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SCOPING REPORT 

 
CRYSTAL VIEW TERRACE/GREEN ORCHARD PLACE/OVERLOOK PARKWAY PROJECT 

(P11-0050) FOR THE CITY OF RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA 
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR) (SCH NO. 2011021028) 

 

Appendix A-1 

On February 9, 2011, the City of Riverside issued the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook 
Parkway Project (Proposed Project). The advertisement for the initial NOP was published in The 
Press-Enterprise in Riverside County, posted on the City’s calendar, and distributed to a list of 
agencies and interested parties on February 9, 2011. In addition, a public scoping meeting was 
held on March 9, 2011.  

The NOP, proof of publication, and distribution list are included within as Appendix A-1. One 
hundred seventeen letters of public comment or public testimony were received in response to 
the NOP for the Draft EIR for the Proposed Project. Comments were received from federal, 
state, and local agencies, and individuals. The comments received are also included in 
Appendix A-1.  

 

Appendix A-2 

On November 2, 2011, the City of Riverside issued an Amended NOP for the EIR for the 
proposed project. The proposed project remained the same, except the level of analysis for 
Scenario 4 changed from a Programmatic level of analysis to a Project level of analysis. The 
advertisement for the amended NOP was published in The Press-Enterprise in Riverside 
County, posted on the City’s calendar, and distributed to a list of agencies and interested parties 
(including all interested parties who commented on the initial NOP).  

The amended NOP, proof of publication, and distribution list are included within as 
Appendix A-2. Fifteen letters of public comment were received in response to the amended 
NOP for the Draft EIR for the Proposed Project. Comments were received from federal, state, 
and local agencies, and individuals. The comments received are also included in Appendix A-2. 
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APPENDIX A-1 

Scoping Report for Initial NOP 

(March 2011) 
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southeast of Interstate 91 (I-91) (see Figure 1, Regional Location and Figure 2, Project Area on an Aerial 
Photograph).  
 
The proposed project involves the analysis of all four (4) scenarios as follows:  
 

Scenario 1 - Gates closed to through traffic, no connection of Overlook Parkway: Under Scenario 1, 
both Crystal View Terrace and Green Orchard Place gates would remain in place and be closed until 
Overlook Parkway over the Alessandro Arroyo is connected.  
 
Scenario 2 - Gates removed, no connection of Overlook Parkway: Under Scenario 2, the gates at both 
Crystal View Terrace and Green Orchard Place would be removed, and there would be no connection of 
Overlook Parkway across the Alessandro Arroyo.  
 
Scenario 3 - Gates removed, Overlook Parkway connected: Under Scenario 3, the gates at Crystal 
View Terrace and Green Orchard Place would be removed and Overlook Parkway would be connected 
over the Alessandro Arroyo.    
 
Scenario 4 - Gates removed, Overlook Parkway connected, and Overlook Parkway extended 
westerly: Under Scenario 4, both Crystal View Terrace and Green Orchard Place gates would be removed 
and Overlook Parkway would be connected over the Alessandro Arroyo In addition, Overlook Parkway 
would be extended west of Washington Street to provide a connection to SR 91. Under Scenario 4, 
different alignments for the westerly extension would be considered at a program level.  If this scenario is 
chosen, additional CEQA analysis will be completed prior to development. 
 

All four of these scenarios will be analyzed at a project-level in the EIR, with the exception of the potential 
westerly extension of Overlook Parkway under Scenario 4 – which will be analyzed only at a programmatic 
level.  By addressing all four scenarios in an approximately equal level of detail, decision makers will have 
sufficient information in the EIR necessary to select with a preferred scenario. The discretionary actions 
associated with the proposed project include: approval of one of the scenarios described for the proposed 
project and certification of the EIR. In addition, for Scenario 2 the City would be required to approve an 
amendment to one or more of the policies in the General Plan 2025. 
 
PROJECT SETTING/ISSUES OF CONCERN: 
 
Crystal View Terrace, Green Orchard Place, and Overlook Parkway are located south of I-91 and west of 
Interstate 215 in the eastern portion of the City of Riverside.  The local roadways are in an area developed 
primarily with residential uses in the Alessandro Heights and Canyon Crest neighborhoods. The residential 
land uses near Crystal View Terrace and Green Orchard Place are categorized as hillside residential and very 
low density. The project area includes an open space area for the Alessandro Arroyo that is west of Sycamore 
Canyon Wilderness Park. The project area is also located southeast of Victoria Avenue, a historic corridor and 
scenic parkway. Victoria Avenue is designated on the National Register and as Cultural Heritage Landmark 
No. 8 for the City. 
 
As the proposed project involves local roadways, additional detail is provided below: 
 

• Overlook Parkway is included as an east-west arterial from Washington Street to Alessandro Boulevard 
in the General Plan 2025; however, Overlook Parkway is not connected over the Alessandro Arroyo, 
approximately 500 feet between Crystal View Terrace and Via Vista Drive, and between Via Vista Drive 
and approximately 500 feet west of Sandtrack Road. The easternmost land connection for Overlook 
Parkway is planned in conjunction with the construction of an approved subdivision for residential 
development.  

 
• Overlook Parkway does not extend west past Washington Street; therefore, a direct connection to I-91 

does not exist from Overlook Parkway.  
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FIGURE 2

Project Area

on an Aerial Photogaph
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Beverly Wingate RLC 
Alessandro Arroyo Stewardship Committee 
5885 Brockton Ave 
Riverside, CA  92506 

 

Bob Jerz Attn: Fire Prevention 
City of Riverside, Fire Department 
3900 Main Street, 3rd Floor 
Riverside, CA 92522 

 

Randy McDaniel, Project Manager 
City of Riverside, Park and Recreation 
3936 Chestnut Street 
Riverside, CA 92501 

.Captain Mike Blakely, Deputy Chief 
City of Riverside, Police Department 
Office of the Chief, Orange Station 
4102 Orange Street 
Riverside, CA 92501 

 

Electrical Engineering 
City of Riverside, Public Utilities. 
3460 Orange Street 
Riverside, CA 92501 

 

Summer Delgado, Electric Eng., Sys. Planning 
City of Riverside, Public Utilities 
3901 Orange Street 
Riverside, CA 92501 

Traci Dose, Supervising Crime Analyst 
Riverside Police Department 
Magnolia Station – 10540 Magnolia Ave. 
Riverside, CA 92505 

 

Rob VanZanten 
City of Riverside,Public Works 
3900 Main Street, 4th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92522 

 

Robert Filar 
City of Riverside, Public Works Corp. Yard 
8095 Lincoln Avenue 
Riverside, CA 92504 

Wendy Holland, Redev. Program Manager 
City of Riverside, Redevelopment Division 
3900 Main Street, 5th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92522 

 

Nathan Freeman, Redev.  Coord. Wards 3, 4 & 5 
City of Riverside, Redevelopment Division 
3900 Main Street, 5th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92522 
 

 

Nathan Freeman, Casa Blanca Project Area 
City of Riverside, Redevelopment Division 
3900 Main Street, 5th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92522 

J. Aklufi 
Alessandro Heights Homeowner's Association 
3403 Tenth Street, Ste 610 
Riverside, CA  92501 

 

Port of Long Beach Notification 
E-mail: 
crouch@polb.com 
cpatton@portla.org 

Lochsner@portla.org 

 

Christopher Patton, Director of Environmental 
Management 
Port of Los Angeles 
425 S. Palos Verdes Street 
San Pedro, CA 90731 

Charter Communications 
7337 Central Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92504 

 

AT&T California 
Susan Morgan, Public Works Liaison 
1265 Van Buren Street #180  
Anaheim, CA 92807 

 

Megan McIntyre 
BNSF, Mgr Public Projects   
740 East Carnegie Drive 
San Bernardino, CA  92408 

Clara Miramontes, Planning Manager 
City of Perris 
135 North D. Street 
Perris, CA 92570 

 

Scott Dawson, Inland Desert Region 
California Dept of Fish & Game 
Habitat Conservation 
3602 Inland Empire Blvd., Ste C-220 
Ontario, CA  91764 

 
California State Clearinghouse 
P.0. Box 3044 
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 

IGR/Local Development 
CALTRANS 
6th Floor Mail Stop 722 
464 W. 4th Street 
San Bernardino, CA  92401 

 

c/o Weldon L. Brown Company  
Canyon Crest Estates HOA 
5029 La Mart Drive 
Riverside, CA  92507 

 

Dennis Garcia 
Casa Blanca Community Action Group 
7339 Peters St. 
Riverside, CA  92504 

Carolyn Syms Luna   
County of Riverside 
Planning Dept. 
P.O. Box 1409 
Riverside, CA  92502 

 

John Guerin 
County of Riverside ALUC 
4080 Lemon Street, 14th Floor 
Riverside, CA  92501 

 

Tina Grande 
County of Riverside Executive Office 
4080 Lemon St., 4th Floor 
Riverside, CA  92501 

Juan Perez, Transportation, 8th Flr 
County of Riverside 
P.O. Box 1090 
Riverside, CA  92502 

 

County of Riverside 
Executive Office 
4080 Lemon St., 4th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92501 

 

Kathleen Browne 
County of Riverside 
Planning Dept. 
P.O. Box 1409 
Riverside, CA  92502 

CDOT - District 8  IGR/CEQA Review 
Planning and Local Assistance 
464 West 4th Street, 6th Floor, MS 722 
San Bernardino, CA  92401-1400 

 

Pamela Pavela, Public Info & Conservation 
Representative 
Western Municipal Water District 
14205 Meridian Way 
Riverside, CA 92518 

 
RCTC 
P. O. Box 12008 
Riverside, CA  92502 



Pete Dangermond 
The Dangermond Group 
2400  O St 
Sacramento, CA  95816 
 

   

Cindy Roth 
Greater Riverside Chambers of Commerce 
3985 University Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92501 

Southern California Assoc. of Governments 
3403 105h Street, Ste. 805 
Riverside, CA 92501 

 

 
Southern California Assoc. of Governments 
818 W. Seventh Street, 12th floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

 

Julie Houser, Divisions Coordinator 
Greater Riverside Chambers of Commerce 
3895 University Avenue 
Riverside, CA 92501 

Director of Development Services 
City of Rialto 
150 S. Palm Avenue 
Rialto, CA 92376 
 

 

 
Office of Planning & Research 
1400 Tenth Street, P.O. Box 3044 
Sacramento, CA  95812 

 

Rosalyn Squires 
The Gas Company 
9400 Oakdale Ave ML 9314 
Chatsworth, CA 91313 

Richard Block 
Friends of Riverside’s Hills 
424 Two Trees Road 
Riverside, CA  92506 

 

Arlee Montalvo 
Friends of Riverside’s Hills 
4477 Picacho Drive 
Riverside, CA  92507 

 

Leonard Nunney 
Friends of Riverside’s Hills 
4477 Picacho Drive 
Riverside, CA  92507 

Scott Walter Wheaton, Project Manager 
The Gas Company 
4495 Howard Avenue 
Riverside, CA 92507 

 

Gertman Thomas 
Southern Calif. Gas Co. 
P. O. Box 3003 
Redlands, CA  92373 

 

Tim A. Pearce 
The Gas Company 
251 E. First Street 
Beaumont, CA  92223 

Bill Toepfer 
Kinder Morgan Pipe Line 
2359 S. Riverside Avenue 
Bloomington, CA  92316 

 

 
MARB 
452 SPTG/CEV 
March AFB, CA  92518 

 

Jack Porter 
MARB Community Planner 
610 Meyer Dr., Bldg 2403 
March ARB, CA  92551-2166 

Dan Fairbanks, AICP, Planning Manager 
March JPA 
23555 Meyer Drive 
Riverside, CA 92518 

 

Gabrielle Mankin 
Mission Grove/Orange Crest 
Neighborhood Partnership 
7080 City View Cr. 
Riverside, CA  92506 

 
Northwest Mosquito & Vector Control Dist 
1966 Compton Av 
Corona, CA  92881 

Steve Smith 
South Coast Air Quality 
Management District 
21865 Copley Drive  
Diamond Bar, CA 91765 

 

 
Joyce Fielder 
AT&T 
1452 Edinger Avenue, Room 1200 
Tustin, CA 92780-6246 

 

 
AT&T 
Premis-S L I C 
1452 Edinger Avenue, Room 1200 
Tustin,   CA   92780-6246 

Shelli Lamb / Kerwin Russell 
Riverside/Corona 
Conservation Resource District 
4500 Glenwood Drive 
Riverside, CA  92501 

 

Gail Egenes 
Riverside Land Conservancy 
4075 Mission Inn Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92501 

 

Dan J. Miller 
Southern/Union Pacific Transportation 
19100 Slover Avenue 
Bloomington, CA  92316 

Ray Hicks, Region Manager 
Southern Calif. Edison/LPAD 
Eastern Division 
1351 E. Francis St 
Ontario, CA 91761 

 

Southern CA Regional Rail Authority 
Laurene Lopez 
700 Flower Street, Suite 2600 
Los Angeles, CA  90017 

 

Mac McQuern 
Riverside Land Conservancy 
4075 Mission Inn Avenue 
Riverside, CA 92501 

Ms. Lorelle Moe-Luna 
Riverside Transit Agency 
1825 Third Street 
Riverside, CA  92507-3416 

 

Tom Franklin, 
Riverside Transit Agency 
1825 Third Street 
Riverside, CA  92507-3416 

 

Sam Wattana  
Riverside Transit Agency  
1825 Third Street 
Riverside, CA 92517-3416 



Ken Mueller 
Riverside Unified School Dist 
3070 Washington Street 
Riverside, CA   92504 

 

Janet Dixon 
Rvrsd Unified School Dist 
3070 Washington Street 
Riverside, CA  92504 

 

Regional Environmental Officer for California, 
Western Region Environmental Office 
US Air Force 
333 Market Street, Suite 625 

San Francisco, CA 94105-2196 

Attn: Mark Stuart 
Department of Water Resources 
P.O. Box 942836 
Sacramento, CA 94236 

 

Mr. Patrick Christman, Director, Gov. External 
Affairs,  Marine Corps Installation West 
US Marine Corps 
Building 1164 - Box 555246 

Camp Pendleton, CA 92055-5246 

 

Sheila Donovan, Community Plans and Liaison 
Coordinator 
US Navy 
1220 Pacific Highway 

San Diego, CA  92132-5190 

Mr. Baha Y. Zarah, Western Regional 
Environmental Officer of California 
US Air Force 
50 Fremont St., Suite 2450 
San Francisco, CA  94105 

 

Mr. Todd Dirmeyer, Dir.of Public Works 
Combat Support Training Center 
Fort Hunter-Liggett 
B232 California Ave 
Fort Hunter Liggett, CA 94568 

 

 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Los Angeles District 
P.O. Box 532711 
Los Angeles, CA  90053 

Hal Snyder 
Victoria Avenue Forever 
6475 Victoria Avenue 

  Riverside, CA  92506 

 

Daniel M. Hays 
Victoria Avenue Restoration Project 
2640 Anna Street 

  Riverside, CA  92506 

 

Community Foundation of Riverside County 
Victoria Avenue Without Wires 
P.O. Box 1064 
 Riverside, CA  92502 

Keith G. Owens 
Western Municipal Water District 
P.O. Box 5286 
Riverside, CA  92517-5286 

 

John V. Rossi, General Manager 
Western Municipal Water District 
P.O. Box 5286 
Riverside, CA 92517-5286 

 

 
Water Quality Control Board/Santa Ana Region 
3737 Main St., #500 
Riverside, CA 92501-3348 

  

Right of Way & Land Prog. 
Metropolitan Water Dist 
Po Box 54153 
Los Angeles, CA  90054 

 

Mr. Phil Crosbie, Chief Strategic Plans, S3, NTC 
Fort Irwin, National Training Center 
P.O. Box 10172 
Ft. Irwin, CA 92310 

Substructures and Real Prop. Mgmt 
Metropolitan Water District 
700 North Alameda St 
Los Angeles, CA   90012 

 

 
Steven Herrera 
Division  of Water Rights 
State Dept of Water Res 
1001 I Street, 14 Floor 
Sacramento, CA  95812 

 

Attn: Cliff Winston 
Department of Water Resources 
Real Estate Branch, Room 425 
1416 9th Street 
Sacramento, CA  95814 

 
Debbie Kelley 
6990 Withers Road 
Riverside, CA  92506 

 

 
Jay Kim 
6140 Canyon Estates Court 
Riverside, CA  92506 

 

 
Chairman Robert Martin 
Morongo Band of Mission Indians 
12700 Pumarra Rd. 

Banning, CA 92220 

Attn:  Joseph Ontiveros, Cultural Resources 
Manager 
Soboba  Band of Luiseno Indians  
P.O. Box 487 
San Jacinto, CA 92581 

 

Attn: Richard C. Wade, Paralegal 
Luebben Johnson & Barnhouse LLP 
7424 4th Street NW 
Los Ranchos de Albuquerque, NM 87107 

 

Doreen Stadtlander 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
6010 Hidden Valley Road 

Carlsbad, CA  92011 

David H, Wright, General Manager 
Public Utilities 
3901 Orange Street 
Riverside, CA  92501 

 

Kevin Milligan, Assistant General Manager 
Public Utilities, Water 
3901 Orange Street, 
Riverside, CA  92501 

 

Stephen H. Badgett, General Manager 
Public Utilities, Electric 
3901 Orange Street 
Riverside, CA 92501 

Gary L. Nolff, Assistant General Manager 
Public Utilities, Resources 
3901 Orange Street 
Riverside, CA 92501 

 

Jim Lowery, Field Operations Manager 
Public Works, Street Services 
8095 Lincoln Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92504 

  



Dale Edwards, Manager EPO 
California Energy Commission 
1516 Ninth Street, MS-40 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

 

Nadell Gayou, Senior Engineeer 
Dept. of Water Resources 
901 P Street, 2nd Floor 
Sacramento, CA  95814 

 

Sandy Hesnard 
CALTRANS Division of Aeronautics 
1120 N Street, Room 3300 
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001 

Terri Pencovic 
CALTRANS, Dept. of Transportation Planning 
P.O. Box 942874, MS-32 
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001 

 

Douglas Ito 
Air Resources Board, Transportation Projects 
1001 I Streetm PTSDAQTPB 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

 

Frank Roddy 
State Water Resources Control Board 
Division of Water Quality 
1001 I Street 
Sacramento, CA  94244-2120 

Debbie Treadway 
Native American Heritage Commission 
915 Capitol Mall, Room 364 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

 

Leo Wong 
Public Utilities Commission 
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From: Jenkins, Diane [DIJENKINS@riversideca.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, March 01, 2011 2:00 PM
To: Lisa Lind; Lee Sherwood
Subject: FW: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway
Project

Here is another NAHC SB18 response.

Thanks

Di

Diane Jenkins, AICP § Principal Planner

City of Riverside § Community Development Department § Planning Division

3900 Main Street, Third Floor § Riverside, CA 92522

) (951) 826-5625 § 7 (951) 826-5981

DiJenkins@riversideca.gov  

 P please consider the ENVIRONMENT before printing this email

 

-----Original Message-----
From: Steven Estrada [mailto:steven_t_estrada@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 01, 2011 1:57 PM
To: Jenkins, Diane
Cc: Joseph Ontiveros
Subject: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project

Hello Diane,

The Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Indians would first like to thank you for your consultation efforts in regards to the 
said project.  At this time the Santa Rosa Band has no specific concerns in regards to the project, however, there is the 
possibility for unknown cultural resources to be discovered.  With this said, the Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Indians 
will defer further consultation to the Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians and their Cultural Resources Department.  You 
can contact Mr. Joseph Ontiveros if you have any further questions.

Thank you,
Steven

Steven Estrada
Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Indians
PO Box 609
Hemet, CA 92546
951.658.5311
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From: Jenkins, Diane [DIJENKINS@riversideca.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, March 02, 2011 4:34 PM
To: Barber, Scott; Boyd, Tom; Combs, Jenna; Darnell, Doug; Foster, Siobhan; Gary Hamrick; Gettis, Erin; Gonzalez,
Gustavo; Gutierrez, Ken; Janet Harvey; Lee Sherwood; Libring, Steve; Lisa Lind; Ouellette, Michelle; Smith, Kristi
Cc: lfigueroa@rickengineering.com; roneill@rickengineering.com
Subject: FW: Draft EIR Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project (P11-0050) for the
City of Riverside - RPU Comments
Hello,
 
Here is a NOP response from the Electric Division of RPU.  I am also forwarding to Rick Engineering for the
Bridge Design.
 
Thanks
 
Di
 
Diane Jenkins, AICP § Principal Planner
City of Riverside § Community Development Department § Planning Division
3900 Main Street, Third Floor § Riverside, CA 92522
) (951) 826-5625 § 7 (951) 826-5981
DiJenkins@riversideca.gov  
P please consider the ENVIRONMENT before printing this email

 
From: Gonzalez, Gustavo 
Sent: Wednesday, March 02, 2011 4:25 PM
To: Jenkins, Diane
Cc: Darnell, Doug
Subject: FW: Draft EIR Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project (P11-0050) for the City of Riverside -
RPU Comments
 
See comments below from PU. I will add it to our agency comments folder.
 
Gus
 
 
Description: Signature

 

Please consider the ENVIRONMENT before printing this email P
 
GUSTAVO N. GONZALEZ | ASSOCIATE PLANNER
Community Development Department | Planning Division     
3900 Main Street | Riverside, CA 92522
P. 951.826.5277 l F. 951.826.5981
 
From: McAllister. Gerald 
Sent: Wednesday, March 02, 2011 4:12 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo; Darnell, Doug

mailto:DiJenkins@riversideca.gov


file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrs/Entered_In_Matrix/CityofRiverside_PublicUtilities.htm[3/31/2011 2:35:58 PM]

Cc: Hanson, George R.; McAllister. Gerald
Subject: Draft EIR Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project (P11-0050) for the City of Riverside - RPU
Comments
 
 
Good afternoon Gus and Doug,
 
I have completed my review of the Draft EIR for the Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project
(P11-0050) for the City of Riverside and here are my comments:
 

1)       RPU Planning Engineering has no objections to the four (4) scenarios presented to improve the local roadway system
in the eastern portion of the City of Riverside.

2)       RPU Planning Engineering would prefer the Overlook Parkway to be extended to improve our electrical distribution
system per our Master Plan.

3)       If Scenario three (3) or four (4) is the superior chosen option, RPU shall need an adequate conduit system and spacing
across the bridge per our typical conduit bridge layout detail attached above. This work scope shall be coordinated
closely with RPU Planning Engineering.

 
End of comments. GEM 03/02/11
 
If you have any questions, we can review and discuss at your leisure.
 
Thank you, Gerald
 
 
    Gerald McAllister, P.E.
    Principal Engineer
    City of Riverside - Public Utilities
   (951) 826-5496

 
    RPU Energy Delivery – System Planning, Protection and Telecommunication
 
 
 
 
From: Hanson, George R. 
Sent: Wednesday, March 02, 2011 10:09 AM
To: McAllister. Gerald
Subject: FW: Telephone Message
 
Make sure our comments on the DEIR provide the additional detail.
 
From: Badgett, Steve 
Sent: Wednesday, March 02, 2011 9:57 AM
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To: Hanson, George R.
Subject: FW: Telephone Message
 
My answer is yes we want conduit in the bridge but they will want more detail.
 
Stephen H. Badgett, Deputy General Manager
Riverside Public Utilities
951.826.5504
 

              

 
From: Gehrmann, Gayle 
Sent: Wednesday, March 02, 2011 9:54 AM
To: Badgett, Steve
Subject: Telephone Message
 

TELEPHONE MESSAGE
 
Caller: Luis Figuerora Message: Tom Boyd asked Luis to call

you.  Luis is working on the EIR -
Overlook bridge crossing between
Magnon Court & Via Vista Drive.  He
needs to know if there is electric
crossing thru the bridge.

Phone #: 782-0707

 
Time: 9:50 am [X] Telephoned

[  ]Came to See You [  ] Will Call Again

[  ] Wants to See You [  ] Urgent

[X] Please Call [  ] Returned Your Call
 
 
Message taken by:
 
Gayle S. Gehrmann
Administrative Assistant
City of Riverside Public Utilities
3901 Orange Street
Riverside, CA 92501
951/826-5392 Direct

http://rpunews.wordpress.com/feed/
http://twitter.com/rpunews
http://www.facebook.com/pages/Riverside-CA/Riverside-Public-Utilities/142894081399
http://youtube.com/rpunews
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951/826-2450 Fax
ggehrmann@riversideca.gov
 

mailto:ggehrmann@riversideca.gov












California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Santa Ana Region 

3737 Main Street, Suite 500, Riverside, California 9250 \-3348 
Linda S. Adams Phone (95\) 782-4130 • FAX (95\) 78\-6288 Edmund G. Brown, Jr. 

Acting Secretaryfor	 Governorwww.waterboards.ca.gov/santaana 
Environmental Protection 

March 25, 2011 

Gustavo Gonzalez 
City of Riverside 
Dept. of Community DevelopmenUPlanning 
3900 Main Street, 3rd Floor 
Riverside, CA 92522 

REVISED NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, 
CRYSTAL VIEW TERRACE/GREEN ORCHARD PLACE/OVERLOOK PARKWAY PROJECT, 
ALESSANDRO ARROYO - CITY OF RIVERSIDE, SCH# 2011021028 

Dear Mr. Gonzalez: 

Staff of the Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana Region (Regional Board) have 
reviewed the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for a Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the 
above-referenced Project, in the City of Riverside (City). The Project is the impact analysis of four 
scenarios that would either not connect (Scenarios 1 and 2), or connect (Scenarios 3 and 4), 
Overlook Parkway to Canyon Crest Drive across Alessandro Arroyo (Arroyo), a major natural 
drainage. Scenarios 3 and 4 only infer a "bridge," with no specific details at this time. 

We believe that the DEIR should incorporate the following comments in order for the Project to 
best protect water quality standards (water quality objectives and beneficial uses) contained in the 
Water Quality Control Plan for the Santa Ana River Basin (Region 8 Basin Plan, 1995, as 
amended: 

•	 Site studies, such as a biological assessments or delineations to determine USACOE 
jurisdiction, may find surface water features on the site, such as springs, isolated drainage 
segments, or depressional wetlands, that are outside of federal jurisdiction. These surface 
water features are nevertheless waters of the State. The DEIR should identify and analyze 
these features accordingly, indicate if they are to be avoided or impacted, and if they are to be 
impacted, to provide for minimizing impacts to their water quality standards and for mitigating 
proposed impacts. A project that impacts water quality standards may be subject to individual 
waste discharge requirements from the Regional Board that ensure impacts are appropriately 
mitigated. 

•	 The DEIR should identify and analyze areas throughout the construction zones for each 
scenario where waters of the state may be impacted by project activities, not just areas within 
the arroyos described in the City's Grading Ordinance (Riverside Ordinance No. 6453). Our 
May 13, 2005 letter to the City, attached (and the maps that accompanied the letter), requested 
that the City use its authority to control land use activity along arroyo tributaries and other 
areas adjacent to arroyos that support beneficial uses recognized by the Basin Plan, and not 
limit its arroyo-related grading restrictions to only principle arroyos. 

•	 The DEIR should reflect that maximum protection of water quality standards would likely occur 
with Scenarios 1 or 2, which avoid the Arroyo and therefore constitute environmentally superior 
alternatives. 

California E.-..ironmental Protection Agency 
~eJ 

Recycled Paper 



Mr.	 Gustavo Gonzales - 2 - March 25, 2011 

•	 If bridge scenarios are selected, the project should be premised on avoiding placement of any 
permanent structures or fill in the Arroyo. Discharge of fill to, or placement of structures in, the 
Arroyo will affect the its beneficial, and can and must be avoided. Among other beneficial 
uses, this would protect the Arroyo's wildlife habitat beneficial use. Because of the unusual 
combination of environmental functions and services that the Arroyo provides, appropriate and 
comprehensive mitigation for impacts to it will be quite difficult to accomplish. 

•	 Temporary and permanent discharges impacts to the Arroyo, and other "waters of the United 
States," fall within the jurisdiction of the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE), 
requiring their issuance of a Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 404 permit. If so, the City (or 
other applicant) must obtain the prerequisite CWA Section 401 Water Quality Standards 
Certification (Certification) from the Regional Board that construction and operation of the 
Project will not adversely affect water quality standards. Such impacts must be mitigated to 
receive a Certification and the DEIR should identify likely mitigation concepts. Information 
concerning Certification can be found at http:// 
www.waterboards.ca.gov/santaana/water issues/programs/401 certification/index.shtml 

•	 The DEIR should consider utility crossings' impacts on the arroyos, emphasizing that crossings 
should be made in a manner that avoids or minimizes disturbance of the Arroyo's stream bed 
and banks. 

•	 The DEIR should discuss construction and post-construction water quality standards protection 
best management practices (BMPs) arid BMP strategies that are likely to be used by projects 
in the areas studied by the DEIR. Of particular interest are BMPs to protect the water quality 
standards of the Arroyo and how use of these BMPs will prevent erosion, hydromodification, 
and other potential impacts to water quality. 

If you have any questions, please contact Glenn Robertson at (951) 782-3259, 
grobertson@waterboards.ca.gov, or me at (951) 782-3234, or madelson@waterboards.ca.gov 

Sincerely, 

Mark G. Adelson, Chief 
Regional Planning Programs Section 

Attachment - May 13, 2005 Letter to City of Riverside 

Cc w/attach: State Clearinghouse 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles - Jason Lambert 
California Department of Fish and Game, Ontario - Anna Milloy 

X:Groberts on MagnolialData/CEQA/CEQA Responsesl NOP-DEIR-City of Riverside-Crystal View 
Terr-Green Orchard Pkwy-Overlook Pkwy.doc 

California E.ironmental Protection Agency 
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May 13,2005 

Craig Aaron, Principal Planner
 
City of Riverside Planning and Building Department
 
3900 Main Street, 3rd Floor
 
Riverside, CA 92522
 

REQUEST FOR AN INCORPORATED ITEM IN THE CITY OF RIVERSIDE GENERAL PLAN 
2025 UPDATE 

Dear Mr. Aaron: 

Following our March 29, 2005 meeting with you and other City of Riverside planning staff, 
photographic maps of arroyos within City boundaries (maps) were copied for our use, along with 
a copy of City of Riverside Ordinance No. 6453, Riverside Municipal Code Title 17. Grading 
(Grading Ordinance). The maps refled Exhibits A-F of Grading Ordinance Section 17.08.011 
(2003 amendment). We have reviewed these documents, and request that the following be 
incorporated into the Riverside General Plan 2025 Update (GP Update): 

We request that a map be added to the GP Update. similar to Figure OS-3 of the General Plan 
Open Space and Conservation Element, with the delineations within arroyos and other 
drainages that we have marked (with or~nge) on the enclosed maps. These delineations 
represent areas within drainage courses where we believe that water quality standards (water­
quality objectives and beneficial uses1

) of waters of the State, and possibly waters of the U.S.• 
would be impacted or lost by any projects involving dredge and fill activities. The indicated 
delineations are outside of, and therefore augment, the areas already delineated and proteded 
by the Grading Ordinance. First and foremost, projects in the areas of these drainages 
delineated by both the Grading Ordinance and Regional Board staff must avoid direct or 
cumulative impacts to water quanty standards. Where such avoidance is not possible. then 
impacts to water quality standards (in particular, loss of beneficial uses) must be suitably 
mitigated pursuant to Clean Water Act (CWA) Sections 404 and 401. For project sites 
containing drainages, early consultation with U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and Regional Board 
staff is strongly encouraged, so that any water quality regulatory requirements, such as Sedion 
404 permits and Section 401 water quality certifications. can be properly considered prior to 
making final California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) determinations. We request that text 
in one or more elements and sections of the GP Update. including the text discussing the map 
and water quality standards delineations proposed. reflect the discussion above. 

