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projected demand on average by 33,238 acre-feet. Appendix H,
EIR at 4.9-21, 22; Appen. H.

The EIR incorrectly assumes that the Project will have no
significant impact on water supplies due to reduced residential
and commercial water use. This analysis fails to account for the
significant increase in irrigation resulting from mandatory and
incentivized agriculture as a condition of residential land use on
the same property for WC zoned land. For example, 75% of
implementing projects on sites zones WC-W must be planted
with vineyards. SWAP 1.3; EIR at 4.2-11.

In addition, the studies evaluated and referenced in Appendix H
include some dated materials from nearly a decade ago. A
proper assessment of the impact to water supply requires
updated and current data. Since the General Plan serves as the
foundation for all future development, ensuring that adequate
water is available should be addressed at the earliest time from
a CEQA perspective.

2. Impact to Water Quality based on Increased Nitrate Concentrations.

The EIR acknowledges that leaching of nitrate to groundwater
can be a threat to public health but fails to identify how this will
be mitigated to insignificance. EIR at 4.9.19. Recent studies
from the University of California, Davis outline best
management techniques that can be adopted to reduce
increased nitrate loads.

To protect against these long-term impacts to water quality,
management measures and recommended practices for
reducing nitrate to groundwater from crop operations should be
analyzed and implemented. Further, any infrastructure
development necessary for water supply should include
recycled water with sufficient treatment to eliminate additional
nitrates (such as reverse osmosis). The cost of such treatment
is not included in the EIR analysis.

3. Impact of Increased Labor Force.

The EIR and Project Plan did not address the availability of low
income or worker housing to accommodate the increased labor
force traditionally drawn to low pay agricultural or hospitability
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jobs. Workers must have affordable, accessible housing;
whether it is provided by employers or not. In the absence of
policies designed to accommodate a greater labor force, labor
camps or tent cities may result. This was the case in Duroville
in the east Coachella Valley. We urge the Planning
Commission to contact the Coachella Valley Association of
Governments to draw upon their analysis and recommendation
for housing migrant labor.

The EIR did not take these environmental justice issues into
consideration For example, the Proposed Wine Country
Zoning allows for farm employee housing after a conditional
use permit (“CUP”) is obtained. However, this plan depends on
the willingness of farm owners to proactively build housing that
rarely occurs.

CURE requests that the impact of increased labor be
considered and analyzed, and that the County draw upon
experiences in other areas such as Coachella Valley for
militating against the impacts of increased migrant workers in a
particular area.

As proposed, the Community Plan would result in significant adverse
environmental, social and health impacts that have not been adequately
identified, assessed or mitigated in the Environmental Impact Report. CURE
requests that the County evaluate these impacts in more detail prior to
making a final environmental determination or proceeding with the Project
Plan.

Respectfully yours,

Nicole S. Martin
CITIZENS UNITED FOR RESOURCES AND
THE ENVIRONMENT, INC.



Calvary Chapel Bible Fellowship 

Religious Land Use & Institutionalized 
Persons Act  
(“RLUIPA”) 



From: Joseph Kraatz [mailto:plantnut@cox.net]  
Sent: Monday, August 20, 2012 5:41 PM 
To: Info Faith-Freedom 
Subject: churches in wine country 
 
There is absolutely no reason for churches in the wine 
country.   Forcing your religious beliefs on the pristine 
wine country is disgusting.  You have plenty of places to 
build churches in Temecula.   The wine country doesn't 
need all your traffic.   Go find someplace else to build 
your church.  Joe,  Oceanside 

 

mailto:plantnut@cox.net�


RLUIPA 

• UNANUMOUSLY PASSED BY THE U.S. CONGRESS 

 

• RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS AND ASSEMBLIES 

MUST BE TREATED ON “EQUAL TERMS” TO NON 

RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS  AND ASSEMBLIES 

42 USC 2000cc 



LEONESS CELLARS WEDDING 

COST ≈ $15,000.00 



PONTE FAMILY ESTATE 
COST ≈ $13,500.00 



CALLAWAY VINEYARD & WINERY 
COST ≈ $16,200.00 



MOUNT PALOMAR WINERY 
BUILDING INDUSTRY ASSOCIATION'S ANNUAL SUMMER EVENT 



• MISSION 
– SITV's mission is to build and maintain a classical 

theatrical company of such excellence that it shall 
overflow its local boundaries, thus creating a 
renowned artistic center in the Temecula Valley; 
strives to develop and preserve in our citizenry a 
life-long need to cherish the arts; believes in 
constantly seeking to present work of the highest 
quality and in offering company members, 
audiences and students the richest possible 
learning experiences. 

SHAKESPEARE IN THE VINES 



MOUNT PALOMAR WINERY 



MONTE DE ORO WINERY & VINEYARDS 



LONGSHADOW RANCH WINERY 



VARIETY OF ASSEMBLIES  



MAURICE CAR’RIE VINEYARD & 
WINERY 



WILSON CREEK WINERY & VINEYARDS 



THINGS TO REMEMBER 
• Equal Treatment/Equal Terms 
• Development and Design 

Standards Control Aesthetics 
• Setbacks Limit Any Potential for 

Conflicts 
• Waiver of Objections to ABC 

Licenses 



Impact of Incompatible Uses on Wine Country Plan 



Federal State County 

WINEGROWERS 



 Federal: TTB (Alc. & Tobacco Tax & Trade 
Bureau) 
 Permits, Labeling & Excise Taxes 

 
 State: 
 Licensing, Marketing and Restrictions 

 
 County: 
 Zoning Restrictions 



This division is  … for the protection of the 
safety, welfare, health, peace, and morals of 
the people of the State … to promote 
temperance in the use and consumption of 
alcoholic beverages. It … involves in the highest 
degree the economic, social, and moral well-
being and the safety of the State and of all its 
people. All provisions of this division shall be 
liberally construed for the accomplishment of 
these purposes. 



WINEGROWERS 

1. Schools 
2. Churches 

RETAIL LICENSEE 

1. Schools 
2. Hospitals 
3. Public playgrounds 
4. Nonprofit Youth 

Facilities 
5. Churches 

 

Thou shall not be too close to … 



Location Restrictions 



 (d) The department may, if it shall 
determine for good cause that the 
granting of any such privilege would be 
contrary to public welfare or morals, 
deny the right to exercise any on-sale 
privilege … which is within 200 feet of a 
school or church... 



Location Restrictions 



TYPE 20 LICENSE 

 Small & Virtual Wineries, 
Wineries Just Starting or 
Selling 3rd Party Wine. 
 

Examples: 
 Wilson Creek (now 02) 
 Mapes Cellars 
 Cowper Family Vineyards & 

Wine 
 Thornton Winery 

TYPE 42, 47, 67 LICENSE 

 Hotels, Restaurants with 
Full Bar, Bed & Breakfasts, 
etc. 
 

Examples: 
 Ponte Vineyard Inn (47) 
 Inn & Europa Village (67) 



 (a) The Department may refuse the issuance 
… of any retail license for premises located 
within the immediate vicinity of churches 
and hospitals. 
 

 400 Feet within “immediate vicinity” 
 Reimel v. Alcoholic Beverage Control Appeals Bd. 

(App. 1 Dist. 1967) 255 Cal.App.2d 40 
 



 (b) … refuse the issuance … located 
within at least 600 feet of schools and 
public playgrounds or nonprofit youth 
facilities, including, but not limited to, 
facilities serving Girl Scouts, Boy 
Scouts, or Campfire Girls. 



