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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REVISED NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR)
CRYSTAL VIEW TERRACE/GREEN ORCHARD PLACE/OVERLOOK PARKWAY PROJECT (P11-0050)
FOR THE CITY OF RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA
(SCH NO. PENDING)

TO:  See attached list FROM LEAD AGENCY: City of Riverside
Community Development/Planning
Gus Gonzalez
3900 Main Street
Riverside, CA 92522

DATE: February 9, 2011
SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Report (EIR) and Scoping Meeting

The City of Riverside will be the Lead Agency and will prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
project identified below. The EIR will include a project-level environmental analysis of four project scenarios,
with the exception of a portion of Scenario 4 - which will be analyzed only at a programmatic level. The City
needs to know the views of your agency as to the scope and content of the environmental information that is
germane to your agency'’s statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed project. Your agency will
need to use the EIR prepared by our Agency when considering your permit or other approval for the project.

The project description, location and the potential environmental effects are contained in the attached
materials. A copy of regional and local vicinity maps and other related plans are attached.

Due to time limits mandated by State law, your response must be sent by Mareh-16,-2011 March 25, 2011.

Please send you response to Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner or Doug Darnell, Senior Planner, at the
address shown above. We will need the name and contact person in your agency. If you have any questions,
please contact Gus Gonzalez at (951) 826-5277/GGonzalez@riversideca.gov or Doug Darnell at (951) 826-
5219/DDarnell@riversideca.gov.

PROJECT TITLE: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project
PROJECT APPLICANT: City of Riverside
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The City of Riverside Planning Division will prepare an EIR that will analyze the impacts of the potential
scenarios listed below, including analyzing, among others, traffic circulation patterns, air quality, global
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.

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 1-91 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:

e 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.

o Overlook Parkway does not extend west past Washington Street; therefore, a direct connection to 1-91
does not exist from Overlook Parkway.
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e Crystal View Terrace is a local road and Green Orchard Place is a collector road that connects to
Overlook Parkway, an arterial road and Kingdom Drive, a collector road, respectively. In connection
with the approval of two separate tract maps, gates at Crystal View Terrace and Green Orchard Place
were installed to address cut-through traffic untii Overlook Parkway was completed across the
Alessandro Arroyo. The gate on Crystal View Terrace is approximately 0.17 mile south of Overlook
Parkway. The gate on Green Orchard Place is approximately 0.44 mile feet south of Kingdom Drive.
The gates were installed as mitigation for two previously approved tract maps but designed to allow
emergency vehicle access. The current EIR is being undertaken to determine whether the mitigation
measures in the prior CEQA documents for the two tracts are still necessary or can be modified.

As lead agency, the City conducted a preliminary review of the proposed project and decided that a EIR would
be required. For the proposed project, issues of concern include potentially significant impacts to Land
Use/Neighborhood Character, Traffic/Circulation, Air Quality, Global Warming/Greenhouse Gases, Noise,
Biological Resources, Historical/Cultural Resources, Agricultural Resources, and Paleontological Resources.
These issues, and others, will be addressed in the forthcoming draft EIR.

SCOPING MEETING: The City of Riverside will hold a formal public Scoping Meeting on the above noted
project on March 9, 2011 at 6:30 P.m. in the City Council Chambers, 3900 Main Street, Riverside, CA 92522,

SIGNATURE: s ”’Q/L)/

o
TITLE: Gus Gonzalez, Assaciate Planner
TELEPHONE: (951) 826-5277
DATE: February 9, 2011
ATTACHMENTS:

1. Figure 1: Regional Location

2. Figure 2: Project Area on an Aerial Photograph
3. Figure 3A-D: Proposed Scenarios

4. Distribution List

G:\GENPLAN\Crystal_View-Green_Orchard-Overlook_EIR\WNOP_Scoping_Meeting\NOP_Final.docx
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Beverly Wingate RLC

Alessandro Arroyo Stewardship Committee
5885 Brockton Ave

Riverside, CA 92506

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

Riverside, CA 92501

Traci Dose, Supervising Crime Analyst
Riverside Police Department

Magnolia Station — 10540 Magnolia Ave.
Riverside, CA 92505

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

Riverside, CA 92522

J. AKlufi

Alessandro Heights Homeowner's Association
3403 Tenth Street, Ste 610

Riverside, CA 92501

Charter Communications
7337 Central Avenue
Riverside, CA 92504

Clara Miramontes, Planning Manager
City of Perris

135 North D. Street

Perris, CA 92570

IGR/Local Development
CALTRANS

6th Floor Mail Stop 722
464 W. 4th Street

San Bernardino, CA 92401

Carolyn Syms Luna
County of Riverside
Planning Dept.

P.O. Box 1409
Riverside, CA 92502

Juan Perez, Transportation, 8th FIr
County of Riverside

P.O. Box 1090

Riverside, CA 92502

CDOT - District 8 IGR/CEQA Review
Planning and Local Assistance

464 West 4" Street, 6th Floor, MS 722
San Bernardino, CA 92401-1400

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

Electrical Engineering

City of Riverside, Public Utilities.
3460 Orange Street

Riverside, CA 92501

Rob VanZanten

City of Riverside,Public Works
3900 Main Street, 4" Floor
Riverside, CA 92522

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

Riverside, CA 92522

Port of Long Beach Notification
E-mail:

crouch@polb.com
cpatton@portla.org

Lochsner@portla.org

AT&T California

Susan Morgan, Public Works Liaison
1265 Van Buren Street #180
Anaheim, CA 92807

Scott Dawson, Inland Desert Region
California Dept of Fish & Game
Habitat Conservation

3602 Inland Empire Blvd., Ste C-220
Ontario, CA 91764

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

Riverside, CA 92507

John Guerin

County of Riverside ALUC
4080 Lemon Street, 14™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

County of Riverside
Executive Office

4080 Lemon St., 4™ Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

Pamela Pavela, Public Info & Conservation
Representative

Western Municipal Water District

14205 Meridian Way

Riverside, CA 92518

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

Riverside, CA 92501

Summer Delgado, Electric Eng., Sys. Planning
City of Riverside, Public Utilities

3901 Orange Street

Riverside, CA 92501

Robert Filar

City of Riverside, Public Works Corp. Yard
8095 Lincoln Avenue

Riverside, CA 92504

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

Riverside, CA 92522

Christopher Patton, Director of Environmental
Management

Port of Los Angeles

425 S. Palos Verdes Street

San Pedro, CA 90731

Megan Mclintyre

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

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

Dennis Garcia

Casa Blanca Community Action Group
7339 Peters St.

Riverside, CA 92504

Tina Grande

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

RCTC
P. O. Box 12008
Riverside, CA 92502



Pete Dangermond

The Dangermond Group
2400 O st

Sacramento, CA 95816

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

Director of Development Services
City of Rialto

150 S. Palm Avenue

Rialto, CA 92376

Richard Block

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

Scott Walter Wheaton, Project Manager
The Gas Company

4495 Howard Avenue

Riverside, CA 92507

Bill Toepfer

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

Dan Fairbanks, AICP, Planning Manager
March JPA

23555 Meyer Drive

Riverside, CA 92518

Steve Smith

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

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

Ray Hicks, Region Manager
Southern Calif. Edison/LPAD
Eastern Division

1351 E. Francis St

Ontario, CA 91761

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

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

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

Arlee Montalvo

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

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

MARB
452 SPTG/CEV
March AFB, CA 92518

Gabrielle Mankin

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

Joyce Fielder

AT&T

1452 Edinger Avenue, Room 1200
Tustin, CA 92780-6246

Gail Egenes

Riverside Land Conservancy
4075 Mission Inn Avenue
Riverside, CA 92501

Southern CA Regional Rail Authority
Laurene Lopez

700 Flower Street, Suite 2600

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Tom Franklin,

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

Cindy Roth

Greater Riverside Chambers of Commerce
3985 University Avenue

Riverside, CA 92501

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

Riverside, CA 92501

Rosalyn Squires

The Gas Company

9400 Oakdale Ave ML 9314
Chatsworth, CA 91313

Leonard Nunney

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

Tim A. Pearce

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

Jack Porter

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

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

AT&T

Premis-SL 1 C

1452 Edinger Avenue, Room 1200
Tustin, CA 92780-6246

Dan J. Miller

Southern/Union Pacific Transportation
19100 Slover Avenue

Bloomington, CA 92316

Mac McQuern

Riverside Land Conservancy
4075 Mission Inn Avenue
Riverside, CA 92501

Sam Wattana

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



Ken Mueller

Riverside Unified School Dist
3070 Washington Street
Riverside, CA 92504

Attn: Mark Stuart

Department of Water Resources
P.O. Box 942836

Sacramento, CA 94236

Mr. Baha Y. Zarah, Western Regional
Environmental Officer of California
US Air Force

50 Fremont St., Suite 2450

San Francisco, CA 94105

Hal Snyder

Victoria Avenue Forever
6475 Victoria Avenue
Riverside, CA 92506

Keith G. Owens

Western Municipal Water District
P.O. Box 5286

Riverside, CA 92517-5286

Substructures and Real Prop. Mgmt
Metropolitan Water District

700 North Alameda St

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Debbie Kelley
6990 Withers Road
Riverside, CA 92506

Attn: Joseph Ontiveros, Cultural Resources
Manager

Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians

P.O. Box 487

San Jacinto, CA 92581

David H, Wright, General Manager
Public Utilities

3901 Orange Street

Riverside, CA 92501

Gary L. Nolff, Assistant General Manager
Public Utilities, Resources

3901 Orange Street

Riverside, CA 92501

Janet Dixon

Rvrsd Unified School Dist
3070 Washington Street
Riverside, CA 92504

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

Mr. Todd Dirmeyer, Dir.of Public Works
Combat Support Training Center

Fort Hunter-Liggett

B232 California Ave

Fort Hunter Liggett, CA 94568

Daniel M. Hays

Victoria Avenue Restoration Project
2640 Anna Street

Riverside, CA 92506

John V. Rossi, General Manager
Western Municipal Water District
P.O. Box 5286

Riverside, CA 92517-5286

Right of Way & Land Prog.
Metropolitan Water Dist
Po Box 54153

Los Angeles, CA 90054

Steven Herrera

Division of Water Rights
State Dept of Water Res
1001 | Street, 14 Floor
Sacramento, CA 95812

Jay Kim
6140 Canyon Estates Court
Riverside, CA 92506

Attn: Richard C. Wade, Paralegal
Luebben Johnson & Barnhouse LLP
7424 4™ Street NW

Los Ranchos de Albuquerque, NM 87107

Kevin Milligan, Assistant General Manager
Public Utilities, Water

3901 Orange Street,

Riverside, CA 92501

Jim Lowery, Field Operations Manager
Public Works, Street Services

8095 Lincoln Avenue

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

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

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Los Angeles District

P.O. Box 532711

Los Angeles, CA 90053

Community Foundation of Riverside County
Victoria Avenue Without Wires

P.O. Box 1064

Riverside, CA 92502

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

Mr. Phil Crosbie, Chief Strategic Plans, S3, NTC
Fort Irwin, National Training Center

P.O. Box 10172

Ft. Irwin, CA 92310

Attn: Cliff Winston

Department of Water Resources
Real Estate Branch, Room 425
1416 9™ Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

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

Banning, CA 92220

Doreen Stadtlander

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

6010 Hidden Valley Road
Carlsbad, CA 92011

Stephen H. Badgett, General Manager
Public Utilities, Electric

3901 Orange Street

Riverside, CA 92501



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

Terri Pencovic

CALTRANS, Dept. of Transportation Planning
P.O. Box 942874, MS-32

Sacramento, CA 94274-0001

Debbie Treadway

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

Adnan Al-Sarabi

Regional Planning Programs Section
Water Quality Control

3737 Main Street, #500

Riverside, CA 92501-3348

Nadell Gayou, Senior Engineeer
Dept. of Water Resources

901 P Street, 2" Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

Douglas Ito

Air Resources Board, Transportation Projects
1001 I Streetm PTSDAQTPB

Sacramento, CA 95814

Leo Wong

Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Michelle Messenger

Office of Historic Preservation
P.O. Box 942896

Sacramento, CA 94296-0001

Sandy Hesnard

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

Frank Roddy

State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Water Quality

1001 | Street

Sacramento, CA 94244-2120

Rebecca Salazar
Department of Conservation
801 K Street, MS-24-02
Sacramento, CA 95814
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of the following pravisions
of Welfare and Institutions

Code:
Section  366.26(e) (2)
provides that: *if you ag-

RIVERSIDE,
JUVENILE DIVISION
In re the Motfer of:
TIAMAYIA ANA RENEE
CAR y
(dob: 11/19/99)

Minor(s)
THE PEOPLE OF THE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
TO: THE FATHER,

ide, Cali-

fornia 92503
Telephone: 951-358-4125
Atlorneys for the
Pefitioner
Department of Public So-
cial Services g

2/512,19:26
CITATION TO APPE{xR

Case No. RIJ-1811
SUPERIOR COURT OF
"THE STATE OF

THE FATHER,
ABOVE

MINOR:

By order of this Court you
are hereby cited and re-
julred to appear before a

udge of the Superior
Court, ioc at 9991
County Farm Road, River-
side, Caitfornia, on March
28, 2011 ot 8:00 a.m, In
Department J-4, fo show
cause, if any, why the
ahove-named minors
of | should not be declared free
from the custody and con-
frol of their parents gursu:

OF THE
STATED

1A

TY OF

RIVERSIDE,
JUVENILE DIVISION

in re the Matter of:
LIZABETH ENEE

NOTICE OF PREPARATION F DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR)

CRYSTAL VIEW TERRACE/GREEN ORCHARD PLACE/OVERLOOK PARKWAY PROJECT (P11-0050)
FOR THE CITY OF RiVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA
(SCH NO. PENDING) L
TO:  See aitached ilst FROM LEAD AGENCY: City of Riverside
a Community Development/Planning
Gus Gonzalez
3900 Main Street
Riverside, CA 92522

DATE: February 9, 2011

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmentui Report (EIR) and Scoping Meeting

The City of Riverside will be the Lead Agency and will prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EiR) for the

projects Identified below. The City needs to know the views of mganq as fo the scope and content of the

environmentai Information that is germane to your agency’s ry responsibliities in connection with the

proposed projects. Your agency will need fo use the EIR prepared by our Agency when considering your permit

or other approval for the project. -

The project description, focation and the potentiai environmentai effects are contained in the attached mate-

rials. A copy of reglonal and local vicinify maps and ofher related plans are attuched.

Due fo fime limits mandated by State iaw, your response must be sent by March 16, 2011.

Piease send you response fo Gus Gonzaiez, Associate Planner or Doug Damell, Senior Planner, at the address

shown above. We will need the name and contact person in your agency. if you have any questions, glease

confact Gus Gonzaiez at (951) 826-5277/GGonzalez@riversideca.gov or Doug Dameil ot (951) 826-52) 9

DDameli@riversideca.gov.

PROJECT TITLE: Cr‘stul View Temace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project

PROSECT APPLICANT: Clty of Riverside

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The of Riverside Pionning Division wiil prepare an EIR that wiil anaiyze the Im of the potential sce-

narios listed below, Including analyzing, among others, traffic circuiation pattems, air quality, global warming/

greenhouse gases, noise, biological resources, historical/cufturai resources, agricuttural resources, and pale-

onfolaaical resources. The Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overiook Parkway Project (proposed

rgro involves the focal roadway system In the eastern portion of the Cily of Riverside and southeast of in-

rstate 91 (i-91) (see Figure 1, Regional Location and Figure 2, Project Area on an Aerial Photograph).

The praposed project involves the analysis of dil four (4) scenarios as foilows:
Scenario ] - Gates closed to through traffic, no connection of Overiook Pal : Under Scenario 1, both
Crystal View Terrace and Green Orchard Place gates woulid remain in piace ond be closed untii Overiook
Parkway over the Alessardro Arroyo is conn b
Scenario 2 - Gates removed, no connection of Overiook Parkway: Under Scenario 2 the gotes at both
Crystal View Terrace and Green Orchard Piace would be removed, and there wouid be no connection of
Ovarlogko Parkway across the Alessml:d;o Amoyo. T Coyatai
Scenario 3 - Gutes rem .Queriook Pariway cennected: Under Scenario e s at Crystal View
Terrace and Green Orchard Place wouid be removed and Overlook Parkway wou?d be connected over

. the Alessandro Arroyo. ‘
Scenario 4 - Gates removed, Overlook Parkwuy connected, and Overtook Parkway extended westerly:
Under Scenario 4, both Crystal View Temace and Green Orchard Place gates would be removed and
Overlook Parkway would be connected over the Alessandro Arroyo in addifion, Overiook Pa wouid
be extended west of Washington Sireet o provide a connection fo SR 91. Under Scenario 4, ifferent
alignments for the westerly extension would be considered at o program ievei.

By addressing four scenarios in an mal level of detall, decision makers wili have sufficient Information in the

EYR necessary 1o proceed with a preferred scenario. The discretionary actions associdted with the proposed

m'{eci include: uggmval of one of the scenarios described for the proposed project and cerfification of the
EI In addition, for Scenario 2 the Cify would be required to approve an amendment to ane or more of the
policies in the General Plan 2025

n 2025.

PROJECT SETTING/ISSUES OF CONCERN:

Crystal View Terrace, Green Orchard Piace, and Overlook Parkway are located south of 1-91 and west of In-
terstate 215 In the eastern portion of the City of Riverside. The locol mudwun are In on area deveioped primarily
with residentiai uses in the Alessandro Helghts and Canyon Crest nelghborhoods, The residential land uses
near Crystal View Terrace and Green Orchard Place are categorized as hiliside residential and very low density.
The project area Includes an open space area for the Alessandra Arvoyo that is west of Sycamore Canyon
Wiidemess Park. The project area Is also located southeast of Vicloria Avenue, a historic corridor and scenic
ﬁ?rkway. Victoria Avenue is designated on the Nationai Register and as Cultural Heritage Landmark No. 8 for

e

As the proposed project invoives local roadways, additional detall Is provided below:

« Overlook Parkway Is Included as an east-west arteriai from Washington Street to Alessandro Bouievard
In the Generai Pian 2025; however, Overiook Parkway is not connecied over the Alessandro Arroyo, ap-
praximotely 500 feet between Crystai View Terrace and Via Vista Drive, and between Via Vista Drive
and appraximately 500 feet west of Sandtrack Road. The easternmost iand conneciion for Overiook
sovrg;ay is n;'alanned in conjunction with the construction of an appraved subdivision for residentiol

e ment.

Overlogk Parkway does not extend west past Washington Street; therefore, o direct connection to i-91
goes not exist from Overlook Park

way.

rystal View Terrace is a local roudouynd Green Orchard Piace s a collector road that connect fo Over-
look Parkway, on arteriai road and Kingdom Drive, a collector road, respectively. in connection with the
grpmval of two separate fract maps, gates at Crystai View Terrace and Green Orchard Place were in-

alied to address cut-through c until Overiook Parkway was completed across the Alessandro Ar-
royo, The 8a1e on C?'sful View Terrace Is approximately 0.7 mile south of Overiook Parkway. The gate
on Green Orchard Place Is approximately 0.44 mile feet south of Kingdom Drive. The gates were in-
stalled as mifigation for the fwo approved fract maps, but designed fo ailow emergency vehicle access.
As lead agency, the Cily conducted %Pmllmlnqo?' review of the proposed project and decided that a EiR would
be required. For the proposed roée , Issues of concem Inciude ‘potentlullé significant impacts to Land Use/
Neighborhood Charactér, Tra ircuigtion, Air Quality, Globai Warming/Greenhause Gases, Noise, Biologl-
cal Resources, Historical/Cubtural Resources, Agricultural Resources, and Paleontologicai Resources. These
issues will be addressed in the forthcoming draft EIR.
SCOPING MEETING: The City of Riverside wiil hold & formal public Scoping Meeting on the above noted
project on March 9, 2011 at 6:30 P.M. in the City Council Chambers, 3900 Main Street, Riverside, CA 92522,

L
this 0:
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11990 and the ADA Amendment Act

ail of Orange County and
riions of Los Angeles,
iverside and San Bemar-
dino  Counties. Anyone
wishin lf:lo ope'mfe. l'n?huul;
or mi equipmen
could be o source of alr
poiiution within this region
must first obtain permits
from the AQMD. Ruie 212
requires the applicant for
certain projects fo distrib-
ute and publish a pubiic
nofice prepared by the
AQMD prior fo the issu-
ance of a permit. This no-
tice is being distributed be-
cause of the ievel of

emisslons.

The AQMD has evaluaics
the permit appiications for
the following equipment
and determined that the
eﬂul%r'nenli \gﬂl myeei ali ?p-
piicable alr qualily require-
ments of our Rules and

ant 1o o heoring held in ac-
cordance with Wetfare and
Institutions Code Section
m36616. This (',‘fg"" g

e purpose of terminating
your parentai righs forever
and ordering that the mi-
nor be placed for adoption,

You are hereby notified
of the following provisions
of Weifare and institufions

Code:

Section  366.26(e) (2)
provides that: *If you ap-
pear without counsel and
are unable fo afford coun-
sei, the Court shall appoint
counsel for you, uniess
such representation s
knowingiy and Intelligently
walved.

Section 366.26 provides:
*The Court may continue

7 q period

, 30 gi S as

necessary to appoint you

counsel, and to enable

counsel fo become ac-
quainted with your case.”

Section 26(b) (1)

rovides: "At the hear-
ng...the court,..shall do
one of the foilowing: (1)
Permanently sever your

rentol rights and order
of the child bmaced for
adopfion; (2) out per-
manently terminating your
rurentul rights, appoint a
egal guardian for the mi-
nor and Jssve letters of
vardianship; or (3) Order
at the minor be piaced in
lgg;;-tenn foster care, sub-
‘h 1o the reguiar review of

e juvenile court.”

Given under m!
and seal of the

PLICAT! i
493706, 505170, 507889-
507892, 507894, 507895,
514879 & 5155%4
LOCATION: 2626 KAN-
g{\gEAVENUE, RIVER-

92507
DESCRIP-
ODIFY A

MIXER AND AN _AIR
POLLUTION CONTROL
SYSTEM __CONSISTING
OF A REGENERATIVE
THERMAL OXIDIZER
AND SPRAY: BOOTH,
AND OPERATE A SEC-
OND MIXER, THREE
STORAGE SILOS,
THREE _ BAGHOUSES
AND ONE RESIN STOR-
AGE TANK
New Basis, Inc. manufac-
tures polymer concrete un-
derground enclosures and
lids. The mixers are vsed
fo mix solids and resin
vsed in molds to make
these products. The soiid
materiais are stored in the
storage siios which are
each vented to a baghouse
to minimize dust. Resin is
stored In the resin storage
tank. Resin is aiso sprayed
in @ spray booth for cerfain
products. There are some
emissions of pariculate
m from the storage of
the soilds, mixing and
spmllng operations, and
volatile - organic com-
pounds (VOC) from the
resin during the spraying,
mixing and molding pro-
cess. The faciifty is propos-
ing to modify the air poliu-
tion  conirol  system,
consisting of a spray booth
vented fo o reg{ensmﬂwe
the{mcl:l ox}glzet RT(I)))&]t;
repiacing the spray
and venﬁn the two mixers
to the RTO. The existing
mixer will be modified by
venting it fo the RTO and
Increasing the throughput
limit. The faciilty epemtes
under an existing VOC cap
of 5133 pounds per caien-
dar month (approximatety
171 pounds per gn b Tt}g
mi

38{)‘“ booth is d
pounds of VOC per
calendar month which will

hand
uperior
Court of the County of Riv-
erside, State of Caiifomla,
3 day of January,

(SEAL)
SHERRI CARTER,
Executive Officer
Superior Court of the State
California, in and for the
gouugy anl,!lverslde.

y: Dep
PAMELA WALLS
Counfy M(;.:ounsel

Stacy McCoy
%eépua(:ou Counsel
) County Farm Road,
Suite 113

Riverside, California 92503
Telephene: 951-358-4125
Attorneys  for  the

Petifioner

Derurimem of Public So-
clal Services

1/22: 29, 2/5,12

NOTICE OF INTENT TO
ISSUE "PERMITS TO
CONSTRUCT &
OPERATE® PURSUANT
T0 RULE 212
This notice is o inform you
that the South Const Air
Quullz Management Dis-
irict (AQMD) has received
ten appiications for Per-
mits to Con: and Op-
erate to modify an existing
air poiiution controi system
and mixer, and fo operate a
mixer, three storage sllos,
three baghouses and a
resin storage tank at a lo-
cation_in your neighbor-
hood. The AQMD is fhe dlr

e,
&

OF CORONA
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
PUBLIC NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City
Council of the City of Corona, Cailfornia, will conduct a
gubllc hearing in the Coupcil Chamber, at City Hall, 400
outh Vicenfia Avenue, in_ said of Corona, on
Wednesday, March 16, 2011, af 6: .M. Of scon
thereafter, fo consider the adoption of the draft 2010-
2014 Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice.
A copy of the draft 2010-2014 Anolysis of Impediments
to Fair Housing Choice will be avallable for ﬁ\ubnc re-
view, during normal business hours (7:30 A.M. fo 5:30
P.M. Mon thmugttll Thursday), staring Mondu'x,
February 14, 2011 at the City’s Redevel?mem Depart-
ment and Ciy Clerk’s Office, located at 400 South Vice-
ntia Avenue, Corona. The documents can also be re-
viewed at the Corona Public Libmrz, Reference Desk,
tocated ai 650 South Main Street, Corona or online at
www.coronacdbg-home.com.
The public Is invited to attend the public hearing and fo
comment on the 2010-2014 Anaiysis of Impediments fo
Fair Housing Cholce, Due 1o fime consiraints and the
number of ﬁ)ersons wishing fo give orai festimony, each
speaker will be limifed fo three minutes at the public
fiearing. You may wish to make your commenis in wri-
to the City Clerk-for inciusion info
publi ase note that City Haii is closed
every Friday. If lIou challenge any portion of these pians
or any proposed projects in court, you may be ilmited to
naising only those issues you or someone else raised at
the pubiic hearing described in this nofice, or in written
correspondence delivered at, or prior to the pubiic hear-
ing. Any person uable fo attend the public hearing may
submit written commenfs fo the City Clerk, 400 S. Vice-

le:

nfia Avenue, Corong, CA 92882. if you have questions
msurdlng this notice, piease contact Clint” Whited,
CDBG Program Consuttant af (951) 736-5175.
it is the objective of the City of Corona o comply with
Section 504 of the Rehabliitation Act of 1 as
umended, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) of
of 2008, the Fair
Housing Act, and the Archifecturai Bamiers Act In all
respecis. if you require public documents in an accessi-
ble format, the City will make reasonable efforts fo ac-
commodate your request. Imu require a dlsubllﬂrre-
loted accommodation to nd or participate in a
hearing or meeting, including auxiiiary alds, or iransla-
tion services are retiulred for persons who do not speak
En&ﬂsh, lease contact the Redevelopment Department
of the of Corona no iater than March 10, 2011. Re-
quests received after this date may not be
accommodated.

Jan Bates, Cierk
Pubiished: g;nmug 12, 201

NOTICE OF PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD

Cif erside
Neighborhood Stubiiization Program 3

Grant Application
Nofice is hereby given for a citizen participation period
1o consider the Ciy of Riverside’s grant appiication to
the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban DeveIoR-
ment (HUD) fo compete for the third round of Neigh-

berhood Stabilization Program (NSP 3) funding.