Beneficial uses for surface waters (and groundwater basins) are established and defined in the Water 
Quality Control Plan for the Santa Ana River Basin (Basin Plan). The beneficial uses most applicable to the 
City of Riverside's arroyos and their tributaries are Groundwater Recharge (GWR), Contact Recreation 
(REC1), Non-Contact Water Recreation (REC2), Warm Freshwater Habitat (WARM), Limited Warm 
Freshwater Habitat (lWRM), Preservation of Biological Habitats of Special Significance (BIOl), Wildlife 
Habitat (WILD), and Rare, Threatened, or Endangered Species (RARE) habitat. In particular, state waters 
supporting REC2 are defined as recreational activities, including aesthetic enjoyment,in proximity to water 
but where Ingestion of water Is not reasonably possible. The WilD benefICial use applies to waters that 
support wildlife habitats, including the preservation and enhancement of vegetation and prey species. 
WARM waters support wann water ecosystems that may Include, but are not limited to, preservation and 
enhancement of aquatic habitats. vegetation, fish, and wildlife. including Invertebrates. 

California Environmental Protection Agency 
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Craig Aaron o -2- o May 13.2005 

We believe that the Grading Ordinance and several GP Update objectives substantially protect 
water quality beneficial uses for the Springbrook, Tequesquite, Alessandro, Prenda, Woodcrest, 
and Mockingbird Canyon Arroyos, in conformance with the Basin Plan. The provisions of the 
Grading Ordinance also apply to U.S. Geological Survey-identified blue-line streams, other 
significant arroyos, and lands in the RC-Residential Conservation Zone. We understand that 
the Grading Ordinance provides for very minimal construction disturbance in, and in most cases 
avoidance of, arroyos with average natural slopes of 10% or greater. However, we note that 
arroyo areas and tributaries with less than 10% average natural slope are not covered by the 
Grading Ordinance and are therefore more vulnerable to beneficial use impacts that may be 
caused by land use decisions. Development that affects these areas should also be subject to 
ordinance provisions that protect applicable beneficial uses. Following recent field confirmation 
by Regional Board staff, we have marked for consideration for protection those flatter drainages 
that appear to currently support the WILD, WARM, REC2, and perhaps GWR water quality 
beneficial uses.· Our delineations also include segments of drainages that Regional Board staff 
believes have potential for restoration of impaired beneficial uses. Notably, in eastern Riverside 
we consider the converging arroyos between Via Vista Drive and Century Avenue worthy of 
protection, as well as numerous drainages associated with the Alessandro and Prenda Arroyos 
in the Overlook Parkway area; the distal end of the Woodcrest Arroyo; and the drainage that 
flows westerly across the U.C. Riverside Citrus Experimental Station, Ottawa Avenue, and a 
park toward Martin Luther King Boulevard. We intend to similarly inform staff of the Riverside 
County Planning Department about adjacent or continuing drainages outside City limits. 

While we recognize that the arroyo protection features of the Grading Ordinance tend to focus 
on the eastern and southern parts of the city, our review of the orthophotos provided by City 
staff included scrutiny of areas throughout the city where WILD, WARM, and REC2 beneficial 
uses appear to exist. Again, ordinance provisions that protect applicable beneficial uses should 
be extended to recognized drainages outside of the arroyos delineated in the Grading 
Ordinance. For example, development in the entire drainage tributary to Fairmount Park, and 
the drainage exiting the Park to the Santa Ana River, should be SUbject to these protective 
provisions, as should the drainages tributary to the Santa Ana River, respectively, at the end of 
Tequesquite Avenue and parallel to Van Buren Boulevard. Similarly, in eastern Riverside, the 
large network of well-vegetated drainages in the open space between Alessandro Boulevard 
and Central Avenue should have beneficial uses protected by the Ordinance. 

We hope this information will be useful to City staff as they consider future projects, and that it
 
can be incorporated into the General Plan. During the March 29 meeting, City staff suggested
 
that it would be useful to discuss these maps at a subsequent meeting. We concur, and look
 
forward to reviewing and going over the maps with you and/or your staff at a convenient time.
 

If you have any questions. please contact me at (951) 782-3234. or Glenn Robertson of my staff 
at (951) 782-3259. 

. Sincerely, ~ 

~~,,~~~-e~ 
Mark G. Adelson, Chief
 
Regional Planning Programs Section
 

EnclOsure: All Arroyo Maps (hand delivered to Patricia of Mr. Aaron's staff) 

cc: Patti Nahill, City of Riverside Planning Department 

Q: PlanninglGrobertslLettersl401. City of Riverside Maps- 401 Response Letter-MGA-Final 

California Environmental Protection Agency 
~ 
~cJ Recycled Paper 



From: e lim [mailto:etan1328@gmail.com]  

Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2011 10:29 AM 
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo 

Subject: we want the gate close 
 
We want the gate close.  The traffic noise and pollution is killing us. We bought our dream home 
in this estate is to live away from the traffic and the air pollution, to  live near nature and enjoy 
the peaceful environment, Since the City took over everything changes.We are very 
disappointed. 
 
Eileen Tan 
14042 Crystal View Terrace 
Riverside, CA 92508 
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From: Jenkins, Diane [DIJENKINS@riversideca.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, March 01, 2011 3:48 PM
To: Barber, Scott; Boyd, Tom; Combs, Jenna; Darnell, Doug; Foster, Siobhan; Gary Hamrick; Gettis, Erin;
Gonzalez, Gustavo; Gutierrez, Ken; Janet Harvey; Lee Sherwood; Libring, Steve; Lisa Lind; Ouellette,
Michelle; Smith, Kristi
Subject: FW: EIR re Crystal View Terrace, Green Orchard Place & Overlook Parkway
Below is a public comment on the NOP.
 
Thanks
 
Di
 
Diane Jenkins, AICP § Principal Planner
City of Riverside § Community Development Department § Planning Division
3900 Main Street, Third Floor § Riverside, CA 92522
) (951) 826-5625 § 7 (951) 826-5981
DiJenkins@riversideca.gov  
P please consider the ENVIRONMENT before printing this email

 
From: Gonzalez, Gustavo 
Sent: Tuesday, March 01, 2011 3:42 PM
To: Jenkins, Diane; Darnell, Doug
Subject: FW: EIR re Crystal View Terrace, Green Orchard Place & Overlook Parkway
 
See comment below. I will drop it in the public comment folder and add the resident to the mailing list.
P. 951.826.5277 l F. 951.826.5981
 
From: Paul Benoit [mailto:pauljbenoit@charter.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 01, 2011 3:32 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Subject: EIR re Crystal View Terrace, Green Orchard Place & Overlook Parkway
 
Dear Gus,
I received a notice from one of my neighbors re the above and as a resident on Mary Street nearby I am seriously
concerned about the probability of increased traffic flow that will likely result from such a project.
Please put me on the mailing list for any pertinent notices that may arise from this consideration.
Thanks.
 

Paul Benoit
 
2390 Mary Street
Riverside, CA 92506
pauljbenoit@charter.net

mailto:DiJenkins@riversideca.gov
mailto:pauljbenoit@charter.net
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From: Michael Mihelich [mwm@lawyermihelich.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 01, 2011 5:42 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Subject: Crystal view terrace, Overlook Parkway project

Dear Mr. Gonzalez: My family lives on Hawarden Drive between Overlook and Mary. As you have heard from others, 
very few local residents support the extension of Overlook due to fears of excessive "pass thru" traffic. The Overlook 
extension should be approved, but only if the future impact on neighborhood streets can be minimized, if not 
eliminated. This includes the impact on Casa Blanca streets and Dufferin area streets which will bear a greater burden 
than Hawarden Hills streets. The traffic control methods existing in other neighborhoods, such as one way streets and 
limited access barriers can be employed to solve these issues and allay the justified fears of the public over this 
project.
Michael Mihelich and Dr. M. Lynn Scecina
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From:   Jenkins, Diane <DIJENKINS@riversideca.gov>
Sent:   Wednesday, March 09, 2011 9:58 AM
To:     Gonzalez, Gustavo
Subject:        FW: Overlook Parkway Extension

Gus,

Please handle

Diane Jenkins, AICP § Principal Planner
City of Riverside ? Community Development Department ? Planning Division
3900 Main Street, Third Floor ? Riverside, CA 92522
? (951) 826-5625 ? ? (951) 826-5981
DiJenkins@riversideca.gov  
? please consider the ENVIRONMENT before printing this email

From: Gutierrez, Ken  
Sent: Tuesday, March 08, 2011 2:36 PM 
To: Morton-Ellis, Sherry 
Cc: Jenkins, Diane 
Subject: RE: Overlook Parkway Extension

Sherry – It will probably not be going to CPC or CC until late in the year.  Di – Can you retain this with 
other comments?

Ken Gutierrez
Planning Director
City of Riverside
951.826.5658
kgutierrez@riversideca.gov
 
From: Morton-Ellis, Sherry  
Sent: Tuesday, March 08, 2011 1:46 PM 
To: Gutierrez, Ken 
Subject: FW: Overlook Parkway Extension

Ken,

Do you know when an item regarding the email below may be going to Council or Committee?

Sherry Morton-Ellis, CMC
Assistant City Clerk
3900 Main Street
Riverside, CA 92522-0111
(951) 826-5557 Office
(951) 826-5470 Fax

From: Nicol, Colleen  
Sent: Tuesday, March 08, 2011 1:38 PM 
To: Morton-Ellis, Sherry 
Subject: FW: Overlook Parkway Extension

For the record.
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From: Davis, Paul  
Sent: Tuesday, March 08, 2011 1:09 PM 
To: Nicol, Colleen 
Subject: FW: Overlook Parkway Extension

Can we include this into the record on this issue?

Paul Davis
Council Member - Ward 4
City of Riverside
From: Ken Sawa [mailto:kfsawa@2data.net]  
Sent: Monday, March 07, 2011 7:54 PM 
To: Davis, Paul 
Subject: Overlook Parkway Extension

Mr. Davis: 
    Please know that I am strongly against the extension of Overlook Parkway over 
the arroyo.  This connection will create a dramatic increase in traffic across one of 
our most prized possessions in the city - Victoria Avenue.  Proposition R and 
Measure C also prohibit increased traffic in the Greenbelt.  The city needs to 
increase the quality of life in our neighborhoods not destroy them with a dramatic 
increase in traffic flowing to and from the 91 Freeway.  Please note my request to 
REMOVE this extension from the General Plan.  Thank you. 
Respectfully, 
Kenny Sawa 
1184 Muirfield Road 
Riverside, CA  92506 
(951) 776-2968
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From: Morton-Ellis, Sherry [SMorton@riversideca.gov]
Sent: Friday, March 11, 2011 2:35 PM
To: Jenkins, Diane
Cc: Gutierrez, Ken
Subject: FW: Overlook Extension
Here you go…
 
Sherry Morton-Ellis, CMC
Assistant City Clerk
3900 Main Street
Riverside, CA 92522-0111
(951) 826-5557 Office
(951) 826-5470 Fax
 
From: Nicol, Colleen 
Sent: Tuesday, March 08, 2011 5:09 PM
To: Morton-Ellis, Sherry
Subject: FW: Overlook Extension
 
Another one…….
 
From: Davis, Paul 
Sent: Tuesday, March 08, 2011 5:08 PM
To: Nicol, Colleen
Subject: FW: Overlook Extension
 
Can we include this one in the Public Record?
 
Thanks
 
Paul Davis
Council Member - Ward 4
City of Riverside
From: Pauldavisward4 [mailto:pauldavisward4@aol.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 08, 2011 3:26 PM
To: Davis, Paul
Subject: Fwd: Overlook Extension
 

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: StevenM384@aol.com
Date: March 8, 2011 10:17:48 AM PST
To: Pauldavisward4@aol.com
Subject: RE: Overlook Extension

 
 
We do not want Overlook Parkway to be connected and to remove it permanently from the General Plan.
This extension would destroy our neighborhood with heavy traffic, damage a protected Arroyo and bring ig heavy
traffic to Green Belt Streets. This extension would violate both proposition R and Measure C and would bring very

mailto:StevenM384@aol.com
mailto:Pauldavisward4@aol.com
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expensive law suits against the city.
Thank you,
Steve and Jan McKee
7028 Orozco Dr.
Riverside, CA 92506
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From:   Lisa Lind
Sent:   Thursday, March 31, 2011 2:51 PM
To:     Steven Gaughran
Subject:        6103 naik

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status:    Flagged

 

 
From: Jenkins, Diane [mailto:DIJENKINS@riversideca.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, March 10, 2011 7:46 AM 
To: Barber, Scott; Boyd, Tom; Combs, Jenna; Darnell, Doug; Foster, Siobhan; Gary Hamrick; Gettis, Erin; 
Gonzalez, Gustavo; Gutierrez, Ken; Janet Harvey; Lee Sherwood; Libring, Steve; Lisa Lind; Ouellette, 
Michelle; Smith, Kristi 
Subject: FW: overlook extension
FYI

Diane Jenkins, AICP § Principal Planner
City of Riverside ? Community Development Department ? Planning Division
3900 Main Street, Third Floor ? Riverside, CA 92522
? (951) 826-5625 ? ? (951) 826-5981
DiJenkins@riversideca.gov  
? please consider the ENVIRONMENT before printing this email

From: Gonzalez, Gustavo  
Sent: Thursday, March 10, 2011 7:38 AM 
To: Jenkins, Diane 
Cc: Darnell, Doug 
Subject: FW: overlook extension

FYI.

 

Please consider the ENVIRONMENT before printing this email ?

GUSTAVO N. GONZALEZ | ASSOCIATE PLANNER 
Community Development Department | Planning Division      
3900 Main Street | Riverside, CA 92522
P. 951.826.5277 l F. 951.826.5981

From: suneal63@aol.com [mailto:suneal63@aol.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, March 09, 2011 11:20 PM 
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo 
Subject: overlook extension

 
Dear Mr Gonzalez, 
                   I live at 6916 orozco dr (1 house next to overlook) and found out by accident about the 
possible extension of overlook pkwy over the Alessandro arroyo to alessandro blvd from my neighbor.. It 
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does sadden me that the city is considering such a move without properly notifying the residents which 
will be affected by this.
                             Already the opening of Crystal View Terrace has dramatically increased traffic on my 
street and Hawarden drive,especially at rush hour by traffic trying to escape the bottleneck on washington 
to get to Victoria and Mary st.
                     Opening of the Alessandro arroyo to overlook will create an avalanche of traffic which these 
residential streets cannot handle.  Already the stop sign by my house is routinely disobeyed and speeders 
race by my home at all hours.
     I am requesting that there will be NO connection of overlook pkwy across the Alessandro arroyo.
                                                             Thank you,
                                                                         Suneal Naik
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From: Jenkins, Diane [DIJENKINS@riversideca.gov]
Sent: Thursday, March 10, 2011 7:46 AM
To: Barber, Scott; Boyd, Tom; Combs, Jenna; Darnell, Doug; Foster, Siobhan; Gary Hamrick; Gettis, Erin; Gonzalez,
Gustavo; Gutierrez, Ken; Janet Harvey; Lee Sherwood; Libring, Steve; Lisa Lind; Ouellette, Michelle; Smith, Kristi
Subject: FW: overlook extension
FYI
 
Diane Jenkins, AICP § Principal Planner
City of Riverside § Community Development Department § Planning Division
3900 Main Street, Third Floor § Riverside, CA 92522
) (951) 826-5625 § 7 (951) 826-5981
DiJenkins@riversideca.gov  
P please consider the ENVIRONMENT before printing this email

 
From: Gonzalez, Gustavo 
Sent: Thursday, March 10, 2011 7:38 AM
To: Jenkins, Diane
Cc: Darnell, Doug
Subject: FW: overlook extension
 
FYI.
 
 
Description: Signature

 

Please consider the ENVIRONMENT before printing this email P
 
GUSTAVO N. GONZALEZ | ASSOCIATE PLANNER
Community Development Department | Planning Division     
3900 Main Street | Riverside, CA 92522
P. 951.826.5277 l F. 951.826.5981
 
From: suneal63@aol.com [mailto:suneal63@aol.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 09, 2011 11:20 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Subject: overlook extension
 

Dear Mr Gonzalez,
                   I live at 6916 orozco dr (1 house next to overlook) and found out by accident about the possible extension of overlook
pkwy over the Alessandro arroyo to alessandro blvd from my neighbor.. It does sadden me that the city is considering such a move
without properly notifying the residents which will be affected by this.
                             Already the opening of Crystal View Terrace has dramatically increased traffic on my street and Hawarden
drive,especially at rush hour by traffic trying to escape the bottleneck on washington to get to Victoria and Mary st.
                     Opening of the Alessandro arroyo to overlook will create an avalanche of traffic which these residential streets
cannot handle.  Already the stop sign by my house is routinely disobeyed and speeders race by my home at all hours.
     I am requesting that there will be NO connection of overlook pkwy across the Alessandro arroyo.
                                                             Thank you,

mailto:DiJenkins@riversideca.gov
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                                                                         Suneal Naik
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From: Jenkins, Diane [DIJENKINS@riversideca.gov]
Sent: Thursday, March 10, 2011 7:47 AM
To: Barber, Scott; Boyd, Tom; Combs, Jenna; Darnell, Doug; Foster, Siobhan; Gary Hamrick; Gettis, Erin; Gonzalez,
Gustavo; Gutierrez, Ken; Janet Harvey; Lee Sherwood; Libring, Steve; Lisa Lind; Ouellette, Michelle; Smith, Kristi
Subject: FW: Overlook Parkway Project
fyi
 
Diane Jenkins, AICP § Principal Planner
City of Riverside § Community Development Department § Planning Division
3900 Main Street, Third Floor § Riverside, CA 92522
) (951) 826-5625 § 7 (951) 826-5981
DiJenkins@riversideca.gov  
P please consider the ENVIRONMENT before printing this email

 
From: Gonzalez, Gustavo 
Sent: Thursday, March 10, 2011 7:39 AM
To: Jenkins, Diane
Cc: Darnell, Doug
Subject: FW: Overlook Parkway Project
 
One more comment.
 
 
Description: Signature

 

Please consider the ENVIRONMENT before printing this email P
 
GUSTAVO N. GONZALEZ | ASSOCIATE PLANNER
Community Development Department | Planning Division     
3900 Main Street | Riverside, CA 92522
P. 951.826.5277 l F. 951.826.5981
 
From: TLO99@aol.com [mailto:TLO99@aol.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 10, 2011 12:11 AM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Subject: Overlook Parkway Project
 
 
 

Tim Owens

 

Dear Mr Gus Gonzalez,

                          I was unable to attend the March 9th meeting but  I wish to express my concern that future

mailto:DiJenkins@riversideca.gov
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plans for the extension of Overlook Parkway include provisions to keep cut-through traffic off of our local
streets. Increase in traffic will have a negative impact  on one of Riverside's finest family neighborhoods.

                                                              Thank You,

                                                                                        Tim Owens

                                                                                         2098 Gainsborough Drive

                                                                                          Riverside, CA  92506
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From: frank [fmcsbu@aol.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 10, 2011 10:42 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Subject: Overlook Parkway
Dear Mr. Gonzalez:

I have been notified by our neighbor Mr. Wilkman that City of Riverside is considering connecting Overlook
Parkway to Alessandro Blvd. 
I am surprised that as a resident of Hawarden Hill ( I live in 7008 Hawarden Dr. 92506), I was never notified
of the city planning hearing. This clearly can have an huge impact to our neighborhood streets.  I would like
you to know we are completely against the proposed move. 

Please ask your department to keep us on your mailing list so we can attend the next meeting.

Sincerely yours,
Frank Chu
Franklin Chu MD FACS
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From: Millie Garrison [millie.garrison@ucr.edu]
Sent: Saturday, March 12, 2011 10:09 AM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Cc: Earthlink
Subject: Overlook Parkway connection

Dear Sir

I strongly support connecting Overlook Parkway by building the two small sections that are currently missing. I live 
one one side of the current gap (1423 Rimroad) and work on the other side (UC Riverside). When we bought our 
house eleven years ago we naively assumed the gap would be closed in a short period of time. 

While there may be legitimate environmental concerns with finishing Overlook, I think there are overwhelmingly 
strong arguments for connecting the gap such as creating better traffic flow thus allowing fewer miles to be being 
driven and ultimately better air quality. Public safety is also currently being compromised because emergency response 
vehicles cannot always take the fastest route. 

I appreciate your sharing my views with the appropriate decision makers. 

Millie Garrison, Chief Financial & Administrative Officer UC Riverside College of Natural & Agricultural Sciences
Voice: 951.827.3104
http://CNAS.UCR.edu
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From: Rob [robbot@earthlink.net]
Sent: Sunday, March 13, 2011 9:44 AM
To: Davis, Paul; Gonzalez, Gustavo
Subject: Stop Overlook/Alessandro Connection

We recently received a forwarded email, originally written by Bill Wilkman, regarding the issue of connecting
Overlook Parkway to Alessandro Blvd.  Our family lives just off of Overlook Parkway on Westminster Drive. 
We just wanted to let you know that we support Bill’s position that “Overlook Parkway must remain
unconnected to Alessandro Boulevard until adequate means to handle traffic at its west end, and to
protect our neighborhood from cut-through traffic, are in place and operational.”  

We believe that one day the two roads must be connected, but if you are going to do the job, do it right.  We
don’t want to see our neighborhood buried in a tsunami of traffic.

Thank you,

Rob & Margo Chabot
 
W: (951) 780-5556
F: (951) 346-4085
C: (951) 312-3399
email: robbot@earthlink.net
 
"Be who you are and say what you feel, because those who mind don't matter, and those who matter don't
mind." - Dr Seuss

This email message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged
information.  Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited.  If you are not the intended
recipient, please contact the sender by reply email and destroy all copies of the original message.  
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From: Gayle [iwk4food@charter.net]
Sent: Sunday, March 13, 2011 10:41 AM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Subject: business concerns

Importance: High
Hello ,
 
Regarding the closure of the gates- As a business owner in this economy I WOULD THINK THAT RIVERSIDE WOULD
WELCOME TAX REVENUE FOR SHOPPING IN RIVERSIDE-   
I hope someone is actually reading this email - I will Need to go to MORENO VALLEY just
for a few things, Home Depot, IN & Out, Tyler Mall- WHY ? well Why should we spend 40
minutes in traffic to go when I can go to MORENO VALLEY in 20minutes- Now with the gates OPEN I get to the Home Depot in
10 minutes. AT THE SPEED LIMIT- So Nice to be wasting all of this money when it could have been used for a GOOD
LEGITIMATE CAUSE-
I can also, loose customers- becasue they will be forced to shop somewhere else , instead of
OrangeCrest Albertson Shopping Center or Mission Grove Plaza-
 
Not to mention the Fire and Ambulance service to the homes on the west side of the Gates-
Cordially,
Subway
Kathryn Rashidi

__________ Information from ESET NOD32 Antivirus, version of virus signature database 5950 (20110313)
__________

The message was checked by ESET NOD32 Antivirus.

http://www.eset.com

http://www.eset.com/
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From: Jody Wallace [JWallace@cmps.com]
Sent: Sunday, March 13, 2011 11:37 AM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Subject: Overlook Parkway
Mr. Gonzalez,
 
I live on Miracle Mile just off Overlook Parkway near the arroyo.  I wanted to voice my opinions in writing; please take them
into consideration when making decisions about the future planning of our roads.  My first preference would be to put
Overlook Parkway all the way through.  Although I am not excited about thousands of cars driving up and down Overlook, I
believe that it is in the best interest of the city.  If or until Overlook Parkway opens up all the way, I believe that the gates
should be removed.  My family and I travel through the gates at least 12 times per weekend day and several times on the
weekend (gym, school, golf, grocery shopping, restaurants, etc.- both ways).  More importantly, I believe that these gates
need to be left open for emergency personnel to quickly have access.  Thank you for all of your hard work on this project.
 
 
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Jody Wallace • CEO • Connect Merchant Payment Services, Inc. 
4204 Riverwalk Parkway Suite 270 • Riverside • CA • 92505 
Office: (951) 905-5000 • Fax: (951) 905-5989
jwallace@cmps.com • http://www.cmps.com
cid:436210504@20092008-2CEE

 
This email transmission and any attachments are for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information that is the sole
property of Connect Merchant Payment Services.   Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited.  If you are not the intended recipient, please
contact the sender and destroy and delete all copies of this email and any attachments.
 

mailto:jwallace@cmps.com
http://www.cmps.com/
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From: wilkmanhistory@aol.com
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 8:40 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Cc: Davis, Paul
Subject: Crystal View Corridor Gate Closure Plans
Hi Gus

I noticed that the Crystal View corridor gates have been closed per the City's plans, yet I have seen no traffic counters anywhere
north of the gates.  Can you provide me with the City's detailed plans during the gate closure?  I would like to know exactly what
the City plans to do during the closure to evaluate traffic impacts.  

Thanks so much for your attention to this matter.

Bill Wilkman



file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrs/Entered_In_Matrix/taylor.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:23 PM]

From: Clark Taylor [ctaylor@optivus.com]
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 6:09 PM
To: Davis, Paul; Gonzalez, Gustavo
Subject: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project
Dear Mr. Davis and Mr. Gonzalez,
 
In 1985 when my wife and I bought the Mary Street lot where we built our home, we were attracted by the quiet
neighborhood with nearby Gage canal and orange groves.  Being runners, we were both very familiar with the area, having
run along the Gage canal for years.  However not long after we built our home, the area above began developing and today
our neighborhood isn’t so quiet anymore.  Heavy traffic flow and congestion on nearby arterials and intersections have
created a nightmare on our neighborhood streets, largely due to heavy cut-through traffic.  On my daily walks or runs, day or
night, I often see drivers speeding, passing and running stop signs.  It’s crazy sometimes! 
 
At least for the moment we have some protection against further increases in our traffic volume:  Overlook Parkway does not
connect to Alessandro Boulevard.  In your studies about the traffic issues, please do not ignore our neighborhood.  Instead,
please consider the effects that additional traffic would have on our quality of life on (residential) Mary Street.  To get the
complete picture, in addition to your traffic counts on the Crystal View Terrace corridor, the city must consider counting the
traffic on Orozco Drive at Overlook Parkway and on Haywarden Drive at Overlook Parkway.  These are key to understanding
the traffic flow through our neighborhood.
 
For the sake of our neighborhood, Overlook Parkway must not be connected to Alessandro Boulevard until adequate
provisions are developed to handle the high volume of traffic at its West end.  Also, to protect our neighborhood from
additional cut-through traffic, these provisions should be in place, tested and operational prior to the connection being made. 
 
Thank-you for your consideration.
Best wishes,
Clark and Kathy Taylor
2417 Mary Street
Riverside, CA  92506-5030
(951) 780-9087
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From: Jeff White [JWhite@PCNanswers.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 11:00 AM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Cc: 'Rhonda Soulia'; Pauldavisward4@aol.com
Subject: "Overlook shortcut"
Gus:
 
I am writing this email as a Riverside resident for 40 years and as someone who lives off Whitegate …
 
The overarching message needs to be …. Do the RIGHT THING for the MOST people in Riverside …… Riverside spent money
on a crazy huge overpass on Columbia, an underpass off Jurupa for the train tracks and more and more other areas in
Riverside …. Spent tons of money widening Alessandro …… why were these things done … they were the RIGHT THING for the
MOST people of Riverside!!!  This issue is the same.
 
Since the city council meeting and since the company doing traffic studies has started, I like the changes and improvements …
the added STOP signs (though they are a pain in the butt as a driver) are the RIGHT THING for the MOST people that live in
the area … we heard loud and clear that the local residence were concerned and I would be too …. The lines on the roads, the
speed bumps and the stop signs address those concerns for the most part.
 
There are really 2 issues at hand…

1.       Open access at Crystal View and Green Orchard
2.       Putting Overlook through to Alessandro

 
Your job and the job of the city council, city planners, etc. is to provide the best living conditions for the people of Riverside. 
You widen Alessandro, you do an underpass at Arlington and now Magnolia, you put a hug bridge over railroad tracks at
Columbia – you get my point.  My point is that you are supposed to look at what is best for the whole.  Do the RIGHT THING
for the MOST people!!!
 
#1 - Leaving Crystal View and Green Orchard open is best for the most people.  This should be done now and permanently. 
This is a no brainer.
 
#2 - Putting Overlook through is the best for the most people long term.  This is a longer term project that will take years to
plan and implement and we may not even have the money, but it is still a good idea.  Don’t delay the decision for #1 because
of this item.
 
 
Here are several reasons why Crystal View and Green Orchard should remain open…

1.       I have a 17 year old daughter and a 15 year old son … she is already driving and he will be soon enough … the
“overlook shortcut” creates a safer drive for them in the evening hours coming and going from our home to
Woodcrest Christian where they attend high school … Washington is a dangerous two lane road with no street lights …
this is a better option for them and us.

2.       This “overlook shortcut” provides relief from Arlington or Van Buren for us to get from our Whitegate area to the
Canyon Crest area … we shop there and have friends that live over there … by it being blocked I have no incentive to
drive all the way around and shop at Canyon Crest.

3.       We will save on gas and pollution by cutting down our driving.
4.       We carpool with a family on the “other side” for school.  Since yesterday with the close of the gates, we are now

again unable to do this and now there is another car on the road and more traffic and pollution.
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As you can see in this email, I am asking that you do the RIGHT THING for the MOST people of Riverside
 
Thank you for your time, Local and long term residence, caring citizen and father of 3.
 
 
Jeff White, Vice President
PCN - Professional Communications Network
Providing Quality  Call Center Services for 20 Years
951-341-8484 (O.N.E. Number)
JWhite@PCNanswers.com
 
 

mailto:JWhite@PCNanswers.com
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From: wilkmanhistory@aol.com
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 7:49 PM
To: Jenkins, Diane; Gonzalez, Gustavo
Cc: Davis, Paul; Boyd, Tom
Subject: Re: Crystal View Corridor Gate Closure Plans
Thanks, Diane!  The main interest of my neighborhood is to make sure our street system is fully integrated in the counting effort
and is thoroughly studied with regard to traffic impacts and mitigation measures.  I understand that some of the folks in the
neighborhood have been dealing with the Overlook traffic problem since the early 1980s!

Bill

-----Original Message-----
From: Jenkins, Diane <DIJENKINS@riversideca.gov>
To: wilkmanhistory@aol.com <wilkmanhistory@aol.com>; Gonzalez, Gustavo <GGonzalez@riversideca.gov>
Cc: Davis, Paul <PDavis@riversideca.gov>; Boyd, Tom <TBoyd@riversideca.gov>
Sent: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 5:24 pm
Subject: RE: Crystal View Corridor Gate Closure Plans

Hello Mr. Wilkman (Bill),
 
I wanted to let you know that we are reviewing this request and will get back to this e-mail shortly.
 