200’ 
Churches 
Schools 

400’ 
Hospitals 
Churches 

600’ 
Schools 

Youth Facilities 
Playgrounds 

 



Location Restrictions 



 The county agricultural commissioner 
may apply Section 11503 to the 
agricultural use of any pesticide for 
agricultural production within one-
quarter mile of a school with respect to 
the timing, notification, and method of 
application.   



 
“no foliar applications of pesticides 

are allowed within ¼ mile and no 
aircraft applications of pesticides 

are allowed within ½ mile of a 
school in session.” 

 
 Riv. County. Ag Comm. Rule 



VINEYARDS 
EVENING - 11 AM 

SCHOOLS 
7 AM - 3 PM 

Ag. Spraying 



 

¼ Mile = 
125 Acres 
 
½ Mile = 
502 Acres 

 
 



Federal Law Allows Restrictions 



 RLUIPA  
 Substantial Burden Clause  
▪ No “individualized assessments”. 
▪ Prohibition is only within Plan area. 
▪ Less than 1/2% of County affected. 

 Equal Protection Clause 
▪ “Regulatory Purpose” must be legitimate 
▪ Issuance of Liquor Licenses (Centro Familiar v. City of 

Yuma) 
▪ Protection of Agriculture (Williamson Act) 

 



 
… Incidental commercial uses, such as 

restaurants, delicatessens, hotels, resorts, 
and special occasion facilities, shall be 
authorized only when they are secondary, 
and directly related to, winery operations as 
defined in the following sections. [ADD] All 
uses which would impair issuance of liquor 
licenses under California law or agricultural 
cultivation shall be prohibited. 



 

Public Testimony for Wine Country Community Plan  
 

Received between August 21, 2012 (4:00 PM)‐September 24, 2012 (12:00 PM) 
 

Policy Related Comments   

Date Received  From  Affiliation 

Support for Calvary Church/Places of religious worship in the Community Plan 

8/21/2012  Allyson Smith    

8/21/2012  Drucilla Martin    

8/21/2012  Joan Pernicano    

8/21/2012  Supt. James E. Mason, M.A  Imani Temple of Temecula Church of 
God of Christ 

8/21/2012  Patrick & Sherrie Nalty    

8/21/2012  Sophia Nalty    

8/21/2012  Stephen E. Sioco    

8/21/2012  Ted Leavenworth    

8/22/2012  Beverly Hatch    

8/22/2012  Carol Jones    

8/22/2012  Clare McGrew    

8/22/2012  Melissa Landis, Landis Family  Resident 

8/22/2012  Rachel Stevens    

8/22/2012  Simon Melendres, Pastor  Templo Roca Firme 

8/23/2012  Cynthia Kates    

8/23/2012  Connie H.    

8/23/2012  Ivette Calhoun    

8/23/2012  Janet Wilber    

8/23/2012  Susan Eyer‐Anderson, D.V.M.    

8/29/2012  Coppergirls    

9/19/2012  Val Browne    

9/22/2012  Scott and Lorie Holman    

9/22/2012  Keith Still    

8/21/12‐
9/19/12 

Additional 57 signed  petitions, emails, and 
letters 

Residents and Calvary Church 
Members 

Support for the proposed Community Plan and preserving area from incompatible uses  

8/21/12  Cynthia McCoy  Resident 

8/21/12  Meri Rosa‐Pyrce  Resident 

8/21/12  John Falkstein   

8/22/12  Chuck Brood   

8/22/12  Jon McPherson  Master Winemaker, South Coast 
Winery 

8/22/12  Susanne and Tom Campbell  Property Owner 

9/04/12  David Barnes, also request additional 
language for other agriculture uses 

Crows Pass Farm 



 
9/17/12  Chuck and Sally Wing  Resident 

9/20/12  Rebecca Crook  Member of RCHA 

9/20/12  Chuck Tobin  VDC  Advisory Committee Member 

9/22/12  Elin Motherhead  Equestrian/Riding Club Member  

Development Standards 

8/23/12, 
9/18/12 

Laurie Staude  Resident 

 

Boundary Modification Comments 

Date Received  From  Request 

8/20/12  Michele A Staples, Jackson DeMarco Tidus 
& Peckenpaugh, A Law Corporation 
representing the Corona Family Limited 
Partnership  

Estate Density Residential‐Winery 
Overlay or exclusion from Community 
Plan 

8/21/12  Andrew Rauch‐ representing Firooz Family  Exclusion from the Community Plan 
Boundary 

8/21/12  Richard F. Jones, Jr  Exclusion from the Community Plan 
Boundary and suggested revisions to 
development standard  
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 7:14 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: Overturn the ban against churches and allow Calvary Chapel to expand

 
 

From: Allyson Smith [mailto:allysons@cox.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2012 9:11 PM 
To: Stark, Mary; Buster, Bob; Tavaglione, John; Stone, Jeff; district4@rcbos.org; Ashley, Marion 
Subject: Overturn the ban against churches and allow Calvary Chapel to expand 
 
Dear Ms. Mary Stark and Riverside County Supervisors, 
  
Please overturn the ban against churches in Riverside County and allow Calvary Chapel to expand. In expanding 
Temecula Wine Country from 7,000 acres to over 18,990 acres, you certainly have room for many houses of worship. It is 
entirely unfair, unAmerican, and prejudicial keep churches out of the wine country. Please do what is right and fair, and 
uphold religious freedom by including churches in Temecula Wine Country. 
  
If you do not, then I will avoid coming to the area in the future. I was just there in May but unaware of the ban. Now that I 
am aware of it, if it continues to stand, I refuse to patronize any Temecula Wine Country vintners. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Allyson Smith 
El Cajon, CA  
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 8:38 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: 

 
 

From: Drucilla Martin/Vendegna [mailto:drufaith@gmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2012 5:07 PM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject:  
 
Please, think hard concerning this ruling.... We must not forget our freedoms in this great nation.... Let them 
build their house of worship!! 
                                                                                                                                                                                    
                                       dru 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 7:16 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: Religious Freedom

 
 

From: Joan Pernicano [mailto:jpernicano@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2012 9:12 PM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject: Religious Freedom 
 
This ban is unconstitutional.  This is NOT what our founding fathers were thinking about when they wanted 
separation of church and state.   
It was to protect churches FROM the state NOT the other way around.  I agree with CCBF and Supervisor Jeff 
Stone “when he stated in a letter written on January 25, 2010,  
“houses of worship and schools are the backbone of any community”. And “I support churches locating in the 
wine country and in fact, in any zone,  
and will do everything in my power to see that this is overturned”.”   
  
You have awakened “the sleeping giant” and we are not going to allow our religious freedom to be trampled on 
by godless bureaucrats who have forgotten how they got into positions of power.  
As Martin Luther King so famously said, “we shall overcome” and we’ll start by “throwing the bums out!”  
Every seat IS the people’s seat. 
  
Joan Pernicano 
San Diego, CA 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 7:18 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: Proposed Wine Country Plan

 
 

From: PS Nalty [mailto:muspreach1@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2012 11:27 PM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Cc: Buster, Bob; Tavaglione, John; Stone, Jeff; district4@rcbos.org; Ashley, Marion 
Subject: Proposed Wine Country Plan 
 
To: The Planning Commissioner’s of Riverside County 

We understand that houses of worship and private schools are not included in the new Wine Country  
Plan. We respectfully request that you add religious institutions and private schools to this plan. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Patrick & Sherrie Nalty 
 
31885 Silkvine Dr 
Winchester CA 92596 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 7:18 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: Proposed Wine Country Plan

 
 

From: Sophia Nalty [mailto:sophianalty@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2012 11:30 PM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Cc: Buster, Bob; Tavaglione, John; Stone, Jeff; district4@rcbos.org; Ashley, Marion 
Subject: Proposed Wine Country Plan 
 
To: The Planning Commissioner’s of Riverside County 

I understand that houses of worship and private schools are not included in the new 
Wine Country  
Plan. I respectfully request that you add religious institutions and private schools to this 
plan. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sophia Nalty 
 
31885 Silkvine Dr 
Winchester CA 92596 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 7:14 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: New Wine Country Plan

 
 

From: rizty [mailto:riztys@gmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2012 7:52 PM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject: New Wine Country Plan 
 
Please include religious institutions and private schools in the New Wine Country Plan. 
 