On JuIEZL 2010, Congress passed the Dodd-Frank Wall
Street Reform and Consumer Profection Act (HR 4173).
Approximately $1 bililon In fundlnlg for NSP 3 was ap-
d. On October 19, 2010, HUD issued a Natice

prog;lute
of Formula Allocation and Program Requirements for

NSP 3 funds.

On or about February 16, 2011, the City of Riverside will
submit its ?mm agpllcuﬂon to HUD in the omount of
$3,202,152 fn NSP 3 funds. Primary use of the funds will
be fo acquire and rehabilitate vacant and foreclosed
residential properiies which wili subsequently be made
avaiioble for sale or rent fo income-eligible househaids.
The target areas within the Cify of Riverside by Census

Tract are:

0301.00, 0304,00, 0305.01, 0305.02, 0305.03, 0314.01,
0314.02, 0315.0, 0410.01, 0410.02, 0412.02, and 0412.03.
All persons inferested in providing Input or comment
may do so at the addresses listed below. The public
gg‘n;mem period is from February 1, 2011 to February 15,

To view the draft ﬁmm application, please visit the CH#:s
website of www. versldeco.%)v/housln and select the
link titled *Neighborhood Stabilization Program 3 Draft
Application’. Please submit any comments in writing fo
the City of Riverside Development Depariment Housing

i‘,yflg!‘.ll“i"?"nq,i glv!.s'l.on, 900 Maln Sireet, 2nd Floor,

miinna Chanda lamld Enr ad.

not change with the re-
lacement. spray booth.
ur caicviations show a
moximum _increase of 89
pounds of VOC per day
couid be emitted from the
mlxlnqrgnd moldlng opera-

is oes not

tions.
cause a nef increase in the
mtenﬂul VOC emissions
m this facility as a result
of this project since the fa-
cliity-wide VOC emission
limit is not changing. Gen-
eraiiy, the aclual emissions
wili be less than the emis-
sion iimit as most facilities
do not operate at their
maximum  potential. But
wewn w the moximum
amoun, this praject com-
piles with aii aspects of the
AQMD'’s air poliution con-
irol requirements.
Resin In the storage, mix-
Ing, moiding and spmylng
operations will aiso resu
in small quantities of a
foxic  compound. The
AQMD has evaiugted the
short term (acute) and

cut-smog (1-800-288-

7664).

212Mm

CNS-2043084#

THE PRESS ENTERPRISE

In accordance with Sec 106

of the Programmatic

Agreement, T-Mobile USA

plans fo place antennas

onto a new ontenna struc-

fure at 4780 Californio

Ave, Norco, CA 92860.

Piease fax commenis fo

M, at 714-508-4110

urdlng site [E24269-A.
2, 2191

CNS-2041877#

THE PRESS ENTERPRISE
Notice of Lien Sale:

1999 Ford F150

CA License # 8E48122

VIN: IFTERXY

Date of Saie 02/22/2011
Time of Sale: 10:00 am
Vehicle may be viewed at
1139 W Redionds Bivd
Redlands CA 92373 2112

No, SWJ010443
SUPERIOR COURT OF
THE STATE OF
CALIFOR!(&)IA

emissions from rhe pro-
posed project, Using worst
case conditions, our evalu-
ation shows that the
chronic and acute health
risks are both weil below
our rule’s foxic threshoids
(beiow o Hazord index of
1). According to the state
health experts, a hazard in-
dex of one or less means
that the sumounding com-
munity including the most
sensitive individuais such
as very young children and
the elderly will not experi-
ence any adverse health
im due fo the toxic
nature of these emissions.
The air quality anaiysis of
this rmlecf is ovaiiable for
pubiic review aof the
AQMD’s headquarters in
Diamond Bor, and at the
Riverside Pubiic Library,
3581 Mission inn Avenue,
Riverside, CA 92501, Cop-
ies of the c:ﬂrgﬁ permits can

s d. oo fwebappl/
www.agmd.gov/webapp

PublicNotices/
Search.aspx by enfering
the company’s name. in-
formation regarding the fa-
cility owner's complionce
hlsm% submitted fo_the
AQMD pursuant fo Califor-
nig Health & Safety Code
Section 42336, or otherwise
known fo AQMD, based on
credibie information, is
aiso avalioble from the
AQMD for pubiic review.
Anyone wishing to com-
ment on the proposed Issu-
ance of these permits
shouid submit thelr com-
ments in writing by March
14, 2011, if you are con-
cerned primarily about
zoning decisions and the
?rooess by which this facli-
ty has been sited at this
+ 1ocation, you shouid con-
tact your focai cily o
county planning depart-
ment. Please submit com-
ments rejated to air quum?(
fo Mr. Todd iwata, Air
Quality Engineer, Coating,
Printing, ng, Military
& Enferfainment Opero-
tions, Engineering ond
Comgllunce, South Coast
Air Quaiity Management
District, 21865 Copl

Drive, Diamond Bar, Caii-
fornia 91765-4178. For ad-
nal information,
piease cail Mr. Todd iwata

af (909) 396-2574,

RIVERSIDE,

JUVENILE DIVISION
in re the Matter of;
CASEY L. EATON

(dob: 08-08-08)
a Minor(s)

PEOPLE OF THE STATE
OF CALIFORNIA
TO: THE FATHER, CA-
SEY

HER
THE ABOVE STATED
MINOR:
By order of this Court you
are hereby cited and re-
uired to appear before a
uvdge of the Suggﬂor
Court, located at' 30755
Auld Rd, Murieta, Colifor-
nia, on Aprit 15, 201}, af
8:00 a.m., in Depariment
$102, to show cause, if any,
why the above-named mi-
nors shouid not be de-
clared free m the
custody and control of their
arents, pursuant fo @
eumw held in accordance
with Weltare and Institu-
tions Code Section 366.26.
This hearing is for the pur-
pose of terminoting your

ordering that the minor be
laced for adoption.
‘ou are hereby nofified df
the following provisions of
Weifare and institutions

Code:

Section 366.26(e) (2) pro-
vides thatk: *if you appear
without counsel ond are
unable to afford counsel,
the Court shali appoint
counset for you, uniess
such represenfafion is
knomg_ly and infeitigently

waived.

Secfion 366.26 provides:
*The Court may continue
the proceeding for a period
not to e 30 days as
necessary to appol
counsel, and to
counsei fo become ac-

court,...shall do ane of the
sever

laced for adoption; (2)

out permanently fer-
minating  your parental
appoint a legai
r the minor and

g
ship; or (3) Order that the
minor be placed in lon?‘;
term foster care, subject
the regular rgvlew of the

For your general informa-
tion, anyone experiencin
air quaity problems sucl
as dust or odor can fele-
phone in a complaint to the
AQMD by calling 1-800-

NOTICE TO CREDITORS OF BULK SALE
(UCC Secc, 6105)

Escrow No 361112 Escrow Unif No 7403
NOTICE iS HEREBY GIVEN that a buik sale Is about
to be made. The name(s) and business address{es) of
the seller(s) is/are: Charies J. Cena and Pavline Cena
38795 Mesa Road, Temecuia, CA 92590
Doing Business as: Temecula Fiower Corral
All other business name(s) and address(es) vsed by the
seller(s) within the past three years, as stated by the
selier(s) is/are: (if none, so siate): None
The location in California of the chief executive office of
the seller(s) (if same as above, so state):

The name(s) ond address(es) of the buyer (s) Is/are:
John C. Buchko and Victoria R. Buchko

20990 Rio Linda Road, Temecuia, CA 92590

The assets being sold are generally described as: Fur-
niture,  Fixtures, Equipment, dwili, Inventory
{includes misc. vages, containers, baskets, ribbon,
books, balloons, plants and sliks), and displays, office
equipment, original Ranche Temecula Fiower Comrol
sign, 1999 Dodge deiivery van two refrigeration units,
fiorai and wedding progs and dmyos

and are iocated at: 27715 J n Avenue, Suite
101, Temecula Caiifornio 92590

The bulk sale is infended to be consummated at fhe of-
fice of: Stewart Titie of California, inc., 41391 Kaimia
Street, Suite 110, Murrieta, Caiifornla 92562 on or after:
March 4, 2011

The bulk saie is subject to the California Uniform Com-
mercial Code Section 6106.2 [if the saie Is subject fo Sec
6106.2 the foliowing information must be provided]

The name and address of the person with whom clgims
may be filed is: Stewart Titie of Califomia, Inc, 41391
Kalmia Street, Suite 130, Murrieta, Cailfornia 92562 Atin:
Vicki Petersen Escrow No.: 293077 Escrow Unlt No.
7403 and fhe fast day to file claims by any creditor shall
be: March 3, 2011 which is the business day prior fo the
anficipated sale date specified above.

Buyer(s):
John C. Buchko . Victoria R, Buchka
Date: January 25, 2011 A

CITATION TO APPEAR
Case

parentai rights forever and | to

following: (1) Permanently
your parental rights
and order that the chiid be

Riverside, CA. 92504

Given under my hand and I
) 951.787.9595

seal of the Superior Cou

of the County of Riverside,
Stofe of Caiifornio, this
24th day of January, 2011.

(S

SHERRI R, CARTER
Executive Officer

Superior Court of the Stafe
Califonia, in and for the
County of Riverside.

By: Def
P’\Mé)&y.l. WALLS

2/512,19
CITATION TO APPEAR
Case No. SWJ008993
SUPERIOR COURT OF
THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF
RIVERSIDE,
JUVENILE DIVISION
In re the Matter of:
NATHANIEL LOuiS
BRE!

(dob: 10-17-06)
ELLIOTT JACOB
BRENNER

(dob: 05-14-09)

a Minor(s)
PEOPLE OF THE STATE
OF CALIFORNIA
TO: THE UNKNOWN FA-
THER, AND ANYONE
CLAIMING TO BE THE
FATHER, OF _ THE
ABOVE STATED
MINOR:
By order of this Court you
are hereby cited and re-
uired fo up?enr before a
udge of the Superior
Court, located at 30755
Auvid Rd, Munieta, Caifor-
nig, on Aprii 19, 2011, at
8:00 a.m., in Department
$102, to show cause, if any,
why the above-named m
nors should not be de-
clared free from the
custody and control of their
rents, rursuunt to a
enrluw held in accordance
with Weltare and Institu-
tions Code Seciion 366.26.
This hearing is for the pur-
pose of terminating your
parental rights forever and
ordering that the minor be
iaced for adoption. . .
‘ou are hereby notified of
the following provisions of
\got-:}fum and  insfitutions

e: b
Section 366.26(e) (2) pro-
vides that: *If you appear
without counsel and ore
unabie to afford counsel,
the Court shail appoint
counsel for you, .Lniess
such representation s
knowingly and inteiligently
woived.*

Section 366.26 provides:
*The Court may confinue

the proceeding for a period
nof:t’uexoeeag:mdIl as

necessary fo appoint you
counsel, and ?o enabie
counsei o become ac-
guulnted with your cuse.
ection 366.26(b) (1) pro-
vides: "At the hearing,...the
court,...shall do one of the
following: (1) Permanently
sever your parental rlahts
and order that the child be

laced ;

out permanently ter-

R B
g [ a lega
uardian for the minor and
ssue ietters of guardian-
ship; or (3) Order that the
minor be piaced in_iong-
term foster care, subject
the reguior review of the
gven court’

iven under my hond and
seal of the Superior Coyrt
of the County of Riverside,
Stale of Califonia, this
] zltzh day of January, 2011.

¢

SHERRI R. CARTER

Executive Officer a

Superior Court of the Stale
lg, In and for the

Counly of Riverside.

PﬁM LA J. WALLS

Suite 2221

Murrieta, Cailfornia 92563

Telephone; 951-304:5757

Aftorneys for the Peti-

tioner Depariment of Pub-

fic Socini Services
2N12,19.26,3/5

NOTICE OF PETITION
TO ADMINISTER
ESTATE OF: CARLOS FAY
MOODY
CASE NUMBER:
RIP1100065

To aii heirs, beneficia-
ries, creditors, confingent
creditors, and persons who
may otherwlse be infer-
ested in the wiil or estate,
or both, of: CARLOS FAY
MOODY

A Petition for Probafe
has been filed by: Christine
D. Cashion in the Superior
Court of Caiifornia, County
of; Riverside.

The Petition for Probate
requests that: Christine D.
Cashion be appointed as
personal representative to
administer the estate of the
e esfsthe

e petition regu e
decedent’s will and codi-
cils, if any, be admitted to
probote. The will and any
codiciis are available for
exumlnuﬁurril in the file kept

y the court.

The petition requests au-
thority fo administer the
estate under the indepen-
dent Administration of ES-
fates Act. (This avthority
will allow the personal rep-
resentative to toke many
actions without obtaining
court approval. Before fuk-
ing certain very imporiant
actions, however, the per-
sonal representative will
be required fo give natice

infere: ns un-
iess they have waived no-
fice or consented fo the
proposed action.) The in-
dependent administration
authority will be granted
unless an inferested per-
son files an objection to the
pefition and shows good
cause why the court shouid
nat grant the authority.

A hearing on the on
will be held in this court as

3 Time:

of court; 4050 Main Street,
Riverside, CA 92501,
If you obmd to the
granting of the peition,
ou shouid appear at the
earing and state your ob-
ections or file written ob-
ections with the court be-
re the hearing. Your
appearance may be in per-
Son of by your ey.
1t you are a creditor or a
contingent of the
ecedent, you must fiie
your clalm with the court
and mail copn'tgﬁ fhe per-

De County Counsel
30755-D Auld Road,

Suite 2221

Murrietn, Caitfornia 92563
Telephone: 951-304-5757
Attorneys for the Peli-
tioner Depariment of Pub-
tic Socinl Services

1/22, 29, 2/5: 12

ATIRACT ‘
ATTENTION
WITH A SYMBOL IN
YOUR AD:
VéhA

time for filing claims wiil
not expire hefore four
months from the hearing
date noticed above.

You may examine the
file kept by the court, if you
are a person interested in
the estate, you may file
with the court a Re%ueﬂ
for Sydlﬂ Notice (form
DE-154) of the filing of an
inventory and appraisal of
estate assets or of any pe-
tition or account as pro-
vided in Probate Code sec-
tion 1250. A Request for

e

avalable e cou o “ ..
Attorney for Petitioner:

Pavl A. Perricone C ™
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CITY OF CORONA
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
PUBLIC NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City
Councll of the City of Corang, Caitfornia, will conduct a
ubiic hearing in the Council Chamber, at City Hall, 400
outh Vicentia Avenue, in said City of Corond. on
Wednesdu\{, March 16, 2011, ot 6:30 p.m., or soon
thereafter, to consider amendments to Community De-
velopment Block Grant (CDBG) funded pro| in-
ciuded in the City's 2008-2009 Annuai Action Pian and
2009-2010 Annual Action Pian as follows:
1) Cancei the Vicentia, Boilera, & DeAnza
Sireet Improvements Project included in the
2008-2009 Annval Action Plan ($169,200); and
2) Add $116,480 to_the Sherman & Agnes
Street I%ovemems Profect that was included
in the 2009-2010 Action Plan ($223,520) for a
fotal project budget of $340,000; and
:{t‘)‘ dRetum $52,720 to the CDBG contingency
n

A copy of the draft Substontiol Amendment fo the 2008-
2009 Xnnual Action Pian and 2009-2010 Annual Action
Plan wiii be available far public review, during normat

NOTICE OF INTENT TO CIRCULATE PETITION
(Elections Code §9202,9207)
Notice is hereb ’%Iven by the persons whose names ap-
r hereon i eir infention fo circulate the petition

ithin the Murd the purpose of enaclin
the "MURRIETA PROHIBITION OF AUTOMATE
EMS (TRAFFIC

C ENFORCEMENT SYST!
RAS) ACT" A statement of the reasens of the
proposed action as confemplated in the petifion is:

1. The goal of this praposai Is fo focus on making in-
tersections safer from accidents such as t-bone
and rear end collisions without burdening the fax-
payer with financiai payments to Traffic Camera
companies.

2. Five proven ways fo make infersections safer and

revent running red lights: a) increase the yeliow
ight time b) Add an oll-red clearance inferval ¢
make traffic lights more visible d) improve inter-
sections for motorists ) refime traffic signals

(synchronize).

. The need to protect taxpayers from a class action
lawsult due to contracts that violate Vehicle Code

Section 21455.5which prohibits *pay per ticket*

coniracts.

. Prevent rear-end coiiislon that have increased with
cameras because anxious drivers are more likely
1o stop abruptty. Rear-end collisions cost innocent
citizens time, money and possibly fines as well as

ints on their driving record.
et linht.Camame hava hacoma a saners.of B

£

business hours (7:30 A.M. 10 5:30 P.M. Monday through
Thursday), staring Monday, February 14, 2011 af ine
Chy’s Redevelopment D nt and Cily Clerk’s Of-
fice, located at 400 South Vicentia Avenue, Corona. The
documents can aiso be reviewed af the Corono Public
Library, Reference Desk, located of 650 Souih Main
Street, Corona or online af www.coronacdbg-home.com.
The public Is Invited to attend the pubiic hearing and fo
.| comment on any of the plans described above, Due to
time constraints and the number of persons wishing fo
give oral testimony, each speaker wili be Timited to three
minutes af the public hearing. You may wish o make
ur comments In writing and submit them to the Cily
ferk for inclusion into the pubiic record. Please nofe
that City Hall is closed every Friday. if you chalienge an
portion of these plans or any pro projects in court,
you may be iimfted to raising only those Issues
someone else raised af the public hearing described in
this notice, or In written commespondence delivered af, or
&r;orto the public hearing. Any person unabie fo attend
public heari Qnmuy submit written comments to the
Cify Clerk, 400 S. Vicentia Avenue, Corona, CA 92882, if
Enu have questions regnnnng this nofice, please contact
51";; Whited, CDBG Program Consultant at (951) 736~

it is the objective of the of Carona to comg%wlth
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as
amended, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) of
1990 and the ADA Amendment Act of 2008, the Fair
Housl_ng ﬁd, and the Architectural Bonilers Act In gﬂ

..... rilvensihils dasimante ln An neroe




b U a.m., Section 366.46 Provides: | 21115 U LALIFURIVIA
Deparment 14 fo show | Deputy County Counsel | ~The tou cia RoMees: | 30: THE — FATHER,
cause, if any, why the 1 ountll rm Roodr the proceeding for 6 period | DARNELL SE
above-nomed minor | Suite 113, Riverside, Cail- | not to exceed 30 da os CARDENAS, AND ANY-
should not be declared free | fornla 92503 necessary o appol ONE CLAIMING TO BE
from the custody and con- | Telephone: 951-358-4125 | counsel, and to enub[e THE FATHER, OF THE
ERARTI M e G e’ ™ ard
suant to @ hearing held In . s
atcordance. with Weltare | Department of Public So- | TSagion  s6e6() sea) By order of this Court you
and Institutions Code Sec- | clul Services . rovides: *At the hear- | are hereb and re-
ftLon'%“.% This h:forlteng Ils 2/512:19,26 | ing,. “'?ethm?orltlmsmu (4")) gulred fo opﬁ’egr gaf:;emo

r the purpose rm--—-————-——-——-oneoeon
nating your parental rights CITATION TO APPEAR | permane! severgyom— Court, located at 9991
forever and ordering that | _ Case No. RiJ-118111 arental rights and order | County Parm Read, River-
the. minor be placed for | SUPERIOR COURT OF | B i be preced for | side, Californic, on March

adoption. STA adoption; (2) Without per- { 28, 2011 at 8:00 a.m, In

You are hereby notified FO manentiy terminafing your ent J-4, fo show
:ffweu‘:"“'“ rpsfm"""ms"’"s RIVERSIDE, o e R

AR oy JUVENILE DIVISION eaalO0oc o or thethrs should ot bedeclored e
nre m the custody and con-
W AR ae £ quardianship; or (3) Order o Cosusiody P

e

\CT R Irua RT

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR) ’
CRYSTAL VIEW TERRACE/GREE’P'I ORCHARD PLACE/OVERLOOK PARKWAY PROJECT (P11-0050)

THE CI‘(I’SY OF RIVEI;‘SIDE. fALIFo
TO:  See attached list FROM LEAD AGENCY: ctty of Riverside
o mmuntty Development/PIonnIng
us
3900 Moln Street
Riverside, CA 92522

DATE: February 9, 2011
SUBJECT: Nofice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Report (EIR) and Scoping Meeting
The City of Riverside will be the Lead Agency and will repore an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
projects identified below. The Cily needs to know the views of your agency as to the scope and content otthe
enviranmental Informotlon that is tlrermone o your agency’s s¥otuto responsibiiities in connection with th
proposed projects, Your ogency will need to use the E prepored by our Agency when consjdering your penntt
or other opprovol for the project.
The project description, IocotIon and the potential environmental effects are contained In the attached mate-
rials. A copy of regionol and focal vicinity maps and other related plans are aftached.
Due to time limits mandated by Stale law, your response must be sent by March 16, 2011,
Please send you response to Gus Gonzolez. Assoclate Planger or Doug Damnell, Senior Planner, otthe oddness
shown obove We wlil need the name and contact person In (our agency. if you have any question z

contact Gus Gonzalez at (951) 826-5277/GGonzoIez@rIvers eca.gov or Doug Damell at (951) 826-5219/
DDomeII@rIversIdeco gov.
PROJECT TITLE: Crystal View Terroce/Green Orchard Place/Overiook Parkway Project

0JECT AP LICA T~ Ctty of Riverside
PRO.IECT DESCRI
The Cily of RIversIde Plonnlng Dlvision wlll prepore an EIR that will analyze the im of the potential sce-
narios listed below, IncIudIng onotyzlng, among athers, troffic circulation pattems, air quality, global warming/
greenhouse gases, noise, bl IogIco resources, histo col/culturol resources, ongcuIturoI resourr:es, and pale-
ontologital resources. The Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Qveriook Parkwdy Project (proposed
gol Involves the locat rondway system In the easter portion of the Cily of Riverside and southeast of In-
(I-91) (see Figure 1, Regional Location and Figure 2, Project Area on an Aerial Photograph).

Scenatio 1 - Gates closed to through traffic, no connection of Overiook Parkw
Crystal View Terrace and Green Qrchard Place gotes would remaln in place an be closed until Overioak
Scenario 2 - Gafes removed, no connection of Overiook Parkway: Under Scenario 2, the gates at both
Crystol View Terrace and Green Orchard Place would be removed, and there would be no connection of
Scenario 3 - Gates removed, Qverlook Parkway connected: Under Scenario 3, the ?otes at Crystal View
Terrace ond Green Orchard Place wouid be removed and Overicok Parkway would be connected over
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
be exiended west of Washington Sireet to provide a connection fo SR 91. Under Scenario 4, different
alignments for the westerly extenslon would be consldered at o program level.

necessary fo proceed med scenario. The discrefionary actions associated with the proposed
7]

E H add ItIon, r Scenono 2 the Clty would be requised fo approve an amendment to one or more of the

policies In the General P!

Crystal View Terrace, Green Orchard Place, and Overlook Parkway are located south of I-91 and west of In-

terstate 215 in the eastemn portion of the Cttyof Riverside. The local roadways are In an area developed primarily

near Crystal Vlew Terrace and Green Orchard Place are categorized as hIIIsIde residential and very low density.