Thank you
 
Diane
 
Diane Jenkins, AICP § Principal Planner
City of Riverside § Community Development Department § Planning Division
3900 Main Street, Third Floor § Riverside, CA 92522
) (951) 826-5625 § 7 (951) 826-5981
DiJenkins@riversideca.gov  
P please consider the ENVIRONMENT before printing this email

 
From: wilkmanhistory@aol.com [mailto:wilkmanhistory@aol.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2011 8:18 AM
To: Jenkins, Diane; Gonzalez, Gustavo
Cc: Davis, Paul; Boyd, Tom
Subject: Re: Crystal View Corridor Gate Closure Plans
 
Hi Diane

Thanks so much for your response to my email.  It clarifies why I and my neighbors do not see any tube counters out.  I looked at
the calendar and it is also helpful.  What it does not answer is where the tube counters will be placed and where the intersection
work will occur.  Can you provide this more detailed information?  We are particularly concerned that our neighborhood is included
in the counts at appropriate locations.  

Thanks again for your responsiveness to our questions.

Bill
 
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Jenkins, Diane <DIJENKINS@riversideca.gov>
To: wilkmanhistory@aol.com <wilkmanhistory@aol.com>; Gonzalez, Gustavo <GGonzalez@riversideca.gov>

mailto:DiJenkins@riversideca.gov
mailto:wilkmanhistory@aol.com
mailto:wilkmanhistory@aol.com?
mailto:DIJENKINS@riversideca.gov
mailto:wilkmanhistory@aol.com
mailto:wilkmanhistory@aol.com
mailto:GGonzalez@riversideca.gov
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Cc: Davis, Paul <PDavis@riversideca.gov>; Boyd, Tom <TBoyd@riversideca.gov>
Sent: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 10:05 am
Subject: RE: Crystal View Corridor Gate Closure Plans

Good Morning Mr. Wilkman (Bill),
 
We wanted to respond to your questions concerning the gate closures and the traffic studies.  We have posted a calendar on the
EIR website for the traffic study portion of the EIR.  It can be found at http://www.riversideca.gov/planning/pdf/eir/2011-
TrafficCountCalendar.pdf.  This calendar will help you with dates of when the actual counts will be taken in relation to the gates
being closed.
 
We must close the gates and then let traffic stabilize before we can actually begin the counts.  We do not want to be counting
traffic patterns of those who were not aware of the gates being closed and are having to turn around to find an alternate route.
 Therefore, we close the gates for a week and half or so and let traffic pattern stabilize and then we begin the counts.  Our traffic
consultants have limited the time to keep the gates closed for the least amount of time as is possible and still get a good, qualified
count.
 
Thanks
 
Diane
 
Diane Jenkins, AICP § Principal Planner
City of Riverside § Community Development Department § Planning Division
3900 Main Street, Third Floor § Riverside, CA 92522

) (951) 826-5625 § 7 (951) 826-5981
DiJenkins@riversideca.gov  
P please consider the ENVIRONMENT before printing this email

 
From: wilkmanhistory@aol.com [mailto:wilkmanhistory@aol.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 8:40 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Cc: Davis, Paul
Subject: Crystal View Corridor Gate Closure Plans
 
Hi Gus

I noticed that the Crystal View corridor gates have been closed per the City's plans, yet I have seen no traffic counters anywhere
north of the gates.  Can you provide me with the City's detailed plans during the gate closure?  I would like to know exactly what
the City plans to do during the closure to evaluate traffic impacts.  

Thanks so much for your attention to this matter.

Bill Wilkman
 
=

mailto:PDavis@riversideca.gov
mailto:TBoyd@riversideca.gov
http://www.riversideca.gov/planning/pdf/eir/2011-TrafficCountCalendar.pdf
http://www.riversideca.gov/planning/pdf/eir/2011-TrafficCountCalendar.pdf
mailto:DiJenkins@riversideca.gov
mailto:wilkmanhistory@aol.com
mailto:wilkmanhistory@aol.com?
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From: Rhonda Soulia [rhondasoulia@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:03 AM
To: Paul Davis
Cc: Gonzalez, Gustavo; cnichol@riversideca.gov
Subject: April 19, 2010 letter of record
Dear Councilman Davis,
 
Last April, residents in Ward 4 who were interested in the status of Overlook Parkway were alerted of an upcoming
vote at the April 20, 2010 city council meeting.  We were told the Parking, Traffic, and Street Commissioners were
recommending the completion of Overlook Parkway at that meeting (4/20) and the vote was for that issue.  We were
misled.  The vote was for, instead, to just accept the staff report for Planning Case P10-0023 now that it (the report)
was completed.  At the time, believing the misinformation, I submitted an e-mail opposing the completion of Overlook
Parkway until all studies had been made.  Since my e-mail was submitted under a false assumption and was
inappropriate for the subject of the April 20 meeting, I wish to rescind my comments.
 
You and I spoke last week about your intention to submit the e-mails and letters residents had sent to the mayor and
city council members for consideration at the April 20, 2010 city council meeting as part of the EIR which is currently
being prepared for the Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway issue.  I respectfully request
you to omit my e-mail dated April 19, 2010 from the package you plan to submit as comments to the EIR.  I
plan to wholeheartedly support the completion of Overlook Parkway in the event the construction gates are not
removed once the current EIR is completed.  I feel it would be confusing to have conflicting opinions entered into the
EIR record.  I will submit my comments on the EIR for the record separately. 
 
Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.  Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or comments.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhonda Soulia
Gwynn Court
Riverside, CA  92508
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forced developers to complete the parkway up to and on the other side of the arroyo and has 
collected an enormous amount of money in fees for the Overlook Parkway project.  I feel  they 
should spend the money on the project for which it was collected.  I also feel the EIR 
should address the need for the project to be left in the general plan until viable alternative routes 
are proposed.  If alternative routes are not proposed, then Overlook Parkway should be 
completed.  I understand it has been in the works for twenty years or so.   Residents who bought 
homes off Overlook should not be surprised if and when the parkway is completed through to 
Alessandro.
 
In closing, I respectfully request the EIR team 1) separate the construction gates removal from 
the completion of Overlook Parkway issue, and 2)heavily weigh the public safety factor in 
regards to removing the gates as well as consideration to the improved quality of life the removal 
of the gates brings to the immediate community irrespective of the Overlook Parkway 
completion portion.  Thank you for allowing me to give my input in regards to this issue.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhonda and Larry Soulia
18063 Gwynn Court
Riverside, CA  92508
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From: John Ford [rainmaker92506@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 12:02 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Subject: Overlook Parkway
Dear Mr Gonzalez,
 
My name is John Ford and my family and I live at 7435 Kingdom Drive in Riverside. Our home is between Overlook
Parkway and Green Orchard. Recently, Green Orchard was striped and a stop sign added at the corner of Green
Orchard and Kingdom, very close to our home. We are very affected by the actions and decisions made by the City of
Riverside. In addition, my parents live on Crystal View Terrace and most of my family lives on "the other side". The
closure of the gates is more than inconvenient; closure is harmful and dangerous. Closure impedes emergency vehicle
access and denies alternative escape routes in case of an emergency. I have small children and my wife is expecting
our third child due in May. I hope nothing happens that hurts my family during this time.
 
We have been fairly vocal in the past regarding the issue of the gates and the extension of Overlook Parkway. What is
troubling is that although we have been vocal, we have not been included in any of the discussions, notifications nor
processes regarding the NOP, the EIR, the closure and many of the other issues affecting the Alessandro Heights
neighborhood.
 
Thus far, with limited information, I believe the current NOP is lacking and incomplete. I would like to schedule a
time that I can come to the City to review your entire file. Also, I am curious as to what department is processing the
NOP and EIR.
 
Please advise if there is a convenient time for me to review the file. My office number is 951 684 5678 and my cell is
951 905 8585.
 
Any information or links that you can forward to me via email would be greatly appreciated.
From this point forward, I request to be involved in any notifications and to be forwarded any important information
or documents with respect to these issues.
 
Thank you,

 
John Ford 
6850 Brockton Ave.
Suite 211
Riverside CA 92506
Office # (951) 684 5678 
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From: sylvia [oneillterry@earthlink.net]
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 1:15 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Subject: overlook Parkway

Gus,

This is regarding the Environmental impact report for Crystal View Terrace, Green Orchard Place, and Overlook 
parkway.

It is unbelievable that there is consideration connecting the Overlook parkway so that the commuters from Moreno 
Valley can cut through our city. The White Gates – Haywarden – Victoria Ave - Green Belt regions constitute some of 
the crown jewels of Riverside. This is an area that would be ruined with the addition of 20,000 to 40,000 cars per day. 
Once they get through to Washington Street then what? This would clog up Victoria Avenue and the surrounding 
streets. We should not be inviting commuters to drive through our communities, adding pollution, noise, and reducing 
our safety. 

Our city council members were elected to uphold the laws we have in this city. These include Prop. R and Measure C. 
In a time when budgets are tight and redevelopment funding going away, any other use of these funds would be better 
spent.

Please do not destroy our community

Sincerely,

Dr. Terrence O’Neill
2240 Grace Street
Riverside, CA 92504

cc:  Paul Davis
cc:  Ron Loveridge
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From: Rhonda Soulia [mailto:rhondasoulia@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 10:10 AM 
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo 
Subject: Comment for the record re: EIR Overlook Parkway (P11-0050)
To Whom It May Concern,
 
Regarding:  Comments for the record of the EIR Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard 
Place/Overlook Parkway Project
 
**Please provide acknowledgment of receipt of this e-mail**
 
I am a resident in the vicinity of Overlook Parkway and Crystal View Terrace.  For me, this EIR 
is important in order to remove the construction gates located on Crystal View Terrace and on 
Green Orchard Place.  As you are aware, for the past two years these construction gates have 
been consistently open.  Before that, they were closed completely at times and other times 
partially open.  When they were closed, some bold people cut off the locks; when they were 
open, some selfish people put on their own locks.  It has been a bone of contention for 
awhile.  Recently the city implemented some traffic safety measures per the resident's requests 
and I would now venture to say most residents are content with the gates being open.
 
Having the gates open has given us residents a certain peace of mind knowing emergency 
services can get to a situation with the quickest response time.  We have heard from the fire 
department in the past confirming the quicker response time afforded by the open gates as 
well.  To me, and many of the supporters to remove the construction gates, Public Safety has 
always been the number one issue.  Nowhere in the NOP of EIR was there a reference to analysis 
of public safety.  Perhaps it is not an "environmental" element but it is certainly an important 
one-the most important one.  Not only the ability of emergency services to aide residents is at 
issue but also the ability of residents to have alternate routes available for evacuation purposes is 
imperative.  Closing the gates, to us, is akin to shooting fish in a barrel-we will be vulnerable and 
for no good reason.
 
Whether the EIR results in a recommendation to complete Overlook Parkway or not, the removal 
of the gates should be treated as a separate issue.  The majority of traffic flowing through the two 
gates has already proved to be mainly residents who live on either side of the gate using the 
roads for every day life-church, school, going to and from work, shopping, sports, and other 
family activities.  Families are the ones who suffer if the gates are not removed.  As far as the 
environment goes, more than two years of usage should have shown a negligible impact to the 
immediate environment.  The road has already been built and can more than handle the amount 
of traffic traveling through, there has been no damage to plant life that wasn't already done in the 
development of the lots, same goes for the wildlife except for the occasional dead bunny and 
squirrel, the air quality seems to be just as bad as when the gates were closed, and I have never 
seen a kangaroo rat neither before nor after the developments were completed so I can't see an 
impact there.  Coyotes and bobcats still roam the area and once in awhile steal a family pet.  Life 
seems to be the same, so to the lay person, there just isn't a reason to leave the gates in.
 
Concerning completing Overlook Parkway, I would like the EIR to address whether a scaled-
down Overlook Parkway would be an  alternative (address in Scenario 3 and/or 4?).  The city has 
allowed developers to add quite a bit of new housing in the immediate area of the arroyo yet has 
not allowed for residents to commute around the expansive city.  Putting Overlook Parkway 
through as a four-lane street is offensive to certain citizens but maybe it makes sense to complete 
it as a two-lane street.  Perhaps then, the projected amount of traffic through the "greenbelt" 
would be less and residents would still be able to move through town more easily.  The city 
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From: IRIEPETERS@aol.com
Sent: Friday, March 18, 2011 7:43 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Subject: Overlook Parkway Case # P110050
Dear Mr. Gonzalez:
We are writing to express out concern regarding connecting the upper and lower Overlook
Parkway.  We live at the lower area and daily witness the traffic that already drives too
fast and commonly blows right through the stop signs.  The increase in traffic that this
connecting would create would not only cause Overlook to become a major thoroughfare for
traffic, but also all of the connecting streets: Washington, Victoria (which would loose
much of what the City takes pride in preserving along Victoria). And all of the streets that
connect to the freeways already often have backed up traffic, especially at peak traffic
hours.
We respectfully ask that this proposal be reconsidered for all of these reasons.
Gary and Iris Peters
1443 Rimroad
Riverside,  CA  92506
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From: Butcher, Andy [andy.butcher@luxfer.net]
Sent: Saturday, March 19, 2011 7:33 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Subject: EIR in Crystal Ridge
 
Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner
ggonzalez@riversideca.gov
 
Dear Gus
 
I am writing to you concerning the EIR in Crystal Ridge.  Currently I use either Crystal View Terrace or Green Orchard to get
from my home on nearby Kingdom Drive to access Hawarden School, The Grove Preschool and the local business in Mission
Grove Plaza, where for example my son is studying TaiKwanDo.
 
Today I had a much extended journey while the “gates” were shut for the citiy’s study, which necessitated me taking a much
longer journey down Overlook, Victoria and Arlington, occupying our roads and damaging the environment.  I hope the study
will be concluded soon and the gates re-opened.
 
In the longer term, I would ask that the gates are finally removed, following the survey.  I am concerned particularly about the
safety aspects of retaining the gates, which inevitably delays Emergency Services accessing my home any time they are closed
(I have two young children), as well as extended journey times to schools.  I have seen the previous studies which showed that
Crystal Ridge and Green Orchard are being used by local residents, and I urge that this important access be retained.
 
Yours
 
Andy
 
Andy Butcher
7545 Kingdom Dr
Riverside CA 92506
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March 20, 2011 

Mr. Gus Gonzalez 

Associate Planner 

City of Riverside Planning Division 

3900 Main Street 

Riverside, CA  92522 

 

SUBJECT:  Comments on Overlook Parkway EIR Scope 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the upcoming EIR concerning Overlook Parkway.  I have 

lived at 6779 Hawarden Drive since 1994 and worked as a City Planner for the City of Riverside from 

1974 to 2003.  As a resident, I have experienced first-hand the traffic issues of my neighborhood.  As a 

City Planner, I have been involved in many of the decisions regarding the area’s traffic circulation. 

SUMMARY OF THE ISSUES 

What we have in Overlook Parkway is a hobbled circulation system.  Our local streets are being used to 

bridge gaps between arterials, the essential definition of “cut-through traffic”.  As detailed below, two 

arterials that were supposed to handle traffic at the west end of the Parkway were deleted from the 

General Plan in the 1970s and never replaced.  As development proceeded in the area, the traffic that 

accompanied it used local streets to make the connections the previously planned arterials were 

designed to handle.  Any connection of Overlook Parkway to Alessandro Boulevard must be coupled 

with the means at the west end of the Parkway to appropriately absorb the traffic that will result and 

protect local streets from cut-through traffic.  If this is not done, the local streets (Mary Street, Orozco, 

Gainsborough, and Hawarden Drives) that are now burdened with cut-through traffic will see a large 

increase in cut-through traffic, to the detriment of the safety and quality of life in this neighborhood.  

The bottom line is that the City needs to either implement Overlook Parkway with the means to 

properly handle traffic at its west end and protect local streets from cut-through traffic, or make no 

connection at all.   

I have attached to this letter the following material that will document the history of missteps, lost 

opportunities, and deferrals of action that have plagued the Overlook Parkway situation since the 1970s: 

1. A summary of the area’s traffic issues created in 1996 when the City considered a TPMM case to 

divert traffic away from the Orozco-Gainsborough-Hawarden-Mary cut-through corridor. 

2. A copy of an excellent traffic study done by the Riverside Public Works Department in 1976 that 

fully documented the need for a completed Overlook Parkway system, including the extension 

of Mary Street to Overlook Parkway and the extension of Overlook Parkway past Washington 

Street to the 91 Freeway via Madison Street. 

3. The 1976-1977 City Council minutes documenting the City Council’s decision to ignore the Public 

Works Department’s study by deleting from the General Plan the Mary Street extension and the 

connection of Overlook Parkway to the 91 Freeway via Madison Street. 
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4. A 2006 letter from Clinton Marr, a long-time resident of Hawarden Drive, documenting the 

many efforts on the part of this neighborhood to get the City to resolve the growing traffic 

issues that resulted from the deletion of the above arterials. 

HISTORY OF THE PROBLEM 

There is a considerable amount of history concerning the arterial system in this area, but in a nutshell 

the following information is important: 

1. Overlook Parkway was originally designed to function with two arterials at its west end.  One 

was a planned extension of Mary Street south past the Gage Canal to connect to Washington 

Street at Overlook Parkway.  The other was the extension of Overlook Parkway west of 

Washington Street to connect to the 91 Freeway via Madison Street. 

2. The need for the Mary Street extension was recognized as early as 1928, when it was made a 

part of the City’s first General Plan.  The implementation of Mary Street as a major arterial south 

of Victoria Avenue began in the early 1970s as housing tracts replaced citrus groves.  Per the 

City’s major arterial policies, the new tracts were designed with homes backing up to Mary 

Street. The construction of each tract was accompanied with the widening of Mary Street and 

the installation of a wall to separate residences from the anticipated heavy traffic of the Mary 

Street arterial.  As area residents witnessed these changes, they became alarmed.  Why would 

the City want to transform their quite rural street to an arterial?  Early Mary Street alignment 

studies brought area concerns to a boil, triggering an outcry from these people.     

3. Around the same time, residents of the Arlington Heights Greenbelt complained about plans to 

connect Overlook Parkway to the 91 Freeway through the Greenbelt via Madison Street. 

4. In 1976, the City Council directed the Public Works Department to do a study of the situation.  

The Public Works did a very comprehensive study (attached), including traffic counts, 

projections, and origin and destination studies.  Its recommendation to the City Council was to 

retain the original arterial planning for the area.  The City Council, however, ignored the Public 

Works Department’s study and advice and deleted both the Mary Street extension and the 

Overlook Parkway/Madison Street extension from the General Plan.   

5. Recognizing its action left an incomplete circulation system, the City Council directed the city 

staff restudy the traffic circulation situation in the area and develop alternate plans to meet the 

area’s traffic needs.  This appears in the City Council minutes as a directive to “…consider the 

environmental issues in this area as a part of the 701 Planning Grant…” (701 planning grants 

were federal funds available at the time for local planning.)  However, no follow-up study was 

ever done and the two deleted arterials were never compensated for with other routes. 

6. Later in the 1970s the voters approved Proposition R and Measure C which, among other things, 

restricted the Greenbelt area to minimum 5-acre lots and required the City to “Protect 

Greenbelt streets from heavy traffic.” and to “Minimize the extension of City services and urban 

infrastructure into agricultural land areas, except as needed for agricultural purposes.”   Any 

change to these initiatives requires a vote of the people of Riverside. 

7. In the 1980s, two local streets were connected to Overlook Parkway.  On the west, Hawarden 

Drive was extended south to meet Overlook Parkway at its intersection with Muirfield Road.  On 
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the east, Gainsborough and Orozco Drives were extended south from Hawarden Drive to meet 

Overlook Parkway.  The result was the connection of Mary Street to Overlook Parkway via two 

routes of local streets.  Once these connections were made, these local streets began to serve as 

de facto arterials, carrying traffic from Overlook Parkway to destinations north and east.  

Concerned about ever-increasing cut-through traffic in this neighborhood, residents made 

several efforts to convince the City to divert traffic to Washington Street, the nearest arterial.  In 

all cases, the City deferred any action, based upon its conclusion that the problem wasn’t 

significant enough at the time to warrant action.  (See attached letter from Clinton Marr.) 

8. In the early 2000s, developments at the east end of Overlook Parkway were approved, providing 

the first connections of the Parkway via local streets with destinations to the south. To prevent 

cut-through traffic in these new areas, pipe barricades were installed across Crystal View 

Terrace and Green Orchard Place.  This forced all traffic north of the gates to use the Orozco-

Gainsborough-Hawarden-Mary cut-through to exit the neighborhood.   

9. Recognizing the problems inherent in Overlook Parkway, the City Planning Department included 

policies in the General Plan prohibiting any connection of Overlook Parkway to Alessandro 

Boulevard until the completion of adequate means to accommodate traffic and protect 

neighborhood streets from cut-through traffic at its west end.  This is particularly important, as 

any alternative to connect Overlook Parkway to Alessandro Boulevard without the installation of 

needed improvements at the west end would require a General Plan amendment. 

10. This brings us to the present, as a desire to open the Crystal View corridor gates has reignited 

concerns regarding cut-through traffic and what to do with the hobbled Overlook Parkway.  The 

related EIR is very important, as it is the first time the circulation issues in this area have ever 

been studied in a comprehensive fashion.  It is very important that the City make a fully 

informed decision after over 35 years of missteps.  

THE PRESENT PROBLEM 

This history clearly documents that Overlook Parkway, in its present configuration, is inadequate to 

accommodate anticipated traffic demands at its west end.  It also clearly demonstrates the fact that, in 

the absence of other convenient choices, drivers will use local streets as de facto arterials.   

Presently, Overlook Parkway is a sort of “contained” problem.  The Parkway only extends as far as the 

Alessandro Arroyo and, thus, the traffic problems of the area are limited by the number of homes in the 

Overlook Parkway area.  Even in this contained form, however, the circulation system is dysfunctional, 

with local streets bridging the gaps between arterials,  the essential definition “cut-through” traffic. 

It appears that when the Crystal View Terrace corridor gates were opened, two things happened.  Some 

of the traffic that had been forced to use the Orozco-Gainsborough-Hawarden-Mary cut-through, had 

the option of traveling to southerly destinations via the opened gates.  This removed some cut-through 

traffic from the Hawarden-Mary corridor.  On the other hand, some traffic blocked from traveling north 

past the gates, now had a means to travel to northerly destinations via the Orozco-Gainsborough-

Hawarden-Mary cut-through corridor.  Additionally, travelers from within and south of the Orozco-

Gainsborough-Hawarden-Mary cut-through corridor had a new option to travel to southerly 
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destinations, via the opened gates.  These latter factors added traffic to the Orozco-Gainsborough-

Hawarden-Mary cut-through corridor. 

In essence, opening the Crystal View corridor gates resulted in a “shared pain” situation, with both the 

Crystal View corridor and the Orozco-Gainsborough-Hawarden-Mary corridor accommodating cut-

through traffic flows from within and around the Overlook Parkway area.  In other words, with the gates 

open, traffic has two cut-through options.  It can head south through the Crystal View corridor, or north 

through the Hawarden-Mary corridor.  With the gates closed, residents north of the gates are forced 

onto the Orozco-Gainsborough-Hawarden-Mary cut-through corridor.  People south of the gates are 

forced to go south to exit their neighborhood.   

FUTURE PROBLEMS 

If Overlook Parkway is extended to Alessandro Boulevard with no mitigating measures at the west end, 

the Orozco-Gainsborough-Hawarden-Mary cut-through corridor will see greatly increased amounts of 

traffic.  Given this situation, it is clear that if Overlook Parkway is connected to Alessandro Boulevard, 

something must be done to accommodate traffic at the west end of Overlook Parkway.  One of the 

options in the EIR scope is to explore the extension of Overlook Parkway west past Washington Street to 

connect with the 91 Freeway via Madison Street.  This would be essential to accommodate west-bound 

traffic. But it will not resolve the issue of accommodating traffic seeking to travel to destinations to the 

north and east.  Presently, the Orozco-Gainsborough-Hawarden-Mary cut-through takes the burden of 

this traffic and, in the absence of adequate diversions and the improvement of Washington Street, this 

cut-through route will be greatly impacted by increased traffic.  If Overlook Parkway is connected to 

Alessandro Boulevard, it will be essential to install some means to force traffic to use Washington Street 

rather than the Orozco-Gainsborough-Hawarden-Mary cut-through corridor.  Doing this would create an 

arterial-to-arterial connection for north and eastbound traffic.  Not doing this would leave open the 

option of avoiding the less convenient use of Washington Street by availing drivers of a more convenient 

cut-through option.  Whether or not it actually takes drivers less time to use the cut-through option is 

irrelevant.  Drivers see it as more convenient and, therefore, habitually use it.  The dramatic increase of 

traffic through these streets over the years is clear evidence of this fact.   

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE EIR 

1.  The scope of the EIR needs to include the documentation of the history and reality of the traffic 

issues in the Orozco-Gainsborough-Hawarden-Mary cut-through corridor.  In this regard, this 

neighborhood needs to be an integral part of the problem to be studied. 

2. The scope of the EIR needs to include a clear identification of how the traffic issues of the 

Orozco-Gainsborough-Hawarden-Mary cut-through will be studied and included in the EIR’s 

traffic circulation options. 

3. The EIR needs to analyze the impacts on the Orozco-Gainsborough-Hawarden-Mary cut-through 

corridor of each of the circulation options. 

4. In the final analysis, the City either needs to fully resolve the circulation issues at the west end 

of Overlook Parkway or permanently eliminate from the General Plan any connection of 
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Overlook Parkway across the Alessandro Arroyo to Alessandro Boulevard.   Proposition 

R/Measure C may make the extension of Overlook Parkway through the Greenbelt impractical.  

If this is the case, I would suggest Overlook Parkway east of the Alessandro Arroyo be renamed 

Canyon Crest Drive, and terminated at the Arroyo.  On the west side of the Arroyo, I would 

suggest Overlook Parkway retain its current name and be terminated with where it meets the 

arroyo. 

5. Regardless of what is done, the City needs to recognize that it has made many promises in the 

past to mitigate the traffic issues in the Orozco-Gainsborough-Hawarden-Mary cut-through 

corridor.  Even if Overlook Parkway is not extended across the Alessandro Arroyo, traffic calming 

and/or traffic diversion measures will still be needed this area.  The residents of this area 

deserve to have their long-standing concerns addressed, and appropriate solutions need to be 

included as an integral part of the EIR.   

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the Overlook Parkway EIR.  The attachments I have 

included with this letter are only a small sampling of the documents I have collected regarding Overlook 

Parkway.  I would be happy to share these files with those charged with analyzing and developing 

solutions to the Overlook Parkway problem.  I can be reached at 951 789-6004 or by email at 

WilkmanHistory@aol.com.   

Sincerely,  

 

Bill Wilkman 

6779 Hawarden Drive 

Riverside, CA  92506 

 

cc: Ken Gutierrez, Planning Director 

 City Council 

 Lisa Lind, RECON 

 

Attachments 

1: Summary of Traffic Issues and Concerns, 1996 

 2: Washington Street Traffic Study, July 1976 

3:  City Council Actions, 1976-1977 

4: Clinton Marr Letter: October 4, 2006 
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ATTACHMENT 1:  SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC ISSUES AND CONCERNS, 1996 

  



Bill Wilkman
Text Box
1996
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ATTACHMENT 2:  WASHINGTON STREET TRAFFIC STUDY, JULY 1976 

(Bear in mind that this study was done in 1976, some 35 years ago and it did not include a full analysis of 

the impacts of Overlook Parkway on the circulation system.  Yet, even in the absence of the full 

consideration of Overlook Parkway as a traffic contributor, the study still concludes that a functional 

circulation system cannot be accomplished without the Mary Street extension and the connection of 

Overlook Parkway to the 91 Freeway.  Today, the Mary Street extension is a missed opportunity that 

cannot be resurrected.  The only thing that can be done now to accommodate through traffic flows to 

and from the north and east is to force through traffic to use Washington Street, and to prevent through 

traffic from using the Mary Street, Orozco, Gainsborough, Hawarden Drives cut-through corridor.) 
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.vJP.5HINGTOn STREET TRAFFIC STUDY

On Harch 3, 1976 the Parking and Traffic Commission requested
the Traffic Engineering Division to conduct a comprehensive evalua-
tion of proposed routes for Washington Street between the community
of ~oodcrest and the Route 91 Freeway. The staff was specifically
requested to evaluate the traffic impact caused by proposed routes
joining ':JashingtonStreet with Mary and Madison Streets. This
report contains the findings and recommendations developed during
the course of the study.

The study was organized into two phases: the first phase
to determine travel desires of persons using the Washington Street
corridor, the second phase to use the related travel desires to
determine impacts on the street system in the area. Particular
at t.e nt i o: was also directed to potential problems which might be
created at critical intersections. Special attention was given to
intersection capacity, vehicle delay and the need and potential
for w i.d eni nq ,

Data for the study were collected from a variety of sources.
The Riverside County Planning Department was consulted for land
use data in the Woodcrest area. Steven Kohler, Tony Carsteris and
Mark Balys, of the County Planning Department, were of particular
assistance in this regard. Information regarding the road system
was provided by Gary Acres and Ben Dobbins of the Riverside County
Road Department. Jim Balcom, of the California Department of
Transportation (CalTrans), provided data regarding ramp metering
along the Riverside Freeway, Route 91. The City Planning Depart-
ment made available recent projections for population and employment.
A special word of thanks goes to Barry Beck, the City's Transpor-
tation Coordinator, who provided assistance and guidance throughout
the course of the study.

STUDY AREp·.

Cen~ered on the Washington Street crossing of the southerly
Clty limit, the study area is generally bounded by Arlington Avenue,
Madison Street, Mary Street and the southerly city limit. In
addition to this core area, effects related to external areas
such as woodc rest , Magnolia Center and the Downtown together with
the connecting street system were also considered in the analysis.

• DATA COLLECTION

III addition to the information obtained from other agencies,
extensive amounts of data were collected by the traffic engineering
staff. Included were 24-hour volume counts taken at the approaches

e __1'-
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to the crLtical intersections within the Washington Street area,
manual turning movement counts at 'the am and pm peak hours at
the same Lnt ersec t.Lo ns and a comprehensive inventory of street
conditions, including pavement width and geometrics.

:::arlyin the study, it became evident that the travel desires
of th2 motorists using Washington Street would have to be known
to properly evaluate the transportation alternatives. For this
reason an origin and destination study was conducted on Washington
~treet., Thursday, April 29, 1976. During the hours of 7:30 to
9:00 am and 4:00 to 5:30 pm, northbound motorists were interviewed
o» VJ<1Shll1gtonStreet, just south of the Victoria intersection.
'T'hedrivers were questioned to determine the place where their
t.rip beyall and their intended destination. The motorists were
<1iso requested to turn on their headlights for 15 minutes after
the inter'Jiew. License plate numbers were also recorded by the
intervlewcr. At strategic locations away from the interview area,
traffic '~lvision personnel were stationed to record the movements
of vehicles from the interview station. These vehicles were easily
Lde ntLf ice: because of the headlights. As an extra check, license
plate numbers of vehicles coming through these secondary stations
we re also recorded. The reduction of these data, showed not only
the origin and destination of the peak hour trips taken by vehicles
using Vvashington Street, but, it also showed the route used to
reach their destinations.