Thank you for your attention. 
 
Stephen E. Sioco 
34706 Foxberry Road 
Winchester, CA 92596 
 
--  
 

" He has shown you, O man, what is good; And what does the LORD require of you But to do justly, To love 
mercy, And to walk humbly with your God?" 
Micah 6:8 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 7:19 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: New Wine Country plan

 
 

From: beverlyhatch@earthlink.net [mailto:beverlyhatch@earthlink.net]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2012 5:07 AM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject: New Wine Country plan 
 
 
Please include religious institutions and private schools in the new Wine Country plan.  This will help the area prosper 
economically as well as spiritually and culturally. 
  
Beverly Hatch 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 7:16 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: New Wine Country Plan

 
 

From: Ted Leavenworth [mailto:tedreliance@gmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2012 10:21 PM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject: New Wine Country Plan 
 
Attention Planning Commission: 
 
Please include religious institutions and private schools in the New Wine Country Plan. 
 
Respectfully, 
Ted Leavenworth - South Temecula Resident 



1

From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 8:30 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: Wine Country Freedom

 
 

From: Carol Jones [mailto:cjones0377@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2012 2:02 PM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject: Wine Country Freedom 
 
Mr. Stark, 
  
I saw this article on Air1.com and wonder - since I live in Southeast Texas, does my support count in 
California?  
  
Also, I am a Christain and even so, I am ashamed at how many other Christians treat people and respond to non 
Christian circumstances. It is sad to think what Christians are doing to cause so many non Christians to despise 
us. It's no wonder they don't want us around. We most certainly do not need to support things which are against 
God, but we do not need to condemn either- that is not our place, and it pushes people away from God rather 
than draw them near. I think this is just as an important issue to address as not being aloud to build Church 
buildings and have house worship and private schools, do you agree? 
Sincerely, 
Carol Jones 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 8:33 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: please allow religious institutions and private schools in Temecula's winecountry.

 
 

From: Clare McGrew [mailto:clareshorses@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2012 7:40 PM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject: please allow religious institutions and private schools in Temecula's winecountry. 
 
I am afraid of what interests are at play here. Enough is enough of anti‐ Christianity. Of course the winecountry was after 
the churches. Why ban churches, where community becomes strong and healthy and children learn morality. 
Please…Thank you Clare McGrew 



1

From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 7:19 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: Temecula Wine Country "Community" Plan

 
 

From: Melissa Landis [mailto:melissalandis42@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2012 6:58 AM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject: Temecula Wine Country "Community" Plan 
 

Dear Riverside County Planning Commission, 

I am writing you to ask that you would please include religious institutions and private schools in the New Wine 
Country Plan.   

I am a resident of wine country, a mother of two boys, and PTA President at my youngest son's elementary 
school.  My husband is a firefighter.  My children attend the youth group and children ministries at Calvary 
Chapel Bible Fellowship.  My husband and I attend services at Calvary Chapel Bible Fellowship twice per week 
and I attend a women's bible study once per week.  As you can see, as residents of wine country, our house of 
worship is an integral part of our family.   

Our church is teaching us to be the kind of citizens that God would want us to be as we are taught from the 
Bible each time we attend any type of service at Calvary Chapel Bible Fellowship.  I would think that a 
community, as a whole, is better when you have citizens that are God fearing people residing in them.  The 
same citizens who faithfully pay their taxes, keep their property in compliance with all laws, and, in general, 
abide by the laws set forth within the community.  As a resident of this community, we deserve to have places 
of worship included as they represent the institutions that are a vital to any true "community".    

I ask again, that you would please include religious institutions and private schools in the New Wine Country 
Plan. 

Sincerely, 

The Landis Family 
Melissa Landis 
36275 Alta Mesa Court 
Temecula, CA  92592 
(951) 302-8559 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 8:29 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: Churches and religious freedom

 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Rachel Stevens [mailto:cuttingsoup@roadrunner.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2012 8:38 AM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject: Churches and religious freedom 
 
Good morning, 
 
May you be touched this morning at the hearing in a real way. I pray that you will realize 
the importance of churches in the community and lift the ban. More than one group of people 
should have a say about the community in which they live. I stand with The Barn church And 
support religious freedom ‐ especially in Wine country.  
 
Best,  
Rachel  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 7:17 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: everyone likes wine

 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Cynthia [mailto:wsl‐titanic@earthlink.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2012 11:25 PM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject: everyone likes wine 
 
My name is Cynthia Kates 
 
Most people love wine and most people are religious.  I am not sure why you feel that you 
should be able to stop churches from being built   
in the area.  Its one thing if it was private property, but its not.    
You are elected by the people to allow people to do this things they want to not to prohibit. 
People should be able to get to church within reason from where they live‐especially with gas 
prices getting so high and so many cities forcing people out of their cars (so we can save 
the frogs or whatever).  It would be good for you to reconsider the cities position on this 
because you know this is not going to go away.  These religions have been around long before 
you were and long after you will be gone.  You dont want to waste your time fighting a losing 
battle do you? 



1

From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 7:13 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: wine country

 
 

From: Connie [mailto:connie_121@verizon.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2012 5:33 PM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject: wine country 
 
Hello Mary,   
 
            Too all who need to know , I am in disagreement to this appaling act of no other churches in Wine County…or 
schooling.  This is not acceptable …  
 

Connie H. 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 9:02 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: Wine Country Freedom

 
 

From: Ivette Calhoun [mailto:uvacalhoun@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 8:38 AM 
To: Stark, Mary; Buster, Bob; Tavaglione, John; Stone, Jeff; district4@rcbos.org; Ashley, Marion 
Subject: Wine Country Freedom 
 
To whom it may concern: 
  
Please include Religious institutions and private schools in the New Wine Country Plan. 
  
  
First Amendment - Religion and Expression 
Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise 
thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the people peaceably to 
assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress of grievances.  
  
  
Thanks, 
Ivette Calhoun 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 5:13 PM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: Constituent Phone Call RE: Wine Country Community Plan

I received a call today from Janet Wilber .  She would like you to add her name in support of churhes  
and schools. 
 

Mary C. Stark 
TLMA Commission Secretary 
Riverside County Planning Department 
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92501 
(951) 955-7436 Direct 
(951) 955-1881 Fax 
mcstark@rctlma.org 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Monday, August 27, 2012 7:09 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: Wine Country Plan

 
 

From: Susan Eyer-Anderson [mailto:drsues@directv.net]  
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 9:47 PM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject: Wine Country Plan 
 

Mary Stark, Planning Commission Secretary 

County of Riverside Administrative Center 

4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor 

P.O. Box 1409, 

Riverside, CA 92502 

  

Could you please  let the following Commissioners read this letter?   

  

cc: Commissioner John Roth, 1st District 

Commissioner John Snell, 2st District 

Commissioner John Petty, 3rd District 

Commissioner Jim Porras, 4th District 

Commissioner Jan Zuppardo, 5th District 

  

RE: Proposed Wine Country Plan 
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To: The Planning Commissioner’s of Riverside County 

  

I understand that houses of worship and private schools are not included in the new Wine Country 
Plan. I respectfully request that you add religious institutions and private schools to this plan. 