The project area Includes an open space area for the Alessorvtlro Arroyo that Is west of Sycamore Canyon

ro ay. Victorio Avenue Is designated on the National Reglster and as Cuiturol Heritage Landmark No. 8 for

As the proposed project Involves locol roadways, additional detull is provided below:

In the General Plan 2025; however, Overiook Parkway Is nat conn over the Alessandro Arroyo, ap-
proximate! feet between Crystal View Terrace and Vio Vista Drive, and between Via Vista Drive
sorkwoy Is planned in conjunction with the construction of an approved subdivision for residential
eveiop!
does not exist from Overlook Parkway.
Crystal View Terrace Is o local road and Green Orchard Place s a colleclor road thot connect fo Over-
s{)pmvnl of two separate fract maps, gales ot Crystol View Terrace and Green rchard Place were In-
alled to address cut-throus c until Overicok Parkway was completed across the Alessandro Ar-
on Green Orchard Place Is approximately 0. Drive. The gates were In-
stalled as mitigation for the two approved fract maps, but designed oIIow emergency vehicle access.
be required. For the ssues of concem Include otentlollé significant Impacts to Land Use/
Neighborhood Chomcter. T trculation, Alr QuoIIIy, Global Warming/Greenhouse Gases, Nolse, Biologl-

The proposed project Involves the analysls of all four (4) scenarios as follows:
: Under Scenario 1, both
Parkway over the Alessandro Arroyo is conn:
Overiook Parkway across fhg Alessandro Arroyo.
the Alessandro Arroyo.
Overiook Parkway would be connected over the Alessandro Arroyo In addiion, Overiook Parkway would
EYR addressing four scenorlos In on el uoI level of detoII. declsion makers wlll have sufficient Information in the
Include: o proval of one of the scenarios described for the proposed project and certification of the
PROJECT SETTINGIISSUES OF CONCERN:
with residential uses In the Alessondro Hel rghts and Canyon Crest neighborhoods. The residential land uses
WIIdemess Park. The project area is also located southeost of Vicloria Avenue, g historic corridor and soenIc
* Overlook Parkway is Inciuded as an east-west arterial from Washington Street fo Alessandro Boulevard
and approximately 500 feet west of Sandtrack Road. The easternmost land connection for Qveriook
Overlook Pg'rkwoy does not extend west past Washington Street; therefore, a direct connection to 1-91
look Parkway, an arterial rond and Kingdom Drive, a collector road. respectively. In connection with the
royo. The gate on Crystal VI%'\L Terace Is o;‘)&m)dmotely OergIIe 50! ot Overiook Parkway. The gate
As lead agency, the Clty conduc;ejeocrrellmlnq revIew of the proposed project and decided that a EIR would

col Resources, Historical/Cultural Resources, A mg cultural Resources, and Paleontologlcal Resources. These
Issues will be addressed in the forthcoming d

SCOPING MEETING: The City of Riverside will hold a formal public Scoping Meeting an the above noted
project on March 9, 2011 at 6:30 P.M. In the City Councll Chambers, 3900 Maln Street, Riverside, CA 92522,

i cana

ang seqal Or ine dupenor
Court of the County of Riv-
erside, State of Callfornia,
tz'ttls_l 03 day of January,

BALHUUDED
AND ONE RESIN STOR-
AGE TANK

New Bosls, Inc. manufac-
tures polymer concrefe un-
dergmund enclosures and
lids. The mixers are used
fo mix sollds and resln
used In molds to m

(SEAL)

SHERRI CARTER,

E tive Officer

Superior Court ot the Sigte
Californla, In and for the

County of Riverside. materials are stored In the
By: Deputy storoge sllos which are
PAMELA WALLS each vented to a baghouse
CountyﬁCounseI to mInIrnIze dust. Resin s
red In the resin storoge
%e’p Cou Counsel tonk. Resln is also spruyed
rm Roud, | in a spray booth for cerfaln
products, There are some

RIversIde, Californla 92503 | emissions of particulate

matter from the storoge of

Telephone. 951-358-4125
A meys for the | the solids, mixing and
spraying operafions, and

Derortmentof Public So- | volafile - organic com-
pounds (VOC) from th
1/22, 9, 2/5, 12 resIn durIn the s{)roying,

ng pro-
NOTICE OF INTENT TO oS
ISSUE *PERMITS TO 10 Yo modi he a

polIu-
fion  control
CONSTRUCT &
OPERATE: PURSUANT el O °,g§'°Y b°°"'
This notice Is fo Inform you | fermal axdizes RT°’M),'
that the South Coast Air

replacing the sproy b
Quol Mum ement Dis- and venting the iwo meers
IMD) hos received

to the RTO.
ten oppIIcotIons for Per- I';‘elnxfl:l:iltltgeth?g?gdq%
mils 10 Cansfruct and Op- Increoslng the throughput
e{ote Itlo mr'nodlfy an Ie:yl:}lng (hmit. The fa \)m
air pollution contro em
nd mixer, and o operate a 0C COP

under an exlsting
mler, hree sioroge silos, | of 3133 pounds rer calen-
three baghouses and a

dar month (approximately
resin storoge tank at a lo- mn pounds per doy) The
cation_[n Ighbor-

ray b

our_nel

900 pounds of VO

hiood. The XQMD isthe alr | Coiendar month which will

ITY OF CORONA
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
PUBLIC NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City

Councll of the City of Corona, California, will conduct a
ubIIc heorIn Inthe Coundl Chomber, at CI(ty Hall, 400
Avenue, in omno. on

Wednesdoy, March 16, 2011, ot 6:
thereaffer, to consider the adoption of 1 e droﬂ 20]0-
2014 Analysls of Impediments to Falr Housing Choice.
A copy of the draft 2010-2014 Analysis of Impediments
to Falr Housing Cholce will be avallable for ’&ubllc re-
view, durin nonnol buslness hours (7:30 A
P.M. Monda! oh hursday), starting Mond
Februory 14, OII at the CIty’s Redevel%l.rlent Depo
ment and City Clerk’s Offi
ntia Avenue, Corona. The documents can also be re-
viewed at the Corono PubIIc lerorz Reference Desk,
located at 650 South Maln Street, Corona or online at
WWW, coronocdbg home Com.
The public Is Invited to attend the public hearing and to
comment on the 2010-2014 Analysis of Impediments to
Falr Housing Cholce. Due to time constralnts and the
number of I‘:ersons wIshIng 1o give orol testimony, each
speaker will three minutes at the public
hearing. Yov ma wlsh to make your comments in wril-
Ing an 'submit them to the Clty CIerIofor inciusion Into
the public record. Please City Hall is closed
every FrIdoy If ou choIIenge or'? portlon of these pl o
or gy propose jects In court; you may be lim|
ralsing onl those lssues you or someone else raised ot
the public hearing described in this notice, or In written
correspondence dellvered at, or prior fo the public hear-
Ing. Any person unable to attend the public hearing may
submit written commenfs fo the City Clerk, 400 S. Vice-
ntia Avenue, Corona, CA 92882. If you have questions
Sordlng this nofice, please contact Clint Whited,
COBG Progrom Consuitant at (951) 736-5175.
It is the objeciive of the City of Corona to com I7ys'wlth
Section 504 of the Rehabilitalion Act of 1
amended, the Americans with Disabllities Act (ADA) ot

“1 1990 and the ADA Amendmem Act of 2008, the Fal

Housing Act, and the Archifectural Barriers Act In all
respecis. If you require public documents In an accessi-
ble format, the City will make reasonable efforts fo oc-
commodate your request If a&gu require a disabl|

loted dccommodatio nd_or participate n o
hearing or meeting, Includlng ouxIIlory aids, or fransla-
tion services are required for persons who do not speak
En&llsh, lease confact the Redevel ment De; rtment

of Corono no later than March 10,

quests received after thls date may not be
occommodoted

erk
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD

of Rivers|
Nelghbortl Stabilization Program 3
Grant Application

Noticels heretzy given fora citIzen portIprotIlr::ﬂﬁerIod
to consIder the Ity of Riverside’s grant appll
e U.S. D r rtment of Housing and Urban Develo;
ment (HUD) to compete for the thlrd round of Nelgh-
borhood Stabllization Progrom (NSP 3) funding.
On .IuIEZI, 2010, Congress pussed the Dodd-Fronk Wall
eform and Consumer Protection Act (HR 4173).
Approxlmotely $1 blflion In fundln for NSP 3 was ap-
rog ated. On October 19, 2010, HUD Issued a Notice
orr;rlr’rlo Allocation and ngrom Requirements for

On or about Februory 16, 2011, the City of Riverside will
sul met its Frorrt ogpll on fo HUD in the amount of

NSP funds. Primary use of the funds will
be to oc ulre and rehabilitate vacant and foreclosed
res|dential properties which will subsequently be made
avallable for sale or rent to income-ellgible households.
The torget areas within the City of RIversIde by Census

Troct are:

01.00, 0304,00, 0305.01, 0305.02. 0305.03, 0314.01,
0314 02, 0315.01, 0410.01, 0410.02, 0412.02, and 0412.03.
AII persons Inferested in providin g Input or comment

may do so at the addresses listed below. The public
ggﬂment period Is from February 1, 2011 to February 15,

To view the droft gront g dppIIcotIon, please visit the Clty;
website at www.rlversli eco.%;: ﬁglusln and select the
link titied *Neighborhood on Program 3 Draft:
AppIIcotIon' submit any comments in writing to
City of Riverside Development Department Housing
& Nelghborhoods Divislon, 3900 Main Street, 2nd Floor,
attention; Shonda HeroId For ad-
dItIonoI Informotion, please call {951) 826-!

AVISO SOBRE EL PERIODO
Ayuntamiento de Io Civdad de RIversIde
Solicitud Eo sidio Gratuito del
Programa de stobnizoclon de Vecindarios 3
Por medio de la presente se les nolifica del periodo de
ro riicipacién de los cludadanos para consliderar la So-
Icitud de Subslidio Gratuito que el Ayuntomlento dela
Cludad de Rlverside. pretende Bresentor al Deporta-
mento de Vivienda y Desarrolio ria-
ment of Housing and Urban Development (HUDS) con
¢l fin de competir por la tercero ronda de fos fondos del
Programu de Establiizacion de Vecindarios (NSP3).
En Julio 21, 2010, el CongF aprobé lo Reforma de
Bolsa de Valores de Dodd-Fronk y lu Ley de Proteccién
deI Consumldor (HR 4173) la cuol aslgné aproximada-
,000 millones de fondos paro NSP3. En
Octubre 19, 2010, HUD expldi6 una Nofificacion de lo
Férmule paro AsIgnoddn ¥ Requisitos del Progroma
para los fondos de NSP3.
Alrededor de Febrero 16, 2011, el Ayuntamiento de la
Ciudad de Riverside presentard su sollcitud poro sub-
sldio gratuito a HUD por la contldod de $3,202,152 en
fondos de NSP3. £l uso primordial de los fondos serd
para adquirir ¥ rehabliitar propiedades resldenciales
vacanfes 'y ejecutadas (embor%odos) las cuales sub-
secuentementie estardn disponibles paro venta o renta
a famlllas cuyos In%resos reunen los requisitos necesa-
rios. Las Greas deslgnadas deniro de los limites de la
Ciudad de Riverside bosadas a las cuadros del censo
son las slguientes:
0301.00, 0304.00, 0305.01, 0305.02, 0305.03, 0314.01,
0314.02, 0315.01, 0410.01, 0410.02, 0412.02, and 0412.03,
Todas las personas que estén Interesadas en propor-
ciongr aportaciones o comentatios pueden hacerio por
escrito y enviarios al domicilio que se indica posterior-
mente. El periodo de comentario ;ubllco serd a partir de
Febrero 1, 2011 hasta Febrero 1
Ademds, una Seccién de Discusién paro solicitar co-
mentarios publicos sobre la propuesta del uso del sub-
sidio de fondos gratuitos por parte de todas las personas
Interesodos la cual se [levard a cabo en Febrero 15, 2011
a las 6:00 P.M. en la Cdmara del Cablldo Municipal deI
Ayuntamlento de la Ciudad de Riverside, ubicado en
3900 Main Street, Riverside, Californla. SI usted. no
puede aslstir a la avdlencla, se aceptardn comentarios
por escrito hasta la fecha de 4a audiencia.
Paro ver el borrador de la solicitud de subsidio gratuito,
por favor visite ef sitio de red del Ayuntamiento en
www.riversideca.gov/housing y selecdone eI enlace tit-
vlado "Nelghborhood Stabilization P
Appllcotlon' Por favar presente cuvalquler comentorlo
or esciito al Departomento del Desarrollo, Divisién Vi-
vIendo Vedndorlos del Ayuntumiento de la Ciudad de
Riverside, 3900 Maln Street, 2nd Floor, Riverside, CA
92522, gfencién: Shonda Herold. Para mayor infor-
macian, por favor comuniquese al (951) 826-55%0%

SEeRsmvVe INCIVIOUaIS Sucn
as very young chlidren and
the elderly will not experi
ence any adverse hi
Im cts due fo the toxic
ure of these emisslons.
The air quality analysis of
this profect Is avoliable for
pubIc review the
AQMD’s headquarters In
Dlamond 8ar, and at the
Riverside Public Library,
3581 Misslon Inn Avenve,
RIversIde. CA 92501,
les of the draft pennIts can
- vﬁe ed/w b o'}
www.oqm ov/webapp!
Pub tg otlces/
Seon:h ospx by entering
the compony's name: In-
arding the fa-
cIIIty owner's compllonce
hIstorB submitted to
AQM pursuonttoCoIIfor-
nia Health & Safety Code
Section 42336, or gtherwise
known fo AQMD, based on
credible Information, Is
also ovolloble from the
Eubllc review.
Anyone wishing fo com-
ment on the 'groposed issy-
ance
shovld submlt thelr com-
ments In writing by March
14, 2011, If you are con-
cemed primarily about
zoning decisions and the
rocess by which thIs focII-
has been sited
location, you should con-
fuct your locol
county plannin deport-
ment, Please submit com-
ments reIoted to alr quollt?r
fo Mr. Air
Quality En Ineer, Coutlng,
Printing, ilitary
& E Inment Opera-
fions, Englneering and
COm llance, South Coast
uality Monogement
DIstrIct o&’?
DrIve. DIomond Bar,

Kﬁ?&'ﬁ'e'cﬂfmme To
BE THE FATHER OF
THE ABOVE TATES

By order of this Court you
are hereby cited and re-
julred to appear before a
udge of the Sugerlor
Court, located at 30755
Auld Rd, Murrieta, Califor-
nig, on April 15, 2011, at
8:00 a.m. In Deportment
5102, fo show cause, if ai
why the above-named m
&ors should not be de-

free  from
custody and control ofthelr
Reo , pursuant fo a
ring held in accordance
with Welfare and insfitu-
tions Code Section 366.26,
This hearing is for the pur-
pose of ferminaling your
parental rights forever and
ordering that the minor be

laced for adoption.
‘ou are hereby notified df
the toIIowIng provIsIons of
W Ifare Institutions

Code:
sie’ctlonhu:tgé ff6(e) (2) pro-
es *If you appear
without counseyl‘J ungp:ge
unable to afford counsel,
the Court shall appoint
counsel for you, unIess

resentafion
kn?wel‘rirgly and InteIIIgentIy

Section 366.26 provides:
*The Court may confinue

necessary to appoi
counsel, and to endl Ie
counsel o become ac-
g nfed with your case.*
ection 366.26(b) (1) pro-
vides: "At the hearing,..ihe
court,...shall do one of the
following: (1) Permanently
sever your porentol rlghts
and order that the chll

LUDNNVIL WE UPPUTIITL us
personal representative fo
administer the estate of the
decedent,

The peftiion requests the
decedent’s will and codl-
cils, if any, be admifted to
probate, The will and any
codiclls are available for
examination In the file kept
byth court,

he petition req

thorIty to odmInIster
estote under the Inde,
dent dmInIstrotIon
tates Act. (This outhortly
will allow the personal rep-
resentative fo take many
actions without_obtaining
court approval, Before fak-
In’-gI In very important

jons, however, the per-
sonal representative will
be required fo give notice

{o Inferested persons un-
Iess they have walved no-
fice or consented to the
proposed action.) The In-
d ndent administration

ority will be gronted
unless an interested per-
son files an objection to the
petition and shows good
cayse wh therl:’o't‘rrtshould

not %ro
on the on
f\r‘r'III be heI In this court as

o e
en-

of court: 405 Moln Street,
RIversIde. CA 92501,
you ohl:ct fo the

ou should osgmeor ot the
earing and our ob-
jections or file n ob-
ections with the court be-
the heorIng Your
appearance may be In per-
son or by your attorney.
If ou are a creditor or 0
ngent credifor of the
edent, you must file
your clalm with the court
and mall a copy fo the per-
sonoI repnesentotlve og_;

07 TErmINGINg your
porentol rights forever and
drdering that the minor be
aced for adoptiof.
‘ou are hereby notified of
the foIIowIng provIsIons of
Welfare and Insfitutions

Code:
Section 366,26(e) (2} pro-
vides that: *if you oppear
without counsel and are
unable fo afford counsel,
the Court shall oppoint
counsel for you, unless

resenfofion is
kno';,nelsmy and Infelligently

Seclion 366.26 provides:
ey “&m“‘i," ”'“I".‘I
© proceeding for a perio
not fo ex 30
necessary to appoll you
counsel, and to enable
counsel fo become ac-
guoInted with your case

following: (1) Permonentty
sever your parental righ
and order that the chll be
W for adoption; (2)

ithout permanently ter-
minaling your parental
rights, appoint a legal
the minor and
ssue letlers of guardian-
ship; or (3) Order that the
minor be placed in long-
term foster care, subject
the regular review of the
uvenlie court.’

Iven under my hand and
seql of the Suj Court
of the CouMy of Riverside, .
State of Califomia, this
19th day of January, 2011,

SHERRI R CARTER
Execufive

Superior Court of the State
Californla, In and for the
gounty of Riverside.
PAMEPLAJ WALLS

Cou nyCo unsel
TANYA GALVAN

formia 91765-4178. For ad- | placed for udonﬂon
ditional nformation, "‘ Dﬂﬂnﬂneﬂﬂv fer-
piease call Mr. Todd Iwata parental
at (909) 396-2574. g) legal
For your genem[ informa- Fuordlon rthe mInor and
tion, anyone e eriencin letiers of guardian-

ship; or (3) Order that the

minor be placed In_long-
phone Ina complaintfothe | temm foster care, subject
AQMD by calling 1-800- | the regular review of the
NOTICE TO CREDITORS OF BULK SALE
{UCC Secc, 6105)

Escrow No 361112 Escrow Unit No 7403
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a bulk sale is obout
be made. The name(s) and business address(es) of

{he seller(s) Is/are: Charles J. Ceno and Pauline Cena

38795 Mesa Road, Temecula, CA 92590

Dolng Business as: Temecula Flower Corral

All other busIness name(s) and address(es) used by the

seller(s) within the past three yeors, os stated by the

seller(s) Is/are: (if none, so state): N

The location In California of the chlei executIve office of

{he seller(s) (if same as above, so ):

The name(s) and oddress(es) of the buyer (s) is/are:
John C. Buchko and Vicioria R

20990 Rio Linda Road, Temeculo, CA 92590

oIr uall probems suc

ust or odor can tele-

The ossets being sold are generally described as: Fur-
niture, Fixtures, Equipment, dwill, Inventory
(includes misc. va: contalners, baskets, ribl

books, balloons, pIo’n(tess and sllks), and displays, ofﬂce
equlpment, orI Iinal Ranche Temecula Flower Corral
slan, 1999 D dellvery van iwo refrigeration units,
floral and wedd ng progs and d splays
and are located rson Avenue, Sulfte
101, Temecvla Californio 92590
The bulk sale [s intended to be consummated at the of-
fice of: Stewart Title of Califomla. Inc, 41391 Kalmia
Street, Suite 110, Murreta, Californla 92562 on or after:
March 4, 2011
The bulk sale Is subject to the Cafifornia Uniform Com-
mercial Code Section 6106.2 [if the sale is sub]ectto Sec
6106.2 the following Information must be provided)
The name and address of the person with whom clalms
may be filed is: Stewart Title of Coltfomlo, Inc, 4139]
Kalmia Street, Suite 110, Murrieta, California 92562 Af
Vickl Petersen Escrow No.: 293077 E scrow Unit No‘
7403 and the last day to file claims by any creditor shali
be; March 3, 2011 which Is the buslness oy prior to the
anficipated sale date specified above.

Buyer(s):
Jo"hln C. Buchko Victoria R. Buchko
Date: January 25, 2011 B

NOTICE OF INTENT TO CIRCULATE PETITION
(Elections Code §9202,9207)

Notlce Is herel My %Iven by the persons whose names ap-

peﬁ‘rl ehreon thelr ntentton fo clrcu he petition

within the

the "MURC"ETA PROHIBITION otr?oAUTOMATEIg
TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT SYSTEMS (TRAFFIC
CAMERAS) A . A statement of th ereosonsofthe
proposed action as contemplated In the petition is: ?
1. The goal of this proposal Is to focus on making In-
tersections safer from accidents such as t-bone
and rear end collislons without burdenin the tax-
payer with financial payments fo Traffic
companles.
Flve proven ways fo make Intersections sofer and
revent running red lights: a) Increase the yellow
Ight time b) Add an all-red clearonce Interval ¢)
make fraffic lights more visible d) Improve inter-
sections foI;e r;rotorlsts e) refime troffic signals

The need fo protect taxpayers from a class aclion
lowsuit due to contracts thot violate VehIcIe Code
mréglﬁﬁwhlch prohibits *pay per ticks

Prevent rear-end collision that have Increased with
cameras because anxious drivers are more [lkely
1o stop abruptty. Rear-end collislons cost Innocent
citizens time, money and possibly fines as well as
ﬁolnts an thelr driving record.
ed IIgtrt Cameras have become a source of reve-
for citles. Equipment can malfunction or be
od usted fo Increase violations. Also videos can be
edited or altered fo Increase violations.
It is Imporiant for cifizens fo be able fo discuss a
fraffic infraction with a police officer rather than
have o camero take a plciure and the courts de-
cIde the dtizen Is %ultty without due process.
Council members to obey
theIr ooth of offIce to obey and uphold the Consti-
tution of the United States of America
| request a ballot title and Summary be prepored
Proponent:
DIono M. Serafin
39153 Via Las Sintras
Mutrieta CA 92562
BALLOT TITLE & SUMMARY
Ballot Title: Prohibition on Automoted Troffic En-
forcement Systems
Summary: The ordinance proposed by inttiative petition
would prohibit the City Council from enacting ogx ordl-
nance which would permit or authorize ony IIght
camero or ofher automated traffic enforcement syste
In the City of Murrieta. Further, upon ifs passage, the
proposed ardinance would render null and void any
provIsIons In CItly agreements created or renewed affer
distribution of this Ballot Title and Summary that are
contrary fo those In the InItIotIve petition, and it would
require removal of a s¥o moted traffic enforcement
system(s) already Installed and Implemented prior fo
the passage of the ordinance. The term *red light camero
or other automated froffic enforcement m* means
and Includes any automated troffic enforcement system,
as that ferm is used In the CoIIfomIo Vehicle Code Sec-
tion 21455.55 or any successor legisiation, which is used
to enforce any provision of the California Vehicie Code.
The ordinance cproposed by Initiative ofgetltlon also pro-
hibits the City ouncll and any City officer or employee
acting In his or her officiol capacity from (1) toklng ony
action that would directly or indirectly resuit in the au-
thorization, approval or Installation of any red light
camerq, or other automated traffic enforcement systems
in Murrieta; (2) oc?I lescing or concurring In any action
or decislon of anof 30 vemnmental agency or govem-
ment official having jurisdiction over red light cameras,
orfalling to oblect to such action or decIsIon (where such
ap or objection procedure Is avallable to the City),
resulttno In the authorization, approval or installation of
any red light camera or other automated traffic enforce-
ment sysfem In Murrieta; or (3) approving, authorizing,
executing or entering Info any agreement or under-
standing or foking any other action of any nature that
would authorize, approve, facilitate or result In the In-
stallation of any red light camera or other automated
troffic enforcentent system In Mumieta, including any
such agreement or understanding that would result in
the City receiving any revenue from the Installafion of
such camera or automated system.

Prepared by: Leslie £. Devaney, City Attorney, £ify of

»

w

=

?'

>‘

ur ed "‘y‘the court wtth
3&?5% AuId“Rood.

Murriete, Californio 92563
T#nephone. 951 -304-5757

ttnner Dug:t‘hnunt of Pub—
122, 29, 2/5, 12

as. provided In Probote
Code section 9100, The
time for filing clalms will
not lre before four
months from the hearing
date noti ced above,

You examing th
ﬁlelre bythecourt. If u
ore a 'gerson Interesterxni
the estate, you may file
with the court a Reguest
for Special Notice (form
DE-154) of the fillng of an
Inventory and appralsal of
estate assefs or of any pe-
tition or_account as pro-
¥|Ided In Probate Code sec-

ATTRACT
ATTENTION
WITH.A SYMBOL iN
YOUR AD:
TY °@
&L
CITY OF CORONA
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
PUBLIC NOTICE iS5 HEREBY GIVEN that the City

Cou the City of Corona, Califonia. will conduct (]
ubIIc heorIn In

osolloble from tfhe court
clerk,

Attorney for Petitioner:
Paul A, Perrirone“
5] \i

e Council Chamber, ot C%y
Vicentia Avenue, in said Ci orond, on
Wednesd , March 16, 2011, af 6 p.m. or spon
thereafier, to conslder amendments fo l:omrnu De-

veIo ment Block Gront (CDBG) funded prol In-
uded in the City’s 2008-2009 Annuol Ar:IIon lan and
009 2010 Annual Acfion Plan os follows:
I) Concel the VIcenIIo. Bollero, & DeAnzo
mprovements included in the
Annual ActIon lan ($169,200); and
2) Add $116,480 to the Sherman & Agnes
mprovements Project that wos Included
In the2 -2010 Action Plan ($223,520) fo
total project budget of $340,000; and
?l)l dRetum $52,720 to the CDBG contfingency
nd.

A copy of the draft Substantial Amendment fo the 2008-
2009 Annual Action Plan and 2009-2010 Annual Aclion
Plan will be available for mrbllc review, durIng normal
business hours (7:30 A, Monday throu
Thursday). starling Mondoy, Februory 14, 2011 of
City's Redevelo; ment Deao ent and City Clerk’s Of-
fice, lo at icentia Avenue, Corona, The
documents can oIso be reviewed at the Corona
LIbrory, Reference Desk, located ot 650 South Moln
Sireet, Corona or online at www.coronacdbg-home.com.
The public [s Invited to ottend the pubiic hearing and fo
comment on any of the plans described above, Pue to
fime constralnts and the nurnber of S wlshtng o
glve oral testimony, each speaker will be Iimited fo three
minutes ot the public heorIng You m%eth 10 make
Eurcomments in writing and 1o the Cily
lerk for Inclusion Info uhIIc record, Please note
thot City Hall Is closed every rIdoy If ou choIIenge an
portion of these plans or any prop: ects In court,
you moy be limited to rolsing only those SSUes you or
someone else rolsed at the public hearing described In
this notice, or In written correspondence dellvered at, or
rhréorto the public hearing. An/ |y person unable to attend
pubIIc heorlnelmoy submit writhen comments to the
Clerk, Icentia Avenue, Corona, CA 92882. if
Eo v have questions regarding this notice, nFleose confact
Int Whited, CDBG Progrom Consultant at (951) 736-

It Is the objective of the of Corona to comg 7y:"\nr
Seclion 504 of the Rehabliitafion Act of
amended, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) of
1990 and the ADA Amendment Act of 2008, the Fair
Houslng Act, and the Architectural Barriers Act In all
respects, If ¥ou requlre ubIIc documents in an accessi-
will make reasonable efforts to oc-
commodate your request it requIre o disabiii
lated accommodation fo T n a
hearing or meetlng, Including ouxIIIory alds, or fransia-

tion services are-required for persons who do not speak
En&llsh Ieoseco ct the Redevelopment Department
of Corona no later than March 10, 2011. Re-
quests received ofter this date moy not be
occommodoted
an Bates, Cily Clerk
Publlshed:F ary 12, 2011 212
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA FAESA Y
GOVERNOR’S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH )
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT Moo
JERRY BROWN
GOVERNOR

Notice of Preparation E @ E ” W E @

February 14, 2011 J

L RIVERSIDE CITY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPT.

To: Reviewing Agencies
: g AB PLANNING DIVISION

Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard ];"lace/Overlook Parkway Project
SCH# 2011021028

Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Crystal View Terrace/Green
Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead
Agency. This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment ina
timely manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the
environmental review process.

Please direct your comments to:
Gustavo Gonzalez
City of Riverside
3900 Main Street, 3rd Floor
Riverside, CA 92522

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project.

If you have any questions about the environmental docurnent review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at
(916) 445-0613.

Sincerely,

Director, State Clearinghouse

Attachments
cc: Lead Agency

1400 10th Street P.0.Box 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044
(916) 445-0613  PAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2011021028
Project Title  Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project
Lead Agency Riverside, City of
Type NOP Notice of Preparation
Description The Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project involves the locai roadway

system in the eastern portion of the City of Riverside and southeast of interstate 91. The proposed
project invoives the analysis of ali four 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 wouid 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
Csrysta 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
Veiw Terrance 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 woulid be considered at a program level. If this scenario
is chosen, additional CEQA analysis will be completed prior to development.

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

Lead Agency Contact
Name Gustavo Gonzalez
Agency City of Riverside
Phone 951 826-5277 Fax
email
Address 3900 Main Street, 3rd Floor
City Riverside State CA  Zip 92522
Project Location
County Riverside
City Riverside
Region
Cross Streets  Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway/Kingdom Dr/Victoria/Washington
Lat/Long 33°55'59.6922"N/117°22'5.9412" W
Parcel No. Roadways
Township 3S Range 5W Section S2 Base San Bem
Proximity to:
Highways SR 91
Airports  Riverside Municipal, March AirR
Railways Union Pacific/Atchison, Topeka &
Waterways Riverside Canal/Gage Canal
Schools many
Land Use Roadways/N/A/N/A Surrounded by RC-Residential Conservation, R-1-1 1/2 Acre, R-1-10500 Zoning
and Open Space Natural Resources/Hillside Residential/Low Density Residential General Plan
Project Issues  Aesthetic/Visual; Agricultural Land; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Biological Resources; Noise;
Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Traffic/Circuiation; Water Quality; Wetland/Riparian; Wildlife;
Landuse; Cumulative Effects
Reviewing Resources Agency; Office of Historic Preservation; Department of Parks and Recreation; Department
Agencies of Water Resources; Department of Fish and Game, Region 6: Native American Heritage Commission;
Public Utilities Commission; Caltrans, Division of Aeronautics; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans,
District 8; Air Resources Board, Transportation Projects; Regional Water Quality Control Board,
Region 8 )
Date Received 02/14/2011 Start of Review 02/14/2011 End of Review 03/15/2011

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.