!i:XISTI'JCCONDITIONS

The road network in the area is characterized by narrow
streets not yet constructed to their ultimate width. This is
inkeepi;}(.!with the essentially rural character of the community.

I'/ashi~liJtonStreet, southerly of Victoria Avenue, is one of two
major street connections serving the County's Woodcrest area and the
.int ervoni li'0 City area, including what is cormnonly referred to as the
\~hite9ates area. Current traffic on Washington Street just southerly
o~ Victoria Avenue is about 4,500 vehicles per day (See figure 1).
The area served by Washington Street, although still relatively
sparsely (;cvelopeo, has experienced considerable growth in recent
years. ;l(}:;edon population growth factors supplied by both the
county and City Planning Departments, Caltrans has tentatively
~rojectcd traffic to increase on Washington Street to approximately
11,600 vehicles per day by 1990.

Washi~gton Street extends from south of Van Buren Boulevard,
llorthv,an;to Victoria Avenue to the Riverside Freeway, where it
c.lea(3c~ilr1S.,',ashingto!1Street is of var ing width , although typically
it ranyc-';from 20 to 25 feet wide, with its narrowest portion at

_UCS U _ -it Ct. t -;e~M Q .;; ; cp __
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i ::c;crous i:1<::; of the Gage Canal. It has graded dirt shoulders
t.h rouqh muc h of its length and is bordered by trees and a drai~age
c hanric l .

Mary Street extends north from Hawarden across Victoria, to
Indiana ~\;enue where its name changes to Brockton. North of Arlingto~
~venuE. as Brockton, it angles to the east and extends into downtown.
South of Victoria, it has a pavement width of approximately 32 feet.
The improvcd sections predominately north of Lincoln, have a 64 foot
paveme~t width striped for two lanes of traffic in each direction.

MaClf;on Street extends northward from Dufferin across Victoria
anC the l~i.versideFreeway to its terminus at Arlington Avenue.
;'rom v i.ct.c.ri a to Arlington it has a pavement width of 64 feet and
is ge:·l~raL1ystriped for two lanes in each direction, with widening
at key intersections for turning movements. South of Victoria,
it n arrov-x to approximately 20 feet wide, as it winds through
:.:>ralYj2 grO-Jes.

Victo'Cia !weilue extends in a northeasterly direction from
_·'illrnorc:;::reet,<jenerally parallel to the Riverside Freeway to
Floracc Street, where it angles nearly due north to Central. From
there, j:: again heads in a northeasterly direction, to its terminus
a t U:; i vo rsi ty. Reqarded as one of the City's landmarks, Victoria
~venue is ~otted on both sides and throughout its wide median with
paLlIs. The median is also planted extensively with rose bushes
end o thc r f Lowe ri nq shrubs and trees. These plantings, along with
the c i Lr .»; grove surrounding, make Victoria Avenue a pleasant
c'r.i.v i.n-j c;-perience for mos t motorists. Within the study environs,
Victor La ./.'.Tenuehas a single 18 to 24 foot lane in each d i rect.Lon,
sepa rat.cc.by a 38 foot median. On its north side there is a Class I
~icycle path and on the south side an Equestrian trail is planned.

T~c City's Circulation and Transportation Element of the
~2ncral Plan indicates Madison Street to be extended from its
current terminus at Dufferin Avenue to Washington Street and
cont.Lnuan.: easterly to l\lessandro Boulevard. \-'lashingtonStreet
is shown 1:0 end as a major arterial at Madison Street and to be
rcaLi.uned to connect to Mary Street. The configuration described
is shown on Figure 2. However, the pop uLat.Lon growth on which
the Gene~al Plan was based, was much greater than what is now
cxp0ctcd hy 1996. The extension of Madison Street beyond Washington
Street to \lessandro Boulevard before 1996 would be predicated on
c onsLc.o c ~,:_,ledevelopment taking place between Washington and
/'c:Lcs"cL1G.ru.Since such development is not imminent within the
_"_'i}C r·: tXL-e, any construction of Madison Street Extension would
DC pre ma t.ure .

£5. £ s. '-·-,,-K·aw S L gas
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The CJrrent traffic on Washington Street (4,500 ADT) can be
ac.equace Ly handled. with C}' two lane street. The capacity of a
two- la.ic acreet;be ing about 9,000 ADT. However, based on cal tran I s
projections, a four-lane facility will be needed to carry the
expected lraffic some time before 1990.

ulUGIN }\;';;J DESTINATION SURVEY RESULTS

The ~csults of our origin-destination study are shown on
Figures 3 through 6. As can be seen in Figure 3, approximately
80 percent of the morning outbound traffic had a destination
northeast of Washington Street. Slightly more than half of this
80 percent used Mary Street for at least a portion of their trip,
while slightly less than half used Victoria Avenue (see Figure 5).
The results for t~e afternoon pe~khour are similar although
slightly less in dimension.

A Very little demand was observed for the westbound Riverside
Freeway. Only two percent of the traffic was destined to Orange
county only half of that choose to use the Madison Street ramps.

The northeast orientation of the trips is expected to remain
although perhaps not as strong as it was observed. Increased
Orange County demand can be expected; however, much of it will
use Va~ Buren Boulevard as its route to the Freeway. In addition,
jncreasing activity in the downtown and Magnolia Center would
partially offset any potential shift to the west.

TR}\FFIC PROJECTIONS AND ROAD USE ASSIGNMENTS

Traffic projections and road use assignments were made using
po rt.Lo.rs of a prelimlnary iteration of an assignment model being
developed by Caltrans for the city, as well as, current volumes,
and Rlverside County Planning and Road Department projections.

The preliminary Caltrans model was checked against existing
volumes and, where necessary, adjustments were made based on a 3%
per year projected growth of existing.

The' .ash i.nq t.on corridor volume was taken from the Caltrans
mocloL and then redistributed for each alternate described below
based on C..lrrentpreferences and destinations as shown by the 0 and.
D study. For the Mary and Madison alternate, caltrans diversion
curves werc used to divide Washington Street traffic desi~ing to
yo northeast on the freeway between Mary and Madison. Some additional
rcc1istr i;)\.) t i on w i. 11 take place since in some cases all the vehic les
shown will not be able to get through the Arlington - Indiana -
Freeway intersection and Madison - Indiana - Freeway intersections
c...uringpeak times.
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VOLUME - CAPACITY A\JALYSIS

Volume-capacity analyses were made for critical intersections
in the study area. The Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)
method was used for the evaluation. This method compares the volume
of each leg of the intersection with its capacity to determine what
portion of an hour would be required with a free flow (constant
green light) condition for each movement. For example a movement
with 1,000 vehicles per hour (vph) on an approach with a capacity
of 3,000 vph would require 30 per cent of the total available time.
If there were two movements of this type on an intersection one
say for north and southbound traffic the other for east and west-
bound traffic the total intersection would require 66 per cent of
the available time.

The capacities used were based on a Level of Service "E" as
defined by the Highway Capacity Manual. 1 At Level of Service "E, II

traffic volumes being near the capacity of a street flow will be
unstable and there may be stoppages of momentary duration. Continuing
this procedure for each critical approach will yield the total
amount of time required to meet traffic volume demands.

ICU represents the proportion of the total hour required to
accommodate intersection traffic volumes if all approaches are
operating at capacity (Level of Service "E"). This does not mean
that Level of Service "E" is appropriate for design; however, the
evaluation of present and future operating conditions in terms of
total capacity is more easily understood. In an urban area, Level
of Service "D" which is represented by a 0.90 ICU normally would
represent an accepted design value for intersections of throughways
of other streets. Level of Service "c" is appropriate for design
for internal streets and for streets in rural locations.

Level of Service "D" is characterized by temporary restrictions
which cause drop in volumes and speeds. Comfort and convenience
is low but tolerable. At signals, short peaks may develop queues
which will clear during later cycles. Excessive backup does not
occur.

Level of Service "c" volumes are characterized by a restriction
of a driver's speed and maneuverability. This is suitable for
design values as may be expected in this project. At signals,
drivers may occasionally have to wait more than 1 cycle to clear.
Table 1 shows the intersection capacity utilization ratios for the
critical intersections in the study area. The intersections of
l\rlinCJto:1and Indiana, Madison - Indiana - Freeway are presently
operatin9 at Level of Service "D." The other intersections appear
to be operating at an acceptable level.

1 Highway Capacity nanual, Special Report 87, Highway Research Boara,
j,Jational Academy of Sc iences, 1965

& _ tiS ok Go4. au;: $I 4 $



EXISTING INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION

WASHINGTON STREET TRAFFIC STUDY

MORNING PEAK HOUR AFTERNOON PEAK HOUR
Critical vlc Critical V/C

INTERSECTION Movement Volume cahjcity Ratio Movement Volume Capacity Mll9(veh/hr) (ve hr grn) (veh/hr) (veh/hr grn)
Arlington Ave & SB Thru+Rt 240 1120 0.21 SB Thru+Rt 350 1120 0.31
Brockton Ave WE Thru+Rt 730 3600 0.27 WE Thru+Rt 980 3600 0.27

yellow 0.07 yellow 0.07
Level of Service "A" o:Ss Level of Service "B" 0.65

Arlington Ave & NB Thru+Lt 390 1340 0.29 NB Thru+Lt 320 1360 0.24
Indiana Ave WE Thru+Rt 800 3390 0.24 EB Thru+Rt 1030 2880 0.36

EB Lt 250 UOO 0.21 . EB Lt 290 1200 0.24
yellow 0.10 yellow 0.10

Level of Service "D" o:s4 Level of Service "D.ff Q.94

Arlington Ave & NB All 470 3580 0.13 NB All 360 3480 0.10
Victoria Ave WE Thru+Rt 540 4180 0.13 WE Thru+Rt 560 3910 0.14

yellow 0.07 yellow 0.07
Level of Service "A" 0.33 Level of Service "A" 0.31

Brockton Ave & NB All 340 1550 0.22 SB All 380 2650 0.14
Indiana Ave & EB All 290 2420 0.12 EB All 270 2380 v.ll
Mary Street yellow 0.07 yellow 0.07
(not signalized) Level of Service "A" 0.41 Level of Service "A" 0.32

Frwy 91 Off Ramp & EB All 280 2600 0.11 WE All 360 2070 0.17
Indiana Ave & SB All 260 2050 0.13 SB All 360 2440 0.15
Jane Street yellow 0.07 yellow 0.07
(not signalized) Level of Service "A" 0.31 Level of Service "A" 0.39

Indiana Ave & NB s/o EB on 450 2500 0.18 NB s/o EB on 510 2560 0.20
Madison Street & SB Lt 310 1080 0.29 SB Lt 120 1080 0.11
Frwy 91 weaving 0.33 weaving 0.33

yellow 0.10 yellow 0.10
Level of Service "D" "'0:90 Level of Service "B" 0.76

Victoria Ave & NB All 270 1730 0.16 NB All 170 1600 0.11
Washington Street WE All 270 1800 0.15 WE All 430 1690 0.25
(not signalized) yellow 0.07 yellow 0.07

Level of Service "A" o:J8 Level of Service "A" 0':43

Table 1
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PROJECTED 1996
INTERSECTION CAPACITY. UTILIZATION

Washington Street Alignment

INTERSECTION

Arlington Ave &
Indiana Ave

Brockton Ave &
Indiana Ave &
Mary Street

Frwy 91 &
Indiana Ave
Nadison Street

Critical V/c
Movement Volume Capacity Ratio

(veh/hr) (veh/hr grn)

NB Thru+Lt 830 3700 0.22
EB Thru+Rt 1880 4270 0.44
EB Lt 500 1320 0.38
yellow 0.10

1.14

NB All 750 1980 0.38
EB All 540 2420 0.22
yellow 0.07

0.67

NB 5/0 EB on 610 2590 0.24
SB Lt 350 1080 0.32
weaving 0.33
yellow 0.10

0.99

Table 2
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PROJECTED 1996
INTERSECTION CAPACITY. UTILIZATION

Mary Street Alignment
Critical V/CINTERSECTION Movement Volume Capacity Ratio

" (veh/hr) (veh/hr grn)
-"Arlington Ave & NB Thru+Lt 830 3700 0.22Indiana Ave EB Thru+Rt 1880 4270 0.44

EB Lt 500 1320 0.38
yellow 0.10

1.14
Brockton Ave & NB All 800 1980 0.40
Indiana Ave & EB All 520 2420 0.21
Mary Street yellow 0.07

0.68
Frwy 91 & NB s/o EB on 610 2590 0.24
Indiana Ave & SB Lt 350 1080 0.32
Hadison Street weaving 0.33

yellow 0.10
0.99

Table 3
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PROJECTED 1996
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION

Madison -Street Alignment

INTERSECTION

Arlington Ave &
Indiana Ave

Brockton Ave &
India!1a Ave &
Mary Street

Frwy 91 &
Indiana Ave &
Madison Street

Critical
Movement Volume

(veh/hr)

690
1880

500

ca~citY
(vehr grn)

3700
4270

-1320
NB Thru+Lt
EB Thru+Rt
EB Lt
yellow

NB All
EB All
yellow

550
590

1980
2420

NB s/o EB on
SB Lt
weaving
yellow

740
350

2590
1080

Vlc
Ratio

0.19
0.44
0.38
0.10
1.11
0.28
0.24
0.07
0.59
0.29
0.32
0.33
0.10
1.04

Table 4
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PROJECTED 1996
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION

Madison and Mary Alignment

INTERSECTION
Critical
Movement

.'
Arlington Ave &
Indiana Ave

NB Thru+Lt
EB Thru+Rt
EB Lt
yellow

Brockton Ave &
Indiana Ave &
Mary Street

NB All
EB All
yellow

Frwy 91 &
Indiana Ave &
Madison Street

NB slo EB on
SB Lt
weaving
yellow

volume
(veh/hr)

730
1880

500

vie
Capacity Ratio

(veh/hr grn)
3700
4270
1320

0.20
0.44
0.38
0.10
1.12
0.34
0.20
0.07
0.61

680
480

1980
2420

670
350

2590
1080

0.26
0.32
0.33
0.10
1.01

Table 5
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88' MAJOR STREET

PROJECTED DAILY TRAFFIC VOLUMES

WASHINGTON ALIGNMENT

WASHINGTON STREET TRAFFIC STUDY-
Figure 7
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Figure 8
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For each of the alternates described in the next section,
a volume-capacity analysis was conducted at critical intersections.
Projected traffic volumes as shown on Figures 7 through 10 were
used for this. Capacities were based on either planned or feasible
geometrics.

The analyses indicate that the intersection of the Riverside
Freeway with Arlington and Indiana Avenues will reach Level of
Service "E" in less than 20 years. The same is anticipated for the
Madison Street - Indiana Avenue Riverside Freeway intersection
complex. The Brockton/Mary Indiana intersection will operate
at Level of Service "B." These results are approximately the
same for all alternates considered -- see table 2 through 5 for
numerical relationships.

DISCUSSION OF ALTERNATES

Four alternates were considered to meet 20 year traffic
demands on the street network:

1. Improving Washington Street between Muirfield and Indiana
without improving its connection with either Mary or
Madison Streets.

2. Realigning Washington Street to connect with Madison
street.

3. Realigning Washington Street to connect with Mary
Street.

4. Maintaining the existing masterplanned alignment in
which Washington Street is extended to both Mary and
Madison.

All of the above alternates assume that Washington Street
would remain on the masterplan as an 88' major street between
the city limits to Muirfield. The cost benefit ratios discussed
for each of the alternates were based on the following:

1. Average Daily Traffic increasing from 4,500 in 1976 to
11,600 in 1990;

2. Cost based on incremental cost over improving Washington
Street;

3. Benefits based on using only vehicle cost of 10¢/mile and
on using both vehicle cost of 10¢/mile and $2.00/hour for
time.
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The major impacts of a Mary Street alignment will be the
same as for a Washington Street alignment except that there
will be less traffic on Victoria, Lincoln and Indiana between
v.[ashington and Mary.

Realigning Washington Street to make a direct connection
to Mary Street would cost $370,000. This cost is based on improve-
ments to provide a standard four-lane roadway from Muirfield to
Victoria. Based on 1990 traffic projections and on the origin
destination study, the extension would benefit users by decreasing
the total miles driven by approximately an average 200,000 miles
annually. Translated to dollars based on 10¢ per mile cost, this
means a savings of $20,000. Additionally, there would be a driving
time savings of approximately 600 driving hours. These factors
yield a cost benefit ratio of 1.33 considering just the savings
in mileage and 2.20 considering both mileage and time.

MADISON ALIGNMENT

The Madison Street alignment involves constructing a connecting
roadway from Madison - Dufferin to 'rV'ashingtonsouth at Hawarden
and improving Madison from Dufferin to Victoria. A new right of way
would have to be obtained for the connecting roadway. The existing
80' right of way would be adequate for immediate needs for the
Dufferin to Victoria section. There are approximately 47 single
family homes fronting on Madison between Dufferin and Indiana.

This route provides direct access to the freeway at Madison -
Indiana and would result in some time saving to those going northeast
on the freeway. However motorists travelling north on Brockton and
northeast on Victoria will have increased travel time and distance.
As shown in Figure 9, the Madison alignment results in increased
volumes on Indiana and Victoria between Madison and Mary and decreased
volumes on Indiana between Mary and Arlington compared to the
Washington or Mary alternates.

Realigning Washington Street to tie into Madison Street would
cost approximately $360,000 to improve as a four-lane facility.
This realignment would force 75% of the traffic to travel on a
lonser route resulting in an average net yearly travel increase
of 1,223,000 miles, producing a negative cost benefit ratio.

MARY A~D MADISON (EXISTING MASTER PLAN)

The primary advantages of the existing master plan alternate
are that it provides for the corridor travel desires as determined
in the origin and destination study and produces the least impact
on critical intersections in the area of any alternate meeting
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current travel desires. It also provides the flexibility to deal
with changes in travel patterns that can be expected when development
occurs east on Washington within the City, as routes will be
available for growth both to the east and west.

As the origin and destination study shows that the predominant
trip attraction ~ to the north and east the Mary Street connection
is of a higher priority than the Madison leg. Nevertheless, the
Madison connector is an essential element of the plan. It can
serve as an alternate route to Mary as well as meet future demands
and help divide the effect of washington/Madison corridor traffic
on the community. The projected volumes (see Figure 10) for Madison
Street in this alternate indicate that it may not need to be
improved to an 88' major street in the projected 20 years, but
should remain planned for 88' so that development is consistent
with its ultimate state. A properly designed two lane roadway
with paved shoulders could possibly meet projected demands in the
20 year time frame and possibly beyond. Because of traffic growth
beyond the 20 year period the 88' major street should be retained
in the master plan.

Together the Mary and Madison connections would cost $400,000.
Based on improving each as a two-lane facility, the savings in
average annual vehicle miles would be 420,000 miles per year.

Extending Washington to both Madison and Mary yields a cost-
benefit ratio of 2.3 for mileage only and 3.9 for mileage and time.
However, it should be pointed out that if Washington is extended
to Mary, the incremental cost-benefit ratios for also extending to
Madison is only 1.1 and 1.85.

Because the cost-benefit ratio is greater than unity does not
mean that the City should immediately implement a project. With
dozens of potential projects in the City and only a limited amount
of funding, the City should spend funds where the greatest benefit
could be derived. There are probably numerous projects that have a
cost-benefit ratio in excess of 2.0. Based on the cost~benefit
ratios for the alternate projects, consideration should be given
initially to the extension of Washington to Mary Street. The
extension to Madison Street should be considered as a long-term
need when development occurs and resulting traffic volumes are
high enough to warrant the project.

CONCLUSIONS

The present master planned alignments for Washington, Mary
and Madison Streets reflect travel desires and should be retained
On the Master plan.
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The relative priorities for improvement of the master planned
system should be 1) Widen Washington Street to a high standard
two lane roadway from the southerly city limits to the future Mary
Street connection. 2) Construct a connection between Washington
Street and Mary Street. The final priority, which may not be
needed in the near future would be the construction of a connection
between Madison and Washington.

The results of the origin and destination study showed that
the major travel desire from the Washington corridor is to the
North and East. 76 percent of the morning, 67 percent of the
evening traffic desired to travel in that direction.

At present, the Arlington and Indiana, and Madison/Indiana
and Freeway intersections are operating at Level of Service "D."
Anticipated increased traffic volumes are expected to produce
Level of Service "E" operation for all alternates.

The Mary Street alternate is second in preference to the
recommended alternate. It would provide for the major travel
demands to the north and east.

The Washington Street alignment would not adequately address
future demands and as a consequence would produce increased volumes
on Indiana and Victoria when compared to the recommended alternate
of Mary and Madison.

The Madison Street alignment is the route least responsive
to the observed travel pattern. This route will cause an increase
in vehicle miles traveled for vehicles destined to the north and
east, and has a negative cost/benefit ratio. It does, however,
provide a direct freeway connection.
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ATTACHMENT 3: CITY COUNCIL MINUTES RELATED TO WASHINGTON STREET TRAFFIC STUDY 
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:WASliINGrON STREET AREA RESIDENTS :
:Mr. Terry Beall presented recommendation. for &lignment, improvement and traffic circula-:
:tion of Madison, Washington and Mary Streets. Mrs. Kay DaSilva presented a request from:
a number of property owners in the area of Washington Street between Van Buren and Victo-;
ria Avenue for realignment and widening of Washington Street to eliminate dangerous curves;
and shoulders and the relocation of and/or removal of all trees and obstructions present-:
ing hazards. Following discussion by interested persons present, the matter was referred:
to the Parking and Traffic Commission and to the City staff for a report to the City :
Council on or before August 3, 1976. Further, consideration of any tract or development : MOtion
in the area of the potential street alignments was ordered deferred until after that : Second
date. : All Ayes

--- - ---------

r\, .t x.>
J

I

:ALIGNMENTS OF MAllISON, WASHINGTON AND MAl!! STREETS
I

:A. reque.eed by the City Council on July 6, 1976, a written report was submitted relative:
:to aligaments of Madison, Washington and Mary Streets. Following discussion, the ~Atter : Motion
:of aligmnents of these streets and Dufferin Avenue was referred to the City Planning Com-I Second
:mission for possible amendment of the Circulation Element of the General Plan. : All Ayes

. t C :~v- -- :
'V

I
I

:CASES GPC-2- i 67 AND GPC •
:Mr. Robert Buste~ appea;~~767 - H~ING DATES I

:Case GPC-2-767 and Case GPc~e~uest~ng, the City Council to COntinu ' :
:~ansportation Elements of t~e7~, be~ng proposed amendments of c:e t~~ publ~~ hearings on:
:~g in January !977. The < ner~l Plan, from November 23 ~rculat~on and I

:hearings on Cases GPC-2_76i-ty COunc~l declared their intent" 1976, tO,an evening meet- :
:7:00 P.M., and the ~lann' ;nd GPC-3-767 from November'3 ~~~6 to cont~nue the public :
:HUD planning grant 'Wit ~ng eparement was requested to dr'w ,to January II, 1977, at:
'submission of the ~o l,h t~e boundaries to be determined' a ~p a~ application for 701 :

o ~cat~on. • oy t e C~ty Council prior to the:
I

(1)1l
Lvl/

I

:PROPOStD AMENDMENT TO TH!
:(GPC-2-767) - CONTINUANCE CIRCULATION AND TRANSPORTATION EU:MEN'I' OF TH! GENElW. PLAN :
:7:00 P.M.--Hearing was Called on the :
::ral Plan relating to Mary Street in ~!:c~~~~n an~ Transportation Element of the Gen- i
: e~een Muirfield Road and Victoria Avenue ty 0 Muirfield Road, Washington Street :
:W~sn~gton S~reet near Tiger Tail Drive. ih:n~;Madison Street near Dufferin Avenue and :
:d~cated its ~ntention to con~nue the hearin _ty ~ouncil, on NOvember 16, 1976, had 1n-:
:was continued to Ja.';luarv11 19-7 _, 0 g on this matter; accordingly the he' ,
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IPROPOSED AMENDMENT TO 'IRE CIRCULATION .AND TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT OF THE GENERAL. PLAN :
I(GPC-2-767) l
17:00 P.M.-Further hearing was called 011 the proposed amendment to the CirculatiOl1 and l
lTranaportation Element of the General Plan, GPC-2-767, to: (1) Establish a precise l
lalignment for the proposed extension of Mary Street, a planned 88-foot-wide major arte- l
lrial, generally between the southerly terminus of Mary Street at the Gage Canal and Wash-:
lington Street in the vicinity of Muirfield Road; (2) Designate Washington Street gener- :
lally between Muirfield Road on the south and Victoria Avenue on the north as an 88-foot- :
lwide major arterial and establish a planned street line for such; and (3) Establish an :
l88-foot-wide major arterial connection between Madison Street in the vicinity of its in- :
:tersection with Duiferin Avenue and Washington Street in the vicinity of its intersectionl
~th Tiger Tail Drive and establish a planned street line for such proposed conuecticn. :

ieonsideration may also be given any combinatiOl1 of the above proposed amendments or any
~ther proposal deemed more appropriate by the City Council. The hearing was opened and
Iproceeded with, having been continued from November 23, 1976. As heretofore directed by
:the City Council, the minutes of the City Planning CommissiOl1 pertaining to this matter
:are on file and are a part of the evidence submitted at this hearing, whether or not any
:portiOl1 thereof is read or discussed. The communication from the City Planning Commis- I

lsion stated that the Commission, by a'vote of 8 ayes to 0 noes, recommended amendments to:
\(1) delete Mary Street as an 88-foot-wide major arterial between Victoria Avenue on the :
:north and its proposed connection with Washington Street on the south and (2) add an 88- I
lfoot-wide major arterial connection between Madison Street at its present southerly ter- l
:minus at Dufferin Avenue and WashingtOl1 Street just southerly of Tiger Tail Drive; by a l
Ivote of 7 ayes to 1 no, recommended an amendment to (3) add Washington Street aa an 88- l
lfoot-wide major arterial between Victoria Avenue on the north and the future intersection:
~f Washington Street with Madison Street on the south near Tiger Tail Drive; and further,:
~by a vote of 8 ayes to 0 noes, recommended that Washington Street be widened as soon as I
:possible between Victoria Avenue on the north and Bradley Street or the City Limits on I
Ithe south. The communication from the Environmental Protection Commission advised that :
lthe Commission, by a vote of 7 ayes to 0 noes, recommended that an environmental impact l
Ireport be required for this proposed General Plan amendment prior to any final action be-l
ang taken for the following reasons: (1) The three alternatives outlined in the Planning I
~epartment's report should be studied for potential adverse right-of-way acquisition 1m- I
Ipacts on adjoining properties; (2) Removal of trees and other improvements necessary to :
~stablish a major arterial in this area; (3) Creation of small isolated triangles of :
:landj (4) The use of a portion of Hawarden Drive; (5) Noise impacts on existing and fu- :
lture development adjacent to each alternate; and (6) Socia-economic impacts. Additionally;
lthe effect of this proposed amendment on Victoria Avenue should also be studied as well :
~s the whole growth question in this area. The Planning Director presented departmental l
Irecommendations, together with maps of the area. Following a brief discussion, motion :
~as made to require an Environmental Impact Report for Madison Street from the freeway tol
~essandro Boulevard to include, among other considerations, the impact of increased I
:traffic through the existing residential district from the freeway to Victoria Avenue, :
~ecommended street widths, and the intersection of Madison Street with Dufferin Avenue, :
:as well as analysis of Madison Street versus Bradley Street. whether Madison and Bradley :
, I:Streets should be equal, or if one should be designated as a heavier carrier than the l
lather. I
I I
I ,

~y interested persons spoke with regard to all proposals being heard. Written communi-:
lcations were presented and considered. Additions were made to the motion to include l
:washington Street in the EIR; to make the widening and safety improvements of Washington :
:Street a top priority budget item for the next fiscal year; and to delete Mary Street as l
Ian extension of Washington Street from the General Plan, determining that the actions :
ltaken would not have a substantial adverse effect on the environment. :
I ,
, I

~ter all present wishing to speak had been heard, the hearing was officially closed. :
IFollowing discussion among Members of the City Council. a substitute motion was made to I
Idelete from the General Plan Mary Street as an extension of Washington Street; to delete l
'~ison Street from Victoria Avenue to Washington Street as an arterial; to order an EIR I
lon Madison Street from Washington Street to Alessandro Boulevard; to make as the highest :
:priority in the coming year's budget the widening and safety improvements of Washington l
:Street from Victoria Avenue to the City limits; with the understanding that tract maps in:
~rogress will be considered through the normal process; and determining that the actions :
:eaken would not have a substantial adverse environmental effect. I,

I

Following additional discussion, a second substitute motion was made to delete from l
the General Plan Mary Street as an extens~on of Washington Street; to delete Madison :
Street from Victoria Avenue to Washington Street as an arterial; to designate Washing-l
ton Street in the vicinity of Tiger Tail Drive to Victoria Avenue as 88 feet wide; to l
make as the highest priority in the coming year's budget the widening and safety 1m- l
provements of Washington Street from Victoria Avenue to the City limits; to consider :
the environmental issues in this area as a part of the 701 Planning Grant; and to de- l
termine that there would be no substantial adverse environmental effect as a result of:
the actions taken. I

I
I
I
I
I
I,,
I

"A roll call vote was then taken on the s'!eond rolb.titutllmotion; and Resolution No. l
12984 of the City Council of the City of Riverside. California, Amending the Circula- :
tion.land Transportation Element of the General Plan by Deleting Mary Street as &11 88- l
Foot-Wide Major Arterial Between Victoria Avenue on the North and Mary Street's Desig-:
nated Conjunction With Washington Street on the South;, by Deleting Madison Street as I
an Arterial Between Victoria Avenue and Washington Street; and by Designating Washing-I
ton Street Between Victoria Avenue and the Vicinity of Tiger Tail Drive as an 88-Foot-l
Wide Major Arterial, was presented; and the title having been read, and further read- :
ing waived by the unanimous consent of Councilmen present, waa adopted. :

, . -'-

Motion was made to divide the question. Following a roll call vote, the Mayor Pro
Tempore declared the motion not ee have carried for lack of a majority vote.
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ATTACHMENT 4:  LETTER FROM CLINT MARR, OCTOBER 4, 2006 

 



-Architectural Consultants Clinton Marr; FAIA
Architect

October 4,2006 6816 Hawarden Dr.
Riverside, Ca. 92506
Tel. (909) 780-4578
Fax (909)780-4578Councilman Dom Betro

City Council Transportation Committee
3900 Main Street
Riverside, CA 92522

SUBJECT: Proposed Study of Overlook Parkway Extension

Dear Councilman Betro:

It has come to my attention that the proposed work program for the Overlook Parkway
extension study does not include any provision for studying future "shortcut" traffic in
the Hawarden/Orozco Drives area. I am, therefore, addressing this letter to the City
Council Transportation Committee in the hope you will amend the proposed work
program to address my neighborhood's needs. Since 1985, the residents of this area have
repeatedly expressed concerns about traffic from Overlook Parkway. While the City has
acknowledged our traffic concerns, to date, little has been done.