Okay...that was the canned part of the letter. (And it is a sincere request)....Here is the heartfelt, 
blatant rest of the letter: 

  

I was at the hearing yesterday on the 22nd. I sat through the whole thing...which really does give me 
a lot of respect for the commissioners who have to do this on a regular basis. 

I heard a lot of people...both winery owners and employees express anger and come up with 
reasons as to why they do not want the Church... or it’s proposed school...  included in the Wine 
Country Plan. Mainly what I heard were 3 arguments:  

1. The church and its school are incompatible uses and do not preserve the agriculture theme 

2. The risk of lawsuit of insecticide spraying near a school is unacceptable  

3. Concerns about increased traffic from the school 

My thoughts: 

1.    Aren’t there churches in Europe that co-exist well among the wineries? In the Champagne 
growing region in France I know of at least one instance where there was a church. It was also was 
a winery.. (a monastery) that produced Dom Perringnon champagne. I believe it also had a school? 

No, I think the church and it’s school are not "incompatible" with the wineries... especially if the 
church plants 75% of its property with vineyards, and sells the grapes to the wineries. 

2.   The risk of insecticide spraying is mainly while "school is in session"... so why not have a 
"spray day" so that the kids stay home if the insecticides have to be sprayed during school hours 
(most of the spraying..if at all...has to be done at night, and before the winds pick up in the 
morning). This "risk" argument does not really seem like a sound one to me..in that there are kids 
and other people who live in the wine country and are there at night every night, all year ‘round. If 
the risks were really that significant...why are the residents not notified each time the wineries 
spray? What about the winery employees and patrons of the wineries?? People driving by during 
spraying? 

There are set backs that the planners can require that could make this doable. I would suggest 
having the church put the school "up front" by Rancho California road in the existing smaller 
buildings (which would make it further away from Faulkner and further away from spraying)...and 
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have them build a beautiful sanctuary that looks like a winery on the area nearest Faulkner..that 
would actually be a thing of beauty and only be used once a week or so. It could even be made to 
look like an old European church or winery. 

Getting back to the matter of risks... I heard that some of these wineries are actually allowing 
people to come ride their horses there and drink wine...and actually condoning and encouraging it. I 
find that absolutely unbelievable. I am a veterinarian. I advise against this practice. NOW. Alcohol 
and horses do not mix. This is a recipe for disaster. I know of people personally who have been 
killed doing this. Let me repeat myself. If you allow or condone people who have been 
partaking of alcohol to get on horses and ride... you will have a fatality or life-changing injury 
at some point within 5 years. You will also have a lawsuit. This is not a matter of "if" it is a 
matter of "when". This is especially true for the general public who ride rental horses as wineries. I 
cannot believe that the winery owners, and the county, and anyone else concerned, would even 
dream of allowing this to occur on wine country property. The risk for a lawsuit in this situation is 
exponentially higher than one from a possible spray incident at a church school. Hearing wineries 
express fear of lawsuit from the church students, and turn a blind eye to this kind of risk is sadly 
laughable. (I do believe that the trail network is a great project, and commend you on that 
aspect...and plan on riding our horses on it someday...so please do not intertwine the two activities. 
I am simply advising not to allow people to drink and ride...and the trails should avoid the general 
winery public/traffic,,by at least 200 ft.. to minimize spooking the horses and showing a reasonable 
attempt to protect the riders). 

This brings me to my third topic...traffic. 

3.     The traffic that would come from the school..I believe.. is negligible (at 9:00am and again at 
3:00pm weekdays) compared to the HUGE burden of traffic I have seen in the 20 years I have been 
living in/near the wine country.  

Let’s also discuss the QUALITY of the traffic, vs quantity. 

The traffic we see as residents or people commuting home via Rancho California rd is 
HORRENDOUS, compared to how it used to be prior to all the wineries going in. And yes, people 
ARE intoxicated when they are driving to and from wineries.  

They drive erratically, do not signal, and are very very slow and inconsiderate. We as residents 
know that there is a blind eye turned to this by the police and the county...and we think this is 
because there is a lot at stake financially for these wineries, and they bring a lot of taxable revenue 
in for the city and county. Therefore, we feel unprotected and without a voice. That is the 
general consensus of the residents in the area. We simply avoid Rancho California rd on the 
weekends for this reason. It is dangerous and very annoying. (Not to mention during the Balloon 
and Wine festival). Let me ask you, though...aren’t the wineries legally responsible for these people 
drinking and driving? Isn’t that another lawsuit waiting to happen? 

My husband had the unfortunate experience recently of pulling up behind a purple limousine at a 
stop-sign on Rancho Calif rd....just in time to see the back window roll down and a woman vomit 
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out of it down the side of the limo. Isn’t that lovely? Yes, the wineries do bring their flaws and 
blemishes...but we residents also know that in these hard times, businesses need to survive, and we 
support them anyway. Yes, in spite of all of this, I do support the wine country plan. 

Well, I will leave you with that nice visual, and hope that this letter has somehow given you more 
food for thought!  

Thank you for your consideration :) 

Sincerely, 

Susan Eyer-Anderson, D.V.M. 

  

_____________________________________ 

39201 San Ignacio rd 

Hemet, Ca. 92544 

(951)970-2252 



1

From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Wednesday, August 29, 2012 2:38 PM
To: Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: Wine Country vs. Calvary Chapel

  

From: coppergirls [coppergirls@verizon.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 29, 2012 2:32 PM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject: Wine Country vs. Calvary Chapel 

To:  John Roth, John Snell, John Petty, Jim Porras, Jan Zuppardo 
  
I attended the morning portion of the Wine Country vs Calvary Chapel meeting on Aug 22 at the Temecula City Hall.  All I 
can say “IS THIS AMERICA” 
I was appalled that approving a Christian School is even an issue.  How dare these Wineries have the power to deny a 
Christian School.  I wonder 
what would have happened if the muslims wanted to build a mosque in their precious area.   
  
How dare the wineries have any power to deny something so sorely needed in this country. You would like to think they 
would be proud to support and be honored that the Calvary Chapel wants to invest so much money and effort to 
provide a Christian Education to 125 children.  All this effort to deny 125 children, do we not have more important issues 
to battle? The public schools are nothing but liberal institutions run by the unions to  brainwashing our youth and yet 
they get approval.   The Christian values are being attacked from every angle and yet if it were muslims wanting to build 
a mosque everyone would be kissing their asses. 
  
America is a Christian Country and we must fight to protect that and fight to destroy the power hold of the Gangster 
Unions, Liberals and traitors like Obama.  I hope you tell the greedy single minded Wineries to go blow sand.  I will no 
longer take guests to these wineries.   
  
  
  

AVOID MONSTANTO POISENING GMO'S VOTE YES ON PROP 37 
Beware the government snoops on your emails and phone calls. The exact size and scope of the 
undercutting of our right to privacy, extends beyond your wildest imagination. 
OBUMMER  AND ALL HIS AMERICAN DESTROYING LIBERAL COMMUNIST DEMOCRATS 
MUST BE DEFEATED.  DEFEND AMERICA, DUMP HUSSEIN! 
Those who expect to reap the blessings of freedom, must, like men, undergo the fatigue of supporting it. 
"Thomas Paine" 
\SAVE AMERICA STOP AGENDA 21!  Remove ICLEI - Smart Grids & Fema Camps are being built 
now! 
WATCH!    http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=TzEEgtOFFlM 

Click to give free food and care with just a click -  http://www.theanimalrescuesite.com 

Sir Winston Churchill "Individual Moslems may show splendid qualities, but the influence of the religion 
paralyses the social development of those who follow it".     
www.obsessionthemovie.com         
www.christianaction.org  For truth about the terrorsim from Islam in America.  
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 http://www.islamreview.com/  The Islamic Strategies and The Christian 
Response. 