NOP Distribution List

Resources Agency

H Resources Agency
Nadell Gayou

D Dept. of Boating & Waterways
Mike Soteio

D Californla Coastal
Commission
Elizabeth A. Fuchs

D Colorado River Board
Geraid R. Zimmerman

D Dept. of Conservation
Jonathan Martis

D California Energy
Commission
Eric Knight

D Cal Fire

Allen Robertson

D Central Valley Fiood
Protection Board
James Herota

i

il Office of Historic
Preservation
Ron Parsons

n Dept of Parks & Recreation
Environmental Stewardship
Section

Callfornia Department of
Resources, Recycling &
Recovery

Sue O'Leary

D S.F. Bay Conservation &
Dev't. Comm.
m Steve McAdam

Dept. of Water Resources
Resources Agency
Nadeil Gayou

Q

Conservancy

Fish and Game

D Depart. of Fish & Game
Scott Fiint
Environmental Services Division

D Fish & Game Region 1
Donald Koch

D Fish & Game Region 1E
Laurie Harnsberger

D Fish & Game Region 2
Jeff Drongesen

D Fish & Game Region 3
Charles Armor

D Fish & Game Region 4
Julie Vance

D Fish & Game Reglon 5
Don Chadwick
Habitat Conservation Program

Fish & Game Reglon 6
Gabrina Gatchel
Habltat Conservation Program

D Fish & Game Reglon 6 /M
Brad Henderson
inyo/Mono, Hablitat Conservation
Program

D Dept. of Fish & Game M
George Isaac
Marine Reglon

Other Departments

D Food & Agricuiture
Steve Shaffer
Dept. of Food and Agriculture

D Depart. of General Services
Public School Construction

D Dept. of General Services
Anna Garbeff
Environmental Services Section

D Dept. of Public Health
Bridgette Binning
Dept. of Health/Drinking Water

Independent
Commissions,Boards

D Delta Protection Commission
Linda Flack

D Cal EMA (Emergency
Management Agency)
Dennis Castrilio

D Governor's Office of Planning
& Research
State Ciearinghouse

County: '@Nﬁ‘@\\dﬁ@

SCH#

| Native American Heritage
Comm.
Debbie Treadway

W Public Utllities Commission
Leo Wong

D Santa Monica Bay Restoration
Guangyu Wang

D State Lands Commisslon
Marina Brand

D Tahoe Reglonal Planning

Agency (TRPA)
Cherry Jacques

Business, Trans & Housing

m Caltrans - Division of
Aeronautics
Sandy Hesnard

D Caltrans - Planning
Terri Pencovic

California Highway Patrol
Scott Loetscher
Office of Special Projects

D Housing & Community
Development
CEQA Coordinator
Housing Policy Division

Dept. of Transportation

D Caltrans, District 1
Rex Jackman

D Caltrans, District 2
Marcelino Gonzalez

D Caltrans, District 3
Bruce de Terra

D Caltrans, District 4
Lisa Carboni

D Caltrans, District 5
David Murray

D Caltrans, District 6
Michael Navarro

D Caltrans, District 7
Eimer Alvarez

Q

Q

Q
Q

Caitrans, District 8
Dan Kopuisky

Caltrans, District 9
Gayle Rosander

Caltrans, District 10
Tom Dumas

Caltrans, District 11
Jacob Amstrong

Caltrans, District 12
Chris Herre

Cal EPA

Alr Resources Board

Q

Q

Q
Q

Airport Projects
Jim Lerner

0
Transportation Projects
Luciiie Ommering

D Industrial Projects
Mike Tolistrup

State Water Resources Control
Board

Regional Programs Unit

Division of Financial Assistance

State Water Resources Control
Board

Student intern, 401 Water Quality
Certification Unit

Division of Water Quaiity

State Water Resouces Control Board
Steven Herrera
Division of Water Rights

Dept. of Toxlc Substances Control
CEQA Tracking Center

Department of Pesticlde Regulation
CEQA Coordinator

BVLLIVELVE

Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB)

D RWQCB 1
Cathieen Hudson
North Coast Region (1)

D RWQCB 2
Environmentai Document
Coordinator
San Francisco Bay Reglon (2)

D RWQCB 3
Central Coast Region (3)

D RWQCB 4
Teresa Rodgers
Los Angeles Region (4)

D RWQCB 58
Central Valiey Region (5)

D RWQCB 5F
Central Valley Reglon (5)
Fresno Branch Office

D RWQCB 5R
Central Valiey Reglon (5)
Redding Branch Office

D RWQCB 6
Lahontan Reglon (6)

D RWQCB 6V
Lahontan Region (6)
i Victorviile Branch Office

D RwWQCB 7
Coiorado River Basin Region (7)

"Bl rwaces

Santa Ana Region (8)

D RWQCB 9
San Diego Regilon (9)

D Other

Last Updated 02/11/2010

™~



JERRY BROWN
(GOVERNOR

Date:
To:
From:

Re:

F PLANY,
,‘Q\(‘E“ %»
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 3

GOVERNOR’S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH :
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT Ky

)

ao\lEﬂNo,,
) Hvasa\i“§

Memorandum

March 1, 2011

All Reviewing Agencies

Scott Morgan, Director

SCH # 2011021028

Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project

Pursuant to the attached letter, the Lead Agency has extended the review period for the

above referenced project to March 25, 2011 to accommodate the review process. All

other project information remains the same.

ccC:

Gustavo Gonzalez

City of Riverside

3900 Main Street, 3rd Floor
Riverside, CA 92522

1400 10th Street P.O.Box 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044
(916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov



NOP Distribution List

Resources Agency

H Resources Agency
Nadeli Gayou

D Dept. of Boating & Waterways
Mike Sotelo

D Caiifornia Coastal
Commission
Elizabeth A. Fuchs

D Colorado River Board
Gerald R. Zimmerman

D Dept. of Conservation
Jonathan Martis

D California Energy
Commission
Eric Knight

D Cal Fire

Alien Robertson

D Central Valiey Flood
Protection Board
James Herota

Bl ofice of Historic
Preservation
Ron Parsons

- Dept of Parks & Recreation
Environmental Stewardship
Section

D California Department of
Resources, Recycling &
Recovery
Sue O'Leary

D S.F. Bay Conservation &
Dev’t. Comm.
Steve McAdam

m Dept. of Water Resources
Resources Agency
Nadell Gayou

Q

Conservancy

Fish and Game

D Depart. of Fish & Game
Scott Fiint
Environmental Services Division

D Fish & Game Region 1
Donaid Koch

D Fish & Game Region 1E
Laurie Harmsberger

D Fish & Game Region 2
Jeff Drongesen

D Fish & Game Region 3
Charles Armor
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T RIVERSIDE CITY
February 16, 2011 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPT.
PLANNING DIVISION

Gus Gonzalez
Associate Planner
3900 Main Street
Riverside, CA 92522

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Report (EIR) for the Crystal View Terrace/Green
Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project (P11-0050). Riv-91-PM 16.67/17.89

Dear Mr. Gonzalez,

We have completed our review for the above noted Notice of Preparation (NOP). This project is
located south of State Route 91 (SR-91) and west of Interstate 215 (I-215) and generally
encompassed by Madison Street, Arlington Avenue, Alessandro Boulevard, and Trautwein Road
within the City of Riverside. The proposed project involves the analysis for all four scenarios as
follows:

Scenario 1 — Gates closed to through traffic, no connection of Overlook Parkway.
Scneario 2 — Gates removed, no connection of Overlook Parkway.
Scenario 3 — Gates removed, Overlook Parkway connected.

Scenario 4 — Gates removed, Overlook Parkway connected, and Overlook Parkway extended
westerly.

As the owner and operator of the State Highway System (SHS), it is our responsibility to
coordinate and consult with local jurisdictions when proposed development may impact our
facilities. As the responsible agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), it
is also our responsibility to make recommendations to offset associated impacts with the
proposed project. Although the project is under the jurisdiction of the County of Riverside due to
the Project’s potential impact to State facilities it is also subject to the policies and regulations
that govern the SHS.

Our primary concern are the traffic impacts and Right-of-Way (R/W) infringements to the SHS.
As such, we recommend the following to be provided in the next submittal of EIR:

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Traffic Study

e A traffic impact study is necessary to determine this proposed project’s near-term and long-
term impacts to the State facilities — existing and proposed — and to propose appropriate
mitigation measures. The study should Caltrans’ Guide for the Preparation of Traffic Impact
Studies (TIS) which is located at the following website:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/traffops/developserv/operationalsystems/reports/tisguide.pdf
Minimum contents of the traffic impact study are listed in Appendix “A” of the TIS guide.

e The data used in the TIS should not be more than 2 years old.

¢ The geographic area examined in the traffic study should include as a minimum all regionally
significant arterial system segments and intersections, including State highway facilities
where the project will add over 100 peak hour trips. State highway facilities that are
experiencing noticeable delays should be analyzed in the scope of the traffic study for
projects that add 50 to 100 peak hour trips.

e Traffic Analysis Scenarios should clearly be exhibited as exiting, existing + project, existing
+ project + cumulative, and existing + project + cumulative + ambient growth.

e Caltrans endeavors that any direct and cumulative impacts to the State highway system be
eliminated or reduced to a level of insignificance pursuant to the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) standards.

e The LOS for operating State highway facilities is based upon Measures of Effectiveness
(MOE) identified in the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM). Caltrans endeavors to maintain a
target LOS at the transition between LOS “C” and LOS “D” on State highway facilities;
however, Caltrans acknowledges that this may not always be feasible and recommends that
the lead agency consult with Caltrans to determine the appropriate target LOS. If an existing
State highway facility is operating at less than this target LOS, the existing MOE should be
maintained. In general, the region-wide goal for an acceptable LOS on all freeways, roadway
segments, and intersections is “D”. For undeveloped or not densely developed locations, the
goal may be to achieve LOS “C”.

e Clearly indicate LOS with and without improvements.

e It is recommended that the Synchro Analysis includes all intersections from the Project site to
the proposed study areas. A PHF of 0.92 in urban areas is recommended to be used in the
Synchro Analysis.

e All freeway entrance and exit ramps where a proposed project will add a significant number
of peak-hour trips that may cause any traffic queues to exceed storage capacities should be
analyzed. If ramp metering is to occur, a ramp queue analysis for all nearby Caltrans metered
on-ramps is required to identify the delay to motorists using the on-ramps and the storage

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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necessary to accommodate the queuing. The effects of ramp metering should be analyzed in
the traffic study. For metered freeway ramps, LOS does not apply. However, ramp meter
delays above 15 minutes are considered excessive.

e Queuing Analysis ramp termini intersections within the study area if ramps are affected by
the proposed project.

e A focused analysis may be required for project trips assigned to a State highway facility that
is experiencing significant delay, such as where traffic queues exceed ramp storage
capacities. A focused analysis may also be necessary if there is an increased risk of a
potential traffic accident.

e Mitigation measures to State facilities should be included in the traffic impact analysis.
Mitigation identified in the traffic study, subsequent environmental documents, and
mitigation monitoring reports, should be coordinated with Caltrans to identify and implement
the appropriate mitigation. This includes the actual implementation and collection of any
“fair share” monies, as well as the appropriate timing of the mitigation. Mitigation
improvements should be compatible with Caltrans concepts.

o The lead agency should monitor impacts to insure that roadway segments and intersections
remain at an acceptable Level of Service (LOS). Should the LOS reach unacceptable levels,
the lead agency should delay the issuance of building permits for any project until the
appropriate impact mitigation is implemented.

e Mitigation conditioned as part of a local agency’s development approval for improvements to State
facilities can be implemented either through a Cooperative Agreement between Caltrans and the lead
agency, or by the project proponent entering into an agreement directly with Caltrans for the
mitigation. When that occurs, Caltrans will negotiate and execute a Traffic Mitigation Agreement.

e Proposed improvements should be exhibited in preliminary drawings that indicate the LOS
with improvements.

e Submit a hard copy of all Traffic Impact Analysis documents and an electronic Synchro
Analysis file.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Permit Requirements:

1. Issuance of a Caltrans Encroachment Permit will be required prior to any construction within
State right-of-way. In addition, all work undertaken shall be in compliance to all current
design standards, applicable policies, and construction practices.

2. Any proposed alterations to existing improvements within State right-of-way may only be performed
upon issuance of a valid encroachment permit and must conform to current Caltrans design standards
and construction practices.

3. Review and approval of street, grading and drainage construction plans will be necessary prior to
permit issuance. Information regarding permit application and submittal requirements may be
obtained by contacting:

Office of Encroachment Permits
Department of Transportation
464 West 4™ Street, 6™ Floor, MS-619
San Bernardino, CA 92401-1400
(909) 383-4526

We appreciate the opportunity to offer comments concerning this project. If you have any
questions regarding this letter, please contact Joe Shaer at (909) 383-6908 or myself at (909) 383-
4557 for assistance.

Sincerely,

DANIEL KOPULSK

Office Chief
Community Planning/IGR-CEQA

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Tribal Historic Preservation Office
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February 22. 2011

Diane Jenkins

City of Riverside- Planning division
3900 Main Street

Riverside, Ca 92522

Re: GPA to the circulation and community mobility element about crystal view terrace/
green orchard place/ overlook parkway project

Dear Ms. Jenkins.

The Pala Band of Mission Indians Tribal Historic Preservation Office has received your
notification of the project referenced above. This letter constitutes our response on behalf
of Robert Smith. Tribal Chairman.

We have consulted our maps and determined that the project as described is not within
the boundaries of the recognized Pala Indian Reservation. The project is also beyond the
boundaries of the territory that the tribe considers its Traditional Use Area (TUA).
Therefore, we have no objection to the continuation of project activities as currently
planned and we defer to the wishes of Tribes in closer proximity to the project area.

We appreciate involvement with your initiative and look forward to working with you on
tuture eftforts. If you have questions or need additional information. please do not hesitate
to contact me by telephone at 760-891-3515 or by e-mail at sgaughen(@palatribe.com.

Sincerely.

s

Shasta C. Gaughen. MA
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
Pala Band of Mission Indians

ATTENTION: THE PALA TRIBAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE IS RESPONSIBLE
FOR ALL REQUESTS FOR CONSULTATION. PLEASE ADDRESS CORRESPONDENCE
TO SHASTA C. GAUGHEN AT THE ABOVE ADDRESS. IT IS NOT NECESSARY TO
ALSO SEND NOTICES TO PALA TRIBAL CHAIRMAN ROBERT SMITH.

Consultation letter |



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

AIR FORCE RESERVE COMMAND

FEB 25 2011

MEMORANDUM FOR CITY OF RIVERSIDE
ATTN: GUS GONZALEZ, PROJECT PLANNER
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

PLANNING DIVISION
3900 MAIN STREET E @ E l] \W E
RIVERSIDE CA 92522

{I | Ul
FROM: 452 Mission Support Group/Civil Engineers MAR 01
Base Operating Support e e
610 Meyer Drive, Bldg. 2403 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPT.
March ARB CA 92518-2166 PLANNING DIVISION

SUBJECT: Crystal View Terrace / Green Orchard Place / Overlook Parkway Project Draft
Environmental Report

1. The March Air Reserve Base (MARB) review of the proposal for a Draft Environmental
Report to analyze the impacts of the potential scenarios located in the eastern portion of the City
of Riverside and Southeast of Interstate 91, as presented in the application, is provided with this
memorandum.

2. This development is consistent with compatible land use and MARB mission operations at the
proposed location. The site does not occupy any area impacted by current mission aircraft noise,
flight paths, or any zones related to localized aircraft incident statistics.

3. Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this proposed development. If you
have any further questions, please contact Mr. Jack Porter, Jr. at (951) 655-2115.

Sl o

BASE CIVIL ENGINEER
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Gus Gonzalez

City of Riverside

Community Development/Planning

3900 Main Street RIVERSIDE CITY
Riverside, CA 92522 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPT.

PLANNING DIVISION

Notice of Preparation of a CEQA Document for the

Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the above-
mentioned document. The SCAQMD’s comments are recommendations regarding the analysis of potential air quality
impacts from the proposed project that should be included in the draft environmental impact report (EIR). Please send
the SCAQMD a copy of the Draft EIR upon its completion. Note that copies of the Draft EIR that are submitted to the
State Clearinghouse are not forwarded to the SCAQMD. Please forward a copy of the Draft EIR directly to SCAQMD
at the address in our letterhead. In addition, please send with the draft EIR all appendices or technical documents
related to the air quality and greenhouse gas analyses and electronic versions of all air quality modeling and
health risk assessment files. These include original emission calculation spreadsheets and modeling files (not
Adobe PDF files). Without all files and supporting air quality documentation, the SCAQMD will be unable to
complete its review of the air quality analysis in a timely manner. Any delays in providing all supporting air
quality documentation will require additional time for review beyond the end of the comment period.

Air Quality Analysis

The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist
other public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency
use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the Handbook are available from the
SCAQMD’s Subscription Services Department by calling (909) 396-3720. Alternatively, the lead agency may wish to
consider using the California Air Resources Board (CARB) approved URBEMIS 2007 Model. This model is available
on the SCAQMD Website at: www.urbemis.com.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases of the
project and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts from both construction (including
demolition, if any) and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but
are not limited to, emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving,
architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources (e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources
(e.g., construction worker vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include,
but are not limited to, emissions from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and
vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources,
that is, sources that generate or attract vehicular trips should be included in the analysis.

The SCAQMD has developed a methodology for calculating PM2.5 emissions from construction and operational
activities and processes. In connection with developing PM2.5 calculation methodologies, the SCAQMD has also
developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. The SCAQMD requests that the lead agency quantify
PM2.5 emissions and compare the results to the recommended PM2.5 significance thresholds. Guidance for
calculating PM2.5 emissions and PM2.5 significance thresholds can be found at the following internet address:
hitp://www.agmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/PM2_5/PM?2 5.html.

In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts the SCAQMD recommends calculating localized air quality
impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LST’s can be used in addition to the
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recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality impacts when preparing a CEQA
document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the proposed project, it is recommended that the lead
agency perform a localized significance analysis by either using the LSTs developed by the SCAQMD or performing
dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at

http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqashandbook/LST/LST.html.

In the event that the proposed project generates or attracts vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-fueled vehicles,
it is recommended that the lead agency perform a mobile source health risk assessment. Guidance for performing a
mobile source health risk assessment (“Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile
Source Diesel Idling Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis”) can be found on the SCAQMD’s CEQA web pages
at the following internet address: http://www.agmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/mobile toxic/mobile toxic.html. An analysis
of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to the decommissioning or use of equipment potentially generating such air
pollutants should also be included.

Mitigation Measures

In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible
mitigation measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction and operation to
minimize or eliminate significant adverse air quality impacts. To assist the Lead Agency with identifying possible
mitigation measures for the project, please refer to Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook for
sample air quality mitigation measures. Additional mitigation measures can be found on the SCAQMD’s CEQA web
pages at the following internet address: www.agmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/mitigation/MM intro.html Additionally,
SCAQMD’s Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook contain numerous measures for controlling
construction-related emissions that should be considered for use as CEQA mitigation if not otherwise required. Other
measures to reduce air quality impacts from land use projects can be found in the SCAQMD’s Guidance Document for
Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning. This document can be found at the following
internet address: http://www.agmd.gov/prdas/agguide/agguide.html. In addition, guidance on siting incompatible land
uses can be found in the California Air Resources Board’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community
Perspective, which can be found at the following internet address: http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf. CARB’s
Land Use Handbook is a general reference guide for evaluating and reducing air pollution impacts associated with new
projects that go through the land use decision-making process. Pursuant to state CEQA Guidelines §15126.4
(a)(1)(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed.

Data Sources

SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD’s Public Information
Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public Information Center is also available
via the SCAQMD’s World Wide Web Homepage (http://www.agmd.gov).

The SCAQMD is willing to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project-related emissions are accurately
identified, categorized, and evaluated. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please call lan MacMiillan,
Program Supervisor, CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3244.

Sincerely,

A VT K

Ian MacMillan
Program Supervisor, CEQA Inter-Governmental Review
Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

IM
RVC110211-04
Control Number



From: Jenkins, Diane [DIJENKINS@riversideca.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, March 01, 2011 2:00 PM

To: LisaLind; Lee Sherwood

Subject: FW: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway
Project

Here is another NAHC SB18 response.

Thanks

Di

Diane Jenkins, AICP § Principa Planner

City of Riverside 8§ 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 effortsin regards to the
said project. At this time the Santa Rosa Band has no specific concernsin regards to the project, however, thereisthe
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

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/Santa_Rosa_Band_of _Indians.txt[3/31/2011 2:35:58 PM]



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: Ifigueroa@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. | am also forwarding to Rick Engineering for the
Bridge Design.

Thanks
Di

Diane Jenkins, AICP 8 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

b% 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. | will add it to our agency comments folder.

Gus

Description: Signature

Please consider the ENVIRONMENT before printing this email b%

From: McAllister. Gerald
Sent: Wednesday, March 02, 2011 4:12 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo; Darnell, Doug

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


mailto:DiJenkins@riversideca.gov

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,

| 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 Mcllister, 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

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



To: Hanson, George R.
Subject: FW: Telephone Message

My answer is yes we want conduit in the bridge but they will want more detalil.

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. Luisisworking onthe EIR -
Overlook bridge crossing between
Magnon Court & ViaVista Drive. He
needs to know if thereis electric
crossing thru the bridge.

Phone #: 782-0707

Time: 9:50 am [X] Telephoned

[ ]JCameto See You [ ] Will Cal Again

[ ] Wantsto 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

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


http://rpunews.wordpress.com/feed/
http://twitter.com/rpunews
http://www.facebook.com/pages/Riverside-CA/Riverside-Public-Utilities/142894081399
http://youtube.com/rpunews

951/826-2450 Fax
ggehrmann@riversideca.gov

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrs/Entered_In_Matrix/CityofRiverside_PublicUtilities.htm[3/31/2011 2:35:58 PM]
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RIVERSIDE CITY
March 8, 2011 B AN

Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner =E
City of Riverside Community Development — Planning Division
3900 Main Street, Third Floor

Riverside CA 92522

RE: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report — Crystal View
Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project (P11-0050)

Dear Mr. Gonzalez:

Thank you for providing the Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) with a copy
of the Notice of Preparation for this project.

The project area is located within Area Il of the March Air Reserve Base Airport Influence Area.
However, the proposed project does not appear to include the construction of any structures or
to constitute a legislative action. Additionally, the City of Riverside General Plan has been
deemed consistent with all adopted Airport Land Use Compatibility Plans affecting its jurisdiction.
Therefore, provided that the proposed project does not require a general plan amendment or

lother legislative action, ALUC review of City Case No. P11-0050 will not be required.

Pursuant to Section 21676(b) of the State of California Public Utilities Code, “Prior to the
amendment of a general plan...the local agency shall first refer the proposed action to the
[Airport Land Use] commission.” If the project involves a General Plan Amendment, such
Amendment shall be submitted to the Airport Land Use Commission for review. Application
forms and fee schedules are available online at www.rcaluc.org, click Forms.

We would recommend inclusion of the following measures, as may be applicable, to mitigate
potential impacts on March Air Reserve Base operations in the Environmental impact Report.

1. The following uses shall be prohibited:

(a) Any use which would direct a steady light or flashing light of red, white, green, or
amber colors associated with airport operations toward an aircraft engaged in an
initial straight climb following takeoff or toward an aircraft engaged in a straight
final approach toward a landing at an airport, other than an FAA-approved
navigational signal light or visual approach slope indicator.

Any use which would cause sunlight to be reflected towards an aircraft engaged
in an initial straight climb following takeoff or towards an aircraft engaged in a
straight final approach towards a landing at an airport.

(b)

(c) Any use which would generate smoke or water vapor or which would attract large
concentrations of birds, or which may otherwise affect safe air navigation within
the area.

(d)

Any use which would generate electrical interference that may be detrimental to



AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION March 8, 2011

the operation of aircraft and/or aircraft instrumentation.

2, Any outdoor lighting that is installed shall be hooded or shielded so as to prevent
either the spillage of lumens or reflection into the sky.

As the project does not include development of structures or establishment of new land uses on
private lands, avigation easements and airport disclosures are not applicable to this project.
However, if new construction is proposed within 20,000 feet of the runway(s) at elevations
exceeding 1,535 feet above sea level, we would recommend that the EIR include an evaluation
as to whether Part 77 of the Federal Aviation Regulations would require notification to the
Federal Aviation Administration through the Form 7460-1 process.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. If you have any questions, please contact
John Guerin, ALUC Principal Planner, at (951) 955-0982, or at jguerin@rctima.org.

Sincerely,
RIVERSIDE COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION

A o7 o Dan Fairbanks, March Joint Powers Authority
’ Doug Darnell, Senior Planner, City of Riverside —

Y\ALUCWarch\CrystalOrchardOverlookNOP Resp - Itr to Riverside.doc
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City of Riverside

Community Development/Planning
Attn: Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner
3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522

Dear Mr. Gonzalez;

Thank you for sending the Riverside County Transportation Department the Notice of
Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Crystal View
Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project (P11-0050) in the City of Riverside.

The Riverside County Transportation Department (RCTD) requests that the traffic study for the
proposed development address potential impacts and mitigation measures on any Riverside
County roadways in the area included in the Riverside County General Plan. In addition, the
traffic study should include and evaluate all potential impacts on Van Buren Boulevard with all
scenarios. Also include intersections where the proposed project would add 50 or more peak
hourly trips should be analyzed. Necessary improvements to mitigate project impacts should be
identified, and responsibility for the needed improvements should be designated. The Riverside
County Traffic Study Guidelines should be followed for analysis of facilities within Riverside
County.

Thank you again for the opportunity to review the NOP. We look forward to receiving the Draft
EIR and the traffic analysis for the development.

Sincerely,

fw phorriha

Farah Khorashadi
Engineering Division Manager

KT:FK:rg

4080 Lemon Street, 8th Floor » Riverside, California 92501 = (951) 955-6740
P.O. Box 1090 « Riverside, California 92502-1090 » FAX (951) 955-3198



Riverside Land Conservancy

SERVING SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

President-Kevin Woll
V. President-Jeff Beehler

Secretary-Marion Mitchell Wilson

Treasurer-Paul Frundsen

Members

Greg Ballmer

Jane Block

Dan Clark

Kim Davidson-Morgan
Jim Davis

Jim Dudek

Frank Heyming

Bill Judge

Patricia Lock-Dawson
Mac McQuern

Brian Moore

Mary Lou Morales
Robert A. Nelson
Thomas Scott

Dan Silver

Norion Younglove

STAFF

Gail Egenes

Executive Director

Jack Easton

Biologist/ Lands Manager
Julie Yezzo
Administrative Assistant

Pete Dangermond
Consultant

The Riverside Land
Conservancy is
dedicated to the
preservation of open
space by seeking to
identify, protect, and
manage habitats of
rare and endangered
species, natural lands,
and other sensitive
sites throughout the
Inland Southern
California Region.

Riverside Land Conservancy

4075 Mission Inn Ave.
Riverside, CA 92501
(951) 788-0670

Fax (951) 788-0679

jyezzo@riversidelandconservancy.org
www.riversidelandconservancy.org

Non-Profit Organization
Section 501 (c) (3)

21 March 2011

City of Riverside

Community Development/Planning
Gus Gonzalez

3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522

Re: Notice of Preparation of DEIR for Crystal View Terrace / Green Orchard Place /
Overlook Parkway Project

Dear Mr. Gonzalez:

Riverside Land Conservancy (RLC) holds and manages about 16 acres of conservation
land along the Alessandro Arroyo and RLC is currently evaluating additional lands for
conservation along the arroyo. The proposed Crystal View Terrace / Green Orchard
Place / Overlook Parkway Project could affect RL.C’s conservation lands.