Presently shortcut traffic on the Hawarden/Orozco neighborhood is limited to persons
traveling to and from the neighborhoods along Overlook Parkway. When Overlook
Parkway is extended to Alessandro Boulevard, however, traffic will likely include drivers
from a much wider area, including Canyon Crest, Mission Grove, Moreno Valley, and
neighborhoods along Mary Street/Brockton Avenue. Now that the City is about to
embark on a comprehensive study of the extension of Overlook Parkway, I feel it is
important that the study include an analysis of future shortcut traffic in the
Hawarden/Orozco area with the objective of developing ways to divert through traffic
onto the boulevards designed to handle high traffic volumes.

I have lived in this area for well over 45 years and I have witnessed a number of attempts
to do something about the area's traffic. To help you better understand the nature ofthis
issue, I have prepared the following summary:

1977: Originally, City's street plans called for Mary Street to extend past the Gage Canal
to create an intersection at Washington Street and Overlook Parkway. (See attached
map.) As planned, Mary Street would have become the main north/south boulevard
providing access between Woodcrest and central Riverside. It was a logical plan and
would have amply served all ofthe travel needs of the neighborhoods along its path.
Hoping to retain their "rural environment", Mary Street residents approached the City
asking that the Mary connection be taken offthe City's street plan. Contrary to its staffs
recommendations the City Council removed this connection and directed the staff to do a
study to create an alternative traffic route. Unfortunately, no follow-up study was done
and no substitute for the Mary Street artery was ever identified.



1985: When Orozco Drive was connected with Overlook Parkway, the City, essentially,
created a travel path similar to what the Mary Street extension would have accomplished,
but with narrow, local streets. (See map.) As would be expected, residents to the south
immediately began using this new shortcut. While the volumes were low at that time,
residents of the Hawarden/Orozco area were concerned that traffic would increase as
development continued and especially when Overlook Parkway was connected to
Alessandro Boulevard. They asked the City to close Orozco Drive at Overlook Parkway
but the City Council said it felt a closure would be premature. The Council did, however,
promise to do something about traffic if it became a problem in the future.

1989: The residents of Orozco Drive again approached the City requesting the Orozco
Drive be closed at Overlook Parkway, however, the City Council, again, declined to build
any intersection modifications, concluding a closure was still premature.

1995-1996: When west Hawarden Drive was connected with Overlook Parkway, the
bulk of the shortcut traffic shifted to this new connection (See map.) The City
experimented with a temporary right-turn only barricade at Hawarden and Overlook, but
this just sent the diverted traffic back to Orozco Drive. To find a solution, the City
Council directed the staff to do a study to find ways to stem the growing issue of shortcut
traffic. The city staff developed several alternatives, and recommended street closures at
Skye/Hawarden Drive and at Westminster/Orozco Drive. Again, however, the City
Council concluded that closures or diverters were premature and directed the installation
of speed humps and stop signs as an interim measure.

2003: Hawarden Drive resident Frank Crowder filed a street closure case with the City to
address increasing traffic on west Hawarden Drive. Before Mr. Crowder's case could be
formally acted upon, however, City staff convinced him to withdraw it, promising that
the neighborhood's traffic concerns would be addressed in the new General Plan.

As you can see, every time the neighborhood has raised concerns about traffic, the City
has deferred action. With the connection of Overlook Parkway across the Alessandro
Arroyo imminent, a "wait and see" approach is no longer appropriate. Consequently, I
respectfully request that the Overlook extension study include a specific work item
directing the consultant to study potential impacts in the Hawarden/Orozco
neighborhoods and to develop appropriate solutions.

Respectfully,

Clinton Marr
6816 Hawarden Drive
Riverside, CA 92506

CC: Planning and Public Works Departments
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From: Carola Oels [carola.oels@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, March 21, 2011 9:32 AM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Subject: Overlook Parkway
Dear Mr. Gonzalez,
 
I am writing to object to the plan to build a connector bridge on Overlook Parkway.
 
Building the bridge would drastically increase the traffic, noise, and pollution in an area that belongs to the
greenbelt of Riverside. This area is one of the gems of Riverside, why would you want to destroy this
beautiful, quaint, and in parts still rural neighborhood by opening it to traffic from Moreno Valley and Perris?
Who would benefit from this project? Certainly not the residents of Riverside.
Traffic would also increase in adjacent streets and on Victoria Avenue, another gem of Riverside, which
would dearly suffer.
 
There is no exit strategy for the traffic, unless a major road is cut through the greenbelt to Madison Street.
This would potentially violate Prop R and C. Also, this would alter the Casa Blanca neighborhood as well.
A few years ago Madison Street was narrowed and beautified with planters to calm down traffic. It is an area
where many families with children live, for whom increased traffic would pose a great risk.
 
Another aspect would be the cost factor. What would the whole project cost, building a bridge across a
sensitive habitat, widening and building streets and so forth? Wouldn’t it make more sense to use the money
for projects to the benefit of Riverside’s residents? Why not use that money for example to build more
sidewalks, bike lanes, hiking trails, and/or for measures to beautify Riverside even more?
 
I am also in favor of permanently closing the gates on Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place . The
gates are closed right now, and traffic has decreased significantly.
 
Please, preserve our beautiful neighborhood, one of Riverside’s true gems by permanently taking off the
bridge project on Overlook Parkway of the General Plan.
 
Thank you and sincerely,
 
Carola Oels
 
7323 Whitegate Ave
Riverside, CA 92506
951-780 3020
carola.oels@gmail.com

mailto:carola.oels@gmail.com
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From: Alexander Kuruvila [alexkuruvi@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 22, 2011 8:20 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Cc: Davis, Paul
Subject: Study about connecting Overlook Pkwy to Alessandro Blvd
Dear Mr. Gonzalez,
 
My wife and I along with our children have been residents of the Overlook area (Gainsborough Drive to be exact) for
the past 18 years.  We were very concerned and in fact spoke at the city hall about 15 years ago, not wanting the
connection between Overlook Parkway and Alessandro Blvd.  Fortunately, city deferred action indefinitely at the time. 
Now it seems that city is about to take up this matter again.  We continue to object this move and would oppose the
proposed plans to connect the Overlook Parkway with Alessandro Boulevard.  The reasons are simple, roads like
Hawarden Drive and Gainsborough Drive are narrow and tortuous and will not be able to handle any increased traffic. 
By connecting the Overlook Pkway with Alessandro Blvd, there will definitely be additional traffic in both
Gainsborough Drive and Hawarden Drive for people cutting through Mary to access Arlington Avenue and Brockton
Avenue and also the Freeways, particularly 91 East at Arlington Avenue.  There will certainly be more accidents in
these connecting streets and Gainsborough Dr, Hawarden Dr and even Mary Street are all very residential areas not
designed to cope with this increased traffic and the resultant risk of traffic accidents.  So, we request you to fully
integrate into the study (that you are undertaking regarding the connection of Overlook Pkwy with Alessandro Blvd)
of all possible impacts on our neighborhoods particularly with regards to risks/accidents resulting from increased
traffic. We do not support any plan that will increase traffic in our neighborhood.
 
Thank you very much for your time and consideration.

Alexander Kuruvila, MD
Mrs. Valsa Kuruvila
2063 Gainsborough Dr
Riverside, CA 92506
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From: Diane Lamb [hblamb@woolseylaw.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2011 8:49 AM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Cc: Davis, Paul
Subject: Overlook Parkway
I am very concerned about the studies being done to open up Overlook Parkway.  I have lived on Mary St since 1981 and when
I moved in people rode horses down our street, since then Mary St has become a “freeway” of speeding cars.  If Overlook
were to be connected I can only imagine the tremendous increase in traffic and speed that would impact my neighborhood. 
Would you want this on the street you live on?  I think not….
 
Please look at all options carefully.  There must be another solution, or should we just leave things as they are?
 
Thank you,
Diane Lamb
2597 Mary St



file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrs/Entered_In_Matrix/chopra.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:51 PM]

From: Rakesh Chopra [rc_chopra@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2011 9:49 AM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo; Davis, Paul; overlooktraffic@aol.com
Subject: FW: Dear Councilman and city planner - DO NOT WANT OVERLOOK PKWY TRAFFIC
Dear Gus Gonzalez and Paul Davis,
 
I am a resident in the Whitegate area, specifically near Overlook and Washington area. I am concerned with the city study to allow
the completion of Overlook Parkway with Alessandro Boulevard.
 
I am opposed to any traffic increase or impact on our neighborhood. Thus I am opposed to any study that allows the completion of
Overlook/Alessandro.
 
Thanks very much for your time.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rakesh Chopra 
6926 Orozco Dr
Riverside, CA 92506
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From: Estelle Shay [estelleshay@cinefex.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2011 12:41 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Subject: Case #P11-0050

Importance: High

 
 
 
City of Riverside
Community Development/Planning
Gus Gonzales
3900 Main Street
Riverside, CA 92522
 
Re: Case # P11-0050 (Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project
 

Dear Mr. Gonzales:
 
We are writing this letter to strongly protest the plans to complete a bridge that will connect the two sections of 
Overlook Parkway and turn it into a major thoroughfare for traffic between Riverside and Moreno Valley, as well as 
Perris and Menifee. This will hugely impact in a very negative way the people who bought homes in the Whitegate 
area of Riverside, as we did back in 2000.
 
We settled on this area of Riverside because we wanted to be near the historic and charming Victoria Avenue,  and 
also enjoy the special beauty of this greenbelt area, with its mature landscaping, cleaner air, and upscale, quiet 
neighborhoods.  If this bridge is built, it will undoubtedly change all that, adding a huge influx of traffic, increased 
crime, increased pollution, and worst of all, gridlock on Overlook and Victoria Avenues, as well as on the streets 
surrounding them.
 
When councilman Paul Davis spoke to us at a neighborhood meeting shortly after his election in 2009, he all but 
guaranteed that this issue would never come up, and that the bridge would never be built.  And now here it is before 
the council once again.
 
We hope you will carefully consider our objections, and those of our neighbors, and find an alternate route that 
permanently puts this very bad idea to rest for once and for all.
 
Best regards,
 
Don & Estelle Shay
1363 Rimroad
Riverside, CA 92506
(951) 789-8590
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From: Ed McBride [sailboat146@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2011 2:56 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Cc: Davis, Paul
Subject: Traffic Concerns
Hello Mr. Gonzalez,

I have lived at 2536 Mary St. for the past 31 years. During that time I have witnessed a steady increase in traffic, and
it's just getting worse. I know the city is reviewing a plan which may include opening Overlook Parkway to pass
through traffic from Alessandro Boulevard. If this occurs, the traffic issues we now have will multiply and the quality
of life we currently enjoy will be adversely impacted. For these reasons, I would strongly urge the city not to allow this
to occur.    

Sincerely,
Ed McBride
2635 Mary St
(951)780-2574



file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrs/Entered_In_Matrix/Schumacher.txt[3/31/2011 2:36:54 PM]

From: Amy Schumacher [arebpope@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2011 3:29 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Cc: Davis, Paul
Subject: Overlook Parkway Connection Study

Hello Mr. Gonzalez,
I am a resident who lives on Hawarden Drive.  I have been made aware that the City of Riverside is about to begin a 
study to determine if and how Overlook Pkwy will be connected to Alessandro.
I would like traffic impacts on my neighborhood fully integrated into the study and do not want any plan adopted that 
would increase traffic in our neighborhood.  People already drive fast enough on my street and there are no speed 
bumps; thus my family would not like to see an increase in pass through traffic.
Thank you for allowing me to voice my opinion.

Regards,
Amy Schumacher
6837 Hawarden Drive
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From: Trav4lor@aol.com
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2011 9:58 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Cc: Davis, Paul
Subject: Re: Overlook Parkway
Dear Mr. Gonzalez and Mr.Paul Davis,
 
Solving the Overlook Parkway is indeed a difficult problem for the city. I understand the city is beginning a study to solve
the issue. I live on the corner of Hawarden Drive and Oleander,
and I am really concerned about potential traffic.  So we want traffic impacts on our neighborhood fully integrated into
the study and we do not want any plan adopted that  would increase traffic in our neighborhood.
 
Paul & Elayne Lohr
6800 Hawarden Drive
Riverside 92506
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From: Melissa Ciacchella [twicethemom@prodigy.net]
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2011 10:11 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo; Darnell, Doug
Subject: Crystal View Terrace Gate EIR

Importance: High

March 23, 2011

To Gus Gonzalez, Doug Darnell, and To Whom Else It May Concern,

I would like to start by saying that since the gates closure for the study purposes on March 14, 2011 there has been an
incredible difference in traffic starting in just the first day.  The volume of traffic in our area has decreased by more
than half.  I have felt incredible relief and a huge break in stress levels trying to maneuver my street.  The levels are
not as low as they had been when we first moved in, but it has been nice to begin to enjoy our living environment once
again.  We purchased our home in this area because of the environment that it provided us.  We have lived in our home
for more than seven years and watched the changes that have taken place in that short time.  We were located in the
County of Riverside and the gate was the boundary line between the County and the City.  During our time with the
County there was not an issue with the gate and when the section of Crystal View Terrace from Overlook was paved
up to the gate, the gate closure was maintained.  Since our annexation to the City there has been an issue of keeping
the gate closed.  More and more people are becoming aware of this option of Crystal View Terrace and the traffic
levels, pollution, noise, speeds, and crime levels have all been increasing.  They will continue to increase over time as
more people become aware of this street and as more homes are built on the top section of Overlook Parkway near
Crystal View Terrace.  The resident’s way of living in our area has changed greatly.  We can no longer go for walks or
ride bikes with our kids for fear of safety on Crystal View Terrace.  I have been almost hit head-on at least twice by
speeding cars coming into the oncoming lanes on my own street while returning home from school with my children. 
The recent striping, stop signs, and speed bumps have helped to calm some of the crazy drivers but not the volume. 
We have thousands of cars that speed past our house on a daily basis now since the gates opening.  No longer do we
live in a nice quiet neighborhood.   The constant sound of tires as more and more cars drive in front of our house has
made it no longer enjoyable to open the windows.  The frustration of trying to get out of my driveway and the not
feeling safe driving my own street are a daily stress.  The arguments that I have been hearing from the residents that
want the gate open have no validity to this situation.  Convenience over safety and character of our neighborhood to
the residents on Crystal View Terrace is not a reason to open the gate.  The gate was placed there in lieu of the original
concrete barrier to address the safety issue of access to emergency vehicles.  Since the gate was opened Crystal View
Terrace has now become a main thoroughfare connecting Van Buren to Overlook.  Crystal View Terrace is a
residential street and should not become an option of choice over using Van Buren or Alessandro.  We are not a four
lane highway to connect one area to another.  If that was the intent for Crystal View Terrace we would have never
supported the annexation to the City.  This was never disclosed to us prior to the annexation.  I understand that there
are thousands of cars that pass our home now that go through the gate and wish to keep it open, but the real issue is
how this change has and will continue to grow and affect the people that live on Crystal View Terrace that did not
expect this type of living environment when they purchased their homes.  Just taking a drive down John F Kennedy,
Dauchy, and Cactus you will see on most occasion’s dead rabbits and squirrels proving the large volumes of traffic. 
Without these large volumes of cars the level of dead animals would be less, not to mention the amount of times that
we have seen fences and street lights that have been run into.  The gate should remain closed until there are other
alternatives for passage on streets that are made to handle large volumes of traffic.  I am concerned that even
connecting Overlook Parkway will still cause Crystal View Terrace to continue to be an arterial connector.  Our street
was not constructed to accommodate large volumes of traffic and the type of living in this area was meant to be rural
residential not a business thoroughfare.

Sincerely, 
Melissa Ciacchella 
14242 Crystal View Terrace 
951-776-4232
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From: Tom Mazzetti [tmazzetti.bbc@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Thursday, March 24, 2011 11:31 AM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
March 23, 2011
 
 
 
Mr. Gus Gonzales, Associates Planner City of Riverside
 
RE:      Overlook Parkway Extension
 
 
 
Dear Mr. Gonzales,
 
This keeps coming up over and over.  It seems to benefit one neighborhood you are willing to
destroy another, the Greenbelt area of Riveside.  Grace St. & Jefferson St. are small narrow streets. 
It is currently difficult for two way traffic now.  With the great increase in traffic opening overlook
parking would be very dangerous,  These streets were not designed and built to handle much
traffic.
 
We are in the Greenbelt area and have been told for years that the city wants to protect this area
from growth and traffic.  In our opinion extending Overlook Parkway would be contrary to this. The
Greenbelt is simply not set up to handle this type of traffic.
 
We are totally confused how extending Overlook Parkway will have any benefit for our area.  It will
be a dangerous traffic nightmare.
 
Please reconsider and check out the streets in the Greenbelt area that will be expected to handle
this huge traffic increase.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
 
Tom & Barbara Mazzetti
2254 Grace St.
Riverside, CA 92504
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From: ocampohotshot@aol.com
Sent: Thursday, March 24, 2011 7:37 AM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Cc: info@stoptheoverlookparkway.org
Subject: Fwd: Letter opposing the Overlook Bridge

City of Riverside
Community Development/Planning
Gus Gonzales
3900 Main Street
Riverside, CA  92522

ggonzalez@riversideca.gov

The Case number is:  P11-0050 (Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project)

Hello my name is Luis Ocampo, I live at 1144 Muirfield Rd just off Overlook. I moved to Riverside in 2001 for 
commuting purposes related to work, my first home was near Fairmount Park in an area that was somewhat to be 
desired. I advanced in my career I bought a second home in the Mission Groove area and settled in for two years. As 
time passed and I advanced in my career I moved my family into the Overlook area. The main reason we moved to 
this area was for it's quietness, exclusiveness, beauty, and privacy. As spring approaches the croaking of frogs comes 
from the Muirfield Creek and the golden eagels make their return to the area. If I look out my window long enough 
I'm bound to see the local fox that frequents the creek across from my residence, yes all this in our local area. The 
chances of seeing coyotes crossing through the area are common place and the bobcats make their apprearance from 
time to time.
This is why we live here, to feel miles away from it all.  It apprears that the local wildllife use's the surrounding area as 
it's habitat and corridor to move about freely.  So like the wildllife; at what point does an indivdual stop moving from 
neighborhood to neighborhood to find tranquilty in his city?  We have come to this conclusion; if this proposal goes 
through it will be time to take our taxpayer dollars to another city. The main reason we left the Mission Groove area 
was because of all the road noise that grew with the Alessandro Blvd road widening project, not to mention air noise 
from March Air Base.  My wife, son and I are not willing to throw in the proverbial towel just yet, we are willing to 
help in anyway possible to protect the neighborhood we've work so hard to get into.  Please take the time to carefully 
consider the profound impact this will have on the City, it's residence, and the local wildlife.  Thank you.

Luis, Summer, & Luke Ocampo
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From: Margi Byus [M.Byus@charter.net]
Sent: Thursday, March 24, 2011 1:42 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Cc: Davis, Paul
Subject: Overlook Parkway traffic study
Dear Mr. Gonzalez,
 
My husband, Craig, and I live at 2083 Gainsborough Drive.  We are very concerned about a possible increase in the traffic on
Gainsborough Dr.  We want any traffic impacts on our neightborgood fullly integrated into the study you are doing.  We also don't
want any plan adopted that would increase traffic in our neighborhood. 
 
Traffic on Orozco/Gainsborough is quite heavy as it is and many people speed down our street.  Speed bumps would be a
welcome addition; they may even encourage some to use another route.
 
Thank you for your consideration of this matter.
 
Margaret Byus
m.byus@charter.net

mailto:m.byus@charter.net
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From: Joan Jackson [joani.frs@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Thursday, March 24, 2011 11:33 AM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Cc: Davis, Paul
Subject: Traffic on Hawarden Dr.
 
Mr. Gonzalez,
 
I am relatively new (Oct. 2010) to the neighborhood on Hawarden Dr, and the first thing that shocked me was the
amount of traffic in the afternoon, evening and well into the night on Hawarden Drive.
 
I respectfully ask that the impact that excessive traffic has on our street and neighborhood be investigated.
 
Sincerely,
Joanie Jackson
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From: Gonzalez, Gustavo [GGonzalez@riversideca.gov]
Sent: Thursday, March 24, 2011 2:18 PM
To: Jenkins, Diane
Cc: Darnell, Doug
Subject: FW: connecting Overlook Parkway to Alessandro Blvd.
One more comment.
 
From: Wayne Sheppard [mailto:wayne@pacsocal.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 24, 2011 2:04 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Cc: Davis, Paul
Subject: connecting Overlook Parkway to Alessandro Blvd.
 
I live at 7128 Hawarden Drive for the last 12 years. The traffic on our street has increased dramatically, and to that point a
number of years ago the residents tried to purchase the street and gate the community. The city’s answer was to put in 6
speed bump which had no effect on the traffic flow on our street. We were all charged for these speed bumps yet there was
no noticeable decrease in traffic. In addition there are no speed bump at our end of the street and the cars are passing my
home at a greater speed than prior to the installation of speed bumps. Presently we have significant congestion on both
Alessandro and Van Buren and if opening up Overlook is to alleviate these problems this is a very bad idea. This area is an
upscale residential area not to used to alleviate poor planning of the past. We purchased our homes with expectations this is
a residential neighborhood. Please look for other alternatives rather than opening up Overlook. If you are doing impact
studies please include our streets. I can only express my strong disagreement to any plan to open Overlook. It is my sincere
hope we do not have to resort legal action to prevent a bad idea.
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From: George Lenertz [georgelenertz@att.net]
Sent: Friday, March 25, 2011 10:35 AM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Cc: overlooktraffic@aol.com
Subject: Overlook Parkway
 
Dear Gus,
 
I sent the following two E-mails to Paul Davis not realizing that they really should have gone to you.  So thank you for the closure
of Crystal View at Overlook.  If even so temporary, it did again open my eyes to what's been a gradual but large increase in traffic
on Orozco/Gainsborough/Hawarden/Mary Street corridor.
 
As I told Paul, I've lived in the area for along time.  The only homes I've ever owned were on Greylock and the one I built and
currently live on Hawarden.  Both are within 1/4 mile from the intersection of Overlook and Washington.  I am very familiar with the
area and its history.  I used to take Hawarden off Arlington to get to Greylock before it was closed at the arroyo.  Took me alot
longer but thought it was the most beautiful drive in Riverside.  I once had a collision on Hawarden not far from where I now
live and it took an hour for somebody to come by and gave us a hand.  I could have the same accident in the same spot today
and see a passersby every 30 seconds.  It would still take the same hour for somebody to stop but times have changed.  
 
 
When I bought my house on Greylock, I was told what to expect for future growth in traffic in the area and where it would go, down
Madison.  When I bought the lot on Hawarden I still knew where it would go, but never in my wildest dreams did I think my portion
of Hawarden would become part of only two links to the 91 freeway and the center of town from the developement of what has
come to be known as Alessandro Heights.  Between Alessandro and Washington on Overlook there are only two streets that will
lead you towards the center of town and the 91, Orozco and Hawarden, and they both connect at Mary.  That leaves all the traffic
to Washington and Mary Streets.  That's a lot of traffic on Mary and most of it comes by my house. 
 
The 6700 block of Hawarden wasn't designed for this kind of traffic.  As a matter of fact when the developement went in across the
street from me 25 years ago, the planning department reduced the density of the project because they said Hawarden couldn't
handle the traffic.  I don't think the planning department of today realizes the impact that developement in Alessandro Heights has
on the Orozco/Gainsborough/Hawarden/Mary Street homes and occupants.
 
The two gates in question indicate somebody thought there was going to be a problem on Overlook and traffic flow on
Washington but I never hear the Mary Street corridor mentioned as a problem.  The gates didn't last long once enough people
moved in to put pressure on City Council. The extension of Overlook to the west was changed as was the closure of the gates. 
The only thing that hasn't changed over the years is the width of Washington and Hawarden. Hawarden is still the same old 27 foot
road. 
 
You called for an EIR with 4 scenarios on what to do about Overlook. Not one of the four  mentions the possibility of changing
anything to do with old established neighborhoods effected along the route consisting of Orozco,Gainsbouough, Hawarden and
Mary Street.  I noticed that in your request for responses there were over 100 addressees but I didn't see any name connected in
any way to these streets.  I think the people along those streets have more environmentally at risk here than anybody with the
exception of people to the west of Washington should scenario 4 be chosen. .
 
I'm sure the people along the Mary Street corridor would like to give their input on the impact any one of the scenarios might have
on them.  We got together years ago to try and get the city to help solve the increasing traffic problem along this corridor.  For our
efforts we got 2 stop signs and 2 speed humps as a dailey reminder of the Overlook problem.  Our speed humps were some of
the first in the city.  It seems like everytime Overlook is revisited, the established neighborhoods on or around the Mary Street
corridor have to re-educate city planning and council on the history of our concerns.  Many of the same people still live here, have
the same concerns and want to help fix the overall problem Overlook creates.  They can be contacted through
overlooktraffic@aol,com for their imput to the EIR.
 
Most people know that this is a city problem and it invloves more than just local traffic.  The decisions that are made here may
change the way traffic moves in the southeast part of the city.  If we're going to fix the problem, lets fix it right this time and not
some politically motivated Micky Mouse patch as in the past.
 
Thanks for your efforts Gus.  I appreciate your time and skill working on this.  My neighbors and I would like to give our input. We
want to help get the project done right for the betterment of the City of Riverside.
 

http://us.mc1800.mail.yahoo.com/mc/compose?to=overlooktraffic@aol,com
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George Lenertz
 
georgelenertz@att.net
951.780.1354  
 

From: George Lenertz [georgelenertz@att.net]
Sent: Friday, March 25, 2011 5:38 AM
To: Davis, Paul
Cc: Gardner, Mike; Melendrez, Aurelio; Bailey, Rusty; MacArthur, Chris; Hart, Nancy; Adams, Steve
Subject: RE: Traffic Pattern and Observations in Hawarden Hills

Dear Paul,
 
Thanks for the reply but please tell me that the study didn't start with the closing of Crystal View.  I would have thought that
closing would have been the very last thing to do as part of a study.  This isn't my line of work but I would have studied the traffic
patterns in the area with Crystal View open and then close Crystal View to see what the immediate effects are, especially since the
roads have open for some time now.  To close the road and start the study and then open the road and continue the study won't
reflect what really has happened to traffic on Orozco, Gainsborough, Hawaren and Mary.  It takes awhile for people to realize that
the road has re-opened.
 
Don't get me wrong, this isn't a Crystal View/Overlook problem, this is an Overlook/Washington to Overlook/Alessandro and
beyond problem.  These were simply some of my observations of traffic on Hawarden in the past week since Crystal View was
closed.  What in reality is a City of Riverside problem is rapidly turning into a battle between people on different streets in the
Hawarden Hills and Alessandro Heights and that isn't right.
 
As I said in the beginning, I've lived within a 1/4 mile of th Washington and Overlook intersection for over 45 years.  If the old
elected officials had not sold out to a chosen few, you and the rest of the council wouldn't even be thinking about this today.  If you
take the politics out of it, all of you on the council know what the right solution to the problem is.  Without Overlook going
somewhere to the west from Washington, it makes no sence to open it.  Figure out a way to overcome the limitations of Prop
R/Measure C for west bound Overlook traffic and the city is good to go for opening Overlook.
 
Every study in the world will show that drivers will take the quickest/easiest route just like water flowing down hill.  That's why all
the developement in the hills has had such an impact on the Orozco/Gainsborough/Hawarden/Mary corridor.  Please don't forget
my meandering Hawarden.  No matter what the decision with the Overlook problem, two little signs No Right Turn and No Left Turn
will make a big difference to the people who live on Orozco, Gainsborough, Hawarden and Mary streets. 
 
 
Good luck Paul.  If I can be of any help, let me know.
   
George
 
--- On Tue, 3/22/11, Davis, Paul <PDavis@riversideca.gov> wrote:

From: Davis, Paul <PDavis@riversideca.gov>
Subject: RE: Traffic Pattern and Observations in Hawarden Hills
To: "George Lenertz" <georgelenertz@att.net>
Date: Tuesday, March 22, 2011, 1:02 PM

Mr. Lenertz,
 
Thank you for the note on this subject.  You are correct the Council voted to keep the gates open until this matter is
resolved via the EIR.  However, as part of the study, the consultant must close the gates for a period of time to measure
the traffic impacts on other roads.  The gates will reopen on about the first of April and the study will continue.  I will
include your comments in the Public Record, so that your voice is heard on this issue and your observations are noted.
 
Paul Davis
Council Member - Ward 4
City of Riverside
 

http://us.mc1800.mail.yahoo.com/mc/compose?to=georgelenertz@att.net
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From: George Lenertz [georgelenertz@att.net]
Sent: Monday, March 21, 2011 4:32 PM
To: Davis, Paul
Cc: Gardner, Mike
Subject: Traffic Pattern and Observations in Hawarden Hills

 
 
March 18, 2011
 
Dear Paul,
 
Just want to say thank you for the closing of Crystal View at Overlook and even though it is apparently only a temporary
closing, I wanted to give you my observations of traffic on my street.  I currently live at 6774 Hawarden and have for 25
years. Prior to that I lived on Greylock for 20 years overlooking the entire Overlook Parkway area.  In 45 years I've
seen barren hills come alive and Hawarden go from a meandering lane to a short cut connector road for cross town traffic.
 
I thought the council had voted to keep Crystal View open, so I was surprised to find it closed.  What is even more
surprising though is how I found out it had closed.  There was such a drop in traffic on Hawarden on Tuesday, that I drove
up the hill to see if there was a problem, only to find that Crystal View had been closed at Overlook.  Another observation
I've noticed, the remaining traffic on Hawarden travels at a greatly reduced speed which would indicate to me that what's
left is local neighborhood traffic not people taking a short cut much the same as water does when flowing down hill.  It is
good to know my neighbors do in fact have respect for my street. 
 
I don't know what the intentions of the council are but I would like cast my vote for re-closure of Crystal View at least
until the future plans of what to do with the Overlook traffic problem are resolved.  The change in traffic patterns has really
made a big difference on Hawarden this week.  When I built here, the city had a plan for the future of
Overlook/Washington traffic.  Over the years, people who were in the position you're in now have sold out that plan for
one reason or another.  So much so, that I no longer know what the plan is and I'm not sure the city knows either.  If you
should decide to leave Crystal View open, would you please consider making right turns off of Overlook on to Orozco
illegal.  A simple No Right Turn sign at Orozco and Overlook would restore Hawarden to the meandering lane it used to
be.
 
I don't envy the position your in on what to do with the Overlook problem.  For every person you make happy,
chances you will make one or more unhappy.  When looking at the future for the Overlook Parkway/Washington problem,
don't forget to look at the past.  Past history just might show that the old original plan wasn't too bad.  If during you
discussions on what to do in the area you should want some community input or help from me in any way, please let me
know.  Please do keep me informed as to meetings and discussions on the traffic solutions in the Hawarden Hills. 
 
At best, thanks for two weeks of reduced traffic and more peace and quiet in my neighborhood.  Looking forward to more
of the same.  No right turns on Orozco would be helpful no matter what you do.
 