Political correctness is a suppression of free speech. 
THE BATTLE TO TAKE BACK OUR GOVERNMENT IS NOT OVER 
  

Greatest man in History, named Jesus, had no servants, yet they called Him Master. 
Had no degree, yet they called Him Teacher. Had no medicines, yet they called Him 
Healer. He had no army, yet kings feared Him. He won no military battles, yet he 
conquered the world. He committed no crime, ...yet hey crucified....Him. He was buried 
in a tomb, yet He lives today. 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, September 20, 2012 9:11 AM
To: Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Cc: Coyle, Frank
Subject: Wine Country Constituent Phone Call

I received a phone call on September 19, 2012 at 4:55 p.m.  from Vale Browne who lives in Murrieta.  She wanted to 
verbally comment in support of Calvary Chapel and their school.  She made the following points: 
 

 Keep children’s schools in the same area as the parents and their homes. 

 The church has been there for so long, why should they move. 

 She has checked other agricultural areas and they have schools. 

 She doesn’t see the potential hazards to the school. 

 She doesn’t see other churches coming into the area. 
 
In general, the Planning Commission should allow the church and school in the area. 
 

Mary C. Stark 
TLMA Commission Secretary 
County Administrative Center 
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92501 
(951) 955‐7436 
mcstark@rctlma.org 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2012 7:13 AM
To: Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: In Care of Mary Stark: New Wine Country Plan

 
 

Mary C. Stark 
TLMA Commission Secretary 
County Administrative Center 
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92501 
(951) 955‐7436 
mcstark@rctlma.org 
 

From: Scott Holman [mailto:godspeedevents@verizon.net]  
Sent: Saturday, September 22, 2012 9:36 AM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject: In Care of Mary Stark: New Wine Country Plan 
 
Mary,   
Please consider including religious institutions and private schools in the New Wine Country Plan.  
Thank you for this consideration. 
Scott and Lorie Holman 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2012 7:14 AM
To: Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: wine country freedom

 
 

Mary C. Stark 
TLMA Commission Secretary 
County Administrative Center 
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92501 
(951) 955‐7436 
mcstark@rctlma.org 
 

From: Keith Still [mailto:music.guy77@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Saturday, September 22, 2012 12:28 PM 
To: Buster, Bob; Tavaglione, John; Stone, Jeff; district4@rcbos.org; Ashley, Marion 
Cc: Stark, Mary; Mehta-Cooper, Mitra 
Subject: wine country freedom 
 
Hello, 
  
 I am writing to express my strong conviction regarding Temecula Wine Country's bann against the building of 
churches and private schools. I believe this to be a violation of our constitutional freedom. Please include 
religious institutions and private schools in the New Wine Country Plan. Thank you for your consideration of 
this matter. 
  
  
Keith Still 
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From: Cindy [czomccoy@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2012 10:42 PM
To: Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh; Mehta-Cooper, Mitra
Subject: Wine Country Preservation

DO NOT INCLUDE 

RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS IN THE NEW WINE COUNTRY PLAN. 

  
The Wine Country Community Plan states: 
  
"Mission Statement  
 

The mission and vision of the Riverside County Wine Country Community Plan is to preserve vineyard lands 
and to create an environment that encourages development of wineries with the goal of making the Temecula 
Valley Southern California Wine Country known and respected worldwide, while maintaining the quality of life 
for residential communities and the equestrian lifestyle within and around it." 

I do not support the expansion of Calvary Chapel Bible Fellowship.  This development does not encourage 
preservation of vineyard lands that are unique to The Inland Empire for Temecula Wine Country.  I am a 
resident of Temecula and have enjoyed this unique enviroment since 1995.   

Calvary Chapel has aquired land to meet the goals of their agenda that does not include the best interest of the 
environment and the community.  I am disgusted by the proganda and the petition statements presented by 
supporters of this religious institution that fails to present the facts about this issue.  I am a resident of this 
community and I am aware of the facts, especially as a supporter of the Christian Faith and The Bible. 

Thank you, 

Cynthia McCoy 

31350 Congressional Dr., Temecula CA 92591 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 7:17 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: Letter for Planning Committee - Wine Country Church Expansion
Attachments: Letter Regarding Calvary Expansion 8-21-2012.docx

 
 

From: Meri Rosa-Pyrce [mailto:merirosa@verizon.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2012 10:21 PM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject: Letter for Planning Committee - Wine Country Church Expansion 
 

Hello Ms. Stark, 
 
Can you please see that my attached letter gets forwarded to each of the members of the Planning Committee.  
 
I appreciate your time and effort.  Please let me know if there are any questions.  Thank you. 
 
Warmest Regards, 
 
Meri Rosa-Pyrce 
951-677-3617 home 
951-551-6374 cell 



Church Expansion 
 
My name is Meri Rosa-Pyrce.  I am not a winery owner nor am I a parishioner of the Calvary 
Bible Chapel Fellowship Church.  I am just an average citizen that has no monetary affiliation 
with the parties that are in dispute.  I am, however, a very faithful and spiritual individual and 
teach my children to be the same.  I believe and worship God every day.  I am by no means anti-
God or anti-worship.  Please understand this, as this is very important.   
 
My husband and I own property in the Temecula Wine Country.  We purchased our land for our 
family (we have 2 children, ages 15 and 13) because we absolutely adore and appreciate the 
beauty, quaintness and stress-relief Wine Country has to offer.  Whenever we travel down 
Rancho California Road and pass Butterfield Road, I automatically get a sense of peace and 
tranquility as I set my eyes on the vines and their beauty and breathe in the aromas of the 
vineyards.  For me, it is pure joy and such a wonderful feeling that takes me away from the 
hustle and bustle of everyday life.  What a glorious treasure we have in our own backyard.  We 
are very fortunate.  
  
I write to you today in opposition of allowing the Calvary Bible Chapel Fellowship Church to 
expand its current facility in Wine Country.  I have no idea why a church would want to have its 
place of worship located in the middle of an area that is designated for wine production and 
clientele that drink alcohol.  It doesn’t appear to be a perfect fit, but more of an obvious oddity.  
It is not called "Amusement Park Country", "Sports Country", "School Country", "Suburbia 
Country", "Church Country" or "Corporate Country”.  It is called "Wine Country", and it is 
called this for a reason…for the rolling hills of planted vines and wineries scattered throughout.  
This is what makes the area so precious, unique and desirable.  The wineries fit in.  It is the 
wineries that spend a lot of money to maintain the vines, which in turn keeps the beauty of the 
area alive and vibrant.  It is the wineries that make the wine that attracts people from all over the 
world who want to go wine tasting, have a good time and look forward to enjoying the ambiance 
that Wine Country has to offer.  Lastly, it is the wineries that put Wine Country on the map.  The 
last thing Wine Country needs are non-fitting establishments that take away from, not add to, the 
beautiful setting and ambiance it offers.  There are many areas to build and expand a church.  I 
don’t believe Wine Country was intended to be that area.  In addition, the traffic congestion that 
this expansion will create will do no justice to any of the residents that live in the area.  The two-
lane Rancho California road is already faced with negative traffic situations, and this expansion 
will only make matters worse.  And, if a school is allowed, this will only build upon the already 
problematic traffic congestion that the residents are faced with daily.  It is not a viable situation. 
 
