ca.us>; "JoAnne
Sturges" <joan nestu rges@trgland.com>; <David. doyle@ci.diamond-bar.ca. us>
Wednesday, August 12, 20098:35 AM
FW: Comment on SITE '0' SPECIFIC PLAN

Greg Gubman
(909) 839-7065

From: sbn21@aol.com [mailto:sbn21@aol.com]
Sent: Tuesday, August 11, 20096:19 PM
To: Greg Gubman
Subject: Comment on SITE '0' SPECIFIC PLAN

Dear Mr. Gubman:

I'm sorry that my comment is coming late. Anyway, I think the best alternative is Public Park
Use since it is the only environmentally & socially feasible alternative that all residents in the
vicinity can unanimously agree. The public park must apply sustainable environmental practices
and focus on responsible water and energy usage as well as waste management.

With vacancies rising and job growth slowing, new commercial development is not making
sense. The "less than/potentially significa'nt" are so easily used on table ES-l to make it appears
"less severe" where in-depth quantitative study should be shown to support the DEIR. The last
meeting is full with unsatisfy residents because the presentation shows lack of environmental
concern. So I hope next time Lead Agency will come up with a better pitch to convince Diamond
Bar residents.

Please inform me of future meetings and hearings for this Site 'D' planning process. Thank you.

Solaiman Budiman
2928 Crooked Creek Drive

Diamond Bar, CA 91765

Confidential Communications

The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the use of the individual or
individuals named above. If the person actually receiving this message or any other reader of the
message is not the named recipient or the employee or agent responsible to deliver it to the named
recipient, any use, dissemination, distribution, or copying of the communication is strictly prohibited. If
you have received this communication in error, please immediately destroy AND notify us by telephone at
909.839.7058.

8/12/2009

HP_Administrator
Stamp

HP_Administrator
Stamp

HP_Administrator
Stamp

HP_Administrator
Stamp

HP_Administrator
Stamp

HP_Administrator
Stamp



HP_Administrator
Stamp

HP_Administrator
Stamp

HP_Administrator
Stamp



HP_Administrator
Stamp

HP_Administrator
Stamp

HP_Administrator
Stamp