Thanks,  George
 
George/Linda Lenertz
6774 Hawarden
Riverside, CA 92506
 
georgelenertz@att.net
951.780.1354
 

http://us.mc1800.mail.yahoo.com/mc/compose?to=georgelenertz@att.net
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From: mab2323@aol.com
Sent: Friday, March 25, 2011 7:18 AM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo; Davis, Paul
Subject: Overlook Traffic
 I live on Mary st. and I am very concerned about the additional traffic that a connection of Overlook Parkway to Allessandro. We
already have a lot of bypass traffic from Overlook. I have children and additional traffic would be a safety issue. The noise is also a
problem. I WANT TRAFFIC INPACKS ON OUR NEIGHBORHOOD FULLY INTRGRATED INTO THE STUDY AND I DO NOT
WANT A PLAN ADOPTED THAT WOULD INCREASE TRAFFIC IN OUR NEIGHBORHOOD.
Thank you,
Mark Ballard







March 25, 2011 

Attn: Gus Gonzalez, Paul Davis 

Overlook Traffic Issue 

As a lifetime resident of Riverside, and a 30 year resident of Mary St., I have seen many things 

change over the years in regards to traffic around the city. 

I and my neighbors have had serious concern over the traffic and safety on Mary St. for many 

years now.   

In the 80’s we petitioned to get the speed limit reduced on Mary St. from 55 to 35, and a stop 

sign placed on Frances St. and Mary.  It took a couple years, many city council meetings, an 

environmental impact study, and several accidents in my own front yard.  Finally the city 

reduced the speed, and added the stop sign.  Mary St. was the first street to receive speed 

humps in the city as well.   

Though these measures have helped to some degree, it has not stopped the unreasonable 

amount of traffic that comes from across Overlook Parkway.  In the 80’s when the 

environmental impact study was done, it was found that 90% of our traffic came from across 

Overlook Parkway; to the tune of more than 4,000 cars per day.  Why?  Because Washington St. 

backs up and can’t handle the traffic.   

I respectfully request that you do at least another environmental impact study before you 

proceed with any other measure to put Overlook Parkway through.  Not only are we 

overburdened with our own city traffic, if Overlook goes through we will also inherit traffic from 

Moreno Valley.   

I will be anxiously awaiting your response.  Thank you. 

Tammie Blackmore * 2547 Mary St. * Riverside * CA * 92506 * (951) 780-2309 H or (951) 333-

2605 cell 
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From: POb8939829@aol.com
Sent: Saturday, March 26, 2011 12:47 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Cc: Davis, Paul
Subject: Traffic impacts 
Please in the review of the Overlook to Allesandro Blvd. connection the effects that it will on Mary St. and adjacent streets. Mary
street is a race track already.
PJ O'Brien
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From: a. d. [riverside6903@msn.com]
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2011 3:27 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Subject: Keep overlook Open
Dear Mr. Gonzalez,

I hope this message finds you well. My name is Amirah Dahdul and I live right off of Crystal View. I was concerned and dismayed to
see the notice that the gates to Green Orchard and Overlook would be closed for a few weeks. First and foremost the issue of
SAFETY concerns me the most. I don't understand the logic with keeping a gate close that could provide quick access to emergency
vehicles to our neighborhood. I understand that a child not too long ago almost drowned and would have if they gates had been
closed. I have a young child and I feel that anything that would cause an impediment to my child's safety or anyone else's for that
matter is not something to be taken lightly. In my mind there is no logical reason for those gates to be closed. I assure you that if
anything were to happen that would compromise the safety of anyone in my family or anyone else in my neigborhood, that a swift
legal response would result against the city of Riverside. 

The other issue concerns convenience and easing of traffic congestion with the gates being open. It makes no sense whatsoever to
have the gates closed. I could never understand why the gates were closed to begin with as soon as construction began on
Overlook. I would ask myself "Why are these gates to this road closed?" 

No one person is entitled to a certain way of living at the expense of other people living in the area. If someone wants to be free of
noise, traffic or anything else for that matter, they should choose to live on an island. It is not right that we have to deal with the
inconvenience and potential life threatening risks that can associated with the closure of those gates. It is something I, my family
and my fellow neighbors are not willing to tolerate. It doesn't make any sense. There are neighbors who's children attend school at
Hawarden Academy. Is it right to make them go all the way around to Victoria and then up Alessandro to Via Vista taking as long as
20 additional minutes when he could have his children dropped off within a couple of minutes? Is that fair? Is that right? Would you
tolerate it? I implore you and everyone involved in the decision-making process regarding the gates, to keep them OPEN. Please
include this in your Environmental Impact Report (EIR). Thank you for your time.

With kind regards,

Amirah
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From: Tasha Orshoff [tashao@me.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 29, 2011 8:17 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo
Subject: Open the gates
Gus Gonzalez,

My family lives in Orangecrest and our parents live off Overlook.
Please do what you can to open the gate on Crystal View.
It is such a waste of time and gas to go all the way around
Please, for convenience and helping a family that visits each other often
keep the gates open!
Thank you,
Tasha Orshoff



PUBLIC COMMENT LOG 
 

Green Orchard/Crystal View Terrace Gates & Overlook Parkway EIR 
 
 
Date Name Address E-mail / Phone Nature of Comment 

2/14/11 Steve Whyld 7012 Edgewild Drive 
Riverside, CA 92506 

Swhyld@msn.com 
 

PHONE: Requested to be put on the notification list 

3/07/11 Kurt Gunther 2489 Madison Avenue 
Riverside, CA 92504 

951-359-0337 PHONE: Had questions on format of scoping meeting, comment submittal deadlines and 
whether this was a city-initiated project.  

3/09/11 Wesley Stonebreaker 1060 Country Club Drive 
Riverside, CA 92506 

951-784-1060 PHONE: Had questions on where comments can be submitted. Verbally commented that he is 
generally in favor of opening Overlook Parkway.  

3/11/11 Rhonda Souklia  RhondaSoulia@sbcgloba
l.net  

PHONE:  Requested that we e-mail her a copy of the comment form we passed out at the 
Scoping Meeting.  It was e-mailed to her immediately. 

3/25/11 Mary Humboldt   PHONE: Asked if she could submit comments on Monday since her computer was not working 
or if she should bring in hand written comments.  She was advised to get comments in by the 
NOP due date of Friday, March 25th. 

3/25/11 Mary Humboldt   COUNTER: Mary Humbolt submitted a comment letter and asked for clarification on the due 
date for mailed in comments.  Does the due date mean mailed on the due date, or mail 
received by the due date?  Doug Darnell agreed that he would confirm on Monday, that he 
believed it to be the postmark date. 

     

     

     

     

mailto:Swhyld@msn.com
mailto:RhondaSoulia@sbcglobal.net
mailto:RhondaSoulia@sbcglobal.net


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX A-2 

Scoping Report for Amended NOP 

(December 2011) 
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warming/greenhouse gases, noise, biological resources, historical/cultural resources, agricultural resources, 
and paleontological resources. The Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project 
(proposed project) involves the local roadway system in the eastern portion of the City of Riverside and 
southeast of Interstate 91 (I-91) (see Figure 1, Regional Location and Figure 2, Project Area on an Aerial 
Photograph).  
 
The proposed project involves the analysis of all four (4) scenarios as follows:  
 

Scenario 1 - Gates closed to through traffic, no connection of Overlook Parkway: Under Scenario 1, 
both Crystal View Terrace and Green Orchard Place gates would remain in place and be closed until 
Overlook Parkway over the Alessandro Arroyo is connected.  
 
Scenario 2 - Gates removed, no connection of Overlook Parkway: Under Scenario 2, the gates at both 
Crystal View Terrace and Green Orchard Place would be removed, and there would be no connection of 
Overlook Parkway across the Alessandro Arroyo at this time.  Overlook Parkway would remain on the 
Master Plan of Roadways (Figure CCM-4) in the General Plan 2025 for future buildout, but certain policies 
in the General Plan 2025 concerning the gates would need to be modified.  In addition, relevant project 
conditions and mitigation measures for Tract Maps TM-29515 and TM-29628 will also need to be 
amended.   
 
Scenario 3 - Gates removed, Overlook Parkway connected: Under Scenario 3, the gates at Crystal 
View Terrace and Green Orchard Place would be removed and Overlook Parkway would be connected 
over the Alessandro Arroyo.  This scenario would require a General Plan amendment to remove policies 
addressing the potential connection route between Washington Street and State Route 91 prior to 
completing Overlook Parkway across the arroyo.     
 
Scenario 4 - Gates removed, Overlook Parkway connected, and Overlook Parkway extended 
westerly: Under Scenario 4, both Crystal View Terrace and Green Orchard Place gates would be removed 
and Overlook Parkway would be connected over the Alessandro Arroyo.  In addition, Overlook Parkway 
would be extended west of Washington Street to provide a connection to SR 91. 
 

All four of these scenarios will be analyzed at a project-level in the EIR.  By addressing all four scenarios in an 
approximately equal level of detail, decision makers will have sufficient information in the EIR necessary to 
select a preferred scenario.  The discretionary actions associated with the proposed project include: approval 
of one of the scenarios described for the proposed project and certification of the EIR. In addition, for 
Scenarios 2 and 3 the City would be required to approve an amendment to the General Plan 2025 to modify 
and/or delete one or more of the policies in the General Plan 2025.  Scenario 2 also requires revisions to 
conditions and/or mitigation measures for Tract Maps TM-29515 and TM-29628 and if selected this document 
will serve as the additional CEQA analysis required for these maps. 
 
PROJECT SETTING/ISSUES OF CONCERN: 
 
Crystal View Terrace, Green Orchard Place, and Overlook Parkway are located south of I-91 and west of 
Interstate 215 in the eastern portion of the City of Riverside.  The local roadways are in an area developed 
primarily with residential uses in the Alessandro Heights and Canyon Crest neighborhoods. The residential 
land uses near Crystal View Terrace and Green Orchard Place are categorized as hillside residential and very 
low density. The project area includes an open space area for the Alessandro Arroyo that is west of Sycamore 
Canyon Wilderness Park. The project area is also located southeast of Victoria Avenue, a historic corridor and 
scenic parkway. Victoria Avenue is designated on the National Register and as Cultural Heritage Landmark 
No. 8 for the City. 
 
As the proposed project involves local roadways, additional detail is provided below: 
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Agencies 

Beverly Wingate  Maloof  RLC 
Alessandro Arroyo Stewardship Committee 
P.O. Box 8051 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA  91701 

Bob Jerz Attn: Fire Prevention 
City of Riverside, Fire Department 
3900 Main Street, 3rd Floor 
Riverside, CA 92522 

Randy McDaniel, Project Manager 
City of Riverside, Park and Recreation 
6927 Magnolia Avenue 
Riverside, CA 92506 

Angie King, Administrative Analyst 
Riverside Police Department 
Magnolia Station – 10540 Magnolia Ave. 
Riverside, CA 92505

Electrical Engineering 
City of Riverside, Public Utilities. 
3460 Orange Street 
Riverside, CA 92501 

Summer Delgado, Electric Eng., Sys. Planning 
City of Riverside, Public Utilities 
3901 Orange Street 
Riverside, CA 92501 

Redevelopment Program Manager 
City of Riverside, Redevelopment Division 
3900 Main Street, 5th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92522 

Rob VanZanten 
City of Riverside,Public Works 
3900 Main Street, 4th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92522 

Robert Filiar 
City of Riverside, Public Works Corp. Yard 
8095 Lincoln Avenue 
Riverside, CA 92504

RCTC
P. O. Box 12008 
Riverside, CA  92502 

Nathan Freeman, Redev.  Coord. Wards 3, 4 & 5 
City of Riverside, Redevelopment Division 
3900 Main Street, 5th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92522 

Nathan Freeman, Casa Blanca Project Area 
City of Riverside, Redevelopment Division 
3900 Main Street, 5th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92522

J. Aklufi 
Alessandro Heights Homeowner's Association 
3403 Tenth Street, Ste 610 
Riverside, CA  92501 

Port of Long Beach Notification 
E-mail: 
crouch@polb.com
cpatton@portla.org
Lochsner@portla.org

Christopher Patton, Director of Environmental 
Management 
Port of Los Angeles 
425 S. Palos Verdes Street 
San Pedro, CA 90731 

Charter Communications 
7337 Central Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92504 

AT&T California 
Susan Morgan, Public Works Liaison 
1265 Van Buren Street #180  
Anaheim, CA 92807 

Megan McIntyre 
BNSF, Mgr Public Projects   
740 East Carnegie Drive 
San Bernardino, CA  92408 

Clara Miramontes, Planning Manager 
City of Perris 
135 North D. Street 
Perris, CA 92570 

Scott Dawson, Inland Desert Region 
California Dept of Fish & Game 
Habitat Conservation 
3602 Inland Empire Blvd., Ste C-220 
Ontario, CA  91764 

California State Clearinghouse 
P.0. Box 3044 
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 

IGR/Local Development 
CALTRANS
6th Floor Mail Stop 722 
464 W. 4th Street 
San Bernardino, CA  92401 

c/o Weldon L. Brown Company  
Canyon Crest Estates HOA 
5029 La Mart Drive 
Riverside, CA  92507 

Dennis Garcia 
Casa Blanca Community Action Group 
7339 Peters St. 
Riverside, CA  92504 

Carolyn Syms Luna   
County of Riverside 
Planning Dept. 
P.O. Box 1409 
Riverside, CA  92502 

Edward C. Cooper, Director 
County of Riverside ALUC 
4080 Lemon Street, 14th Floor 
Riverside, CA  92501 

Tina Grande 
County of Riverside Executive Office 
4080 Lemon St., 4th Floor 
Riverside, CA  92501 

Farah Khorashadi, Engineering Division 
Manager 
County of Riverside, TMLA 
4080 Lemon Street, 8th Floor 
Riverside, CA  92501 

County of Riverside 
Executive Office 
4080 Lemon St., 4th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92501 

Kathleen Browne 
County of Riverside 
Planning Dept. 
P.O. Box 1409 
Riverside, CA  92502



Daniel Kopulsky, Office Chief 
CDOT - District 8  IGR/CEQA Review 
Community Planning  
464 West 4th Street, 6th Floor, MS 725 
San Bernardino, CA  92401-1400 

Jospeh J. Bernosky, P.E. 
Director of Engineering 
Western Municipal Water District 
14205 Meridian Way 
Riverside, CA 92518 

Director of Development Services 
City of Rialto 
150 S. Palm Avenue 
Rialto, CA 92376 

Rosalyn Squires 
The Gas Company 
9400 Oakdale Ave ML 9314 
Chatsworth, CA 91313 

Office of Planning & Research 
1400 Tenth Street, P.O. Box 3044 
Sacramento, CA  95812 

Cindy Roth 
Greater Riverside Chambers of Commerce 
3985 University Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92501 

Southern California Assoc. of Governments 
3403 105h Street, Ste. 805 
Riverside, CA 92501 

Southern California Assoc. of Governments 
818 W. Seventh Street, 12th floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

Julie Houser, Divisions Coordinator 
Greater Riverside Chambers of Commerce 
3895 University Avenue 
Riverside, CA 92501 

Scott Walter Wheaton, Project Manager 
The Gas Company 
4495 Howard Avenue 
Riverside, CA 92507 

Gertman Thomas 
Southern Calif. Gas Co. 
P. O. Box 3003 
Redlands, CA  92373 

Tim A. Pearce 
The Gas Company 
251 E. First Street 
Beaumont, CA  92223 

Bill Toepfer 
Kinder Morgan Pipe Line 
2359 S. Riverside Avenue 
Bloomington, CA  92316 

Pamela M. Hann, Base Civil Engineer 
452 Mission Support Group/Civil Engineers 
Base Operating Support 
610 Meyer Drive, Building 2403 
March ARB, CA  92518-2166 

Jack Porter 
MARB Community Planner 
610 Meyer Dr., Bldg 2403 
March ARB, CA  92551-2166 

Dan Fairbanks, AICP, Planning Manager 
March JPA 
23555 Meyer Drive 
Riverside, CA 92518 

Gabrielle Mankin 
Mission Grove/Orange Crest 
Neighborhood Partnership 
7080 City View Cr. 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Northwest Mosquito & Vector Control Dist 
1966 Compton Av 
Corona, CA  92881 

Ian MacMillan, Program Supervisor, 
CEQA Iner-Governmental Review Planning, 
rule Development & Area Sources 
South Coast Air Quality Management District 
21865 Copley Drive  
Diamond Bar, CA 91765 

Joyce Fielder 
AT&T
1452 Edinger Avenue, Room 1200 
Tustin, CA 92780-6246 

AT&T
Premis-S L I C 
1452 Edinger Avenue, Room 1200 
Tustin,   CA   92780-6246 

Shelli Lamb / Kerwin Russell 
Riverside/Corona 
Conservation Resource District 
4500 Glenwood Drive 
Riverside, CA  92501 

Jack Easton, Biologist/Lands Manager 
Riverside Land Conservancy 
4075 Mission Inn Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92501 

Dan J. Miller 
Southern/Union Pacific Transportation 
19100 Slover Avenue 
Bloomington, CA  92316 

Ray Hicks, Region Manager 
Southern Calif. Edison/LPAD 
Eastern Division 
1351 E. Francis St 
Ontario, CA 91761 

Southern CA Regional Rail Authority 
Laurene Lopez 
700 Flower Street, Suite 2600 
Los Angeles, CA  90017 

Ms. Lorelle Moe-Luna 
Riverside Transit Agency 
1825 Third Street 
Riverside, CA  92507-3416 

Tom Franklin, 
Riverside Transit Agency 
1825 Third Street 
Riverside, CA  92507-3416 

Sam Wattana  
Riverside Transit Agency  
1825 Third Street 
Riverside, CA 92517-3416 

Ken Mueller 
Riverside Unified School Dist 
3070 Washington Street 
Riverside, CA   92504 

Janet Dixon 
Rvrsd Unified School Dist 
3070 Washington Street 
Riverside, CA  92504 



Attn: Mark Stuart 
Department of Water Resources 
P.O. Box 942836 
Sacramento, CA 94236 

Mr. Patrick Christman, Director, Gov. External 
Affairs,  Marine Corps Installation West 
US Marine Corps 
Building 1164 - Box 555246 
Camp Pendleton, CA 92055-5246 

Sheila Donovan, Community Plans and Liaison 
Coordinator 
US Navy 
1220 Pacific Highway 
San Diego, CA  92132-5190 

Mr. Baha Y. Zarah, Western Regional 
Environmental Officer of California 
US Air Force 
50 Fremont St., Suite 2450 
San Francisco, CA  94105 

Mr. Todd Dirmeyer, Dir.of Public Works Combat 
Support Training Center 
Fort Hunter-Liggett 
B232 California Ave 
Fort Hunter Liggett, CA 94568 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Los Angeles District 
P.O. Box 532711 
Los Angeles, CA  90053 

Frank Heyming, President 
Victoria Avenue Forever 
PO Box 4152 
Riverside, CA  92514 

Daniel M. Hays 
Victoria Avenue Restoration Project 
2640 Anna Street 

  Riverside, CA  92506 

Right of Way & Land Prog. 
Metropolitan Water Dist 
Po Box 54153 
Los Angeles, CA  90054 

Keith G. Owens 
Western Municipal Water District 
P.O. Box 5286 
Riverside, CA  92517-5286 

John V. Rossi, General Manager 
Western Municipal Water District 
P.O. Box 5286 
Riverside, CA 92517-5286 

Mark G. Adelson, Chief 
Regional Planning Program Section 
Water Quality Control Board/Santa Ana Region 
3737 Main Street, Suite 500 
Riverside, CA 92501-3348 

Doreen Stadtlander 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
6010 Hidden Valley Road 
Carlsbad, CA  92011 

Victoria Avenue Historic Restoration Group  
Mrs. Gerry Marr 
6816 Hawarden Drive 
Riverside, CA 92506 

Mr. Phil Crosbie, Chief Strategic Plans, S3, NTC 
Fort Irwin, National Training Center 
P.O. Box 10172 
Ft. Irwin, CA 92310 

Substructures and Real Prop. Mgmt 
Metropolitan Water District 
700 North Alameda St 
Los Angeles, CA   90012 

Steven Herrera 
Division  of Water Rights 
State Dept of Water Res 
1001 I Street, 14 Floor 
Sacramento, CA  95812 

Attn: Cliff Winston 
Department of Water Resources 
Real Estate Branch, Room 425 
1416 9th Street 
Sacramento, CA  95814 

David H, Wright, General Manager 
Public Utilities 
3901 Orange Street 
Riverside, CA  92501 

Kevin Milligan, Assistant General Manager 
Public Utilities, Water 
3901 Orange Street, 
Riverside, CA  92501 

Stephen H. Badgett, General Manager 
Public Utilities, Electric 
3901 Orange Street 
Riverside, CA 92501 

Gary L. Nolff, Assistant General Manager 
Public Utilities, Resources 
3901 Orange Street 
Riverside, CA 92501 

Jim Lowery, Field Operations Manager 
Public Works, Street Services 
8095 Lincoln Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92504 

Michelle Messenger 
Office of Historic Preservation 
P.O. Box 942896 
Sacramento, CA 94296-0001 

Dale Edwards, Manager EPO 
California Energy Commission 
1516 Ninth Street, MS-40 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Nadell Gayou, Senior Engineeer 
Dept. of Water Resources 
901 P Street, 2nd Floor 
Sacramento, CA  95814 

Sandy Hesnard 
CALTRANS Division of Aeronautics 
1120 N Street, Room 3300 
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001 

Terri Pencovic 
CALTRANS, Dept. of Transportation Planning 
P.O. Box 942874, MS-32 
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001 

Douglas Ito 
Air Resources Board, Transportation Projects 
1001 I Streetm PTSDAQTPB 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Frank Roddy 
State Water Resources Control Board 
Division of Water Quality 
1001 I Street 
Sacramento, CA  94244-2120 

Debbie Treadway 
Native American Heritage Commission 
915 Capitol Mall, Room 364 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Leo Wong 
Public Utilities Commission 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA  94102 

Rebecca Salazar 
Department of Conservation 
801 K Street, MS-24-02 
Sacramento, CA  95814 



Adnan Al-Sarabi 
Regional Planning Programs Section 
Water Quality Control 
3737 Main Street, #500 
Riverside, CA  92501-3348 

Tribes

Chairman Robert Martin 
Morongo Band of Mission Indians 
12700 Pumarra Rd. 
Banning, CA 92220 

Attn:  Joseph Ontiveros, Cultural Resources 
Manager 
Soboba  Band of Luiseno Indians  
P.O. Box 487 
San Jacinto, CA 92581 

Attn: Richard C. Wade, Paralegal 
Luebben Johnson & Barnhouse LLP 
7424 4th Street NW 
Los Ranchos de Albuquerque, NM 87107 

Anna M. Hoover 
Cultural Analyst 
Pechanga Band of Luiseno Mission Indians 
P.O. Box 2183 
Temecula, CA 92593 

Michele Fahley 
Deputy General Counsel 
Pechanga Band of Luiseno Mission Indians 
P.O. Box 2183 
Temecula, CA 92593 

Paul Macarro 
Cultural Coordinator 
Pechanga Band of Luiseno Mission Indians 
P.O. Box 2183 
Temecula, CA 92593 

Ann Brierty 
Cultural Resources Field Manager 
San Manuel Band of Mission Indians 
26569 Community Center Drive 
Highland, CA  92346 

Anthony Madrigal 
Director of Cultural Resources Management 
San Manuel Band of Mission Indians 
26569 Community Center Drive 
Highland, CA  92346 

Joseph Ontiveros 
Cultural Resource Director 
Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians 
P.O Box 487 
San Jacinto, CA 92581 

Other Interested Parties 

Richard Block 
Friends of Riverside’s Hills 
424 Two Trees Road 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Arlee Montalvo 
Friends of Riverside’s Hills 
4477 Picacho Drive 
Riverside, CA  92507 

Leonard Nunney 
Friends of Riverside’s Hills 
4477 Picacho Drive 
Riverside, CA  92507 

Pete Dangermond 
The Dangermond Group 
1819 K Street, Suite 250 
Sacramento, CA  95811 

Debbie Kelley 
6990 Withers Road 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Jay Kim 
6140 Canyon Estates Court 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Ceazar Aguilar 
18434 Moss Road 
Riverside, CA  92508 

Mary Amata 
2150 St. Lawrence Street 
Riverside, CA  92504

Tim Andrews 
1760 Old Bridge Road 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Ambreen Arshad 
6902 Royal Hunt Ridge Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506

Chista Aspittle 
7319 Pontoosuc Ave. 
Riverside, CA  92504 

David and Leanne Austin 
7626 Wood Road 
Riverside, CA 92508 

Mark Ballard 
mab2323@aol.com

Taradas Bandyopadhyay 
6919 Orozco Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
taradasb@yahoo.com

Usher and Lizetora Barnum 
7886 Silver Hills Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 



Don and Keri Beaudoin 
2271 Madison Street 
Riverside, CA  92504 

Robert Bell 
7967 Armagosa Drive 
Riverside, CA 92508 

Anthony Bellancha 
1258 Flemington Rd. 
Riverside, CA 92506 
tbcpa@sbcglobal.net

Henry Bennett 
7505 Kingdom Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Bret Benninger 
1132 Tiger Tail Dr. 
Riverside, CA  92506 
debbiebret@att.net

Paul Benoit 
2390 Mary Street 
Riverside, CA  92506 
pauljbenoit@charter.net

Tammie Blackmore 
2547 Mary Street 
Riverside, CA  92506 
tamcrop@yahoo.com

Chris Blasnek 
14182 Crystal View Terrace 
Riverside, CA  92508 

Gordon Bourns 
2019 Polo Court 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Teri Briscoe 
2050 St. Lawrence Street 
Riverside, CA  92504 

Greg Brown 
4228 Brentwood Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92506 
orangecrestrelay2011@yahoo.com

Dan Buoye 
7308 Golden Star Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92506

Stephanie Bush 
2180 Gratton Street 
Riverside, CA  92504 

Andy Butcher 
7545 Kingdom Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
andy.butcher@luxfer.net

Margaret Byus 
2083 Gainsborough Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
M.Byus@charter.net

Kathleen Cade 
680 Crystal Mountain Circle 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Vinson Carstensen 
6702 Mission Grove Parkway 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Rob & Margo Chabot 
robbot@earthlink.net

Greg Chewe 
14203 Andy Place 
Riverside, CA  92508 

Rakesh Chopra 
6926 Orozco Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
rc_chopra@hotmail.com

Frank Chu, MD FACS 
7008 Hawarden Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
fmcsbu@aol.com

Melissa Ciacchella 
14242 Crystal View Terrace 
Riverside, CA  92508 
twicethemom@prodigy.net

Roger and Faith Clarkson 
1463 Rimroad 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Mike Cloninger 
7918 Horizon View 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Ed Collins 
7990 Bligh Court 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Evelyn Cordner 
1380 Tiger Tail Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
evelyncordner@yahoo.com

Mary Cowett 
18078 Gwynn Road 
Riverside, CA  92508 

John Czarnecki 
2460 Mary Street 
Riverside, CA  92506 
Czar5@aol.com

Amirah Dahdul 
riverside6903@msn.com

Karren Davidson 
2121 St. Lawrence Street 
Riverside, CA  92504 

Paul Davis 
Pauldavisward4@aol.com

Vicent Del Pizzo 
19541 Emanuel Drive 
Riverside, CA  92508 

Vinod Desar 
7257 BOICE LN 
Riverside, CA  92506 



Jan Duke 
7231 Chateau Ridge Ln. 
Riverside, CA  92506 
jaguar22@earthlink.net

Zahn Eftekhari 
7780 Solitude Court 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Sandra Ferguson 
7369 Breckenridge Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Kathy Fernandez 
610 Crystal Mountain Circle 
Riverside, CA  92508 

Brenda Focht 
4185 Carney Court 
Riverside, CA  92507 

Mike Foraker 
1759 Fordham Avenue 
Thousand Oaks, CA  91360 
mforaker9@gmail.com

John Ford 
6850 Brockton Ave, Suite 211 
Riverside, CA  92506 
rainmaker92506@yahoo.com

Art Garcia 
10120 Medallion Place 
Riverside, CA  92503

Dennis Garcia 
7339 Ysmael Villegas St. 
Riverside, CA  92504 
dgarcia427@gmail.com

Millie Garrison 
1423 Rimroad 
Riverside, CA  92506 
millie.garrison@ucr.edu

Jim Gaytan 
7272 Boice Lane 
Riverside, CA  92506 

James George 
13205 Haven Rock Court 
Corona, CA  92883 

Frank & Barbara Gile 
7027 Gaskin Place 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Michael Guessom 
mpg1@coastside.net

Kurt and Maria Gunther 
2489 Madison Street 
Riverside, CA  92504 
kdgunther@subtropicalfruitgrowers.com
kurt@stoptheoverlookparkway.org

Liberty Hall 
20668 Suffolk Court 
Riverside, CA  92508 

Penny Hallgren 
7060 Moonstone Circle 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Robin Rose Hamess 
8092 Citricado Lane 
Riverside, CA  92508 

Deleo Heckman 
2919 Butterfield Road 
Riverside, CA  92503 

Marie Hempy 
1453 Tiger Tail Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
mwhempy@sbcglobal.nety

Mary J. Humboldt 
7407 Dufferin Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92504-4916 

Sandy Hunting 
14123 Andy Place 
Riverside, CA  92508 

Linda Jackson 
862 Highridge Street 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Joanie Jackson 
joani.frs@sbcglobal.net

Stephen Jones 
1430 Rimroad 
Riverside, CA  92506 
Kazumman@aol.com

Steve Kanouse 
7455 Whitegate Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Beverly Kellett 
617 Crystal Mountain Circle 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Steven and Cathy Kienle 
7070 Wyndham Hill Dr. 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Don Kim 
6912 CHARTWELL DR 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Dawn and Summer Kirk 
14069 Andy Place 
Riverside, CA  92508 

Alexander Kuruvila 
2063 Gainsborough Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
alexkuruvi@gmail.com

Diane Lamb 
2597 Mary Street 
Riverside, CA  92506 
hblamb@woolseylaw.com

Ed Lassak 
1271 Coco Court 
Riverside, CA  92506 



Gary and Collette Lee 
8087 Citricado Lane 
Riverside, CA  92508 

George and Linda Lenertz 
6774 Hawarden Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
georgelenertz@att.net

Peter and Nancy Lewis 
2387 Grace St. 
Riverside, CA  92504 

Lanny Little 
263 Cannon Road 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Paul & Elayne Lohr 
6800 Hawarden Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
Trav4lor@aol.com

Deanna Magnon Wagner 
7453 Breckenridge Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Frank Matlock 
2190 St. Lawrence Street 
Riverside, CA  92504 

Tom and Barbara Mazzetti 
2254 Grace Street 
Riverside, CA  92504 
tmazzetti.bbc@sbcglobal.net

Ed McBride 
2536 Mary Street 
Riverside, CA  92506 
sailboat146@yahoo.com

Don & Marjorie McCall 
7429 Selina Street 
Riverside, CA  92508 

Steve and Jan McKee 
7028 Orozco Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
StevenM384@aol.com