To end, if you allow this expansion, the requests for non-fitting establishments will not end.  You 
will be setting a precedence here.  Your decision should not be taken lightly, as it can 
undoubtedly have a negative effect on Wine Country and potentially destroy the vision that was 
planned for the area.  Please protect Wine Country from those who have other agendas and do 
not want to follow what is in the original Mission Statement…to “preserve vineyard lands and to 
create an environment that encourages development of wineries with the goal of making the 
Temecula Valley Southern California Wine Country known and respected worldwide."  Why 
have a Mission Statement if you don’t uphold it?  God made Wine Country a diamond of 
richness and splendor, and we need to preserve what God has given to us.   
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
Meri Rosa-Pyrce 
951-677-3617 home 
951-551-6374 cell 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 7:18 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: Temecula wine country Please DO NOT let more churches in the valley!

 
 

From: BB4you2@aol.com [mailto:BB4you2@aol.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2012 12:00 AM 
To: Buster, Bob; Tavaglione, John; Stone, Jeff; district4@rcbos.org; Ashley, Marion; info@faith-freedom.com; Stark, 
Mary; taige@ccbf.net; bb4you2@aol.com 
Subject: Temecula wine country Please DO NOT let more churches in the valley! 
 
To whom it may concern, I live in the diamond valley and have since 1995. I feel there are more then enough churches in 
our area. Please leave the law the way it is. We or they do not need anymore. Once they get in there they are going to 
push things on us. If and when I want to go to church there are many choices I have. Please for the freedom of the people 
all the people in the valley. What is the REAL reason they want to get in there? There is more to the story that they are not 
telling. When I noticed that Chic-Fil-la was going to be providing free lunch for them, that was more then enough for me to 
send out this email. 
  
Thank you for reading this. 
  
Chuck Brood 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2012 8:32 AM
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: Open Letter to the Riverside Planning Commissioners
Attachments: Letter to Planning Commission.docx

 
 

From: Jon McPherson [mailto:jmcpherson@wineresort.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2012 5:03 PM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject: Open Letter to the Riverside Planning Commissioners 
 
Mary‐‐‐‐‐ 
 
I was not able to attend today’s hearing due to work related duties.  I would appreciate it if you would see that each of 
the commissioners receive a copy of my letter and that my letter become a part of the record concerning this matter. 
 
Thank you very much, 
 
Jon McPherson 



 

 

 

 

 

First, I would like to thank each of you for allowing me the opportunity to 
speak with you via letter since I am unable to attend the hearing in person.  As 
a winemaker, I am tied closely to the harvest, and today, August 22nd, 2012, we 
are harvesting Viognier from one of our estate vineyards.  I am sending this 
letter via email to each of you asking that you consider the following points 
regarding the Temecula Valley Wine Country Policy.  

The CV Zone is now, and has always been an area of contention. Ever since I 
first came to the Temecula Valley in 1985, development pressure has been 
ever- present.  The safeguards that were put in place back in the 80’s and early 
90’s to keep uncontrolled growth in check, have, over time, been realized as 
either short-sighted or in need of revision to counter the ever changing wine 
market. The efforts of numerous individuals have been monumental in 
maintaining the constraints that make wine country what it is today.  

To this point, the business scope of wineries and vineyards which comprise 
wine country has grown to include restaurants and hotels as compatible, 
ancillary uses. When speaking about compatible uses, a restaurant 
complements a winery, its wine.  A hotel complements the “destination” 
environment that “wine country” wants to imbue. Yet, the fact of the matter is 
that without agriculture, none of this would be possible. Vineyards help to give 
Wine Country its “country” atmosphere, and without land that is available to 
plant grapes on, there will be no vineyards. And of course, No vineyards 
translates into No wine. This is certainly a scenario that the Cucamonga Valley 
(just 50 miles north of here) demonstrates very well.  The loss of arable lands to 
the industrialization and development of the greater Ontario area has seen a 
once prominent viticultural area become little more than a tribute to an era 
gone by.  It may start slowly at first, a housing tract here, a gas station there, 
but when non-compatible uses are allowed in an agricultural zone, it is 
precedent setting.  The restrictive zoning that allowed Temecula wine country 
to flourish is the very zoning that will insure wine country’s long-term survival.   



Secondly, the tax revenues that are generated by winery properties are 
significant. Not only are property taxes part of the mix, so are sales taxes, 
excise taxes, payroll taxes and room taxes which are a continual source of 
income for the city, county, and state jurisdictions.   This revenue stream 
cannot be realized without the land needed for grape growing.  No grapes, No 
wine, No tax revenue. 

You may have heard testimony to the effect that the Temecula wineries are 
“anti-religion” or “anti-church”.  To the contrary, I would assert my own beliefs 
here, but the reality is this is a land use argument, and not a freedom of 
religion issue. What religion any of us may believe in is a moot point, especially 
when discussing land use issues. The proposed Calvary Chapel expansion 
project goes beyond the scope of what the original “country church” set out to 
embody.  The issues that are tied to a project of this size are numerous, and 
ultimately, are all in conflict with the original CV Zone Policy.  The discussion 
of allowing only this church in the valley, should this expansion project be 
allowed to proceed, will bring forth RLUIPA lawsuits (under the Equal Terms 
and Exclusion Provisions of RLUIPA) by other institutions that would like to 
make a home in wine country.   

Honestly, Wine Country is about wineries and vineyards.  Other uses that do 
not enhance or compliment this dichotomy need to be relegated to the 
surrounding communities and areas which are zoned for and can better 
accommodate those uses. 

Thank you for the chance to speak with you in regards to my perspective on 
this matter.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Jon C McPherson 

Master Winemaker  

South Coast Winery 
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From: crowspassfarm@verizon.net
Sent: Friday, August 31, 2012 2:34 PM
To: Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: Questions regarding Community Plan

Please consider adding verbage within the plan that stresses other agricultural uses, not 
just winery operations.  Food production is very important as well as complimentary in 
creating a  fully respected wine culture.  In addition, we can directly add credence and well 
organized political influence from a larger scope in protecting the agricultural environment 
of the Temecula Wine Country Plan. 
 
David and Tina Barnes 
Crows Pass Farm 
www.crowspassfarm.com Submitted By: Tina Barnes 



 

 

Schools in Wine Country, Beware of What you Wish For: 

 

Here in the Temecula Valley we have one of the finest agricultural areas in the world. While the wine is 
well documented, the produce that comes from this valley is some of the best available. Temecula is 
rapidly becoming a hotbed for foodies throughout Southern California. The Temecula Farmers Market is 
known throughout the Southland as a great place to shop. Cooking schools have expressed interest in 
locating here because of the produce. We are one of the few places in Southern California where kids 
and adults can visit a real working farm.  A private school in Wine Country will only benefit those 
families who can attend it, while Wine Country in general is a benefit to everyone in Riverside County.  
The preservation of the Temecula Wine Country is paramount to the future of agriculture in this area. 
Without the ability to grow, Wine Country becomes houses. 

Agriculture is only pretty from a distance. Up close it’s dirty, dusty, noisy, and smells like chemicals or 
compost. Successful agriculture takes space and neighbors who are understanding. Schools and 
agriculture are not a good fit as neighbors.  Schools have too much impact on what can happen on the 
adjoining properties with regards to spray applications, fertilizers, and the ability to sell wine. Advisors 
from the Riverside Agriculture Dept. have said it should not happen. One school will lead to more 
schools and threaten the ability of their neighbors to grow grapes, sell wine and produce food.  Without 
grapes, Wine Country disappears and so do the wineries and the tourism they create. The local hotels 
and restaurants will be empty and many more people are out of work. Take away the agriculture and 
Temecula has no more tourism. 

Agritourism was one of the main arguments against the Liberty Quarry. Without Wine Country and the 
jobs, tourism and tax base it creates, the Supervisors decision about the quarry may be different next 
time. 