RLC has been working on conservation of Alessandro Arroyo since the early 1990s, our
conservation accomplishments include:

° Accepted a conservation easement in 1992 and now manage 4.1-acre conservation
area for TM 24082-1. The property is located about 300 feet downstream of the
existing Berry Road crossing of the arroyo.

® Prepared land stewardship plan for Alessandro Arroyo watershed in 1993

e Applied for, received, and implemented urban stream restoration grant from State
of California Department of Water Resources, 1993-1994

e Accepted fee title ownership in 1998 and now manage 11.7-acre conservation
parcel for TM 25219-1. The property is located about 200 feet upstream of the
existing Berry Road

e Led guided walks in arroyo

e Worked with local groups on arroyo restoration

e Currently evaluating about 25 acres for conservation as part of TM 29628 and TM
32270, the property is in the immediate area of the proposed Overlook Bridge

For the evaluation of the proposed Crystal View Terrace / Green Orchard Place /
Overlook Parkway Project, RLC recommends the following;

1. Expand the scope of the proposed project to include, as an alternative, the removal
of the existing Berry Road crossing of Alessandro Arroyo.

(]

Conduct a delineation of jurisdictional waters and wetlands in accordance with
Sections 401 and 404 of the federal Clean Water Act and Sections 1600-1606 of
California Fish and Game Code. Analyze the effects of the proposed project on
these resources.
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3. Conduct focused surveys for sensitive species that may be present in the arroyo. Analyze the effects of
the proposed project on these resources.

4. Evaluate the habitat linkage and wildlife corridor functions of the Alessandro Arroyo. Analyze the
effects of the proposed project on these resources.

5. Evaluate the hydrologic conditions of Alessandro Arroyo including the effects of the existing Berry Road

crossing on scour of the arroyo bed. Analyze the effects of the proposed project on the hydrology of the
arroyo.

6. Evaluate the potential effects of the project on the “Secondary Trail” along Alessandro Arroyo as is
shown in the City’s 2025 General Plan.

RLC appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation for the DEIR for the proposed
Crystal View Terrace / Green Orchard Place / Overlook Parkway Project. We are available, at your

convenience, for discussion of the above matters or other issues relating to land conservation within the
Alessandro Arroyo.

Sincerely,
RIVERSIDE LAND CONSERVANCY

<4,

ack Easton
Biologist/Lands Manager



Q California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Santa Ana Region

. 3737 Main Street, Suite 500, Riverside, California 92501-3348
Linda S. Adams Phone (951) 782-4130 * FAX (951) 781-6288 Edmund G. Brown, Jr.

Acting Secretary for www. waterboards.ca.gov/santaana Governor
Environmental Protection

March 25, 2011

Gustavo Gonzalez

City of Riverside _

Dept. of Community Development/Planning
3900 Main Street, 3" 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:

o 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 Regiona! Board that ensure impacts are appropriately
mitigated. '

e 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.

e 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 Egyironmental Protection Agency
et—
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o [f 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.

o 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.

e The DEIR should discuss construction and post-construction water quality standards protection
best management practices (BMPs) and 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,
robertson@waterboards.ca.gov, or me at (951) 782-3234, or madelson@waterboards.ca.gov

Sincerely, '

Mo C- Qe

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 Magnolia/Data/CEQA/CEQA Responses/ NOP-DEIR-City of Riverside-Crystal View
Terr-Green Orchard Pkwy-Overlook Pkwy.doc

California Exyironmental Protection Agency
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May 13, 2005

Craig Aaron, Principal Planner

City of Riverside Planning and Building Department
3900 Main Street, 3 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 reflect 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 orange) on the enclosed maps. These delineations
represent areas within drainage courses where we believe that water quality standards (water-
quality objectives and beneficial uses') 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 protected
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 quality 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 Section
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 warm 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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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 siope 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 shouid 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 lock
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,

ﬂ&fr\, r\/ﬁc(/e "\:‘Elar\) ,g—C"L/

Mark G. Adelson, Chief
Regional Planning Programs Section

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

cc: Patti Nahill, City of Riverside Planning Department
Q: Planning/Groberis/Letters/401- City of Riverside Maps- 401 Response Letter-MGA-Final

California Environmental Protection Agency
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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



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 8 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

b% 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. | will drop it in the public comment folder and add the resident to the mailing list.

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 | 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

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/Benoit.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:11 PM]
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From: Michael Mihelich [mwm@Ilawyermihelich.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 alay the justified fears of the public over this
project.

Michael Mihelich and Dr. M. Lynn Scecina

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/Mihelich.txt[3/31/2011 2:36:12 PM]



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 § Principa 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.

file:/l//server04/draft/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/FW%200ver|l ook%20Parkway%20Extension.txt[3/31/2011 2:43:43 PM]



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 | 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 aso 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

file:/l//server04/draft/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/FW%200ver|l ook%20Parkway%20Extension.txt[3/31/2011 2:43:43 PM]



6966 Hawarden Dr.
Riverside, Ca 92506

March 7, 2011 E @ E ﬂ W E

City of Riverside

Community Development/Planning
Gus Gonzalez

3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522

RIVERS
commum Y DRVE R
VE
- LANNING 5%,5"7 DePT.

Dear Mr. Gonzalez,

I'm not sure how far back you have researched this problem concerning streets
that are connected to Overlook Parkway near the connection with Washington.

| have a file folder two inches thick that contains the efforts of people on our
street and people on Mary who have been concerned with the heavy cut through traffic
that accesses our streets since 1993.. | can include a letter | wrote in 1993 and a study
from the city that was done in 1997. This staff report is very important because it shows
the problem at that time. It will only get worse if and when Overlook goes through.

There are other reports and studies made in 2001 when a neighbor, Frank
Crowder, tried to get some mitigation for traffic and resulted in our street members
paying for additional speed humps. Of course the speed humps slow some people but
others speed up so as to sail over the humps more easily.

You must consider that our street in only 26 feet wide with no sidewalks.

| would be happy to share the contents of our file of efforts and studies to prevent
our neighborhood street from being a freeway. You may contact me at (951) 780-8771

or by e-mail at Paimyview @earthlink.net.

Sincerely yours,

o grirne & f@/&%/o

Ngv/nec Rowlands
(Mrs. C.P.)

cc. Mr. Doug Darnell



69€6 Hawarden Drive
Riverside, Culifornia $25C6
September 15, 1593

Mr. Fransis Dunajski
Traffic Engineer
3900 Main Street
Riverside, Ca 92522

Lear Mr. Lunajski,

Did the city planners intend for the 2€ foot wide sireet of
Eawarden (between Mary and washington) to become & freeway? Since
the street was extended and opened on to Overlook parkway it has an
inordinate amount of traffic. There are only 5; feet between the road
and the Gage Canal fence sc there is very little space for children
riding bicycles.

Recently & count of cars was taken by electronics I think. It
would not have been & complete count if it didn't continue into the time
when school started. The strip between Mary &nd the new curve on
the extension is a high speed zone with cars accelerating as soon as
they round the corner from Mary. Of course the speed signs are ignored.
then I.called to request some speed signs, 1 was told by the city that
they would not help the situation. I wus under the mistaken belief that
speeds had to be posted in order for speeding lickets %o be given. The
designated speed of 25 mph wss selected by the city.

bWhat is particulary disturbing to me is that most of the speeders
come from streets off Overlook Pkwy end they are the ones that protested
the completion of Overlook because of added traffic from Allesandro.
that can we do about this? I was informed that speed bumps are out.
Meny of us feel we should be able Lo close our street &t Overlook. It
is a dangerous intersection anyway because of the curve of Cverlcok
east of the intersection,

I would greatly appreciate your discussing this with the traffic
cormission.

Sincerely ycurs,

Suzanne C. Rowlands
(Mrs. C. P.)



' CITY OF RIVERSIDE
PARKING, TRAFFIC AND STREETS COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT

DATE: November 2, 1994

FILE NO.: 94-039

SUBJECT: REVIEW OF TRAFFIC CONDITIONS IN THE AREA OF OVERLOOK PARKWAY
AND HAWARDEN DRIVE

Background:

The City Council requested that the Parking, Traffic and Streets
Commission review the traffic problems in the area of Overlook Parkway
at Hawarden Drive, Overlook Parkway at Oorozco/Gainsborough, and on
Hawarden Drive between Overlook Parkway and Mary Street and report back
to the City Council.

In order to review the traffic problems in the area, staff took traffic
volume counts on Hawarden Drive between overlook Parkway and Mary
Street, on Gainsborough between 0Orozco and Hawarden, and on Mary Street
just south of Hawarden. Morning peak hour turning movements were made at
Overlook and Hawarden/Muirfield, Overlook and Gainsborough/Orozco,
Hawarden at Mary, and at Washington and Frances. Evening peak hour
turning movement counts were made at Overlook and Hawarden/Muirfield and
at Hawarden and Mary,. Speed surveys were taken on Hawarden between
overlook and Mary, and on Mary between Hawarden and Victoria, and on
Frances between Washington and Mary. All information was collected on
week days. The morning peak hour turning movements were taken during the
hours of 7 a.m. to 8 a.m. and the evening peak hour turning movements
were taken during the hours of 4:30 p.m. to 5:30 p.m.

At the intersection of Hawarden and Overlook a total of 203 vehicles
entered Hawarden. Of those 203 vehicles, 147 vehicles, 72 percent, were
north bound from Muirfield Road. During the same hour, 226 vehicles were
counted making left turns on to Mary from Hawarden. Using these figures,
it appears that 90 percent of the north bound traffic on Hawarden during
the morning peak hour is through traffic. The evening peak hour also
indicated that 90 percent of the north bound traffic is through traffic.
By using the two peak hour turning movement counts it would figure that
90 percent of the average daily fraffic volume on Hawarden is through
traffic. The average daily traffic volume on Hawarden between Overlook
and Mary was measured at 2530 vehicles, 1,339 east bound and 1,191 west
bound. Based on the turning movement counts that indicate 90 percent of
the traffic volume on Hawarden is through traffic, approximately 2200
vehicles per day use Hawarden as a short cut to get to the intersection
of Mary and Victoria from Overlook Parkway. A speed survey was made on
Hawarden between Overlook and Mary with the 85th percentile speed being
41 mph and the average speed being 37 mph. These speeds are not unusual
for this type street.



At the intersection of Overlook and Orozco/Gainsborough the morning peak
hour turning movement count also indicated that approximately 90 percent
of the traffic on the southerly section of Gainsborough near Orozco is
also through traffic. The average daily traffic volume on Gainsborough
is 256 vehicles, 132 north bound and 124 south bound. Assuming 90
percent of the daily traffic is through traffic, approximately 230
vehicles per day use Gainsborough as a short cut to Mary Street.

The morning peak hour turning movement at the intersection of Washington
and Frances showed that only 10 vehicles made a right turn on to Frances
from north bound Washington. From this small number of vehicles, it
appears that Frances is not often used as short cut to Mary Street. The
speed survey on Frances showed the 85th percentile speed to be 37 mph

and the average speed to be 33 mph.

The average daily traffic count on Mary St. was taken just north of
Hawarden to make it easier to account for through traffic and eliminate
those vehicles entering Mary St. from anywhere north of the intersec-
tion. The average daily traffic volume on Mary is 3,828 vehicles, 1,876
north bound and 1,952 south bound. Using the traffic volumes that appear
to be through traffic coming from or going to Overlook and Gainsborough
via Mary St., approximately 2340 vehicles per day use Mary St. as a
short cut to Victoria. The speed survey on Mary Street showed that the
85th percentile speed to be 42 mph and the average speed to be 38 mph.

Travel times were measured going from the intersection of Overlook and
Muirfield to the intersection of Mary and Victoria. One route was via
Washington Street and the other was via Hawarden Drive. The travel
distance is a little over one tenth of a mile shorter using Hawarden.
The average travel time using Washington during non peak hours was 2
minutes 17 seconds and the average travel time using Hawarden was 2
minutes 13 seconds. During the morning peak hour the average travel time
using Washington was 2 minutes 55 seconds and the travel time using

Hawarden was 2 minutes 40 seconds.

Based on this study, a significant amount of traffic, 2340 vehicles per
day, uses Hawarden Drive and Mary Street as an alternate route to get
from Overlook Parkway at Muirfield Road and Overlook Parkway at Orozco
Drive. A traffic signal is currently being designed for the intersection
of Washington and Victoria. When it is installed, motorists may chose to
use Washington instead of Hawarden and Gainsborough.

Fiscal Impact:

Unknown.



Alternatives:

One option to eliminate the short cutting traffic would be to close some
of the streets in the area to prohibit through movements. Staff believes
that street revisions should not be considered at this time and that we
should wait until after the traffic signal is installed at Victoria and
Washington. We can then reanalyze the traffic movements to see if any
change in traffic patterns has occurred.

RECOMMENDATION:

That the Parking, Traffic and Streets Commission recommend to the C1ty
Council that no action be taken until after the traffic signal .is
installed at Washington Street and Victoria Avenue to allow staff to
determine what effect the signal has on traffic patterns in the area.

Prepared by:

Fran Dunajski
City Traffic Engineer
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6966 Hawarden Dr.
Riverside, Ca 92506

March 7, E@EUWE

City of Riverside
Community Development/Planning AR 09 201
Gus Gonzalez
3900 Main Street RVERSTOE G
v r COM ITY
Riverside, CA 92522 _M_Upfﬂgmia\é%ﬁfswllgﬁjogm

Dear Mr. Gonzalez,

I'm not sure how far back you have researched this problem concerning streets
that are connected to Overlook Parkway near the connection with Washington.

| have a file folder two inches thick that contains the efforts of people on our
street and people on Mary who have been concerned with the heavy cut through traffic
that accesses our streets since 1993.. | can include a letter | wrote in 1993 and a study
from the city that was done in 1997. This staff report is very important because it shows
the problem at that time. It will only get worse if and when Overlook goes through.

There are other reports and studies made in 2001 when a neighbor, Frank
Crowder, tried to get some mitigation for traffic and resulted in our street members
paying for additional speed humps. Of course the speed humps slow some people but
others speed up so as to sail over the humps more easily.

You must consider that our street in only 26 feet wide with no sidewalks.

I would be happy to share the contents of our file of efforts and studies to prevent
our neighborhood street from being a freeway. You may contact me at (951) 780-8771

or by e-mail at Palmyview@earthlink.net.

Sincerely yours,

; 7
%anne C. Rowlands
(Mrs. C.P)

cc. Mr. Doug Darnell



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: StevenM 384@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

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/mckee.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:13 PM]


mailto:StevenM384@aol.com
mailto:Pauldavisward4@aol.com

expensive law suits against the city.
Thank you,

Steve and Jan McKee

7028 Orozco Dr.

Riverside, CA 92506

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/mckee.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:13 PM]



Dave and Lugena Wahlquist
1020 Tiger Tail Dr.
Riverside, CA 92506
(951) 780-0881
davek6kmz@aol.com

Under consideration are four options for Overlook Parkway. Each of the options has
a different set of consequences. By far the highest impact decision would be the
linking of the two sections of Overlook Parkway by a bridge over the Alessandro
Arroyo.

For the direct linking of Overlook Parkway over the Alessandro Arroyo these factors
must be considered:

1.

8.

9.

As stated in the City of Riverside, Department of Development, Housing and
Neighborhoods website, “Both the City of Riverside and the local residents
are working hard to maintain the beautiful environment of this region.”
Nothing could be a bigger threat to this goal than opening up this unique area
of the City to transection by as many as 20,000 cars trips per day.

This area remains one of the few low impact rural areas left in the City and
for that reason should be preserved.

One residential area adjacent to Overlook Parkway has been a quiet
residential haven for more than 50 years. This unique neighborhood would
be irrevocably changed.

Much of the area under consideration is controlled under the specific dictates
of RC-residential conservation.

Increased noise, air and dust pollution must be taken into consideration.
Decreased property values will be a factor for the areas homeowners if
Overlook is connected and fully opened to traffic.

The traffic threat to wildlife will be significant. Frequently observed in the
area are coyotes, bobcats and foxes.

If the Alessandro Arroyo is crossed the nature its blue line stream and the
arroyo itself will be forever changed.

There is no effective outlet for this volume of traffic when it reaches
Washington Street.

10. The impact of high volume traffic on the unique nature of Victoria Avenue

must be considered.

11. The disruption to the neighborhood of Casa Blanc if that route is chosen for

freeway connection.

12. If Overlook is extended and routed to the 91Freeway via Adams there will be

disruptive impact to the Greenbelt in violation of Propositions R and C.

13. Many of those advantaged by the connection will be out-of-city residents

simply passing through the City of Riverside.

Thank you for reviewing these issues for consideration.
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PUBLIC SCOPING IVIEETING
3900 MAIN STREET  CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS * WEDNESDAY * MARCH 9, 2011 * 6:30 PM

This meeting is being held to give the public and interested parties an opportunity to submit comments
regarding the potential environmental impacts of the proposed project. This information will be used
to develop the scope and content of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project to be
described at this meeting. Please record your comments in the space provided below and submit this
form to City staff at the conclusion of the meeting. You may also submit this form to City staff if you
wish to speak at today’s meeting. Comments can also be submitted to City staff after today’s meeting.
All comments submitted after today’s meeting should be hand-delivered, mailed, or e-mailed directly
to the Planning Division located at 3900 Main Street, Riverside, CA 92522. Comments submitted via e-
mail should be forwarded to Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner, at ggonzalez@riversideca.gov. All
comments must be received no later than Wednesday, March 25, 2011 by 5:00 p.m. Thank you.
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This meeting is being held to give the public and interested parties an opportunity to submit comments
regarding the potential environmental impacts of the proposed project. This information will be used
to develop the scope and content of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project to be
described at this meeting. Please record your comments in the space provided below and submit this
form to City staff at the conclusion of the meeting. You may also submit this form to City staff if you
wish to speak at today’s meeting. Comments can also be submitted to City staff after today’s meeting.
All comments submitted after today’s meeting should be hand-delivered, mailed, or e-mailed directly
to the Planning Division located at 3900 Main Street, Riverside, CA 92522. Comments submitted via e-
mail should be forwarded to Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner, at ggonzalez@riversideca.gov. All
comments must be received no later than Wednesday, March 25, 2011 by 5:00 p.m. Thank you.
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This meeting is being held to give the public and interested parties an opportunity to submit comments
regarding the potential environmental impacts of the proposed project. This information will be used
to develop the scope and content of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project to be
described at this meeting. Please record your comments in the space provided below and submit this
form to City staff at the conclusion of the meeting. You may also submit this form to City staff if you
wish to speak at today’s meeting. Comments can also be submitted to City staff after today’s meeting.
All comments submitted after today’s meeting should be hand-delivered, mailed, or e-mailed directly
to the Planning Division located at 3900 Main Street, Riverside, CA 92522. Comments submitted via e-
mail should be forwarded to Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner, at ggonzalez@riversideca.gov. All
comments must be received no later than Wednesday, March 25, 2011 by 5:00 p.m. Thank you.
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This meeting is being held to give the public and interested parties an opportunity to submit comments
regarding the potential environmental impacts of the proposed project. This information will be used
to develop the scope and content of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project to be
described at this meeting. Please record your comments in the space provided below and submit this
form to City staff at the conclusion of the meeting. You may also submit this form to City staff if you
wish to speak at today’s meeting. Comments can also be submitted to City staff after today’s meeting.
All comments submitted after today’s meeting should be hand-delivered, mailed, or e-mailed directly
to the Planning Division located at 3900 Main Street, Riverside, CA 92522. Comments submitted via e-
mail should be forwarded to Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner, at ggonzalez@riversideca.gov. All
comments must be received no later than Wednesday, March 25, 2011 by 5:00 p.m. Thank you.
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Stephen Jones

1430 Rimroad
Riverside, CA
92506

Phone: 951.780.8434
Fax: 951.780.4568
Cell: 951.544.2258

E-mail:
Kazumman@aol.com

March 9, 2011

City of Riverside

Community Development /Planning
Gus Gonzales

3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522

RE: EIR Project (P11-0050) Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway
To whom it may concern:

I would strongly encourage those preparing this EIR to include in your report that the Overlook
Parkway Neighborhood is comprised of citizens that purchased and built homes in the city’s
“Residential Conservation Zone” as it applies to Section 4 of PropositionR ....... which requires
large lots .... with the expectation of a “lifestyle” that goes along with such a zone. A huge in-
crease in the amount of traffic, noise and air pollution was not part of the expectations of the
residents of the Overlook Parkway neighborhoods.

I have been a Riversider for some 56 years and such streets as Alessandro, Central and Arling-
ton have been major thoroughfares for a very long time ..... We are not talking about expand-
ing an existing street or avenue route through the city that already has had significant traffic
and congestion. We are talking about establishing a new “high traffic” route through the city
and through an established neighborhood where the property owners have a legitimate right
to expect the City of Riverside will comply with all requirements established by the voters in
Prop. R and Measure C.

For the city to now build a new expensive bridge that would send some 40,000 cars and trucks
a day down a new major traffic artery will insure a significant degradation of the “livability” of
not only the Hawarden Heights/Overlook neighborhood, but even the older, more established
neighborhoods of Prenda, Casa Blanca and the Greenbelt neighborhoods as well.

Your report should properly indicate that building the Overlook Bridge, with its on slot of auto-
mobiles from Moreno Valley, Perris and Menifee ...... is not only contrary to the intent of
Measure C and Prop R ..... but such a bridge is contrary to the legitimate “lifestyle” expecta-
tions of multiple Riverside neighborhoods who would be forced to endure the severely nega-
tive consequences of such a waist of taxpayer money and city resources.

Sincerely,
]
Sa
f

S

Stephen lone§ }

Attacheds Listof other concerns
\ /

-



Attachment to letter of March 9, 2011
Other EIR concerns:
- Street and Driveway access on to an Overlook Parkway with 40,000 cars a day.
- Children Safety.
- Increased Crime.

- Decreased Property Value — Cost to the government from lower assessments
for property taxes.

- Destruction of the neighborhood's Quality of Life.
- Noise pollution ~ especially truck and motorcycle traffic.

- Freeway traffic from Perris, Menifee & Temecula using Overlook to avoid
the congested 215/91/60 interchange.

- Traffics conflict with the large lot Residential Conservation Zone Lifestyle.

Exhaust pollution and “toxic” brake dust pollution.

Increased danger of “runaway” cars and trucks traveling on Overlook's
extremely steep grades.

The negative impact on the Greenbelt. Where are 40,000 cars going to go
when the get to the corner of Overlook and Washington?

- The natural habitat of the Arroyos.

The resulting conflicts with the citizen’s initiatives Prop R and Measure C
of the Overlook Pkwy Bridge — as they pertain to traffic, farming, air pollution,
quality of life, vitality of the older neighborhood such as Prenda a Casa Blanca,
etc. etc.

- Legal costs to the city to defend itself against resulting Law Suits for non-
compliance with the wishes of the citizenry as expressed in Measure C and Proposition R.
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This meeting is being held to give the public and interested parties an opportunity to submit comments
regarding the potential environmental impacts of the proposed project. This information will be used
to develop the scope and content of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project to be
described at this meeting. Please record your comments in the space provided below and submit this
form to City staff at the conclusion of the meeting. You may also submit this form to City staff if you
wish to speak at today’s meeting. Comments can also be submitted to City staff after today’s meeting.
All comments submitted after today’s meeting should be hand-delivered, mailed, or e-mailed directly
to the Planning Division located at 3900 Main Street, Riverside, CA 92522. Comments submitted via e-
mail should be forwarded to Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner, at ggonzalez@riversideca.gov. All
comments must be received no later than Wednesday, March 25, 2011 by 5:00 p.m. Thank you.
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CRYSTAL VIEW TERRACE |
GREEN ORCHARD PLACE |
_ OVERLOOK PARKWAY |

)| CITY OF

VEIDE i

PUBLIC SCOPING I\/IEETING
3900 MAIN STREET * CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS * WEDNESDAY * MARCH 9,2011 * 6:30 PM

This meeting is being held to give the public and interested parties an opportunity to submit comments
regarding the potential environmental impacts of the proposed project. This information will be used
to develop the scope and content of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project to be
described at this meeting. Please record your comments in the space provided below and submit this
form to City staff at the conclusion of the meeting. You may also submit this form to City staff if you
wish to speak at today’s meeting. Comments can also be submitted to City staff after today’s meeting.
All comments submitted after today’s meeting should be hand-delivered, mailed, or e-mailed directly
to the Planning Division located at 3900 Main Street, Riverside, CA 92522. Comments submitted via e-
mail should be forwarded to Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner, at ggonzalez@riversideca.gov. All
comments must be received no later than Wednesday, March 25, 2011 by 5:00 p.m. Thank you.

Comments:
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| PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING
| 3900 MAIN STREET * CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS * WEDNESDAY * MARCH 9, 2011 * 6:30 PM

This meeting is being held to give the public and interested parties an opportunity to submit comments
regarding the potential environmental impacts of the proposed project. This information will be used
to develop the scope and content of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project to be
described at this meeting. Please record your comments in the space provided below and submit this
form to City staff at the conclusion of the meeting. You may also submit this form to City staff if you
wish to speak at today’s meeting. Comments can also be submitted to City staff after today’s meeting.
All comments submitted after today’s meeting should be hand-delivered, mailed, or e-mailed directly
to the Planning Division located at 3900 Main Street, Riverside, CA 92522. Comments submitted via e-
mail should be forwarded to Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner, at ggonzalez@riversideca.gov. All
comments must be received no later than Wednesday, March 25, 2011 by 5:00 p.m. Thank you.
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ECEIVE

March 9, 2011 MAR 09 2011
T RIVERBIDE CTTy
: o O COMMUNITY DE
City of Riverside PLRN:N‘(’;E ’Té'?%%’ DEPT

Community Dévelopment Planning
Att: Gus Gonzalez

3900 Main Street

Riverside, Ca. 92522

Re: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Report (EIR) and Scoping Meeting
Crystal view Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project

Dear Mr. Gonzalez,

Victoria Avenue Forever is a non profit organization dedicated to the preservation and
enhancement of Victoria Avenue. We represent a membership of over 600 families and
individuals that share similar values. When we learned of the Scoping Meeting regarding
the Overlook Parkway Project there was so much interest that we moved our regularly
scheduled board meeting from tonight March 9™ to March 8". At the Victoria Avenue
Forever board meeting after much discussion a motion was passed to “Request that the
Overlook Parkway Bridge connection be removed from the General Plan of the City of
Riverside.

is an old Latin adage that states “cui bono” or “to whose benefit.” The phrase is
used to suggest a hidden motive or to indicate that the party responsible for something
may not be who it appears at first. Victoria Avenue Forever examined who would
beneﬁt from putting Overlook Parkway through. Certainly not the folks above the bridge
- they would suffer from greatly increased traffic. Certainly not the folks below the
bridge ',, they would have even more traffic. Certainly not anyone who currently uses
Washington Street as that would become a nightmare. Certainly not all the
neighborhoods in either direction from Washington and Victoria Ave. And most
importantly absolutely not Victoria Avenue whose character would be destroyed by the
potential increased traffic.

PO Box 4152 e Riverside CA 92514 e 951-367-5344
Victoria Avenue Forever is a public benefit nonprofit 501(c)(3) corporation dedicated to the
preservation and beautification of Victoria Avenue. Contributions are 100% tax deductible.




We believe that development can be accommodated by access from either below or
above the proposed connection. We also feel that Riverside is currently served by
adequate arterial crossings in the 60/215, Allesandro/Arlington, Washington, Van Buren
and La Sierra.