Owen McLane 
2140 St. Lawrence Street 
Riverside, CA  92504 

Maria Medina 
1719 Crystal Ridge Court 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Morris Mendoza 
7485 Santa Rosa Way 
Riverside, CA  92504 
Morris21@aol.com

Alan Meyer 
6936 Via Vista Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Michael Mihelich & Dr. M. Lynn Scecina 
mwm@lawyermihelich.com

Sudha Moola 
1240 Las Ventanas 
Riverside, CA  92508 

Stephen Morris 
26825 Wilderness Drive 
Winchester, CA  92596 

Nevine Morsy 
6937 Royal Hunt Ridge 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Suneal Naik 
6916 Orozco Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
suneal63@aol.com

Zareh Nasser 
14022 Crystal View Terrace 
Riverside, CA  92508 

Ken Nelson 
7548 Hastings Lane 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Sherre Nissley 
14383 Ashton Lane 
Riverside, CA  92508 

PJ O'Brien 
POb8939829@aol.com

Luis, Summer and Luke Ocampo 
1144 Muirfield Road 
Riverside, CA  92506 
ocampohotshot@aol.com

Carola Oels 
7323 Whitegate Ave 
Riverside, CA  92506 
carola.oels@gmail.com

Pat and Debby O'Leary 
7381 Pontoosuc Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92504 

Dr. Terrence & Sylvia O'Neill 
2240 Grace Street 
Riverside, CA  92504 
oneillterry@earthlink.net

Julia Ortega 
605 Crystal Mountain Circle 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Tim Owens 
2098 Gainsborough Drive 
Riverside, CA   92506 
TLO99@AOL.COM

Gary and Iris Peters 
1443 Rimroad 
Riverside, CA  92506 
IRIEPETERS@aol.com

Ryan Piconke 
7970 Harbart Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 



Charis Pond 
1480 Woodvale Lane 
Riverside, CA  92506 
horseyone@earthlink.net

Mike Postolache 
6936 Orozco Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
mike@hytechtile.com

Fabian & Lisa Quintero 
7452 Breckenridge Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
lisaquintero1@gmail.com

Kathryn Rashidi 
iwk4food@charter.net

Agam Reddy 
1240 Las Ventanas 
Riverside, CA  92508 

Allison Reynolds 
2250 St. Lawrence Street 
Riverside, CA  92504 

Winston and Donna Richards 
889 Highridge Street 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Mollie Richards 
7178 Orozco Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Cory Ritzau 
1884 Natalie Lane 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Randy Robison 
9036 Limecrest Drive 
Riverside, CA  92508 
mobileist@hotmail.com

Ana Rotar 
7891 Silver Hills Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Suzanne C. Rowlands 
6966 Hawarden Dr. 
Riverside, CA  92506 
Palmyview@earthlink.net

Marianne Rusich 
14112 Tuscany Court 
Riverside, CA  92508 

Suzanne Russell 
17750 Crown Creek Circle 
Riverside, CA  92503 

Linda Sapp 
2140 St. Lawrence Street 
Riverside, CA  92504 

Ken Sawa 
1184 Muirfield Road 
Riverside, CA  92506 
kfsawa@2data.net

Daniel Sbur 
7846 Silver Hills Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Amy Schumacher 
6837 Hawarden Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
arebpope@hotmail.com

Carol Sessa 
2561 Stonegate Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Don & Estelle Shay 
1363 Rimroad 
Riverside, CA  92506 
estelleshay@cinefex.com

Wayne Sheppard 
7128 Hawarden Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
wayne@pacsocal.com

Linda Singletary Heaslet 
7425 Whitegate Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Suzanne E. Skov 
Allen Matkins Leck Gamble Mallory & Natsis 
LLP Attorneys at Law 
1900 Main Street, 5th Floor 
Irvine, CA  92614-7321 
sskov@allenmatkins.com

Harold Snyder 
6475 Victoria Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Jon Sorokowski 
19167 CAMASSIA CT 
Riverside, CA  92508 

Larry & Rhonda Soulia 
18063 Gwynn Court 
Riverside, CA  92508 
rhondasoulia@sbcglobal.net

Nancy Stiles 
1353 Rimroad 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Wesley Stonebreaker 
1060 Country Club Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
lindaandwes@aol.com

Silvia and Lance Stracner 
7383 Crystal View Terrace 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Eileen Tan 
14042 Crystal View Terrace 
Riverside, CA  92508 
etan1328@gmail.com

Tom Taylor 
8020 Citricado Lane 
Riverside, CA  92508 
taylorts@prodigy.net

Clark and Kathy Taylor 
2417 Mary Street 
Riverside, CA  92506 
ctaylor@optivus.com

Kay Tomberlin 
14185 Crystal View Terrace 
Riverside, CA  92508 



Ed Urban 
14082 Crystal View Terrace 
Riverside, CA  92508 

Mike Van Daele 
2020 Polo Court 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Dan Vaughan 
18971 Eagle Song Place 
Riverside, CA  92508 

Dennis Wahl 
1330 Ridgeline Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Dave and Lugena Wahlquist 
1020 Tiger Tail Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
lugenaw@aol.com , davek6kmz@aol.com

Jody Wallace 
7201 Miracle Mile 
Riverside, CA  92506 
JWallace@cmps.com

Charles Ware 
14362 Crystal View Terrace 
Riverside, CA  92508 

Stuart Weiner 
2090 St. Lawrence Street 
Riverside, CA  92504 

Pati  & Charles Weir 
2223 Grace St. 
Riverside, CA  92504 
patiweir@gmail.com

Jeff White 
1517 JESSAMYN CT 
Riverside, CA  92506 
JWhite@PCNanswers.com

Steve Whyld 
7012 Edgewood Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
swhyld@msn.com

Bill Wilkman 
6779 Hawarden Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506 
wilkmanhistory@aol.com

Margaret and Andy Wilson 
7468 Dufferin Ave. 
Riverside, CA  92504 

Jerry Wiseman 
930 Bradley Street 
Riverside, CA  92506 

Dr. William Wong 
2141 St. Lawrence Street 
Riverside, CA  92504 

Karen Wright 
4167 Central Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92506 
twodogkd@yahoo.com

Betty Yoakam 
7325 Pontoosuc Ave. 
Riverside, CA  92504 

Teresa Yoakam 
7332 Pontoosuc Ave. 
Riverside, CA  92504 

Tasha Orshoff 
tashao@me.com

Tom S. Taylor 
P.O. Box 51809 
Riverside, CA 92517-2809 
taylorts@prodigy.net

Neighboring Property Owners 

243-590-001
Mark & Dawn Dunham 
3401 Gato Court 
Riverside, CA  92507-6800 

268-320-033
A&TT LLC 
7181 Miracle Mile 
Riverside, CA 92506-7598 

268-320-032
A&TT LLC 
7181 Miracle Mile 
Riverside, CA 92506-7598 

243-590-004
Rodolfo A. & Faith Aumentado 
7376 Crystal View Terrace 
Riverside, CA  92506-7595 

243-590-002
Hawarden Meadows Inc. 
679 Pinnacle Ridge Road 
Riverside, CA  92506-7541 

243-380-034
Ashton Ranch Estates 
7181 Miracle Mile 
Riverside, CA  92506-7598 



243-380-033
Ashton Ranch Estates 
679 Pinnacle Ridge Road 
Riverside, CA 92506-7541 

268-320-025
A&TT LLC 
7181 Miracle Mile 
Riverside, CA  92506-7598 

268-320-026
A&TT LLC 
7181 Miracle Mile 
Riverside, CA  92506-7598 

268-320-030
A&TT LLC 
7181 Miracle Mile 
Riverside, CA  92506-7598 

268-320-016
Kenneth E. Williams 
7191 Magnolia Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92504-3805 

268-320-019
A&TT LLC 
7181 Miracle Mile 
Riverside, CA  92506-7598 

268-320-036
Michael & Mary Torquato 
19757 Mt. Wasatch Drive 
Riverside, CA 92508-3281 

268-140-007
Anthony W. & Helen Norman 
6969 Randwick Road 
Riverside, CA  92506-5633 

268-180-001
N & Mary Sadik 
6955 Sandtrack Road 
Riverside, CA  92506-5631 

242-020-009
City of Riverside 
3900 Main Street 
Riverside, CA  92522-0001 

242-020-001
Eddie E. Fischer 
2030 E. Orangethorpe Avenue 
Fullerton, CA  92831-5327 

241-422-003
Jeffrey & Jan Brantley 
7049 Hawarden Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506-5531 

241-422-002
Wayne D. Shellner 
7047 Hawarden Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506-5531 

241-422-001
Gary N. Shows 
7045 Hawarden Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506-5531 

241-431-001
Jesse & Maria Santana 
7041 Hawarden Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506-5531 

241-431-002
Richard S. Drobek 
7039 Hawarden Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506-5531 

241-431-003
Ricardo G. & Petra Flores 
7037 Hawarden Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506-5531 

241-230-009
City of Riverside 
3900 Main Street 
Riverside, CA 92522-0001 

235-343-005
James M. Shipp 
2302 Engel Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506-5003 

235-343-004
George & Okhwa Suniga 
2312 Engel Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506-5003 

235-343-003
Joan Giroir 
2322 Engel Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506-5003 

235-343-002
Eric R. Reisner 
Sandra D. Wickerd 
2332 Engel Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506-5003 

235-343-001
Pauline M. & Anthony Librenjak 
2342 Engel Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506-5003 

235-342-005
Stephen D. & Joanne Tyler 
2362 Engel Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506-5057 

235-342-004
Debra Langguth 
2372 Engel Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506-5057 

235-341-013
Donald & Trudie Avers 
2359 Engel Drive 
Riverside, CA  92506-5004 

235-341-014
Phillip J. Lemoine 
2349 Engel Drive 
Riverside, CA 92506-5004 

237-220-003
S.J. & C. Fessler 
22587 Canyon Club Drive 
Canyon Lake, CA  92587-7954 

237-220-002
S.J. & C. Fessler 
22587 Canyon Club Drive 
Canyon Lake, CA  92587-7954 

237-220-001
S.J. & C. Fessler 
22587 Canyon Club Drive 
Canyon Lake, CA  92587-7954 

237-110-003
Q.Q. Place & Prop. 
512 Olympia Bay 
Laredo, TX  78041-1944 

237-110-014
Ken B. & Carrie Crowl 
P. O. Box 2590 
Riverside, CA  92516-2590 

237-110-012
Great Victoria Inc. Co. 
1611 South Pacific Coast Highway 100 
Redondo Beach, CA  90277 



237-110-009
Great Victoria Inc. Co. 
1611 South Pacific Coast Highway 100 
Redondo Beach, CA  90277 

237-100-012
Ken B. & Carrie Crowl 
P.O. Box 2590 
Riverside, CA  92516-2590 

237-100-002
Great Victoria Inc. Co. 
1611 South Pacific Coast Highway 100 
Redondo Beach, CA  90277 

237-100-008
Great Victoria Inc. Co. 
1611 South Pacific Coast Highway 100 
Redondo Beach, CA  90277 

237-100-007
Great Victoria Inc. Co. 
1611 South Pacific Coast Highway 100 
Redondo Beach, CA  90277 

237-100-006
Great Victoria Inc. Co. 
1611 South Pacific Coast Highway 100 
Redondo Beach, CA  90277 

237-050-031
INDYMAC IMSC MTG LOAN 2207-AR2 T 
2580 Madison Street 
Riverside, CA  92504 

237-050-023
Robert P. Theresa Reinhardt 
2612 Madison Street 
Riverside, CA  92504-4715 

237-062-034
Finn & Holly Comer 
7515 Victoria Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92504-4703 

237-062-033
Kevin T. & Pauline Doan 
P.O. Box 7398 
Riverside, CA  92513-7398 

237-090-006
Edward & Kathy Lin 
Chun-Tsu Luh 
9802 Big Sur Drive 
Huntington Beach, CA  92646-5310 
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PUBLIC NOTICES Call 1 -800-880-0345 or e-mail: legals@pe.com

You SHOULD KNOW.. term foster care, subjeCt to County of Riverside. I THE FOLLOWING VEHICLES IN ACCORDANCE I 3. Fiere 3A-D: Proposed Scenarios
tIle regelor review of the I By: Deputy I WITH CIVIL CODE SECT 3071 LIEN SALE FOR I Distribetion List

ThePress-Enterprise seesilecoert.’ I PAMELAWALLS I VEHICLENESSEL VALUE OVER $4000 OR FROM
publicnsticesscrvetono- Given snder roy hand and I CountyCounsel I SELF STORAGE FACILITY WILL BE SOLD AT PUB- I
titylheentirecommsnity seal of the Superior Cosrt I KRISTINE BELL- I DOYOU WANTYOURAD LIC AUCTION BY NORCO RV RENTAL & STORAGE I
Iiiotanimpsr1oetovern- the County of Riverside, VALDEZ I
mentfurlcfionisbeiegcor- State of California, this Deputy County Counsel I TO GET NOTICED? 1650 3RD ST., NORCO, CA 92860 AT 10:00 AM ON I
ned out. This includes i 8th day of October, 201 1 . 30755-D Auld Road, I Here is a logo that is sum to WEDNESDAY THE 16TH DAY OF NOVEMBER 201 1

çjovemmenfalevents.oc- ISEAL) Murrieta, California 92563 I catch the attention of our 1950 CHEV LIC# (2EHN425) VIN# (HAM155769)

tivities,contraclieg,and SHERRI CARTER, Telephone: 951-304-5757 I readers. Bold words, logos TOTAL $1795.00 STORAGE, LIEN COST 11/2 I
othertronoactionn of inter- Eseculine Officer Attorneys for the and graphics are a great NOTICE TO CONTRACTORS
estto every citizen. The Suoertor Court of the State Petitioner WOf to make your ad stond State of California
Press-Enterprise public California, in and for the Department of Public So. out, We have a vadety of Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
notices are a permanent County of Riverside. cial Services logos and styles to enhance Department of Transportation
record and source of infor- By: Deputy 1 O!l 2, 1 9, 26, 1 1/2 your ad, or you can provide Sealed bids for the tollowing prslect will be received by Imotion forthe entim PAMELA WALLS NOTICE OF LIEN SALE yosrown logo. Whethervou the Department of Trnnsoortotien, 3347 Michelson Dr Icommunily. County Counsel StorQuest Self Storage - have something to sell, a #ioo, mine, CA 92612-16h2, until 2:00 pm on 1 1/1 7/201 1 I

Inland Valley Develop- C’thma Morton Corona business to advertise or a at which time they will be publicly osened and read in I
mont Agency Notice Invit- Deputy County Counsel Notice is hereby given pur- ob to offer, you can reach Room C-i 6. Bids are requimd for the entire contract. I
ifl9 Bids Abatement, Dem- Counft’ Farm Road, suani to California Busi- over i,oao,ooo modern by Bid documents may be ordered by calling (916) 654- I
olition and Construction of Suite 113 ness and Professional Cs-
Building Non, 811 and 863, Riverside, Colifnrnio, des #21700-21716, Section placing yosr ad in The 4490 or by foe at (916) 654-7020. Visit our website atPU

for the Weotherization Im- 2328 of the UCC of the Pu- Press-Enterpdse and on p-J/www.dot.ca.gov/hrs/escJoe/weekly adslindex.php

provements to Existing Telephone: 951-358-4525 nal Code, Section 535 the PE.csm. Not sure ho.’, to

Buildings and lnfrasfruc- Attorneys for the Petition- undersigned, StorQsest wnte your ad? Don’t worry, Contract No. 08-0P8004: In Riverside County In River-

lure Renovation Project or Self Storage, will sell at our sales representatives aide, Corona And Murrteta From 0.3 Mile North Of Rain-
bow Valley Blvd Overcrossing To 0.7 Mile North OfDeportment of Public So- oublic sale by competitive are ready to help you. Bellegmve Ave. Replace Various Slobs. The ContractorIPhase I] EDA GRANT cial Services bidding the personal prop- Call today! must have either a Class A or C-12 license. 08-Riv-15-NO. 07-49-06250 (RE- 0/26, 1 1/2, 9, 1 6 erty ot:BID) Prospective bidders

are hereby notified that the Unit Name 18O0.5147253 8.0/50.0 * j3 Working Days 3% DVBE Requirement
Estimate: $1,510,000 11/2,9

Inland Valley Develop- CITATION TO APPEAR A129 Kathrine Thurman
meet Agency l’IVDA Case No. RIJ-1 201 87 A206 Karma Lopez Notice of Public Lien Sole
and/or Owner) will re- SUPERIOR COURT OP 8014 Patricia Bruce Business & Professions Code 21 700 et seq.
ceive sealed bid proposals THE STATE OF 0046 Christopher Notice is hereby given by the undersigned that a public lien sale of the following de
tar the Abatement, Oemo- CALIFORNIA Escolera scribed personal property will be held at the hourof 10:00 AM, en the 16th day of No-
lilian and Construction of COUNTYOF C039 Who Peterson vember, at 313 S. Riverside Avenue, Rialto, CA. 92376, County of Son Bernardino,
Building Nos. 811 and 863 RIVERSIDE, D121 Sean Dowlina State of California. This proaerty is stored by A Storage Place-Rialto, located at 313 S.
Project (the Pro(ect). JUVENILE DIVISION Property to be sol& Mis- Riverside Ave., Rialts, CA 92376.
Such proposals will be re- In retheMallerof: I cellaneoun household
ceived until 2:00 P.M. on MAHNAJAI H. CHAM- I goods. furniture, clothes, Name Space No. General Description of Goods
Thursday, December 1, BERS, I toys tools, bones and con-
2011, at IVOA’s office, at- (dab: 09/29/041 I tents. Auctioneer Compa- Peal Aldaaa C315 Home
tentjon Clerk of the Board, SIERRA S. CHAMBERS, I fly: West Coast Auctions Veronica Viontanez C129 Sofa,house goods, pic. oct
at which time said bids will (dab: 03/21/08) I (760) 724-0423 License# Sonia J Pena A054 Bed-house stuff
be publicly opened and SAHARRA S. CHAM- I WLI-1 37857 the Sole will Amber C Wilkinson C020 Household goods
read. The selected con- BERS, I commence at esnctly 10:30 Felicia Clark C022 Household stuff
tractor shall construct all Mob: 03/21/OS) I am. on November 21, Yolanda Watson ClOl Bed.baxes
improvements in accord- Minor(s) I 2011 on the property where Tyronza C Proeost C531 Cosch,boses,table
once with the BId Pack- THE PEOPLE OF THE I said property has been
age. Any questions shall STATE OF CALIFORNIA I stored and which are Is- This notice is given in accordance with the provisions of Sectiun 21700 et seq. of the
be direded to Mr. Roberto TO: THE UNKNOWN FA- I cated at the StorOsest Self Business and Professions Code ofthe State of California.
Ramirez, P.E., Senior Prol- THER, THE FATHER, I Stomge - Corona, 3915 Auctioneer’s name and #: American Auctioneers Lic # 81a6401723
ect Manager. Cordoba DAVID ANDERSON, I Green River Rood, Corona, Phone: (909) 074-9430 Dated 10/26/11 By (signed) Natalie Barker 11/2,9
Corporation, (9091 382- THE FATHER WILLIAM I Ca 92880. Goods must be
0674 or rramirez@cordobo MITCHELL AND ANY- I paid for in cash and re- NOTICE OF PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING
Csrpcam. Contract Dacu- ONE CLAIMING TO BE I moved at time of sale. PROJECT TITLE: San Gorgonio Pass Campus Master Plan ProTect
ments may be obtained THE FATHER, OF THE I Sale is sublect to cancella
from Owner, 294 5. Leland ABOVE STATED I tion in the event of seffle- PROJECT LOCATION: 3144 W. Westward Avenue in the City of Banning, County
Norton Way, Suite 1, Son MINOR(S): I most between owner and of Riverside, California.
Bernardino, California By order of this Cosrt you I obligated party. 1 1/2. 9
92408, upon payment of a are hereby cited and re- LEAD AGENCY: Mt. San Jacinta Community College Oiotrict
fifty dollars ($501 quired to appear before a 1499 North State Street - -

nonretundable fee and are Judge of the Superior Son Jocinta, CA 92583 . -.

Riverside Cuy Lwnit

also available on the Court, located at 9991 . Pr(JecI Vic,,,,Iv
IVOA’s website, www.sbd County arm Road, River- As the Lend Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for the
airport.cam. Make all side, California, on Oe- proposed project, the Mt. Son jacinto Community College District has prepared an
checks payable to Inland comber 29, 2011, at 8:00 Initial Study and has determined that preparation of an Environmental Impact Re- FIGURE 1

Volley Development Aoen- am., in Department J-4, to port (EIR) is necessary, Interested public agencies, individuals and groups ore invit
cy: All informalion, show cause, if any, why ed to comment an the scope ofthe EIR. J E Ni Regional Location
addendums, and notices the abovenamed minor(s) “ u

regarding this Project will should not be declared Proiect Summary
be posted to the agency free from the custody ned
wnbsite. It is the sole re- control of their parents. The Oistrtct is proposina a Master Planned Community Cellege. The new campus
sponsibility of all perspec- pursuant to a hearing held would provide core academic courses such as math, science and writing that allow
live respondents to check iii accordance with Wel- students to transfer to four-year colleaes and universities. The campus would also
the website tar any perti- tare and Institutions Code provide lob tmininp specifically tailored to give students the skills to compete for cur-
vent infarmation that may Section 366.26. This hear- rent jabs that are in demand in the San Gargonlo Pass area. Job training programs
be issued, A NON- ing is for the purpose of would locus on healthcare, business administration, low enforcement, criminal lustice
inundatory pm-bid meet- terminating your porenlol and computer technology. The Campus would accommodate approximately 150 to
leg shall be held at 10:00 rights forever and ordering 200 staN, and 5,000 students at full build-out. Oaytime clnsses typically would be
AM. on Tuesday, Novem- that the minor be placed scheduled between 0 am. and 2 p.m., and nighttime classes between 5 p.m. and 10
her 8, 2011, at the Board foradoption. p.m. The Campus would consist of low mfile (one and twa-utary structures) claus-
Room at 225 Del Rosa, You ore hereby notified at room and administration buildings, and staff, student, and viultor parking facilities.
Son Bernardino, California the following proelolana of
92408. Each prsaasal must Welfare and Institutions tbJiçScpjn.gjytiqgg
be accompanied by a cer- Code:
lifted or cashier’s check or Section 366.26(e) (2) pro- The Public Scoping Meeting will tue held an November 9, 201 1 at 5:30 pm. at the Son
bid bond tar five percent vides that: -If you appear Gorgonis Pass Campus located at 3144 W. Westward Avenue, Banning, CA. 92220 to
15%l of maoimum Without counsel and are provide informalion regarding the proposal and to discuss potential environmental
amount(s) bid. Said check unable to afford counsel, impacts associaled with the development of the proposed pralect. The Notice of
shall be made payable to the Court shall appoint Preparation (NOP) and Initial Study was forwarded to responsible public agencies as
the Inland Valley Develop- counsel for you. unless well as interested parties requesting to receive copies on September 14, 2011. Copies
mont Aaency and when such representation is of the Initial Study are available for revies’, on the District’s website at hffp’/www.nrsj
delivered with a proposal, knowingly and inlelligenily c.edu/.
shall canstitute a guaranty waived.”
that bidder will, if an Section 366.26 provides: Lead Aqency Contoct:
award is made to The Court may continue
him/her/it in accordance the proceedina for a period Questions regarding the Scoping Meeting or CEQA process can be directed ta:
with the terms at said not to esceeci 30 days as
bidder’s proposals: ene- necessary to appoint you Ms. Becky Elam, Vice President at Business Services
cute a contract on the counsel, and ta enable Street, San Jacinto, CA 92583
Cwners standard form, to- counsel to become ac
aether with Labor Code quainted with yaurcasu.
certification thereon; fur- Section 366.26(b) (U pro-
fish contract performance vides: ‘At the heoring,...the
and payment bonds ;;‘ith a court.,,shall do one at the
corporate surety or following: (1) Permanently
surulies satisfactory to the sever your parental rights
Owner. each for not less and order that the child be
than one-hundred percent elaced far adoption;
1100%) of total bid price; Without permanently
turninh certificates of in-
surance evidencing Ihal all
insurance coverage Ce-
qsired by the contract has I issue leffers
been secured. It is the I ship; or (3) C
Contractor’s responsibility I minor be plc
to obtain from the Director I term foster care, subject
at the Department of In- the regular review of t
dustriol Relations the gee- I lusenile court.
eral prevailing rate at per I Gisen undermy hand and
diem wages and the gun- I seal of TO: See affached list FROM LEAD AGENCY: City of Riverside
eral prevailing role tar hal- I of the Community Development/Planning

iday and overtime work. I State Diane J’unkinu, AICP
Each contractor to whom a I 19th day of Seatember, 3900 Main Street
contract is awarded must I 701t Riverside, CA 92522
pay Ihe prevailing rates ISEALI I DATE: Navember2, 2011
and pout copies thereof at SHERRI CARTER, I
the job site. If Davis Bacon Esccutivo Officer I SUBJECT: Amended Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Report (EIR)
rates are higher. they su- Superior Court at the State I
persude the prevailing California, in and for the I On February 9, 201 1, the City of Riverside issued a Notice of Preparation for this same proluct with a comment pe

wage rates of the Slate of County of Riverside. nod that ended on March 25, 201 1 . The pro(ect sax remained the satire eucept the level of analysis for Scenario 4

California. the higher of By: Deputy i has changed from a Programmatic level analysis to a Pro(ect level analysis as noted below.

the Iwo wage rates should PAMELA WALLS I
be used and should be County Counsel I The City of Riverside will be the Lead Aaency and will prepare on Environmental Impact Report (EIRI forthe prol

Current 05 at 10-days prior Lilio Wilkersos ect identified below. The EIR will include a project-levol environmental analysis of four pra(ect scenarios. The City

to bid opening. Owner re- Deputy County Counsel needs to know the views of your ogencyas to the ucope and content of the environmental information that is ger

serves the right to reIect 9991 County Form Road, mane to your ageucy’s statutory responsibilities in connection ‘.‘iith the proposed proiect. Your agency will need to

any and all proposals, to Suite 113 use the EIR prepared by our Agency when considering your permitar stherapprsvnl (srthe project.
waive any irregularity or ts Riverside, California,
award the controct to other 92503 The project description, location and the potential environmental effects are cantained in the attached materials. A

than the lowest bidder. Telephone: 951-358-4125 copy of regional and local vicinity maps and other reloted plans are attached.
Bidder may not withdraw Attorneys for the Petition-
his/herrit bid for thirty 130) or Due to time limits mandated by Slate low, your response must be sent by December 1, 2011.
days after bid opening. Department of Public So-
The IVOA reserves the ciol Services Please send you response to Diane Jenkins, AICP, Principal Planner, at the address shown above. We will need

right to acceps or reject 10/26, tt/2, 9, 16 the name and contact person in your agency. If you hove any questions, please contact Diane Jenkins at 19511

any or all bids and to 826-5625 DiJenkins@riversideca,gsv.
waive any infornialities or CITATION TO APPEAR PROJ ECT TITLE: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Projectirregularities iii any bid. Case No. SWJ-009856
Award of contract is sub- SUPERIOR COURT OF
led to US Department of THESTATEOF PROJECTAPPLICANT: City of Riverside
Commerce, Economic Oe- CALIFORNIA PROJECT DESCRIPTION:nelopment Administration COUNTY OF
Approval. Inland Valley RIVERSIDE,
Development Agency San JUVENILE DIVISION The City of Riverside Planning Divisian will prepare an EIR that will analyze the impacts at the potential scenarios

Bernardino, California In re the Matter 01: listed belo’.’, including analyzing, among others, traffic circulation pafferns, air quality, global s’:arming/greenhouse

Date: 10/13/11 By:/s! Kelly JACK FORREST WEBB gases. noise, biological resources, histaricol’cultural resources, agncultuml resources, and paleostalogical resour

Berry Clerk otthe Board JR
ces. The Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Praject (proposed proIectl involves the is-

lofty, 10/26, 13,2, 11/9, Mob: 06/14/01) cal rood;’:ay system in the eastern ortion ofthe City at Riverside and southeast of Interstate 91 (1-911 (see Figure

1 1/16/1 1 ANN TAYLEE Regional Location and Figure 2, project Area on an Aerial Photagraphi. October 31, 201 1

CNS-2191719# WEBB
NOTICE INVITING SEALED BIDS I Find your next 9Ci on our I Decluttering? Place an ad

THE PRESS ENTER- (dob 07/30/040) The proposed proIect involves the analysis of all four 141 scenarios as tollows: INVITATION FOR BIDS (IFB) C12098 I Marketplace pnge online. j to sell your items be calling

PRISE a Minor(s)
“State Route 210 Segment 10 I Visit w.’r’.’.pe.com l l-800-514-723.