 Be careful what you wish for! While what you want is a campus in Wine Country, what you may end up 
with is a campus surrounded by houses downwind from a quarry.  

David Barnes  
Owner  
Crows Pass Farm 
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From: Coyle, Frank
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2012 7:05 AM
To: Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: Church Options and the Wine Country Plan
Attachments: Scanned from a Xerox multifunction device001.pdf

Fyi... 
 
Frank L. Coyle, REA I 
Deputy Director, Advanced Planning Division Riverside County Planning Department 
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92501 
fcoyle@rctlma.org 
 
P: 951.955.2706 
C: 951.201.6947 
 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Chuck Tobin [mailto:ctobin@burrtec.com] 
Sent: Thursday, September 20, 2012 4:46 PM 
To: john@jpddevelopment.com; Johnson, George; Coyle, Frank 
Cc: lfh415@yahoo.com; rkellerhouse@galwaydowns.com; mrichgar@yahoo.com 
Subject: Church Options and the Wine Country Plan 
 
John, 
 
Mere words cannot express how profoundly disappointed the members of the Valle de los 
Caballos (VDC) Advisory Committee, and the general equestrian community, are in the Planning 
Commission's apparent decision to pursue Option #1 regarding the question of whether to allow 
churches in the Wine County Plan study area. We all felt that Option #3 was far and away the 
superior alternative to handling this issue, but we never saw any discussion on the part of 
the Commission as to why this alternative was rejected. Instead, all of the podium time was 
monopolized by the proponents of the church expansion, and alternative voices were never 
given their opportunity to address the Commission. 
 
We are asking for the Commission to reconsider the decision, and give greater consideration 
to the absolute merits of Option #3. Option #3 was carefully designed by Riverside County 
staff to focus exclusively on the merits of the expansion of Calvary Church itself, and not 
tangle up the processing of the greater Wine County Plan itself. If the Commission goes with 
Option #1, we see that a significant amount of time will be spent on the shear logistics of 
selecting the consultant for the amendment, writing the amendment, circulating the amendment, 
debating the amendment, and ultimately the appeal by the "losing" side of the amendment to 
the Board of Supervisors where the whole process will be fought all over again. In the 
meantime, the entire remaining Wine County Plan development will be virtually placed on hold, 
pending the outcome of the church fight. 
 
We believe that a substantial portion of this angst can be avoided by the Commission adopting 
Option #3 instead. This pathway focuses exclusively on the existing CVZ area and does not 
drag in any other portions of Wine Country. It will actually work to the benefit of the 
Church as it can be processed much quicker under this pathway than adding the issue into the 
greater Wine Country Plan. In fact, it is our understanding that the Planning Commission 
tried this route once before, but for some reason placed processing alternative on hold. If 
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the Commission chooses to go with Option #3, and if the CVZ is amended to allow churches as a 
permitted use, then Calvary Church can have its application processes through that zoning 
classification, which, if approved, will be automatically incorporated into the final Wine 
County Plan. Please remember that all existing zoning and approval in the Wine County area 
will be left "as is" 
even if the new Plan is ultimately adopted by the Board of Supervisors, and there will be no 
effort made to achieve "zoning consistency" between the current zoning and approvals, and the 
newly adopted Wine Country Plan. 
It is for these reasons that we believe that Option #3 is preferable to Option #1. 
 
If we cannot convince you and your fellow Commissioners of the benefits of using Option #3 to 
handle the Church issue, and you are still committed to going down the Option #1 route, then 
we would respectively request that the "equestrian zone" be deleted from the study area of 
the amendment when you consider the scope of work at your next Commission meeting. We would 
note that the staff report language in Option #1 already seems to delete the "residential 
zone" from the church study area amendment, and we would ask for the same consideration for 
the "equestrian zone": take it out, please. 
 
The VDC Advisory Committee, and the general equestrian community have been loyal partners 
with the County in the drafting of the Wine County Plan. 
This is the first time when we have had a serious issue with the direction that the 
Commission is potentially proposing to take with the Plan, and we are absolutely serious when 
we say that the Commission needs to stop and think about the potential consequences of it 
actions if it chooses the Option #1 pathway. We would like to have the opportunity to address 
the Commission at your next meeting when you potentially consider a final pathway for this 
issue, as we believe that the Commission would benefit from what we would have to say. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of our requests. All of us have spent many years trying to 
get the Wine Country Plan to this point, and we would hate to see all of that time and effort 
founder on the wrong course chosen in considering the church issue. We look forward to seeing 
you at the next Planning Commission meeting. 
 
Chuck Tobin 
VDC Advisory Committee Member 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2012 7:15 AM
To: Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: Wine Country Policy Plan & Equestrian Trails network

 
 
Mary C. Stark 
TLMA Commission Secretary 
County Administrative Center 
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92501 
(951) 955‐7436 
mcstark@rctlma.org 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Elins Verizon [mailto:elinmotherhead1@verizon.net]  
Sent: Saturday, September 22, 2012 9:09 PM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject: Wine Country Policy Plan & Equestrian Trails network 
 
Dear Comissioners, 
 
I am writing to you about the Planning Commission meeting in Temecula at City Hall on Sept 26 
at 9 am. 
 
The meeting is to make a decision about the Temecula Valley Wine Country Policy Area.  Work 
on this plan has been going on for years. There have been compromises and agreements on both 
sides between citizens, wineries and officials. The wine country equestrian trails system is 
set with many, many years of time, money and effort put forth by the equestrian groups and 
the wineries and the County. All processes seemed to be on track for approval until Calvary 
Chapel requested to build a school and they want to hold "hostage" the new Wine Country 
Policy Plan, hoping to pressure officials into an agreement. 
 
It makes me wonder what type of "christian church" this is, to try to interrupt years of work 
by dedicated people in wine country, just to try to put pressure on City & County officials 
in order to get their way regarding a school.  Calvary Chapel would have to go through the 
same legal approval process whether it was under todays current Plan or the new Plan.  So 
approve the Wine Country Policy Plan and make Calvary Chapel deal with their school issue 
seperately.. 
 
Calvary Chapels  future hopes for a school should be seperated from the new Wine Country Plan 
and they should be made to go through the same process as any other development that wants a 
change in zoning. Calvary Chapel knows that it could take years for a school approval. They 
know it would take an Environmental Impact Report and possibly a Cequa and /or many other 
studies, plus the City & County approval  process. 
 
Please don't let them use holding up the New Temecula Valley Wine Country Policy Plan as a 
way to try to get their hoped for school approved in a fast track process. Don't let them get 
away with ruining so many other wine country peoples years & years of effort .  Please 
approve the new Wine Country Plan and make Calvary Chapel go through the normal development 
process for their school. 
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Elin Motherhead 
An Equestrian and member of  2 Riding Clubs in Temecula.  
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From: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra
Sent: Tuesday, September 18, 2012 2:56 PM
To: Coyle, Frank; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: Wine Country Proposal and my 12 acres (parcel 924200010-1)
Attachments: Rancho California Highlands 10.doc

Frank, 
 
I am sending this letter to Phayvanh to document.  Just FYI. 
 

Mary C. Stark 
TLMA Commission Secretary 
County Administrative Center 
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92501 
(951) 955‐7436 
mcstark@rctlma.org 
 

From: grandylss@aol.com [mailto:grandylss@aol.com]  
Sent: Monday, September 17, 2012 4:28 PM 
To: Mehta-Cooper, Mitra 
Subject: Re: Wine Country Proposal and my 12 acres (parcel 924200010-1) 
 
Dear Ms.Mehta-Cooper: 
  
I hope you are in receipt of my letter of August 23, stating my position for not planting 
grapes in the Rancho California Highlands residental area. 
  