So we ask again “cui bono™?
Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely yours,
-

% e
Frank Heyming, Presid

Victoria Avenue Forever




From: LisaLind

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;
Gonzaez, Gustavo; Gutierrez, Ken; Janet Harvey; Lee Sherwood; Libring, Steve; Lisa Lind; Ouellette,
Michelle; Smith, Kristi

Subject: FW: overlook extension

FYI

Diane Jenkins, AICP 8§ 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 | F. 951.826.5981

From: suneal 63@aol.com [mailto:suneal 63@aol.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 09, 2011 11:20 PM

To: Gonzalez, Gustavo

Subject: overlook extension

Dear Mr Gonzalez,
| 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

file:/l//server04/draft/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrg/Entered_In_Matrix/naik.txt[3/31/2011 3:02:56 PM]



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 Victoriaand 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.

| am requesting that there will be NO connection of overlook pkwy across the Alessandro arroyo.
Thank you,
Suneal Naik

file:/l//server04/draft/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrg/Entered_In_Matrix/naik.txt[3/31/2011 3:02:56 PM]
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N4TSIIE  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
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| 3 PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING
| 3900 MAIN STREET * CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS * WEDNESDAY ¢ MARCH 9, 2011 * 6:30 PM

This meeting is being held to give the public and interested parties an opportunity to submit comments
regarding the potential environmental impacts of the proposed project. This information will be used
to develop the scope and content of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project to be
described at this meeting. Please record your comments in the space provided below and submit this
form to City staff at the conclusion of the meeting. You may also submit this form to City staff if you
wish to speak at today’s meeting. Comments can also be submitted to City staff after today’s meeting.
All comments submitted after today’s meeting should be hand-delivered, mailed, or e-mailed directly
to the Planning Division located at 3900 Main Street, Riverside, CA 92522. Comments submitted via e-
mail should be forwarded to Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner, at ggonzalez@riversideca.gov. All
comments must be received no later than Wednesday, March 25, 2011 by 5:00 p.m. Thank you.
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P S £ E£EEL .
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PROJECT TITLE: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway
Project

I don’t understand why an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is required for
any part of this project. It seems to me that there should have been an EIR
completed for the entire Overlook Parkway area as residential construction was
approved within the requirements of Proposition R or, alternatively, individual
EIR’s should have been completed for each tract map prior to approval. Overlook
Parkway is described as an arterial road and it is currently a part of the City of
Riverside’s General Plan 2025. That fact should have been an important
consideration when this area was developed.

The Notice of Preparation of Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) dated
February 9, 2011 states on page 3, “In connection with the approval of two
separate tract maps, gates at Crystal View Terrace and Green Orchard Place were
installed to address cut-through traffic until Overlook Parkway was completed
across the Alessandro Arroyo.” On page 2, however, there is the following
statement, “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.” The two separate tract maps should not
have been approved with a provision for the two gates if, in fact, the City of
Riverside never intended to complete Overlook Parkway across the Alessandro
Arroyo.

Although the attendees of the March 9, 2011 Public Scoping Meeting were told
that the meeting was being held to give the public an opportunity to submit
comments regarding the potential impacts of the proposed project and not a time
for statements in support or in opposition to the proposed project, all speakers
were allowed to do just that. The general theme of those speaking against the
completion of Overlook Parkway across the Alessandro Arroyo and possible
extension of Overlook Parkway west of Washington Street was “Not In My
Backyard.” There is apparently concern about “cut-through traffic” but the
definition of that term seems to vary depending on who’s using the term. Am I to
be considered cut-through traffic if I were to use a completed Overlook Parkway
from my home on Country Club Drive to visit my son’s home southwest of
Washington and Van Buren in Woodcrest? Or, would I be cutting-through by
going to Home Depot on Indiana Avenue via a completed Overlook Parkway with
a connection from Overlook Parkway to Madison? Several speakers referred to
cut-through traffic from Moreno Valley and one speaker was even concerned
about cut-through traffic from Menifee! In fact, some of the people prevented
from accessing Overlook Parkway due to the two gates are actually immediate
neighbors!

The Preliminary List of EIR Issues includes Traffic/Public Safety, Air Quality,

Global Climate Change and Noise. How will you measure the difference this
project will have on these issues? Traffic counts with the gates open vs. closed



@

will perhaps measure the differences in traffic volume of nearby neighbors but
will the additional miles driven and fuel used to take alternate routes be
considered? What about the additional miles driven from Overlook Parkway to
other areas within Riverside city limits such as Mission Grove and Orangecrest?
Is it acceptable to have increased traffic volume on Alessandro, Arlington,
Washington and Victoria? Are those neighborhoods less important than the area
surrounding Overlook Parkway? It’s interesting that provision has been made,
apparently, for emergency vehicles to use the routes where the two gates are
located. But what about the bigger issue of having numerous routes to choose
from in the event of an emergency whether it’s due to a local situation or a wide
spread need for evacuation?

I find it interesting that there are several gated communities in the Overlook
Parkway area even on the partial segment of the Parkway northeast of Via Vista
at Praise Place. It appears to me that opponents of the completion of Overlook
Parkway and supporters of keeping the gates on Crystal View Terrace and Green
Orchard Place are attempting to treat the whole area as a gated community. For
the most part, the homes built along Overlook Parkway have significant set-backs
or are on elevated lots which should minimize the impact of increased traffic on
Overlook Parkway.

I am hopeful that decisions about this project are made looking at the “big
picture” of what’s best for all Riverside residents and not just catering politically
to those who can bring the most people to public meetings. There is a great deal
of apathy among those who feel that their input won’t be considered, ignorance of
an issue or feeling that an issue won’t have any effect on them. And, Riverside’s
elected officials need to realize that Victoria Avenue belongs to all residents of the
city and, while their volunteerism is appreciated, not just to members of Victoria
Avenue Forever. Likewise, Overlook Parkway should not be viewed only from the
perspective of those living in the immediate area. I was pleased when Canyon
Crest Drive was completed between Via Vista Drive and Country Club Drive. 1
don’t recall being informed of an EIR when that project was undertaken but I
would have publicly supported it. Likewise, if I lived in the Overlook Parkway
area, I would support its completion because it has potential benefit for all of
Riverside and our neighbors.

Zpb (S Boncbtatoed

Wes Stonebreaker

1060 Country Club Drive
Riverside, CA 92506-3635
(951)784-1060
lindaandwes@aol.com

33



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 8 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

b% 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

FYL.

Description: Signature

Please consider the ENVIRONMENT before printing this email b%

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,

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/Naik.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:18 PM]


mailto:DiJenkins@riversideca.gov

Suneal Naik

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/Naik.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:18 PM]



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 8 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

b% 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 b%

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,

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

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/Owens.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:19 PM]


mailto:DiJenkins@riversideca.gov

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

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/Owens.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:19 PM]



From: frank [fmcsbu@aol.com]

Sent: Thursday, March 10, 2011 10:42 PM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo

Subject: Overlook Parkway

Dear Mr. Gonzalez:

| have been notified by our neighbor Mr. Wilkman that City of Riverside is considering connecting Overlook
Parkway to Alessandro Blvd.

| am surprised that as a resident of Hawarden Hill ( | live in 7008 Hawarden Dr. 92506), | was never notified
of the city planning hearing. This clearly can have an huge impact to our neighborhood streets. | 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

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrs/Entered_In_Matrix/chu.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:20 PM]



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

| strongly support connecting Overlook Parkway by building the two small sections that are currently missing. | 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, | 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.

| appreciate your sharing my views with the appropriate decision makers.
Millie Garrison, Chief Financia & Administrative Officer UC Riverside College of Natural & Agricultural Sciences

Voice: 951.827.3104
http://CNAS.UCR.edu

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrs/Entered_In_Matrix/Garrison.txt[3/31/2011 2:36:20 PM]



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.

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/chabot.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:21 PM]



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 | WOULD THINK THAT RIVERSIDE WOULD
WELCOME TAX REVENUE FOR SHOPPING IN RIVERSIDE-

| hope someone is actually reading this email - | 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 | can go to MORENO VALLEY in 20minutes- Now with the gates OPEN | 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-

| 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

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrs/Entered_In_Matrix/rashidi.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:21 PM]
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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,

| live on Miracle Mile just off Overlook Parkway near the arroyo. | 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 | am not excited about thousands of cars driving up and down Overlook, |
believe that it is in the best interest of the city. If or until Overlook Parkway opens up all the way, | believe that the gates
should be removed. My family and | 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, | 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.

jwallace@cmps.com = http://www.cmps.com
¢id:436210504@20092008-2CEE

2]

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 al copies of this email and any attachments.

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/wallace.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:22 PM]
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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 | have seen no traffic counters anywhere
north of the gates. Can you provide me with the City's detailed plans during the gate closure? | 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/wilkman.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:22 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 | 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, | 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: Gonzaez, Gustavo

Cc: 'Rhonda Soulid; Pauldavisward4@aol.com
Subject: "Overlook shortcut"

Gus:

| 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, | 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 | 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. lhave 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 | 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, | 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
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March 15, 2011 RE@EUVE

City of Riverside MAR 22 ooil
Community Development/Planning OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner

3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522
Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/ Overlook Parkway Project

I'am concerned that increased heavy traffic on Victoria Avenue will destroy the ambience of hiking, biking,
dog walking. Victoria Avenue is a major recreational area and a linear park. Prop R and Measure C protect

Victoria Avenue from heavy traffic.

Victoria Avenue is on the National Register of Historic Places. Riversider’s have been protecting Victoria

Avenue since 1929,

I ask you not to put the bridge across the environmentally sensitive area of the Alessandro Arroyo and keep

the Moreno Valley traffic on the freeway — not through our neighborhoods.

Carol Seésa
2561 Stonegate

Riverside, CA 92506

Cc: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council



ECEIVE

March 15, 2011

City of Riverside

Community Developr.nent/ Planning COMMUNW%%‘?,'ELEO%,\T,,E

Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner AN R SOPMENT DEPT.
3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522
Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project

I love Victoria Avenue. I love the Greenbelt. I support Prop R and Measure C. 1
have lived in the Greenbelt for over 50 years. It makes me proud to be a
Riversider. The citizens managed to preserve agriculture, open space, beauty,
and a way of life that lifts the heart.

A drive along Victoria Avenue with hundred and ten year old Eucalyptus trees,
brought from Australia as seeds, nurtures the soul. The smell of the
blossoming of citrus in the spring is better than a fine glass of wine.

Please take the Overlook Parkway connection off of the General Plan and
continue to allow the farmers to farm and the people of Riverside to enjoy
historic Victoria Avenue. 20,000 cars have no place in our Greenbelt. Prop R
and Measure C were enacted by the people of Riverside so they could enjoy the
area’s amenities.

Yours truly,

Betty Yoakam
7325 Pontoosuc Ave
Riverside, CA 92504

Cc: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council



EGCEIVE

March 15, 2011

City of Riverside
Community Development/Planning
i RIVERSIDE CI
Gus Gon'zalez, Associate Planner COMMUNTVERSIDE CI ;AnyNT -
3900 Main Street PLANNING DIVISION

Riverside, CA 92522
Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project

Prop R and Measure C are the people’s law here in Riverside. These laws have been
upheld by the California Supreme Court and withstood a repeal effort by a local
developer.

Prop R and Measure C limit the growth in the RA-5 and RC zones, one house per five
acres in the residential agricultural zone (RA-5) and one house per two acres in the
residential conservation zone (RC).

The Greenbelt, a 5,500 acre agricultural preserve s to be protected from heavy traffic.

I have lived in the Greenbelt for 40years and am an avocado grower. [ wish to
continue farming. Tens of thousands of cars streaming down Madison St to the 91 *
freeway make farming dangerous and virtually impossible.

R and C protect farming. Connecting the Overlook Parkway over the Alessandro Arroyo
encourages cut thru traffic seeking an easier route to the freeway. If Madison Street
becomes clogged, these commuters will drive down Victoria Avenue to Adams Street to
the freeway.

Again, Victoria Avenue is on the National Register of Historic Places.

Victoria Avenue is in the Greenbelt and is to be protected from heavy traffic.

Sincerely,
éz‘/lé; a{e{?’{/
Christa Aspittle

7319 Pontoosuc Ave
Riverside, CA 92504

Cc: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council
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March 15, 2011 RE CEIVE

City of Riverside MAR 22 2011
Community Development/Planning

Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner

3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project

i am opposed to the Overlook Parkway connection. This extension will destroy
our riding trails in the Greenbelt due to the increased amount of traffic.

I have been riding my horses for over 30 years in the Greenbelt and cringe at the
thought of all that Moreno Valley traffic cutting though this safe area.

Please remember Prop R and Measure C were put into law by the people to
preserve these wonderful open spaces where people can ride horses.

Sincerely,

Mary Amata
2150 St. Lawrence St
Riverside, CA 92504

//%7/4;4 Wg

Cc: Rivefside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council



ECEIVE

March 15, 2011

City of Riverside

Community Development/Planning
Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner
3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522

DEVELOp

NNING DivigSNT DEPT.

CommunivERSIDE Cr7y
PLA

Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway
Project

We have lived in the Riverside Greenbelt for twenty years. While the
fraffic on Madison Street is four times more than it was twenty years
ago, we still love 1o live here. We enjoy beautiful Victoria Avenue
and greatly appreciate being surrounded by citrus groves.

Proposition R and Measure C had already passed when we bought
our home. R and C guarantee that the Greenbelt will be protected
from heavy traffic. Heavy traffic and agriculture do not mix.

The Overlook Parkway connection will bring twenty to twenty-five
thousand cars daily into the Greenbelt, disrupting agriculture and
destroying Victoria Avenue.

Please permanently remove the Overlook Parkway connection from
the General Plan.

%Ww

Don and Keri Beaudoin
2271 Madison Street
Riverside, CA 92504

Cc: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council



March 16, 2011

Mr. Gus Gonzalez
Associate Planner
City of Riverside

Mr. Gonzalez,

After attending the March 9, 2011 meeting which pertained to the Environmental Impact Report
for Crystal View Terrace, Green Orchard Place, and Overlook parkway I felt it necessary to
comment on the suggested plan to connect Overlook Parkway. First of all this issue has been up
for consideration before and was rejected and removed from the general plan according to one of
the speakers who attended the meeting. This person was on the planning commission when this
was last done. What confuses me is how the bridge got back on the general plan. All this project
would accomplish would be a creation of a traffic problem. Once the traffic gets to Washington
Street there would be absolutely no where for it to go. The area has nothing but two lane streets
with draining ditches and several blind turns. There would be a huge safety issue not to mention
unmanageable traffic. When the traffic finds its way to the 91 freeway, polluting the
neighborhoods as the commuters throw trash out of their cars not to mention the air quality, it
will probably make its way to Madison Street. Madison, as you might remember, underwent a
face lift several years ago which brought it down to one lane in either direction. Once you get
through the neighborhood of Casa Blanca you have railroad tracks (another safety issue). I am
sure that the citizens of Casa Blanca are not too interested in the increased traffic 100 to 500
times over. If you are familiar with this neighborhood you will know that there is a lot of
pedestrian traffic (another safety issue). All of this for what? So commuters from another city
can be accommodated?

The area in question is protected by Proposition R and Measure C. These are laws that were
passed by the voters of the city of Riverside. This area is used by the citizens of Riverside for
horseback riding, bicycling, and jogging and not for just the residents of the area. The cost of the
EIR is one thing to think about, but the cost of an almost certain law suit if this is approved is
also something that should be considered. Then there are the construction costs of a bridge, all
of this in an economy where cutbacks of civil employees is imminent.

In short, this is an ill conceived plan. This is a project that the majority of the citizens of
Riverside do not want and it will do nothing to relieve the traffic problems of our city. It will
create a new one.

Thank you,

Charles Weir

cc: Mayor Ron Loveridge, city council members, Riverside City Clerk



March 16, 2011 AR LT 201

Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner:

My husband and | attended the Wednesday, March 9, 2011 meeting pertaining to the
Environmental Impact Report for Crystal View Terrace, Green Orchard Place, and Overlook
Parkway. We find this hard to believe that we have to keep battling this issue over and over
again when it should be taken off of the city plan once and for all.

Most cities have a shining gem they can call their own. New York City has Central Park and San
Francisco has the Golden Gate Park. Riverside has Victoria Avenue and the Green Belt to call
their own. No other city in the nation has what we have. We have more agricultural zoned
land within our city limits than any other city. That makes us unique and different. Every year
our population in Riverside goes up. Why is that? Because we are unique and different from all
the other cities who have become solid cement. 1was born in Riverside in 1949 and have seen
a lot of changes, but | am still very proud to say we didn’t over develop and take away our
beauty and uniqueness over the years. Riverside Chamber of Commerce should be advertising
that uniqueness that the citizens of Riverside have chosen to protect.

Our city council members were voted in to uphold the laws we have in this city and that
includes Prop. R and Measure C. If you open Overlook Parkway and dump 20,000 cars per day
onto Washington Street you are violating Prop. R and Measure C that the citizens of Riverside
voted for. It clearly states in the Prop R initiative to reduce traffic in the green belt. By
opening Overlook Parkway you would be increasing the Green Belt traffic. By the way, where
would 20,000 cars go once they reach Washington Street if you did open Overlook Parkway?
Do they go directly through the Green Belt down Dufferin Avenue or do they go down
Washington to Victoria Avenue which is a protected national landmark? Why on earth would
this city want to destroy one neighborhood in order to ease traffic for another city meaning
Moreno Valley? It would certainly not solve anything for Riverside. Check out how other cities
in California have made a point of protecting their uniqueness and beauty such as Carmel and
Monterey. We have to stop selling our souls for a short term buck. And speaking of bucks,
where are we getting the money to fund this EIR? Where are we getting the money to build a
bridge? We are cutting school teachers every year because the city budget can’t afford them.
Wouldn’t having enough school teachers for our children be more important than building a
bridge? Put it to a vote with our citizens and I think your bridge will lose,

‘Sincerely,
Pati Weir, founding member of Victoria Avenue Forever, 2223 Grace St., Riverside, CA 92504

cc: Mayor, City Council, and Riverside City Clerk



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. | 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@sriversideca.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 8 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

b% 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 | and my neighbors do not see any tube counters out. | 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>
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Cc: Davis, Paul <PDavis@riversideca.gov>; Boyd, Tom <IBoyd@sriversideca.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 = (= (951) 826-5981

DiJenkins@riversideca.gov

b% 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 | have seen no traffic counters anywhere
north of the gates. Can you provide me with the City's detailed plans during the gate closure? | 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
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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, | submitted an e-mail opposing the completion of Overlook
Parkway until al 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, | wish to rescind my comments.

You and | 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. | respectfully request
you to omit my e-mail dated April 19, 2010 from the package you plan to submit as commentsto the EIR. |
plan to wholeheartedly support the completion of Overlook Parkway in the event the construction gates are not
removed once the current EIR is completed. | feel it would be confusing to have conflicting opinions entered into the
EIR record. | 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. | feel they
should spend the money on the project for which it was collected. | also fedl 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. | 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, | 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.

Sincerdly,
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 | 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 gatesis more than inconvenient; closure is harmful and dangerous. Closure impedes emergency vehicle
access and denies alternative escape routes in case of an emergency. | have small children and my wife is expecting
our third child due in May. | 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.

Thusfar, with limited information, | believe the current NOP is lacking and incomplete. | would like to schedule a
time that | can come to the City to review your entire file. Also, | am curious as to what department is processing the
NOP and EIR.

Please advise if thereis 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, | 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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March 17, 2011

City of Riverside

Community Development/Planning

Attn: Mr. Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner
3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522

Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project

I ride horses. It is difficult at best to ride my horse along the Greenbelt
streets as they stand with all the traffic coming along Dufferin (going to
Washington Street and the 91 Freeway) now. If the Overlook Parkway
connection is opened our wonderful Greenbelt, Victoria Avenue, Greenbelt
riding trails will be lost forever.

I thought that Proposition R and Measure C were in place to protect these
assets. The city needs to uphold Prop R and Measure C because that is what
we voted for and what we expect. We want the city council to uphold the
law.

Sincer, Y.

Linda Sapp
2140 St. Lawrence Street
Riverside, CA 92504

Cc: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council
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March 17, 2011

City of Riverside
Community Development/Planning

Attn: Mr. Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner
3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522

Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overiook Parkway Project

I ride horses. It is difficult at best to ride my horse along the Greenbelt
streets as they stand with all the traffic coming along Dufferin (going to
Washington Street and the 91 Freeway) now. If the Overlook Parkway
connection is opened our wonderful Greenbelt, Victoria Avenue, Greenbelt
riding trails will be lost forever.

Sincerely,

Owen McLane
2140 St. Lawrence Street
Riverside, CA 92504

Cc: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council
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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 isregarding 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. Thisis 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

Sincerdly,

Dr. Terrence O’ Neill

2240 Grace Street

Riverside, CA 92504

cc: Paul Davis
cc. Ron Loveridge

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trg/Entered_In_Matrix/oneill_terrance.txt[3/31/2011 2:36:30 PM]



March 17, 2011 RE@EHWE

City of Riverside MAR 22 2011
Community Development/Planning
Mr. Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522
Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project
To whom it may concern:

The Riverside County Board of Supervisors has approved an 11,000 home
development (the Villages at Lakeview) on the 215 Freeway near Nuevo, CA. Ttis
easy to see that the majority of these people will be using any means to drive to
Orange County and Los Angeles. Overlook Parkway, if connected, will become a
major thoroughfare for these commuters. Our beautiful neighborhood will be
destroyed by unimaginable numbers of vehicles traversing our local streets, the noise
and pollution will become unmanageable and create an unhealthful environment.

Our access to the 91 Freeway at Madison Street will be severely impacted because of
the Burlington Northern Santa Fe railroad line on Madison adjacent to the Freeway
entrance. When trains are idling at this intetsection the traffic will probably back up
to the 215 freeway making it a safety issue. These cars will attempt to use local Casa
Blanca streets (full of playing kids and narrow) and will become a gridlock.

Proposition R and Measure C laws need to be upheld to protect our communities.

Yours,

Stuart Weiner
2090 St Lawrence
Riverside, CA 92504

Cc: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council



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**

| am aresident in the vicinity of Overlook Parkway and Crystal View Terrace. For me, this EIR
isimportant in order to remove the construction gates located on Crystal View Terrace and on
Green Orchard Place. Asyou 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 | 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. Perhapsit is not an "environmental” element but it is certainly an important
one-the most important one. Not only the ability of emergency servicesto aide residentsis at
issue but also the ability of residents to have alternate routes available for evacuation purposesis
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 magjority 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. Asfar asthe
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 | have never
seen a kangaroo rat neither before nor after the developments were completed so | 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 gatesin.

Concerning completing Overlook Parkway, | would like the EIR to address whether a scaled-
down Overlook Parkway would be an aternative (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

file://l/serverO4/draft/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/soulia.txt[3/31/2011 3:04:50 PM]



RE CElVE
March 17, 2011 MAR o2 200 [ﬂ)

City of Riverside OFFICE OF THE MayoR
Community Development/Planning

Mr. Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner

3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522

Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project

The Overlook Parkway is planned to cross the Alessandro Arroyo. This is one of
the most beautiful natural wonders of Riverside. It contains a “Blue-Line Stream”.
The riparian habitat must be protected according to State and Federal Law.

Since 2005, when the last study was done for the Riverside General Plan, the
channel has changed and the delineation for the waters of the State, waters of the
U.S. and the wetlands need new delineations.

Our unique and beautiful Arroyos must be protected according to Prop R and
Measure C and the City of Riverside grading ordinance. We ask you to study the
impacts of building a bridge across this arroyo with tens of thousands of cars,
trucks and other vehicles passing over this beautiful arroyo producing pollution
and environmental devestation.

Take this project off the Riverside General Plan
Gratefully,

s

Teri Briscoe
2050 St Lawrence
Riverside, CA 92504 | ()

!

Cc: Mayor and City Council , Riverside City Clerk,



3-17-2011

City of Riverside ECEBIVE
Community Development/Planning I}R
MAR 22 2011

Mr. Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner
3900 Main Street OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
Riverside, CA 92522

Re: Overlook Parkway Project/Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place
Mr. Gonzales:

As a long-time resident of Riverside and the Greenbelt, I object to the
outrageous idea of connecting the Overlook Parkway and/or opening the gates
at Crystal View Terrace just to allow Moreno Valley commuters easier access
to the 91 Freeway.

More and more homes are being planned for Moreno Valley. The whole east
end of Moreno Valley is going to explode with people living on high density
lots. These folks are going to be desperately looking for ways to get to work.
If the Overlook Parkway is opened all these commuters and more (the word
will spread like wildfire) will be driving through our neighborhoods. They
should be using alternative pathways like Van Buren, Cajalco or more
importantly an expanded freeway system.

The people voted for Proposition R and Measure C to protect our
neighborhoods, Victoria Avenue and the Greenbelt from heavy traffic. Abide

by our laws.
Always,

Frank Matlock
2190 St Lawrence
Riverside, CA 92504

Cec: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council



RE@EHWE
MAR 22 201

City of Riverside OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
Community Development/Planning

Mr. Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner
3900 Main Street
Riverside, CA 92522

March 18, 2011

Re: P11-050 Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project
To Mr. Gonzalez,

I live off La Sierra Avenue. My husband and I moved here because the homes were
on nice sized lots, the traffic was almost non-existent and it was quiet.

Several years ago, high density housing was approved near La Sierra Avenue.
Some arrangement was made where the developer was able to put in higher density
housing in an area that was supposed to be mini-ranches.

La Sierra Avenue cannot handle the traffic that is coming out of these massive
subdivisions. It is backed up for blocks at times. I have difficulty exiting onto La
Sierra from my neighborhood. I can only image what the traffic congestion will be
like if Overlook is opened. It will be like a dam breaking and the flood waters will
inundate everything down stream.

Unfortunately, if this project goes through, there will be constant vehicular gridlock
in both directions on our neighborhood streets. Huge numbers of Moreno Valley
commuters travelling back and forth from home to work will severely impact our
quiet and serene neighborhoods.

We citizens put into law Proposition R and Measure C that is supposed to reduce
heavy traffic in the Greenbelt, Victoria Avenue and reduce costly urban sprawl.
Please remove this project from the Riverside General Plan.

Cordially,

Y15 e 2 ,-':m-,’_"{'&(

S LA

Suzanne Russell
17750 Crown Creek Circle
Riverside, CA 92503

cc: Riverside City Clerk, Riverside Mayor and Riverside City Council



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

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/Peters.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:32 PM]



March 18, 2011
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City of Riverside )
Community Development/Planning MAR 22 2011
Mr. Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522
Re: P11-050 Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project
Mr. Gonzalez,

I have lived, worked and raised my family in Riverside since the 1960’s. I have enjoyed driving
through the Greenbeit and Victoria Avenue hundreds of times over the years. Furthermore, my
children and I have ridden our horses along Victoria Avenue and the Greenbelt too many times
for me to remember. However, these memories will always be with them their entire lives.

I'have had many friends and business associates from various countries comment on how
beautiful and unique these landscapes are. They have never seen anything so beautiful before.
One of their comments that repeat over and over is “how thoughtful the city planners have been
in preserving the Greenbelt and Victoria Avenue.” I have to correct them and tell them that it
was the People, not the planners that had the foresi ght to preserve these one-of-a kind landmarks
by necessitating the passage of voter approved laws: Proposition R and Measure C.