THE PEOPLE OF THE Scenario 1 - Gates closed to through traffic, no connection of Overlook Parkway: Under Scenario 1, both Landscaping Improvements” I NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

STATE OF CALIFORNIA Crystal View Terrace and Green Orchard Place gates would remain in place and be closed until Overlook The San Bernardino Associated Governments, Iherele- I —— -—-

CITATION TO APPEAR TO: THE UNKNOWN Parkwoy overthe Alessandro Arrays is connected, after referred to as ‘Authority I invites sealed bids for

Case No. RlJ-t07644 FATHER, THE FATHER,
construction at the SR 210 Segment 10 Landscape 1w- NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN of the intention of the

SUPERIOR COURT OF BOBBI FIGGINS, AND Scenario 2 - Gates removed, no Connection of Overlook Parkwoy: Under Scenario 2, the gates at both Crystal prsvement pra(ect, hereinafter referred to on Project ,

Board of Education of the Corona-Norco Unified School

THE STATE OF ANYONE CLAIMING TO View Terrace and Green Orchard Place macid be removed, and there would be no connection of Overlook Sealed bids shall be submitted at or before 11:00 am. I District CNUSD I to nold a public hearing upon the
I subject ot CNUSD’sneedu, future grov.’lh, facility needs,

CALIFORNIA BE THE FATHER, OF i’oy acrons fhe.Alessandro Arroyo at this time. Overlook Park;’;ay would remain on the Master Plan of (Pacific Timel on November 22 2t11. Bids are to be dv- I sources at revenue available lo construct such facilities,
COUNTY OF THE ABOVE STATED Roadways IFigure CCM-4) in the General Plan 2025 for future buildout, but certain policies in the General lieered to:

RIVERSIDE, MINORS:
Plan 2025 coecernina the gates would need to be modified. In addition, relevant prolect conditions and miii- San Bernardino Associated Governments I Ihe oosplisn of 5 school facilities needs analysis our-

JUVENILE DIVISION By order of this Court you gallon measuren for tract Maps TM-29515 and TM-29620 will aba need to be amended. 1 1 70 West 3rd Street, Second Floor I susni to Goversnrcnt Cede Seclion 65995.6, and the levy

Son Bernardino. CA 92410 fees on residential development projects for the our-

In re the Matteraf: are hereby cited and re- Scenario 3 - Gates removed, Overlook Parkway connected: Under Scenario 3, the gates at Crystal View Ter- Affentian: Mr. Garry Cohoe, I pose ot funding csnslrvctisir or reconstruction of school

JOSHUA IRVIN, quired to appear before a race and Green Orchard Place would be removed and Overlook Parkway would be connected over the DirectnrsfProjectDelivuiy I fecilities v,’ilhin the boundories of CNUSD, pursuant to

Minorisi Court, located at 30’55-O Aleusandra Arrays. This scenario would require a General Plan amendment to remove policies addreosina Bids received after the date and time specified above I Government Code Sections 65995,5 and 65995.6. TheIdob: 07121/1 1 I Judge of the Ssaerior

THE PEOPLE OF THE Auld Road, Msrrieta, Call- the potential connection route between Washington Street and State Route 91 prior ta campleting Overlook will be rejected by the Authority aird returired to the Bid- I dote, lime or,d place for the hearing is Tuesday, Decem

STATE OF CALIFORNIA fornjn, an December 7, Parkway across the arrays. Mr unopened, Bids will be publicly opened and read bur 6, 2011, at 6:30 p.m. at the Board Room of CNUSO,

TO: THE UNKNOWN FA- 20)1, at 8:00 am., in Dc-
aloud on November 22, 2011 at approximale!y 1LOO am, located Si 2820 Clark Avenue, Norco, California, 92860-

Scenario 4 - Gates removed, Overlook Parkway connected, and Overlook Parkway extended westerly: Under (Pacific Timel. I 1903, and nt ouch time the comments of all interested

THER AND ANYONE parfment S102, to show Scenaria 4, both Crystal View Terrace and reen Orchard Place gates would be removed and Overlook General descriptian otwork: I persons cancernieg CNUSO’s needs, future growth, fa
I dIlly needs, sources at revenue available to constructCLAIMING TO BE THE cause, if any, why the Parkway would be connected over the Alessondro Arraya. In addition, Ovedaok Parkway mould be extend- The work involves construction of landscape improve- I such facilities, the adoption of a school facilities needsFATHER, OF THE above-named minor(s)

ABOVE STATED should not be declared
ed west of Washington Street to provide a connection to SR 91, rnents including trees, shrubs, groundcover plantings,

MINOR(S): free from the costoy
wildflower hydroseeding, mulch, and rock blanket. Work I analysis pursuant to Government Code Section 65995.6,

Fi line , All four of these scenarios iIl be analyzed ala projecl•leoel in the EIR, By addressing aN four scenarios in an ap- also includes installation of irdgation systems consisting I and the levy of fees on sidenfiaI developlnent proieds
., - .. . . for the ouroose of funding the construction or recon
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__

My qstians shall STATb OF CALIFORNIA I siorea aa VI( are o• This atice is aiae j acordace viIh the provisions of Sedion 21 700 vi seq. of the

corpScom. Contmd Docu- ONE CIMING TO BE I moved at time of sole. I PROJECT TITLE: Son Gorgonlo Pass Campus Master Plan Pmje FoR7h

keEJn[

T

be directed to Mr. Robeo TO: THE UNKNOWN FA. I coted at the SforQuest Self I Business and professions Code of the State of California.

___________

Raiirez, P.E., Senior Proi- THER, THE FATHER, I Storage - Corona, 3915 I Auctioneers name and : American Auctioneers Lic # B1a6401723
ed Manager, Cordoba DAVID ANDERSON, I Green River Road Corona, Phone: (909) 074-9430 Dated 10/26/11 By (signed) Natalie Barker 11/2,9
Corporation, (909) 382- THE FATHER WILLIAM I Ca 92880. Goods must be I

_______________

0674 or rramirez@cordoba MITCHELL AND ANY- I paid for in cash and re- NOTICE OF PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING

menlo may be obtained THE FATHER, OF THE I Sole is subiect to cancella- I
from Owner, 294 5. Leland ABOVE STATED I tion in the event of seffle- I PROJECT LOCATION: 3144 W. Westward Avenue in the City of Banning, County
Norton Way, Suite 1, San MINOR(S): I muff between owner and I of Riverside, California. Mio,,

_______________________

Bernardino, California By order of Mis Court you I obligated pony. 11/2, 9 I

___________

92408, upon payment of a are hereby cited and re- ‘

______________________

I LEAD AGENCY: Mt. Son Jocinto Community College District ‘—‘ ()
fifty dollars (550) qnired to appear before a I 1499 North State Street . . ,

a uo

nonrefundable fee and ore Judge of the Superior I San Jacinto, CA 92583 , ... .

Riverside City Limit

IVDA’s weboite, www.obd County Farm Rood, River As the Lend Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for the LJ Project V,u,riityalso available on the Court, located at 9991

airport.com. Make all side, California, on De- I aroposed project, the Mt. San Jacinto Community College District has prepared an
checks payable to inland cember 29, 2011, at 8:00 I )nit,at Study and has determined that preparation of an Envirnnniental Impact Re- FIGURE 1
Valley Development Agun. am., in Department J-4. to I port (EIR) m necessary. Interested public agencies, individuols and groups are melt-
cy. All information, show cause, if any, why ed to comment an the scnpe of the EIR. fZ F (Z C) I”] Regional Location
oddendums, and notices the above-named minor(s)
regarding this Proluct will should not be declared

SEARCHING

‘7’’i

be posted to the aaency tree from the custody and
website. If is the sote vu- control of their parents The Diutrict is proposing a Master Planned Community College. The nnw campus
sponsib)lity of all perspec- pursuant to a hearing held

FOR
would provide core academic courses such as math, science and writing that allow

tive respondents to check in accordance with WeI- students to transfer to four-year colleaes and univeroities. The campus would also
the website for any peril- fare and Institutions Code provide job traininp specitically tailored to give students the skills to compete for cur-
nent information that may Section 366.26. This hear-

HOME

rent (abs that are in demand in the San Gorgonlo Pass area. Job training programs
be issued. A NON. ing is for the purpose of tnould focus on healthcare, business administration, law enforcement, criminal lsstice
mandatory pre-bid meet- terminating your parental and computer technology. The Campus would accommodate approsimately 150 to
no shall be held at 10:00 rights forever and ordering

OR

200 staff, and 5,000 students at full build-out. Daytime classes typically would be
AM. on Tuesday, Novem- that the minor be placed scheduled between 8 am. and 2 p.m., and nighttime clauses between 5 p.m. and 10
ber 8, 2011, at ihe Board foradoption. p.m. The Campus would consist of low profile (one and Iwo-story structures) class-

room and administration buildings, and staff, student, and visitor parking facilities.Room at 225 Del Rosa, You are hereby notified of

92408. Each proposal must Welfare and Institutions APARTMENT Public ScgpingMNngj
San Bernardino, California the following provisions of

be accompanied by a cur- Code:
titled or cashier’s check or Section 366.26(e) (2) pm-

RENTALS?
The Public Scoping Meeting will be held on November 9, 2011 at 5:30 p.m. atthe San

bid bond for five percent video that: If you appear Gorgonio Pass Campus located at 3144 W. Westward Avenue, Banning, CA, 92220 to
(5%) of maximum without counsel and are provide information regarding the proposal and to discuss potential environmental
amount(s) bid. Said check enable to afford cosnsel, ii online1 impacts associated with the development of the proposed project. The Notice of
shall be made payable to the Court shall appoint Preparation (NOP) and Initial Study was forwarded to responsible public agencies as
the Inland Valley Develop- counsel for you, unless • well as interested parties requesting to receive copies on September 14, 201 1. Copies
merit Aaency and when such representation is of the Initial Study are available for review on the District’s wehoite at hffp//www.msl
delivered with a proposal, knowingly and intelligently cede!.
shall constitute a guaranty waived:
that bidder will, if an Section 366.26 provides: Leadpncy Contact:

him/her/it in accordance the proceeding for a period WINW.pe.COfl’lf oseotions regarding the Scoping Meeting or CEQA process can be directed to:
award is made to The Court may continue

bidder’s proposals: exe- necessary to appoint yes hones Ms. Becky Elam, Vice President sf Business Services
with the terms of said not To exceed 30 days as

cute a contract on the counsel, and to enable I 1499 North State Street, San Jocieto, CA 92583
Owner’s standard form, to- counsel to become oc- I (951) 487-3011
aether with Labor Code quainted ,tith your case: I belam@msic.edu 11/2
certification thereon; tsr- Section 366.26(b) (1) pro- -

_; -.fish contract performance vides: -At the hearing,...the I

__________

and payment bonds with a court...shall do one of the • j
corporote serety or follo;’:ing: (1) Permanently

______________

sureties satiotaclory to the sever your parental rights
Owner, each for nat less and order that the child be I

__________

than one-hundred percent c/aced for adoption; (21

___________________

(100%l of total bid price; Without permanently ter- •

furnish certificotes of in- minoting your parental

_ _ ___________________

ourance evidencing that all rights, ospoint a legal •

__________ ______

T! ‘ :insurance coverage rv- guardian (or the minor and I — i \‘ I I & ‘ I I
quired by the confroct has issue letters of gusrdion I ‘

_______________________________________________________

been secured. It is the ship; or (3> Order that the I AMENDED NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF
Contractor’s responsibility minor be placed in long- I DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR)
fo obtain from the Director term foster core, sublecf to I CRYSTAL VIEW TERRACE/GREEN ORCHARD PLACE/OVERLOOK PARKWAY PROJECT (P11-0058)
of the Deportment of In- the regular review of the I FOR THE CITY OF RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA
destriol Relations the gen- avenue couil. (SCH NO.2811021028)
eral prevailing tote of per Gives endur my hand and
diem wages and the gen- seal of the Superior Court TO: See affoched list FROM LEAD AGENCY: City at Riverside
oral prevailing rate far hal- at the County of Riverside, Commenily Development/Planning
May and overtimu cork. State at California, this Dione Jenkins, AICP
Each confroctor to whom a 19th day of September, 3900 Main Street
contract is awarded meet 2011. Riverside, CA 92522
pay the prevailing rates (SEAL) DATE: November2, 2011
and post copies thernof at SHERRI CARTER,
the job site. If Davis Bacon Esecutive Officer SUBJECT: Amended Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Report (EIR)
rates are higher, fhey su- Superior Court of the State
persede the prevailing California, in and for the On February 9, 2011, the City of Rivereide loused a Notice of Preparation forthis same prolect with a comment pe
wage rates of the State of County of Riverside. nod that ended on March 25, 201 1 . The project has remained the name escept the level of analysis for Scenario 4
California, the higher of By: Deputy has changed from a Programmatic level analysis to a Prolect level analysis as noted below.
the two wage rates should PAMELA WALLS
be used and should be County Counsel The City of Riverside will be the Lead Agency and will prepare an Environmental Impact Report IEIR) far the proj
current as of 10-days prior LJIia Wilkerson eat identified below. The EIR will include a proiect-level environmental analysis offour project scenarios. The City
to bid opening. Owner re- Deputy County Counsel needs to know the viewo of your ogencyas to the scope and content of the environmental information that is ger
serves tire right to reject I 9991 County Farm Rood, mane to your agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection with the oroposed protect. Your agency will need to
any and all proposals, to I Suite 113 von the EIR prepared by ocr Agency when considering your permit or otherapproval rorthe prolect.
waive any irregularity or to Riverside, California,
award the contract to other 92503 The project description, location and the potential environmental effects are contained in the attached materials. A
than the lowest bidder. Telephone: 951-358-4125 copy of regisnal and local vicinity maps and other related plans are attached.
Bidder may rrat withdraw i Attorneys for the Petition-
his/her/it bid for thirty 130) I or Due to time limits mandated by State law, your response must be sent by December 1,2011.
days offer bid opening. I Department of Public So-
The IVDA resolves the I cial Services Please send you response to Diane Jenkins, AICP, Principal Planner, at the address shown above. Me will need
right to accept or reject 10;26, 11/2, 9, 16 the name and contact person in your agency. If yoe have any questions, pleooe contact Dione Jenkins at 1951)
any or all bids and to 826-5625 DiJenkino@riversideco.gov.
waive any informalities or CITATION TO APPEAR
irregularities in any bid. Case No. SWJ-889856 PROJECT TITLE: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Prs)ect
Aword of contract is cub- SUPERIOR COURT OF PROJ ECT APPLICANT: City of Riversideject to US Deportment of THE STATE OF
Commerce, Economic Do- CALIFORNIA PROJECT DESCRIPTION:veloproenit Administrotion COUNTY OF
Approval. Inland Valley RIVERSIDE, The City of Riverside Planninp Division will prepare an EIR that will analyze the impacts otthe potential scenariosDevelopment Agency San JUVENILE DIVISION listed below, including analyzing, among others, traffic circulation pafferns, air quality, global warming/qreenhsuseBernardino, California In re the Matter ot:
Date: 10/13/11 By:/s/ Kelly JACK FORREST WEBB gases noise, biological resources, historical/cultural resources, agricultural resoerces, and poleontologicol resour
Berry Clerk of the Board JR COO. The Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project (proposed proect) involves the Is- i 1/2
10/id, 10/26, 11/2. 11/9, (dab: 06/14/01) cal roadway system in the eastern portion ofthe City of Riverside and southeast of Inferstale 1 (1-91) loon Figure
1 1/1 6/1 1 SHY ANN TAYLEE Regional Location and Figurn 2, Project Area on an Aerial Photograph). October 31, 201 1
CNS-2191719# WEBB NOTICE INVITING SEALED BIDS Find your next pet on our I Declultering? Place on ad
THE PRESS ENTER- (dob: 07/30/040) The proposed project involves the analysis ofall four 14) scenarios as follows: INVITATION FOR BIDS (IFB) C12098 j Marketplacn page nnlivn. lv sell ysur items by calling

a Minor(s) State Route 210 Segment 10 j Visit www.pe.com 1-000-514-72 3.PRISE

______________________________________

THE PEOPLE OF THE Scenario 1 Gates closed to through traffic, no connection of Overlook Parkway: Under Scenario 1, both Landscaping Improvements” I

__________

STATE OF CALIFORNIA Crystal View Terrace and Green Orchard Place gates would remain in place and be closed until Overlook The Son Bernardino Associated Governments, (herein- I
NOTICE OF

CITATION TO APPEAR TO: THE UNKNOWN Porkovay overthe Alessandro Arroyo is connected. after referred to an Authority I mellon oealed bids for
Case No. RIJ-107644 FATHER, THE FATHER, constrection of the SR 210 Segment 10 Landscape Im- j

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN of the intention of the

SUPERIOR COURT OF BOBBI FIGGINS, AND Scenario 2 - Gates removed, no connection of Overlook Parkway: Under Scenario 2, the gates at both Crystal prsvement project, hereinafter referred to os Prolect. I
Board of Education of the Coraeo.Norco Unified School

THE STATE OF ANYONE CLAIMING TO View Terrace and Green Orchard Place would be removed, and there would be no connection of Overlook sealed bids shall be submiffed at or before 11:00 o.m. District I CNUSD I to hold a public hearing upon the

CALIFORNIA BE THE FATHER, OF Parkway across the Aleosandro Arroyo at this time. Overlook Parkway woeld remain an the Master Plan of (Pacific Time) on November 22, 2011. Bids oreto be dv- I
subject of CNUSD’sneeds, future growth, facility needs,

COUNTYOF THE ABOVE STATED Roadways (Figum CCM-4) in the General Plan 2025 forfuture buildout, but certain policies in the General liverndta: I
sources of revenue available to construct such facilities,

RIVERSIDE, MINORS: Plan 2o2Sconcernina the gates would need to be modified, In addition, relevant pro(ectcandltions and miii- San Bernardino Associated Gavervnrents the adoption of o school facilities needs analysis rur
JUVENILE DIVISION By order of this Court you gallon measures fsrtract Maps TM-29515 and TM-29628 will also need to be amended. i 170 West 3rd Street, Second Floor j

susntto Government CaSe Section 65995.6, on the evy

In to the Matter of: ore hereby cited and re- San Bernardino, CA 9241 0 j
of fees on residential development pralecto for the pur

. JOSHUA IRVIN. quired to apzesr before a Scenario 3 - Gates removed, Overlook Parkway connected: Under Scenario 3, the gates at Crystal View Ter- Affention: Mr. Garry Cohoe, Of tending construction or reconstruction of sc aol
, (dob: 07/21/11) Judge of the Sunerior race and Grnen Orchard Place would be removed and Overlook Parkway wosid be connected over the Director of Project Delivery j

acililies v.ithin the boundaries of CNUSD, pursvant to
Minorlsl Court, located at 3055-O Alesnondra Arroya. This scenario would require a General Plan amendment to remove policies addrensin9 Bids received after the date and time specified above I Government Code Sections 65995.5 and 65 95.6. The

TI4 PEOPLE OF THE Acid Road, Murrieta, Call- the oatential connection route between Washington Street and State Route 91 prIor to completing Overlook will be rejected by the Authority and retunired to the Bid- I
date, nine and place for the hearing is Tuesday, Decem

STATE OF CALIFORNIA tomb, r December 7, Parkway across the arroyo. der unopened. Bids v,ill be psblicly opened and read her 6, 201 1, at 6:30 p.m. at the Board Roam of CNUSD,

TO: THE UNKNOWN FA- ‘ 2011, at 8:00 am., in Do- aloud on November 22, 2011 atapprovimately 11:00 am. located ot 2820 Clark Avenue, t1orco, California, 92860-

THER AND ANYONE partment 5102, to she’.: Scenario 4 - Gates removed, Overlook Parkway connected, and Overlook Parkway extended westerly: Under (Pacific Time). 1903, and at sech time the comments of all interested

CLAIMING TO BE THE cause, if any, why the Scenario 4, ooth Crystal View Terrace and reen Orchard Place gates would be removed and Overtook General description ofwork: persons concerning CNUSD’s needs, future growth, fa
FATHER, OF THE above-named miner(nl Parkway would be connected over the Aleusandro Arroyo. In addition, Overlook Parkway would be extend- The work involves construction of landscape improve- cility needs, sources of revenue available to construct

ABOVE STATED should not be declared ed wesn of Washington Street to provide a connection to SR 91. ments including trees, shrubs, grsuvdcover plantings, 5uc5 fadlities, the adoption of a school facilities needs
wildflower hydraseeding, mulch, and rock blanket. Work anoIsio pursuant to Government Code Section 65995.6,MINOR(S): free from the custody and All four of these scenarios will be analyzed at a project-level in the EIR By addressing all four scenarios In an ap- also includes installation of irrigation systems conuisting and he levy of fees on residential development prolectoBy order of this Court you control of their parents,

ore hereby cited and re- pursuant to a hearing held proximately equal level of detail, decision makers will have sufficient information in the EIR necessary to select a of irrigation controllers, remote control valves, backflow for the purpose of funding the construction or recon

quired to appear before a in accordance with Wel- preferred scenario. The discretionary actions associated with the proposed prolect include: approval of one of the preventer assemblies, irrigation tines and supply linvs, ntilction of uchool facilities within the boundaries of the

Judge of the Superior fare and Institutions Code scenarios described forthe proposed pro(ect and certification ofthe EIR. in addition, for Scenonas 2 and 3 the City water meter and other mincellonnous appurtenances, CNUSD pursuant to Government Code Sections 65995.5
Court, located at 9991 Section 366.26. This hear- would be required to approve an amendment to the General Plan 2025 to modify and/sr delete one or more of the and modification of existing electrical and cowmunica- and 65995.6 will be heard. Information concerning this
County Form Rood, River- ing is for me purpose of policies in the General Plan 2025. Scenario 2 also reqvireu revisions to conditions and/or mitioofion measures for tion systems. moffer, including the proposed school facilities needs
side, California, on De terminating your parental Tract Mapn TM-29515 and TM-29628 and if selected this document will serve as the additional CEQA anolysis re- This is a Fedemi-aid project: The contract ts be award- analysis, is aeai able for public review and comment at

cember 29, 201 1, of 8:00 dghts torever and ordering quired forthese maps. ed is financed in øort by the U.S. Department of Trans- the Facilitieu Department of the CNUSD, located at
portotion (US DO I i. Bidders ore reqeired to certify that 2820 Clark Avenue, Norco, California, 92860-1903, duram., in Department J-4, to that the minor be placed PROJECT SETTING/ISSUES OF CONCERN: they meet all federal reguirementu irienlified in thin IFS, ing regular business hours.

show cause, it any, why for adoption.
the above-named minor You ore hereby notified Crystal View Terrace, Green Orchard Place, and Overlook Park

g but not limited to all applicable equal opportu
way are located south of I Pt and west of Interstate nity lows and regulations. Dated: November4, 2011should not be declared of the following provisions 215 in the eastern portion ofthe City of Riverside. The local roadways are in an area developed primarily with resi ThisDroject is nvbject to Title 4y, Port 26, Code of Fed-free from the custody and of Welfare and Institutions

control of her parents, per- Code: Section 366.2610) dentiol uses in the Alessandro Heights and Canyon Crest neighborhoado. The residential land uses near Crystal oral Kegulotionu ICFRI untitled ‘ Participation of Dioad- Ted C. Rozzi
View Terrace and Green Orchard Place are categorized as hillside residestiol and very low density. The project vantaqed Business Enterprises in Deportment of Trays- Asuintailt Superintendent‘0ant to a hearing held in (2) provides thot: If you area includes an open space area for the Alesuandro ArrOyo that is west of Sycamore Canyon Wilderness Park. porfatios Financiol Ausistance Programs (herein refer- Corono-Norco Unifiedppl District 11/2accordance with Welfare oppeor withost counsel

and Institutions Code See- and are unable to afford Theproject area is also located southeast of Victoria Avenue, a historic corridor and scenic narkwoy. Victoria Aye- red to as Regulations). The Regulations in their entirety Notice to Bidders
tion 366.26. This heartng is counsel, the Court shall iWO i5 designated on the National Registerond as Cultural Heritage Landmark No. 8 forthe City. ore incorporated into this MB by this reference. Bidders Purchase Hsmon Patient Simvlotors ond Related

am to be fully informed revpnctin the DBE/UDBE re- Equipmentfor the purposn of fermi- appoint counsel for you, Astho proposed projectlnvolves local roadways, additional detail is provided below: quiremento and the Regulations. As reqeimd under the Bid Nember2Oll/12-13noting your parental rights unless such representation
forever and ordering that is knowingly and infelli- • Overlook Park ‘ . . .

Regulations, the Authority has established a UOBE
way is included as an east went arterial from Washin ton Street to Aleusandro Boulevard in contract goal of 1 .0% for this Project. Award of this con- Riverside Community College District (RCCD) is invitingthe minor be placed for gently waived.” the Generol Plan 2025; however, Overlook Parkway is not connec?ed over the Alesoandro Arroyo approxi- tract is sub’ect to receipt of federal,utate or local monies. nealnd bids for the purchase of Human Potionadoption. Section 366.26 provides: mately 500 feet between Crystal View Terrace and Via Vista Drive, and between Via Vista Drive and ap- By order o the Governing Board of the San Bernardino Simulators ond Related Equipment for the RiversideYou are hereby notified of The Court may continue

the following provisions of the proceedina tor a period proximately 500 feet west of Sandtmck Road. Associated Governments City College Nursing nod Science Building. Bidders are
Welfare and Institutions not to exceed’ 30 days as Dated: October5, 2011 encouraged to provide competitive pricing, including all
Code: necessaty to appoint you •

Overlook Parkwoy does not extend west past Washington Street; therefore, a direct connection to SR-91 Garry Cohoe possible educational, quontify ond availab e discoun s.
does notexiutfrom Overlook Parkway. Directorof Protect DeliverySection 366.26(e) (2) pro- counsel, and to enable Dote of Advertisement: October 31 , 201 1 and November To obtain the specitications and bid package you maynides that: If you appear counsel to became ac

without counsel and ore quainted with your cane. Crystal View Terrace is a local road and Green Orchard Place is a collector rood that connects to Overlook 7, 201 1 1 1/2, 7 contact the Purchasing Manager at Riverside Cammun
enable to afford counnel, Section 366.26(b) (1) pro- Parkway, on arterial road and Kingdom Drive, a collector road, respectively. In connectian with the aaproval ity College District, 951-222-8444 or email mojd.askar@r

of two neparate tract mops, gates at Crystal View Terrace and Green Orchard Ploce were installed to ad- I ccd.ede.the Court shall appoint vides: At the hearing,...fhe dresn cut-through traffic until Overlook Parkway was comzleted across the Alessandro Arroyo. The gate ancounsel for you, unless court,...shall do one at the
such representation is follou’iing: 11) Permanently Crystal View Termce is approximately 0.17 mile south o( Overlook Parkway. The gate on Green Orchard I The original bid prom005l form must be submitted in a

Section 366.26 provides: ziaced for adaption; (2) sndeaken to deteine whether the mitigation measures in the prior CEQA documents for the o tracts this... 4800 Magnolia Ave Riverside, CA 92506-1299. Peroon

knowingly and intelligently sever your parental rights Place is approximately 0.44 mile feel south of Kinodornn Drive. The gates were installed as mitigation for two Turn sealed envelope/8sc ogn addressed to: Riverside Cam-
;vaived. and order that the child be previously approved tract maps but designed to allow emerpnncy vehicle access. The current EIR is being munity College bind, Purchasing Office-North Hall,

‘The Court man continue Without permanently icr- ore still necessary or can be modified. al delivery address is RCCD, Purchasing Office, North
the proceedina kra period minoting youi parental I Hall, 3617 Saunders Street, Riverside, CA 92506. Enve
net to exceed 30 davu as ntghtn, oapoint a legal As lead agenc’, the City conducted a preliminary review of the propound prs(ect and decided that 0 EIR would be lopes must be clearly marked with the bid name and
necessary to oppoinf you geardian (or the minor and required. For the aroposed proiect, issues of concern include potentially significunt impacts to Land i number, All Bids must be time stamped bithe Pur

Use/Neighborhood Character, Traffic/Circulation, Air Quality, Global Warming/Greenhouse Gases, Noise, Biolsyl- chooing time clock NO LATER THAN 2:80 P ON NO-counsel, and to enable issue leHers of guardian- cal Resoercen, Hiutorical/Culfurol Resources, Agricultural Resources, and Paleontological Resources, These is- I ‘lll’SLN I l IIIWISI VEMBER 21, 2812. Bidderu ore responsible for ensurcounoel to become ac- ship; or 13) Order that the
quainted with yourcaue.” minor be placed in long- sues, and others, will be addressed in the forthcoming draft EIR. ing that Ihe bid is received by the Istrict prior to the
Section 366.26(bl (1 1 pro- term touter carc. subject to All comments received on the previous Notice of Preparation are still on file and are part of the Enviranmentol Im-

ClassifiedCenfer I dote and lime specified an at the place specified.

_________________________________

Poolmorko will not be honored, Shortly after, a publicvideo: ‘At the hearing,...the the regular review of the

following: (1) Permanently Given under my hand mityourcommento. .

into

Purchasing Office, North Hall
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Jenkins, Diane

From: Anna Hoover <ahoover@pechanga-nsn.gov>
Sent: Friday, December 02, 2011 1:03 PM
To: Jenkins, Diane
Cc: Michele Fahley; Marcy Hernandez
Subject: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Amended NOP

Ms. Jenkins; 
The Pechanga Tribe thanks the City of Riverside for the notice of the Amended Notice of Preparation for the 
above named Project.  As you know, we have previously submitted comments on the original NOP and is in 
consultation with you and City representatives.  Our previous requests stand; please continue to forward 
environmental documents and all documents connected with this Project to the Tribe for review and 
comment.   
 
We look forward to continuing our consultation with the City and to work to preserve and protect the 
important cultural resources located within the Project boundaries. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Anna M. Hoover 
Cultural Analyst 
Pechanga Band of Luiseno Mission Indians 
P.O. Box 2183 
Temecula, CA 92593 
  
951-770-8104 (O) 
951-694-0446 (F) 
951-757-6139 (C) 
ahoover@pechanga-nsn.gov 
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Jenkins, Diane

From: Michael Mihelich <mwm@lawyermihelich.com>
Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2011 2:04 PM
To: Jenkins, Diane
Subject: RE: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project EIR Amended 

NOP

Thank you for the e‐mail. 
 
From: Jenkins, Diane [mailto:DIJENKINS@riversideca.gov]  
Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2011 1:47 PM 
To: Michael W. Mihelich 
Subject: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project EIR Amended NOP 
 
Hello, 
 
You have indicated that you have an interest in this project.   Traffic modeling and analysis are still underway for the four 
scenarios.  As we dove into the analysis it became apparent that we would not be able to just review scenario 4 (the 
western connection to the freeway) at a programmatic (less detailed) level.  Instead it would be necessary to pick a 
route and analyze this route in full detail.  For this reason the City is  re‐issuing the Notice of Preparation (NOP) to 
address this change in the scope of the EIR.  The NOP is being mailed out to all the same agencies and individuals as last 
time (including those who asked to be put on the mailing list since that time).  It has  also been posted on the website at 
http://www.riversideca.gov/planning/eir.asp.   
 
Thank you 
 
Diane 
 
 
Diane Jenkins, AICP § Principal Planner 
City of Riverside  Community Development Department  Planning Division 
3900 Main Street, Third Floor  Riverside, CA 92522 

 (951) 826-5625   (951) 826-5981 
DiJenkins@riversideca.gov   

 please consider the ENVIRONMENT before printing this email 
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Jenkins, Diane

From: Gina White <GWhite@vandaele.com>
Sent: Monday, November 07, 2011 4:04 PM
To: Jenkins, Diane
Cc: Loveridge, Ron; Gardner, Mike; Melendrez, Aurelio; Bailey, Rusty; Davis, Paul; 

MacArthur, Chris; Adams, Steve
Subject: EIR for Overlook Parkway Project (P11-0050) (Gina White sending on behalf of Mike 

Van Daele)

Mike Van Daele responds to the referenced project as follows: 
 
With funding options so dismal and the political realities so evident, what a horrible waste of money when we 
already know the only two viable options are 1 or 2. The City Council and the local committees will never 
accept option 3 or 4. The Council should just vote on Option 1 or 2 instead of kicking the can down the road. I’d 
suggest saving the money for a more worthy cause. 
 
Regards, 
Mike Van Daele 
 
 
 
 
Gina White 
Van Daele Development Corp. 
2900 Adams Street, C25 
Riverside, CA 92504 
951-354-2121 
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Jenkins, Diane

From: Margaret Wilson <marg.wilson@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 01, 2011 4:21 PM
To: Jenkins, Diane
Subject: Amended Notice of Preparation

Dear Ms. Jenkins, 
  
I earlier sent a letter commenting on the proposed Overlook Parkway Project, and would like to submit this 
supplemental comment in opposition to the Project.  I think the City should analyze the traffic effects on 
Washington south of Overlook.  In the morning commute, northbound traffic on Washington is very heavy, and it 
is very difficult for people to turn out of their driveways for those living on Washington between Overlook and Van 
Buren.  This northbound traffic on Washington starts south of the Van Buren intersection.  It is frequently backed 
up at the Krameria stop sign near Woodcrest Elementary, and northbound vehicles can be lined up on 
Washington as far south as Mariposa.  I am concerned that the proposed extension of Washington across to 
Madison will make Washington an even more attractive route for these regional commuters, and make things even 
worse for everyone located along Washington, extending all the way south including the elementary school and 
those to the south of the school. 
  
Thank you for your consideration, 
  
Margaret Wilson 
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