Commissioner Petty has led me to believe that he will write into the proposal that 
my 12 acres will not be subjected to the planting of grapes. 
  
I have summarized my understandings in the enclosed attached letter to Commissioner Petty, 
a letter on which I "cc"ed you. 
  
If there is any thing more I need to do for my cause, will you please let me know by phone or by 
e mail?  When and how will I know that my property is indeed excluded from the demand to plant 
grapes, in the event that I lot-split? 
  
Thank you very much for your help. 
Laurie Staude (949-496-3628) 
 



LAURIE STAUDE 
31 St. Michael Place 

Dana Point, California 92629 
(949) 496-3628 

email: GrandyLSS@aol.com 
 

Commissioner John Petty, Vice Chairman 
Riverside County Planning Department 
P.O. Box 1409 
4080 Lemon Street 
Riverside, California 92502 
 
Re: Wine Country Proposal 
       Parcel 924200010-1 (north side of Camino Sierra Road) – 12 acres 
       Request NOT to be required to plant 75% in grapes 
 
September 17, 2012 
 
Dear Vice Chairman, Commissioner Petty: 
 
 This letter is to follow up my phone call to Mary Stark and to you on 
Thursday, September 6.  I believe you are in receipt of my letter of  August 23 
requesting not to have to plant my 12 acres in the Rancho California Highlands, 
in the event that I or a future owner lot-splits into 2 parcels.   
 
 Thank you for understanding my concerns and for fighting for my cause. 
In the phone call I requested an appointment with you. My understanding is that 
Ms. Stark spoke with you and you replied to her “ that such an appointment would not 
be necessary since you would try to write, into the proposal,  terms so that my parcel 
would not be subjected to the requirement to plant grapes.”  
 
 If my understandings of your communication are different from yours, will you 
please let me know by email or by phone call? 
 
 In the midst of so many requests from so many people, I do not want to fall 
through the cracks. Is there anything more I need to do to support my cause? How and 
when will I know that my parcel will not be subjected to the requirement to plant grapes? 
Thank you and all the Commissioners for your help. 

 
Sincerely yours, 
 
Laurie Staude 

Cc: Chairman John Snell 
       Ms. Mitra Mehta-Cooper, Project Manager  
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From: Andrew Rauch [andrewkrauch@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2012 6:50 AM
To: Stark, Mary
Cc: jfirooz@iesnet.com; davidfirooz@yahoo.com; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh; Mehta-

Cooper, Mitra
Subject: Opposition of Firooz Family to Plan
Attachments: Letter re Plan 082112 SKMBT_36312082206430.pdf

Please see attached letter. 
 
Andrew K. Rauch 
Attorney at Law 
12526 High Bluff Drive 
Suite #300 
San Diego, California  92130 
Telephone:  (858) 792-3408 
Facsimile:    (858) 792-3409 
 

 

*****************************************************************************************
********************************* 

This email communication and any attachments contain CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION WHICH ALSO MAY BE 
LEGALLY PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATIONS AND/OR ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT and is 

intended only for the use of the intended recipient identified above. If you are not the intended recipient of this 
communication, you are hereby notified that any unauthorized review, use, dissemination, distribution, downloading, or 

copying of this communication, and any attachments, is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient and have 
received this communication in error, please immediately notify us by reply email, delete the communication, and any 

attachments, and destroy all copies.  

*****************************************************************************************
****** 
 



















 

Public Testimony for Wine Country Community Plan  
 

Received between September 24, 2012 (4:00 PM)‐September 25, 2012 (4:00 PM) 
 

Policy Related Comments   

Date Received  From  Affiliation 

Support for Calvary Church/Places of religious worship in the Community Plan 

9/24/12‐
9/15/12 

Additional 2 signed petitions  Residents and Calvary Church 
Members 

Support for the proposed Community Plan and preserving area from incompatible uses  

9/25/12  Sherry Turner  RCHA‐Board Member 

9/25/12  Juanita Koth  Temecula Eq‐“Wine” Riders‐President 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Tuesday, September 25, 2012 6:59 AM
To: Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: Wine Country Plan

For Wine Country. 
 

Mary C. Stark 
TLMA Commission Secretary 
County Administrative Center 
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92501 
(951) 955‐7436 
mcstark@rctlma.org 
 

From: Sherry Turner [mailto:sherry@teamturner.com]  
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2012 9:31 PM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject: Wine Country Plan 
 

Mary Stark, Planning Commissioner 
 
I am writing as a board member of the Rancho California Horseman Association and am unable to 
appear at the next meeting on the 26th but wanted to ask that you please separate the 
church/school issue from the rest of the Wine Country Plan so the plan can move forward.  The 
amount of time, energy and money that has gone into that plan should not be stopped due to a 
single property owner’s request to change their zoning. 
 
Respectfully, 
Sherry Turner 
RCHA 
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From: Stark, Mary
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2012 5:00 PM
To: Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh
Subject: FW: Separate the Issues on Wednesday

More comments for Wine Country Planning Commission. 
 

Mary C. Stark 
TLMA Commission Secretary 
County Administrative Center 
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92501 
(951) 955‐7436 
mcstark@rctlma.org 
 

From: Coyle, Frank  
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2012 4:51 PM 
To: Stark, Mary 
Subject: FW: Separate the Issues on Wednesday 
 
See below. Can you forward to the commissioners. 
 
Frank L. Coyle, REA I 
Deputy Director, Advanced Planning Division 
Riverside County Planning Department 
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92501 
fcoyle@rctlma.org 
 
P: 951.955.2706 
C: 951.201.6947 
 
 

From: lorraine harrington [mailto:lfh415@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2012 3:28 PM 
To: Coyle, Frank 
Cc: John Petty 
Subject: Fw: Separate the Issues on Wednesday 
 
Frank forwarding this for a local equestrian leader.  Please send it on to the other commissioners as well.  Thank 
you 

 
----- Forwarded Message ----- 
From: Juanita Koth <jkoth@dslextreme.com> 
To: Lorraine RCHA Harrington <lfh415@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2012 3:22 PM 
Subject: Separate the Issues on Wednesday 
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Lorraine, 
Every time I try to send this to the emails in your RCHA email blast they come back undeliverable??  Can you please 
forward to the appropriate commissioners?  Thank you, Juanita 
  
Dear Temecula Wine Country Planning Commission, 
  
As an avid trail rider, Wine Country resident and President/co‐founder of the Temecula Eq‐Wine Riders/Member of 
Rancho California Horsemen Association and California State Horsemen Association, I am saddened to hear that the 
approval of the Wine Country Trails Network Proposal is delayed yet again!  It seems there are just too many 
components to the Wine Country Plan that are really unrelated,  other than their geography.  The trails network 
proposal, with its many facets,  has been a HUGE undertaking by many local residents, trails enthusiasts, horse owners 
and city/county officials for years.  We were finally making some progress…PLEASE consider “separating the issues” 
(from the church’s issues requiring a new costly and time consuming environmental study to be done) and allow our 
much needed and long overdue trails network for Temecula Wine Country the approval to move forward.   
  
A local cowgirl’s dream:  One day I’d like to ride my horse to Calvary Church on a Sunday, along a safe trails network and 
afterwards dine at Wilson Creek’s Creekside Grille Restaurant…now that’s a little taste of “Cowgirl Heaven!”   Dream 
until your dream comes true…  
  
Respectfully 
Juanita Koth, President 
Temecula Eq-"Wine" Riders 
951-515-9964 
Good friends riding horses! 

 
  
 










































































































