You see, Proposition R and Measure C require the city to reduce heavy traffic in the Greenbelt
and Victoria Avenue. If this project proceeds and connects the various segments of the Overlook
Parkway or opens the gate at Crystal View Terrace the floodgates from Moreno Valley will
inundate the neighborhoods of Arlington Heights, Victoria Avenue, Casa Blanca, Whitegates and
Hillerest with unfathomable numbers of vehicles attempting to access the 91 freeway at not just
Madison Street, but also Adams and Arlington streets.

The addition of thousands more vehicles into our neighborhoods because of the opening or
Overlook is unconscious able. Take this project off the Riverside General Plan and don’t break a
law overwhelmingly put into law by the People.

Gratefully,

Brenda Focht
4185 Carney Court
Riverside, CA 92507

Cc: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council



This meeting is being held to give the public and interested parties an opportunity to submit comments
regarding the potential environmental impacts of the proposed project. This information will be used
to develop the scope and content of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project to be
described at this meeting. Please record your comments in the space provided below and submit this
form to City staff at the conclusion of the meeting. You may also submit this form to City staff if you
wish to speak at today’s meeting. Comments can also be submitted to City staff after today’s meeting.
All comments submitted after today’s meeting should be hand-delivered, mailed, or e-mailed directly
to the Planning Division located at 3900 Main Street, Riverside, CA 92522. Comments submitted via e-
mail should be forwarded to Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner, at gponzalez@riversideca.gov. All
comments must be received no later than Wednesday, March 25, 2011 by 5:00 p.m. Thank you.

Comments:

See  otlached

Use back of sheet if additional space is needed M
Name (please print): S y/ yia O/Deil l Signaturezé/m 9

Mailing Address: 2240 6@5! St P}l/ﬂS? der, CA 735?3‘/
E-mail Address: C)/)?/‘/H’ ét""f?/@ ecrin ll N k ne IL




March 18, 2011

Gus Gonzales, Associate Planner:

I have recently become aware of the proposed highway to connect Overlook Parkway.
As a citizen living the Greenbelt I am strongly opposed to this project.

It is my understanding from reading the documents of Proposition R and Measure C that
was passed in 1987, that this highway could not even be considered. What happened to
“Preserve, protect and promote citrus and agriculture uses”, “Reduce traffic
congestion resulting from rapid growth” “Preserve and protect open space and
land”, and Preserve the vitality of older neighborhoods”? Do we just ignore what
prior city officials had the foresight to predict the future and try to save a treasure that
helped make Riverside what it is today?

There are many reasons to reconsider this project. Why do we want to spend what little
money the city has on a project that primarily benefits the Moreno Valley citizens, saving
them a few minutes as they race through our city to get to the 91 freeway. I do believe
there is much better use for these funds that can actually benefit the citizens of Riverside.
Not only will there be a cost of the construction, but there will continue to be a unending
cost of upkeep, trash clean up in one of the most pristine sections of Riverside, and in
increase patrol of policeman in this area.

The Green Belt, Hillcrest and Hawarden Hills residents are not the only citizens that
make use of this area. On a daily basis you will find, joggers, horseback riders, the
Riverside Running Club, and Riverside Cycle Club, cross country teams from Poly,
Ramona, CBU using this area as it is rural, safe and in general quite of cars. There will
my many more accidents and more crime and this will no longer be safe or possible with
an additional 20,0000 cars, most who don’t care about our city. Again the Riverside
citizens will be the ones loosing out.

We elected our local city council members believing that they cared about the city of
Riverside and in preserving those unique qualities that make our city shine from
surrounding cities. Please look to the future and what is really right for our city and do
not sell out or turn your back on our community. I know if you personally ask the citizens
in our community you will get an overwhelming NO on this project.

It is your job to preserve this area and to represent us here in this community. Do not fail
us.

e 0

Sylvia O’Neill
2240 Grace St.
Riverside, CA 92504

cc: Mayor Ron Loveridge, City Council (Ward 4) Paul Davis, City Clerk-Colleen J Nicol



March 18, 2011

City of Riverside RE @ E U M E ‘ID

Community Development/Planning MAR 22 2011
Mr. Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner
3900 Main Street OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

Riverside, CA 92522
Re: P11-050 Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project
Mr. Gonzalez,

I'live and work in the Arlington Heights Greenbelt. I am a horse trainer and make my livelihood
from training people how to ride horses. I also train horses. I have found that the Greenbelt
offers a rich assortment of quite streets and trails upon which I can work-safely. I moved here
because of the quiet and peaceful environment and that Proposition R and Measure C protects
these areas from stifling urban sprawl and heavy traffic use.

If the Overlook Parkway and the Crystal View Terrace gates are opened the effect of thousands
upon thousands of additional vehicles, cars, trucks, big rigs, and motorcycles will absolutely
destroy these wonderful areas. I have already noticed a huge increase in the number of vehicles
traversing Bradley Street down to Dufferin Avenue and then to Adams Street frantically racing
to the 91 Freeway. I have had several close calls with vehicles almost hitting me while on
horseback, or worse they honk their horns and yell obscenities at me while I am peacefully riding
and enjoying the day.

Please take the Overlook Parkway and the Crystal View Terrace project off the general plan
because it will destroy my work environment and an incredibly beautiful aspect of Riverside.

Please uphold the laws that are written in Proposition R and Measure C by protecting it from
heavy traffic and keeping our open spaces free from urban sprawl.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Bush
2180 Gratton St
Riverside, CA 92504

Cc: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council



March 18, 2011

City of Riverside

Community Development/Planning
Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner
3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522

Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project
Dear Mr. Gonzales:

| currently live in the Arlington Heights Greenbelt at 2489 Madison street, 92504 and farm
avocados with my wife. We have been farming avocados since 1979. We are also avid hikers
and equestrians. It is getting more difficult to ride on the sides of Greenbelt streets due to the
increased traffic caused by folks attempting to get the 91 Freeway and the other direction:back
up to Washington street and driving points East. These drivers are at times extremely dangerous
in practicing their driving skills (lack therof), besides being at times rude and inconsiderate. Most
don't live here and therefore don’t care. The locals are considerate and cautious because they
appreciate the Greenbelt. We recognize the local drivers and are always waving to them and
they back to us.

My family roots go back 4 generations in Riverside and | am immensely proud of my ancestors’
many civic accomplishments over the last two centuries. | received my education from the
Riverside Unified School District, German and Swiss schools, RCC, and the University of
California Riverside, among others. | have travelled the world extensively and have been to
every continent except Antarctica. The reason | am stating these facts are several: 1-1 have seen
what the world has to offer and always return to Riverside because | am proud to be a
Riversider. | am glad to have inherited the vision and courage of my Riverside ancestors in
helping with the preservation of precious, rare and incredibly beautiful public assets, 2-My family
has invested generations of effort in these preservations and | will not be the last one to do so .
These public assets to which | am referring are in this case specifically Victoria Avenue and the
Arlington Heights Greenbelt.

The concept of creating a city circulation plan that fully recognizes the mass movement of
vehicles from an outlying area (Moreno Valley) to the 91 Freeway through the Greenbelt and
Victoria Avenue is naive and inconsiderate of the people who pay their salaries. | am insulted
that someone will dictate to me that it is important that these folks have a right to get to wherever
they want to go while destroying something that is precious and irretrievably damaged by
allowing them to use my neighborhood streets as high speed thoroughfares. How dare you allow
such a thoughtless atrocity? Let these commuters use the freeways, not our rural community
streets and avenues. How dare them. Expand the freeways to accommodate the additional
growth, not destroy our hard fought privacy and peaceful solitude that many have worked so
hard to preserve, not just for this generation but many future generations to come.



Look at what you are trying to do. Think about the consequences not in just traffic studies nor
ecological ramifications or other containers of legal distraction, but in the “human costs”
associated with these indifferent “traffic flow” concepts. The downstream roads cannot handle
the traffic loads. Road modifications will exacerbate the problem. The intersections at cross-
streets like Victoria and Washington will be backed up for miles and cause severe safety issues
for police, fire and ambulance. The same goes for the BNSF railway crossing and the
intersections at Adams, Madison, and Mary streets where they intersect Indiana avenue. The 91
freeway will not function at Madison street and Adams street because the on and off ramps will
also be backed up. | live near these intersections and these frightening visualizations are
happening now. Think about how you will destroy and kill a remarkable vibrant Victoria Avenue
and wreck the peaceful community of the Greenbelt. | sense that you do not care, apathy is
insidious. This is where this conversation of destroying our neighborhoods needs to stop.
Permanently!

These areas, Victoria Avenue and the Arlington Heights Greenbelt are protected by law from the
intrusion of “heavy traffic’. What gives our government the right to disrespect these laws voted
into being by “the People”? This concept is a fundamental basis for our democratic method of
government. You take these rights away and you are left with tyranny. We best not go that latter
direction. Even if you were to create grade crossings or improve freeway on and off ramps, there
would still be gridlock on our streets. Our first responders would never get through to
emergencies.

The Overlook Parkway connection must not happen. The opening of the gates at Crystal View
Terrace must not be opened. If you do recommend to proceed with the completion of the bridge
across the Alessandro Arroyo and the opening of the Gates at Crystal View Terrace and allow
the multitudes of polluting, noisy, trucks, cars and other vehicles into our protected
neighborhoods and avenues then you will be responsible for two very serious consequences: 1)
breaking a long established law (Proposition R and Measure C) and, 2) lawsuits as a result of
arrogantly defying the law, and the possible political reprisals of a tenacious grass roots
organization the likes of which has not been seen since the 1960s.

| implore you to think of the very long term and take a right and courageous stand by removing
the absurd concept of connecting the Overlook Parkway or opening the gates at Crystal View
Terrace from the Riverside General Plan. And do it permanently and soon. Instead focus on
improving and expanding the local freeway systems. Stop spending our tax dollars on frivolous
endeavors under the guise of poor forethought and edacious wasteful actions.

Sincerely,
U L2010 G i
Kurt Gunther Maria Gunther

Cc: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council
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_ o MAR 22 2011
City of Riverside
Community Development/Planning OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner
3900 Main Street
Riverside, CA 92522

Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project
Dear Mr. Gonzales:

| am deeply concerned that traffic generated by the completion of the Overlook Parkway
or the opening of the gates at Crystal View Terrace

will severely impact my access to Dufferin Avenue. My husband and | bought property
in the Riverside Greenbelt with the understanding that Proposition R and Measure C
protected it from heavy traffic and allowed us to have horses on our property.

Right now the increased traffic from Bradley Street (cut through from Washington) is
overwhelming. | can not imagine what the traffic would be like once the hordes of
commuters drive from Moreno Valley to Orange County through our neighborhood.

These commuters should be using the 91/215/60 interchange to get to their work
destinations. Providing a shortcut (via Overlook Parkway) to the 91 Freeway destroys
our Greenbelt neighborhoods, Whitegates, Casa Blanca, Hillcrest, and Arlington
Heights.

The Overlook Parkway must be taken off the general plan. An alternative is to add an
additional lane to the 91 freeway.

Sincerely,

Allison Reynolds
2250 St Lawrence
Riverside, CA 92504

Cc: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council
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RIVERSIDE CITY
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City of Riverside

Community Development/Planning
Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner
3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522

Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project

The connection of the Overlook Parkway will drastically reduce our property values in Hill
Crest, Hawarden Hills and Whitegates which will also reduce your property tax income for
the City. Our lifestyle that we have worked so hard to obtain will be for naught if this
project goes through. I anticipate increased crime, gang activity, noise and destruction of
our semi-rural lifestyle. Currently the speed of traffic is 35mph if this goes through we will
see speeds up to S0 mph which will greatly increase the danger of pedestrian crossing and
entering the street via motor vehicle.

We don’t need Moreno Valley traffic destroying our neighborhoods cutting through to the
91 freeway. It is easy to imagine the increase traffic on Washington Ave. will destroy what
we have preserved for many years, and the traffic will back up because of stopped trains on
the BNSF line.

Sincerely,

yp

Sieven, Cathy Kienle
7070 Wyndham Hill Dr.
Riverside, Ca 90506



From: Butcher, Andy [andy.butcher@Iluxfer.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

| am writing to you concerning the EIR in Crystal Ridge. Currently | 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 TaiKkwanDo.

Today | 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. | hope the study
will be concluded soon and the gates re-opened.

In the longer term, | would ask that the gates are finally removed, following the survey. | 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. | have seen the previous studies which showed that
Crystal Ridge and Green Orchard are being used by local residents, and | urge that this important access be retained.

Yours

Andy

Andy Butcher

7545 Kingdom Dr
Riverside CA 92506

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrs/Entered_In_Matrix/Butcher.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:36 PM]
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March 19, 2011 RE@EDME

City of Riverside “
Community Development/Planning MAR 22 201

Gus Gon?alez, Associate Planner OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
3900 Main Street
Riverside, CA 92522

Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project

I am absolutely dead set against connecting the Overlook Parkway
across the Alessandro Arroyo. If the road is connected then there will
be thousands and thousands of vehicles, trucks, loud motorcycles
barreling though the Greenbelt. The Greenbelt is an agricultural area
and should not have tremendous numbers of vehicles impacting our
lifestyle.

I am especially concerned because I ride horses here and have so for
many decades. I purchased my home in order to have my animals close
to me on my property. I can see what will happen if this road is
connected because it is happening already on Bradley-Jefferson-
Dufferin-Adams streets. Huge numbers of cars and equipment, including
big-rig trucks destroy our rural lifestyle. Many times my horse has
spooked because of people unnecessarily honking their horns and
issuing cat-calls. They also drive too fast.

Please do not allow this travesty to occur. The city has done a poor
job of protecting the Greenbelt from heavy traffic. Prop R and
Measure C need to be enforced. The city needs to be more diligent in
protecting our Greenbelt neighborhoods.

} /
f /'(
f / / ]

Karren Davidson .rql ;
Y

Sincerely,

2121 St. Lawrence Bk
Riverside, CA 92504/

Cc: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council
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3900 Main Street PLANNING brviern PEPT
Riverside, CA. 92522
March 20, 2011 RE: OBJECTION TO BRIDGE ON
OVERLOOK PARKWAY

To Whom It May Concern:

My husband and I purchased a lot, and built our home on Woodvale Lane in 1984. We
searched many areas, and looked at numerous homes before deciding that this was the
area in which we wanted to live. It offered the best of two worlds: a rural one with horse
properties, citrus groves, hills, and beautiful Victoria Avenue, and easy access to
downtown Riverside. I moved my horse from a boarding facility in Redlands (a forty
minute commute on a good day) to Casa Rosa Farm, located at Washington and Kitchner,
Jjust minutes from our home.

Because Prop R and Measure C, both voter mandated, were in place, we felt that this area
would be protected from the uncontrolled growth we have witnessed in surrounding
communities such as Moreno Valley. Sadly, we were mistaken. The once magnificent
hills, in which we walked our dogs, have disappeared, and what should have been
protected by existing laws, has been gradually and systematically eroded by the very
people charged with protecting it.

In my quest to have you reconsider your plan to build a bridge across the arroyo at the
end of Overlook Parkway, I would like to refer you to one of your own documents:
“Historic Preservation Element of the City of Riverside General Plan.” This document
states that: “Historic preservation plays a vital role in maintaining Riverside’s character
and identity. The purpose of this preservation element is to provide guidance in
developing and implementing activities that ensure that the identification, designation
and protection of cultural resources are part of the City’s community planning,
development and permitting processes.” This document was adopted and incorporated
into the city’s General Plan February 18, 2003.

In 1994, according to this document, the city’s new General Plan was adopted and
incorporated a “Community Enhancement Element,” which included ...”Historic
Preservation goals and policies. This component is unique because it integrates, in one
goal, the City’s objectives of conserving the urban historic citrus-based cultural
landscape, preserving the historic and architecturally significant structures and
neighborhoods, and supporting and enhancing its arts and cultural institutions. The plan



further recognized historic preservation as a land use planning activity, tourist attraction
and economic development tool.”

In 2000, funds were allocated to complete an “intensive level survey of the Eastside and
Casa Blanca neighborhoods.” These areas encompass some of Riverside’s most
ethnically and culturally diverse neighborhoods.”

Further quoting from this document, “ As of 2002, the City of Riverside recorded 108
City Landmarks, over 1,000 Structures of Merit, nine Historic Districts, three
Neighborhood Conservation Areas, and twenty National Register of Historic Places
properties.” “The historic preservation element has been created specifically to
complement the present and future goals of land use planning for the City of Riverside.”

The National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) established the National Register of
Historic Places program, which provided a review process for “protecting cultural
resources.” Section 106 of the Act provided a “review procedure to protect historic and
archeological resources that are listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of
Historic Places from impacts of projects by a federal agency or projects funded or
permitted by a federal agency.” The California Environmental Quality Act, enacted in
1971, requires agencies, both state and local, to consider the impact of projects, not only
on the environment, but on historic resources and archeological sites as well.

The Cultural Resources Ordinance (Title 20, Chapters 20.05 through 20.45 of the
Riverside Municipal Code) is: “the primary body of local historic preservation laws.” It
established the...”authority for preservation, the composition and administrative
requirements of the Cultural Heritage Board, criteria for evaluating projects affecting
cultural resources, and procedures for protecting and designating significant cultural
resources.”

To further quote from this document, a Cultural Heritage Landmark is: “ A cultural
resource of the highest order of importance.” Here, it is imperative to note that Victoria
Avenue has been designated a City of Riverside Cultural Heritage Landmark, and was
added to the National Register of Historic Places October 26, 2000, reference number
00001267.

There is no question that the planned bridge, connecting the two Overlook Parkways,
would inextricably change this area, destroying not only this neighborhood along with its
unique character and identity, but the historic Victoria Avenue and the Casa Blanca
neighborhood as well. The recent beautification of Madison Street and construction of a
new library, replete with its new technology, would represent projects giving false hope
to this underserved ethnic area.

As residents of this neighborhood, there is no question that we would be impacted not
only by the increased traffic, but by noise and air pollution as well. We pay among the
highest property taxes in the city, can expect a decrease in property values, without a



decrease in taxes, and all of this to accommodate residents of a city built without an
intelligent growth plan, or revenue to pay for this structure, and its financial support.

I urge you to read your own plan documents, abide by your commitment to preservation,
and the voters’ wishes to limit growth and preserve this community’s character and
identity. I offer, as an alternative, your own plans for a Cajalco Expressway, connecting
the 215 and the 91 freeways. This offers a direct connection of these highways with the
least impact on identified historic areas.

Respectively submitted for your consideration,

@Z@e ) 7‘00%

Charis Pond
1480 Woodvale Lane
Riverside, CA. 92506

horseyone(@earthlink.net
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March 20, 2011 E@EUVE@

City of Riverside MAR 22 2011
Community Development/Planning

Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522
Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project

I have lived in this area for over ten years. The area is great, however in the last year I have noticed
significant increase in traffic when the Gates at Crystal View Terrace are open. These cars speed down
the hill (and also uphill) using our neighborhood as a cut-thru to the 91 Freeway on Madison Street.
Sometimes when I walk down to Overlook and Washington St, I take a break and see where the cars
go. Almost all the cars turn right onto Washington and make an immediate dangerous left turn on
Dufferin, which is in the Arlington Heights Greenbelt. It seems like these cars are going at least 60
miles an hour racing down our normally quiet neighborhood streets. Pretty scary. I thought these
areas are to be protected from heavy traffic.

We virtually have a crime-free neighborhood and opening the gates or putting the bridge in will allow
easy access for the criminal types from outlying areas.

I don’t want the Overlook Patkway connected because it will destroy my neighborhood. Please,
please, get it off the City’s general plan, now!

Sincerely, '
Mollie Richards

7178 Orozco Dr.
Riverside, CA. 92506

Cc: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council



ECEIVE

City of Riverside
Community Development Department 572
Planning Division

RIVERSIDE CITY
. COMMUNITY DE
3900 Main Street VELOPMENT DEPT.

PLANNING DIVISION
Riverside, CA. 92522
March 20, 2001

RE: OBJECTION TO BRIDGE CONSTRUCTION ON OVERLOOK PARKWAY

To Whom It May Concern:

We are 100% against the construction of a bridge across the Alessandro Arroyo to
connect the two sections of Overlook Parkway. The amount of traffic generated by the
completion of Overlook Parkway and the opening of gates at Crystal View Terrace would
destroy our neighborhoods. We moved here because of the semi-rural atmosphere and
the proximity to neighborhoods in the Prop R zoned areas.

To allow the tens of thousands of daily vehicles through our neighborhoods, Victoria
Avenue and the Greenbelt, would adversely affect our lifestyle because of the
dramatically increased traffic congestion, noise, pollution, crime and stress.

Also, the intersection of Madison Street and the 91 Freeway cannot handle the projected
numbers of vehicles as a result of this roadway being connected. It is easy to visualize,
from a local neighborhood perspective, the ludicrous thinking of allowing hordes of
vehicles to back up for miles onto Madison street, Victoria Avenue, Washington street,
Overlook Parkway and many other side streets in the Arlington Heights Greenbelt
attempting to weave their way home to Moreno Valley or vice versa to work.

The Citizens of Riverside voted into law Proposition R and Measure C, specifically to
keep this nightmarish scenario from occurring. Please don’t allow this connection to
occur and ruin these beautiful neighborhoods we live and work in.

Rclc %ﬁ ted,

Daniel Sbur
7846 Silver Hills 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. | 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, | have experienced first-hand the traffic issues of my neighborhood. As a
City Planner, | 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.

| 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. Asummary 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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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.

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.

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.

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.

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.

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.

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

2
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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. Inthe 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, | 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, | would
suggest Overlook Parkway retain its current name and be terminated with where it meets the
arroyo.

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 | have

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

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

solutions to the Overlook Parkway problem. | 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



A SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC ISSUES AND CONCERNS
Mary/Hawarden Property Owners Group

1996
EARLY TRAFFIC PLANNING

In the original traffic planning for this area, three boulevards were planned to handle all area
travel needs. Overlook Parkway was planned to handle the traffic flows east and west,
Washington Street was chosen to handle traffic flows south toward the County, and Mary Street
was chosen to handle the traffic flows north into town. Mary Street was chosen over
Washington Street for northerly travel because it extends conveniently into Magnolia Center and
Downtown via Brockton Avenue. It was, and is, a preferred travel route, because it offers more
travel options. To create a linkage from Washington Street to Mary Street, Mary Street was
proposed to be extended from its terminus at the Gage Canal to smoothly link up with
Washington Street. [t was also planned to be upgraded to a four lane boulevard. Washington
Street, north of this linkage, was proposed to become a minor two lane street. (See below.)
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Bill Wilkman
Text Box
1996


THE DELETION OF MARY STREET

In 1976, due to a desire to keep Mary Street south of Victoria Avenue "rural", the City Council
downgraded it to a local street and deleted its extension south of the Gage Canal to Overlook
Parkway. The Council did this despite the staff’s study showing the need for the Mary arterial.

At that time, there was very little development south of the Gage Canal, and no roadway
connections other than Washington Street, so the decision to delete the Mary Street had very
little impact for quite a number of years. To address potential traffic issues that might result
from its decision, the Council promised it would take all necessary steps to make Washington
the north-south traffic carrier for this area.
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THE EXTENSION OF OROZCO DRIVE

It was with the building boom of the 1980's, that the consequences of deleting the Mary Street
extension were first felt. New homes were built south of Overlook Parkway and a new
subdivision north of Overlook Parkway proposed to extend Gainsborough Drive to Overlook via
a new street called Orozco Drive. Those of us living in the Hawarden/Gainsborough area saw
the potential for shortcut traffic problems and we urged the City not to make this connection.
But the City made the connection anyway. In doing this, however, the Council did acknowledge
the possibility of future traffic problems and, accordingly, the City Council promised that if
shortcut traffic ever became a problem, the City would close Orozco at Overlook. To permit
this, the Council promised to leave enough right-of-way at the intersection (o allow the closure.
(See attached)

Once the Orozco connection to Overlook Parkway was complete, the traffic problems we
predicted began to happen as residents south of Overlook seized the opportunity to use Orozco
as a shortcut to Mary Street. Consequently, in 1989, the residents of this area filed a street
vacation case to close Orozco at Overlook. Unfortunately, the staff did not feel the traffic flows
at that time were sufficient to warrant a closure. More importantly, however, the legal process
for street closures was not as clear as it is today, and the requested closure was not granted.
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THE EXTENSION OF WEST HAWARDEN DRIVE

The next connection of Mary Street to Overlook Parkway occurred via Hawarden Drive west of
Mary Street. A tract map, approved in 1990, extended Hawarden Drive south to intersect with
Overlook Parkway in alignment with Muirfield Road. This local street, which follows, very
closely, what would have been the route taken by the Mary Street arterial extension, has become
the most convenient shortcut for most of the residences south of Overlook Parkway and many
drivers have switched from the Orozco route to this west Hawarden route. Faced with thousands
of shortcut drivers every day, the residents of this small neighborhood protested to the City in
1993. The City responded by authorizing signs prohibiting through traffic. The intent was to
divert this shortcut traffic over to Washington Street, the official north/south traffic arterial for
the area. What happened instead was the traffic moved over to the Orozco Gainsborough route,
resulting in a protest from the residents of that area. As a consequence, the City ordered the
immediate removal of the signs and directed the Public Works Department to study traffic flows
in the area and report back to the City Council. The resulting traffic study found that 90% of the
traffic using Orozco, Gainsborough, Hawarden and Mary is shortcut traffic. In other words, it is
traffic originating out side of our neighborhood that is using our local streets merely as a
convenient way to avoid Washington Street. Flows on west Hawarden were found to be
particularly excessive at over 2500 vehicles per day.

One lesson that is clear from all this is that the west Hawarden link and the east
Hawarden Gainsborough Orozco link are interrelated. Traffic cannot be tuken off of one with
diverting it to the other.
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FUTURE TRAFFIC FLOWS

So far. all of the recent studies done by the City have been of existing traffic flows. These
studies show west Hawarden Drive is heavily impacted by shortcut traffic. We believe study of
future traffic flows would likely show all streets in this area impacted with shortcut volumes.
The area, east of Orozco and Overlook, is just beginning to develop. Golden Star Avenue will
eventually extend through to Bradley and the County. Overlook Parkway will eventually extend
through to Alesssandro Boulevard. As these street connections are made, and as more homes are
built, we believe traffic flows will increase. Unless traffic is diverted, Washington Street will
continue to be bypassed as a less than convenient travel path and the Hawarden/Orozco/Mary
routes will continue to be chosen as a shortcut.

If Mary Street had been developed as an arterial and extended to Overlook Parkway, it would
have handled all these flows. This was not done, and it cannot be brought back at this late stage.
But, it is also not appropriate to expect local residential streets to take the brunt of traffic that
should have been accommodated by the Mary Street arterial. When the City removed Mary
Street from the General Plan, it committed itself to making Washington Street the north/south
traffic carrier for this area. Now is the time to put this commitment into effect by diverting .
traffic off of our local streets to Washington Street where it belongs.
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WIHY OUR STREETS ARE NOT SUITED TO THROUGH TRAFFIC

There are many reasons why our neighborhood streets are not suited to through traffic. In these
pages we have assembled, street section by street section, a summary of the reasons, along with
an explanation of our concerns and our requests to the City.

MARY STREET

Mary Street is supposed to be a local neighborhood street. That’s what the City said when it
downgraded it from a planned four lane boulevard to a two lane local street in 1976. Yet, on an
average day, over 3800 cars a day travel to Mary Street street above the Gage Canal. Why does
this street receive this amount of traffic? Because it’s the most convenient shortcut toward
schools, shopping, jobs and freeways, for an increasing volume of houses south of the Gage
Canal. In 1976, those of us who lived on Mary Street were promised our street would be
preserved as a local traffic carrier. But, when the City later connected Mary Street to Overlook
Parkway via Hawarden Drive, it, inadvertently created a “de facto” Mary Street extension. The
Hawarden/ Mary connection is an irresistible shortcut.. But, Mary Street is not an boulevard, and
it is not appropriate to ask the residents of Mary Street to bear the brunt of traffic resulting from
the errors of the past. The residents of Mary Streel are not asking for any special favors. We are
simply asking that the City follow though on its promise to make Washington Street the north-
south traffic carrier for this area, and preserve Mary Street as a local neighborhood street..

Afternoon commuter traffic on Mary Street.
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HAWARDEN WEST OF MARY
Over 2500 cars a day have been counted traveling through this neighborhood. Quite a
traffic volume for a short section of street serving less than 40 houses! Drivers from
other nearby neighborhoods use this street because it follows nearly the same alignment
the Mary Street arterial would have made if it had been built. Essentially, residents south
of Overlook Parkway are using it as a substitute for the Mary Street arterial connection
previously planned to extend through this area.
There are several reasons this street is not suited for high traffic volumes:

= Itisa two lane, local street that is only designed for neighborhood traffic.

= Pedestrians have to walk in the street because there are no sidewalks.

= [tis a twisty section of street with two 90-degree turns.

=  Along the Gage Canal, it is narrow, lacks streetlights, and is curbed only on one
side.

Cars line up at the three way stop at Mary and west Hawarden



HAWARDEN EAST OF MARY

This is a narrow, twisty section of street that spans the short distance between Mary
Street and Gainsborough Drive. It is a historic roadway that the City purposefully left
narrow to preserve its 100-year-old date palms and its original historic character. Traffic
volumes on this section of street have grown over the years as more development has
occurred along Overlook Parkway. There is a delicate balance between this east reach of
Hawarden Drive and the west reach of Hawarden Drive. Any alteration to one section
will divert traffic flows to the other section. The speed humps on the west Hawarden
reach appear to have caused just such an increase in east Hawarden traffic flows and
speeds.

Here are a number of reasons this section of Hawarden Drive is not suited to through
traffic:

= TIts width is only 24 feet, barely enough for two cars to pass each other.
= It has many twists and turns around which it is impossible to see oncoming traffic.

=  Sight clearance from intersecting streets and driveways is very limited.

The above photo illustrates east Hawarden’s narrowness and limited sight clearances.




GAINSBOROUGH and OROZCO DRIVES

Shorteut traffic using the east link to travel between Overlook Parkway and Mary Street must
use Gainsborough and Orozco Drives. Gainsborough is a steep, narrow section of street with no
sidewalks. Orozco Drive is wider and fully improved, but it contains a very sharp curve that can
be a problem when traveled at too high a speed. Gainsborough and Orozco Drives are absolutely
unsuited for any but the most limited of traffic volumes. For the same reasons as apply to east
Hawarden, only the staff’s recommended alternative of full closures on both streets would solve
this area’s traffic concerns.

Here are a number of reasons why this route is poorly suited for through traffic:

u Gainsborough meets Orozco at a sharp curve which is unsuited to high tratfic volumes.

m The stop sign that was placed at Gainsborough and Westminster to slow traffic down is
totally ineffectual, as it is routinely ignored by most drivers.

m Gainsborough is one of steepest streets in City. Cars have to labor to go up it and must

constantly brake on the decent.

Pedestrians must walk in the street, as Gainsborough has no sidewalks on both sides..
a Traffic turning from Gainsborough to Hawarden must make a sharp turn. Many cars

ignore the stop sign at this intersection, and cars traveling too fast downhill have been

known to jump the curb and collide with the palms that line Hawarden Drive.

- 7L ’ -

Gainsborough is very steep and lacks sidewalks. At the bottom, is a sharp left turn.

9




PUBLIC SAFETY CONCERNS

Our streets are narrow, twisty, byways. They are scenic and unique, and we love them, but they
are not suitable as through traffic carriers. Sections of them aren’t even developed to full local
street standards. Sidewalks are missing in many areas as are street lights. On streets like these,
accidents are inevitable, even when the volumes are low. The room for mistakes is very limited
and when mistakes are made, cars are crumpled and trees are scarred. At low traffic volumes,
this is only an occasional problem and it is part of what we accept by choosing to live on these
narrow, scenic byways. When traffic is allowed to increase above local flows, however, a public
safety issue arises, that goes beyond the problem of an occasional errant driver. On the
following pages are photographs of a few of the accidents that have occurred in the recent past.
We are concerned that if traffic volumes are allowed to increase, scenes like these will become
too familiar,

Evidence of where a car left the roadway the night before.




Here are a couple of typical accidents. Drivers often “blow” the stop sign at Hawarden
and Gainsborough. The palm trees stop some of cars; others just continue across the
grass parkway. Police reports are usually not recorded for most Hawarden accidents
because drivers usually flee the scene immediately after the accident.



A car clips a truck at Oleander Drive

. flipping it.



CITY OF RIVERSIDE

CITY COUNCIL MEMORANDUM

m

HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL ’ DATE: May 14, 1985
AGENDA ITEM: 31
SUBJECT: TRACT 9006-1 CIRCULATION

The City has received the attached petition from residents 1iving in the
Gainsborough/Westminster area addressing their concerns about possible future
traffic problems in their area. As indicated in the petition, the City may
have an opportunity in the future to modify this access, as a result of either
a resubmittal of Tract 9006-1 or a time extension request for improvement
installation on that tract.

Staff has reviewed this request, and while we recognize the neighborhood's
concerns, we do not believe these concerns will come to fruition. The
neighborhood's concerns center around the possibility that traffic on Overlook
Parkway will utilize their neighborhood as a shortcut through to VYictoria
Avenue. It is my opinion that no significant amount of such traffic detouring
will take place, but rather, the residents in the upper reaches of the
Gainsborough/Westminster area will utilize Overlook Parkway rather than using
the internal rather circuitous circulation system. The relationship between
this tract and the surrounding neighborhood fis indicated on attached
Exhibit A.

After reviewing this matter, it is staff's opinion that rather than taking
some immediate steps to preclude traffic from entering the area from Overlook
Parkway at this time, it would be more advantageous for all parties involved
to commit to modifying this access point in the future if traffic problems
come to exist. This modification could then be accomplished in such a way as
to preclude thru traffic, but allow emergency access such as was done recently
at Osborne and Jurupa Avenue. At such time as the City has an opportunity to
modify conditions on Tract 9006-1, the City will require any additional
right-of-way necessary to provide for the possible future closure of the
access roadway to Overlook Parkway. In this manner, the City, as well as the
residents, would keep their options open for the longest period of time to
ensure that any modification undertaken adequately addressed the problem that
exists at the time.

RECOMMENDATION

That the City Council indicate its intention to take steps in the future to
correct any Gainsborough/Westminster circulation problems that result from the
creation of an opening onto Overlook Parkway.



PREPARED BY: Approved by,

e 2, Y (etak
Rabert C. Wales Doliglas G. Weiford

Assistant City Manager - City Manager
Development

RCW/3654M/c
cc: City Attorney

City Clerk
Planning v



Overlook Parkway EIR Scope Comments, Wilkman, 3-20-2011

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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WASHINGTO!MN STREET TRAFFIC STUDY

. 0n March 3, 1976 the Parking and Traffic Commission requested
the Tratffic Engineering Division to conduct a comprehensive evalua-
tion of proposed routes for Washington Street between the community
of Loodcrest and the Route 91 Freeway. The staff was specifically
requestecd to evaluate the traffic impact caused by proposed routes
joining wWashington Street 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
attention 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 widening.

Data for the study were collected from a variety of sources.
The Riverside County Planning Department was consulted for land
use data ia the Woodcrest area. Steven Kohler, Tony Carstens and
Mark Balvs, 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
Roacd Department. Jim Balcom, of the California Department of
Transportation (CalTrans), provided data regarding ramp metering
alony 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 AREXA

Centered on the Washington Street crossing of the southerly
city limit, the study area is generally bounded by Arlington Avenue,
Madison Street, Mary Street and the southerly city limit. 1In
addition to this core area, effects related to external areas
such as woodcrest, Magnolia Center and the Downtown together with
the connecting street system were also considered in the analysis.

DATA COLLIECTION

Ii: 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




EXISTING DAILY TRAFFIC VOLUMES
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to the critical intersections within the Washington Street area,
manual turning movement counts at the am and pm peak hours at
the same intersections and a comprehensive inventory of street
conditions, including pavement width and geometrics.

marlv in the study, it became evident that the travel desires
of the motorists using Washington Street would have to be known
co properly evaluate the transportation alternatives. For this
reason an origin and destination study was conducted on Washington
Street, thursday, April 29, 1976. During the hours of 7:30 to
¢:00 am and 4:00 to 5:30 pm, northbound motorists were interviewed
on wWashington Street, just south of the Victoria intersection.
The drivers were questioned to determine the place where their
trip begyan and their intended destination. The motorists were
also reqguested to turn on their headlights for 15 minutes after
the interview. License plate numbers were also recorded by the
interviewcr. At strategic locations away from the interview area,
traffic !ivision personnel were stationed to record the movements
off vehicles from the interview station. These vehicles were easily
ideantifie« bhecause of the headlights. As an extra check, license
plate numbers of vehicles coming through these secondary stations
were also recorded. The reduction of these data, showed not only
the origin and destination of the peak hour trips taken by vehicles
using Washington Street, but, it also showed the route used to
rcach their destinations.

BXISTI NG JIONDITIONS

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

Lashiagton Street, southerly of Victoria Avenue, is one of two
major strect connections serving the County's Woodcrest area and the
interveninyg City area, including what is commonly referred to as the
“hitegates area. Current traffic on Washington Street just southerly
of Victoria Avenue is about 4,500 vehicles per day (See figure 1).
"ne arca scrved by Washington Street, althouyh still relatively
sparsely <eveloped, has experienced considerable growth in recent
vears. aned on population growth factors supplied by both the
County andc City Planning Departments, Caltrans has tentatively
projectec traffic to increase on Washington Street to approximately
11,600 vehicles per day by 1990.

Washington Street extends from south of Van Buren Boulevard,
northward Lo Victoria Avenue to the Riverside Freeway, where it
deadeiris. washington Street is of varing width, although typically
it ranges from 2C tc 25 feet wide, with its narrowest portion at




its crossing of the Gage Canal. It has graded dirt shoulders )
through much of its length and is bordered by trees and a drainage
channecl.

Mary Street extends north from Hawarden across Victoria, to
Indiana /venue wherce its name changes to Brockton. North of Arlington
Zivenue, as Brockton, it angles to the east and extends into downtown.
South of Victoria, it has a pavement width of approximately 32 feet.
The improved sections predominately north of Lincoln, have a 64 foot
pavement width striped for two lanes of traffic in each direction.

Macd i:0n Street extends northward from Dufferin across Victoria
ancd the Niverside Freeway to its terminus at Arlington Avenue.
T'rom Victoria to Arlington it has a pavement width of 64 feet and
is generally striped for two lanes in each direction, with widening
a2t kev intersections for turning movements. South of Victoria,
it aarrows to approximately 20 feet wide, as it winds through
Jrangz groves.,

Victoria Avenue extends in a northeasterly direction from
sillmore treet, generally parallel to the Riverside Freeway to
Horace Skreet, where it angles nearly cdue north to Central. From
there, it again heads in a northeasterly direction, to its terminus
at Uaiversity. Regarded as one of the City's landmarks, Victoria
wenue iz cdotteda on both sides and throughout its wide median with

palms. ‘The median is also planted extensively with rose bushes
and other floweriany shrubs and trees. These plantings, along with
the cilr = grove surrounding, make Victoria Avenue a pleasant
drivinyg ciperience for most motorists. Within the study environs,

victoria ..venue has a single 18 to 24 foot lane in each direction,
separatec by a 38 foot median. On its north side there is a Class I
i2icvele wath and on the south side an Egquestrian trail is planned.

CIRCULETIO | PLALRT

The City's Circulation and Transportation Element of the
Ceneral Plan indicates Madison Street to be extended from its
curreant terminus at Dufferin Avenue to Washington Street and
continuine easterly to Alessandro Boulevard. Washington Street
is showi o end as a major arterial at Madison Street and to be
realivned to connect to Mary Street. The configuration described
iz shown on Figure 2. However, the population growth on which
cne Genersal Plan was based, was much greater than what is now
cxpocted by 1996. The extension of Madison Street beyond Washington
Strect tc hlessandro Boulevard before 1996 would be predicated on

consice.alrle development taking place between Washington and
flessandro. Since such development is not imminent within the
acar fituare, any construction of Madison Street Extension would

e premature.




The current traffic on Washington Street (4,500 ADT) can be
acequately handled with & two lane street. The capacity of a
two-lane screet being about 9,000 ADT. However, based on Caltran's
projections, a four-lane facility will be needed to carry the
expected lLraffic some time before 1990.

ORIGIN Ar) DESTINATION SURVEY RESULTS

The results of our origin-destination study are shown on
I'igures 3 through 6. As can be seen in Figure 3, approximately
€0 percent of the morning outbound traffic had a destination
northecast 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 the afternoon peak hour are similar although
slightly less in dimension.

/)(// 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
vrange County demand can be expected; however, much of it will
use Van Buren Boulevard as its route to the Freeway. In addition,
1ncreasing activity in the downtown and Magnolia Center would
partially offset any potential shift to the west.

TRAFI'IC PROJECTIONS AND ROAD USE ASSIGNMENTS

Tratfic projections and road use assignments were made using
porticas ol a preliminary iteration of an assignment model being
developed by Caltrans for the city, as well as, current volumes,
and Riverside 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 '.ashington corridor volume was taken from the Caltrans
mocel and then redistributed for each alternate described below
based on carrent preferences and destinations as shown by the 0O and
D studyv. ror the Mary and Madison alternate, Caltrans diversion
curves were used to divide Washington Street traffic desiring to
o northeest on the freeway between Mary and Madison. Some additional
redistribution will take place since in some cases all the vehicles
shown will not be able to get through the Arlington - Indiana -
Freewayv intersection and Madison - Indiana - Freeway intersections
suring peait times.
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VOLUME - CAPACITY ANALYSIS

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.l At Level of Service "E,"
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" 1is appropriate for design; however, the
evaluation of present and future operating conditions in terms of
total capacity is more easily understood. 1In 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 throughwavs
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,
cdrivers 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
Arlington and Indiana, Madison - Indiana - Freeway are presently
operating at Level of Service "D." The other intersections appear
to be operating at an acceptable level.

1 Highway Capacity lanual, Special Report 87, Highway Research Board,
Hational Academy of Sciences, 1965




EXISTING INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION

WASHINGTON STREET TRAFFIC STUDY

MORNING PEAK HOUR AFTERNOON PEAK HOUR
Critical v/c Critical v/c
INTERSECTION Movement Volume Capacit Ratio Movement Volume Capacity Ratio
(veh/hr) (ve grn) (veh/hr) (veh/hr grn)
Arlington Ave & SB Thru+Rt 240 1120 0.21 SB Thru+Rt 350 1120 0.31
Brockton Ave WB Thru+Rt 730 3600 0.27 WB Thru+Rt 980 3600 0.27
yellow 0.07 yellow 0.07
Level of Service "A" 0.55 Level of Service “B" 0.65
Arlington Ave & NB Thru+Lt 390 1340 0.29 NB Thru+Lt 320 1360 0.24
Indiana Ave WB Thru+Rt 800 3390 0.24 EB Thru+Rt 1030 2880 0.386
EB Lt = 250 1200 0.21 « EB Lt 290 1200 0.24
yellow 0.10 yellow 0.10
Level of Service "D" 0.84 Level of Service "D" 0.94
Arlington Ave & NE All - 470 3580 0.13 NB All 360 3480 0.10
Victoria Ave WB Thru+Rt 540 4180 0.13 WB 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 SBE All 3e0 2650 0.14
Indiana Ave & EB All 290 2420 0.12 EBE All 270 2380 u.1ll
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 WB 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/0 EB on 450 2500 0.18 NB s/o EB on 510 2560 0.20
Madison Streect & 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 NE All 170 1600 0.11
wWashington Street WE All 270 1800 0.15 WE All 430 1690 0.25
(not signalized) yellow 0.07 yellow 90.07
Level of Service “A" 0.38 Level of Service "A" 0.43
- 1)
Table 1




PROJECTED
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION

Washington Street Alignment

INTERSECTION

Arlington Ave &
Indiana Ave

Brockton Ave &
Indiana Ave &
Mary Street

Frwy 91 &
Indiana Ave
Madison Street

Critical

Movement

NB Thru+Lt
EB Thru+Rt
EB Lt
yellow

NB All
EB All
yellow

NB s/o EB on
SB Lt
weaving
yellow

1996

Volume
(veh/hr)

830
1880
500

750
540

610
350

Capacity
(veh/hr grn)

3700
4270
1320

1980

2420

2590
1080

v/C

Ratio

0.22
0.44
0.38
0.10
1.14

0.38
0.22
0.07
0.67

0.24
0.32
0.33
0.10
0.99

Table 2




PROJECTED 1996 |
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION

Mary Street Alignment

Critical v/C
INTERSECTION Movement Volume Capacity Ratio
(veh/hr) (veh/hr grn)

Arlington Ave & NB Thru+Lt 830 3700 0.22
Indiana Ave EB THru+Rt 1880 4270 0.44
EB Lt 500 1320 0.38
yellow 0.10
5 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
Madison Street weaving 0.33
vellow 0.10
0.99

Table 3




PROJECTED 1996 |
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION

Madison Street Alignment

e el il il s e

Critical v/c

INTERSECTION Movement Volume Capacit Ratio
(veh/hr) (veh/hr grn)
Arlington Ave & NB Thru+Lt 690 3700 0.19
Indiana Ave EB Thru+Rt 1880 4270 0.44
EB Lt 500 1320 0.38
yvellow 0.10
- . 1.11
Brockton Ave & NB All 550 1980 0.28
Indiana Ave & EB All 590 2420 0.24
Mary Street yellow 0.07
0.59
Frwy 91 & NB s/o EB on 740 2590 0.29
Indiana Ave & SB Lt 350 1080 0.32
Madison Street weaving 0.33
yellow _ 0.10
1.04
Table 4




PROJECTED 1996
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION

Madison and Mary Alignment

Critical : v/c
INTERSECTION Movement vVolume Capacity Ratio
(veh/hr) (veh/hr grn)

Arlington Ave & NB Thru+Lt 730 3700 0.20
Indiana Ave EB Thru+Rt 1880 4270 0.44
EB Lt 500 1320 0.38
yellow 0.10
1.12
Brockton Ave & NB All 680 1980 0.34
Indiana Ave & EB Aall 480 2420 0.20
Mary Street yellow 0.07
. 0.61
Frwy 91 & NB s/o EB on 670 2590 0.26
Indiana Ave & SB Lt 350 1080 0.32
Madison Street weaving ' 0.33
yellow 0.10
1.01

Table 5
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88’ MAJOR STREET

PROJECTED DAILY TRAFFIC VOLUMES
MARY ALIGNMENT
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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
Washington 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
vield 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 Washington south 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
longer route resulting in an average net yearly travel increase
of 1,223,000 miles, producing a negative cost benefit ratio.

MARY AND 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




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 is 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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,=de1ete from the Gemeral Plan Mary Street as an extension of Washington Street; to delete

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE CIRCULATION AND TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT OF THE GENERAL
(GPC-2-767) i

7:00 P.M.~Further hearing was called on the proposed amendment to the Circulation and
Transportation Element of the General Plan, GPC-2-767, to: (1) Establish a precise
ialignment for the proposed extension of Mary Street, a planned 88-foot-wide major arte-
rial, generally between the southerly terminus of Mary Street at the Gage Canal and Wash-
ington Street in the vicinity of Muirfield Road; (2) Designate Washington Street gener—
ally between Muirfield Road on the south and Victoria Avenmue on the north as an 88-foot-
wide major arterial and establish a planned street lime for such; and (3) Establish an
i88-foot-wide major arterial conmection between Madison Street in the vicinity of its in-
itersection with Dufferin Avenue and Washington Street in the vicinity of its intersection
swith Tiger Tail Drive and establish a planned street line for such proposed comnection.

-

iConsideration may also be given any combination of the above proposed amendments or any
other 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 Commission pertaining to this matter
are on file and are a part of the evidence submitted at this hearing, whether or not any
portion thereof is read or discussed. The communication from the City Planning Commis-
ision stated that the Commission, by a vote of 8 ayes to 0 noes, recommended amendments to
1(1) delete Mary Street as an 88-foot-wide major arterial between Victoria Avenue on the
inorth and its proposed comnmection with Washington Street on the south and (2) add an 88-
{foot-wide major arterial connection between Madison Street at its present southerly ter-
iminus at Dufferin Avenue and Washington Street just southerly of Tiger Tail Drive; by a
wote of 7 ayes to 1 no, recommended an amendment to (3) add Washington Street as an 88—
\foot-wide major arterial between Victoria Avenue on the north and the future intersection
lof Washington Street with Madison Street on the south near Tiger Tail Drive; and further,
iby a vote of 8 ayes to O noes, recommended that Washington Street be widened as soon as
ipossible between Victoria Avenue on the north and Bradley Street or the City Limits om
ithe south. The communication from the Envirommental Protection Commission advised that
ithe Commission, by a vote of 7 ayes to 0 noes, recommended that an envirommental impact
Ireport be required for this proposed General Plan amendment prior to any final action be-
iing taken for the following reasons: (1) The three alternatives outlined in the Planoning
Department's report should be studied for potential adverse right-of-way acquisition im-
ipacts on adjoining properties; (2) Removal of trees and other improvements necessary to
iestablish a major arterial in this area; (3) Creation of small isolated triangles of
land; (4) The use of a portion of Hawarden Drive; (5) Noise impacts on existing and fu-
iture development adjacent to each alternate; and (6) Socio-economic impacts. Additionally,
::he effect of this proposed amendment on Victoria Avenue should also be studied as well
1as the whole growth question in this area. The Planning Director presented departmental
::ecaunendations. together with maps of the area. Following a brief discussion, motion
rwas made to require an Envirommental Impact Report for Madison Street from the freeway to
tAlessandro Boulevard to include, among other considerations, the impact of increased
itraffic through the existing residential district from the freeway to Victoria Avenue,
Fecoumended 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
Streets should be equal, or if ome should be designated as a heavier carrier than the
other.

M -

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

After all present wishing to speak had been heard, the hearing was officially closed.
=Eo110wing discussion among Members of the City Council, a substitute motion was made to

ison Street from Victoria Avenue to Washington Street as an arterial; to order am EIR
fon Madison Street from Washington Street to Alessandro Boulevard; to make as the highest
:priari:y in the coming year's budget the widening and safety improvements of Washington
:Street from Victoria Avenue to the City limirs; with the understanding that tract maps in
iprogress will be considered through the normal process; and determining that the actions
itaken would not have a substantial adverse envirommental effect.

Following additional discussion, a second substitute motion was made to delete from
the General Plan Mary Street as an extension of Washington Street; to delete Madison
Street from Victoria Avenue to Washington Street as an arterial; to designate Washing-
ton Street in the vicinity of Tiger Tail Drive to Victoria Avenue as 88 feet wide; to
make as the highest priority in the coming year's budget the widening and safety im-
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-
termine that there would be no substantial adverse envirommental effect as a result of
the actions taken. »

Motion was made to divide the question. Following a roll call vote, the Mayor Pro
Tempore declared the motion not to have carried for lack of a majority vote.

o 5 s -

A roll call vote was then taken on the sscond substitute motion; and Resolution No.
12984 of the City Council of the City of Riverside, California, Amending the Circula-
tion‘and Transportation Element of the General Plan by Deleting Mary Street as an 88-
Foot=-Wlde 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
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—)
Wide Major Arterial, was presented; and the title having been read, and further read-
ing waived by the unanimous consent of Councilmen present, was adopted.
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ATTACHMENT 4: LETTER FROM CLINT MARR, OCTOBER 4, 2006



Architecrural Consulcants Clinton Mairr, FAIA

Architect

October 4, 2006 6876 Hawarden Dr.

Riverside, Ca. 92506
. ) Tel. (909)780-4578
Councilman Dom Betro Fax (909)780-4578

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. | 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.

[ 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 of this
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 of the 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 off the City’s street plan. Contrary to its staff’s
recommendations the City Council removed this connection and directed the staffto 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



RE@EDWE
MAR 22 2011

Harold C. Snyder OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
6475 Victoria Ave., Riverside, CA 92506

Gus Gonazales, Planner March 20, 2011
City of Riverside Planning Department

3900 Main St.

Riverside, CA 92522

Dear Mr. Gonzales:

I am opposed to the Overlook Parkway connection. 1 ask you to take this “Highway from Hell” off the
General Plan. This monstrous road has been threatening the Greenbelt, Victoria Avenue, Hawarden
Hills, Whitegates, and Hillcrest for over 50 years. The people of Riverside passed Proposition R and
Measure C to preserve Victoria Avenue and protect agriculture in the City. The magnificent Alessandro
Arroyo needs no further degradation. 25,000 trucks and cars barreling down Overlook Parkway as a
shortcut to the 91 Freeway is against initiative law and will damage the health and safety of the
residents of Riverside. Cyclists, horse riders, joggers and walkers use the entire impacted area for
recreation and to maintain a healthy quality of life.

The County has approved the 11,000-unit development Villages in Lakeview. The City of Moreno Valley
proposes high density housing in the entire east end of the city. Future traffic impacts from these
projects will overwhelm the 1-215 and SR-60 freeways. Just as is already taking place in the City of
Corona, commuter traffic will flood through the City of Riverside’s arterial and local streets to avoid
freeway congestion.

It is not the responsibility of the City of Riverside to allow cut -through traffic between the 1-215 and SR-
91 freeways for these outlying developments 10 to 25 miles away from Riverside. There is no “regional
duty” to accept this traffic. This is utter nonsense. We have no duty to ruin our neighborhoods’ peace
and quiet, endanger our children, and destroy our property values.

Victoria Avenue is the crown jewel of Riverside. | founded the organization “Victoria Avenue Forever.”
VAF seeks to improve this beautiful 10-mile linear park. It is so unique it has been placed on the
National Register of Historic Places. The City of Riverside has made considerable financial investment in
Victoria Avenue, through the undergrounding of the utility lines, upgrading the bike trails, and
pedestrian trails, improving the irrigation system.

Cut-through commuters will find a way onto the Avenue to further shorten their time to the 91 freeway.
The Madison St./SR-91 interchange is already heavily congested. Adding more will cause the same
conditions at Adams Street and the freeway.

Please protect the Greenbelt from heavy traffic according to Prop. R and Measure C . Protect Victoria
Avenue. Take the Overlook Parkway connection off the General Plan.

Yours truly,

74/4)(% a
Harold C. Snyder



March 20, 2011

City of Riverside

Community Development/ Planning
Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner
3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522

Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project

I am a resident of the Arlington Heights Greenbelt. I purchased my home with
the understanding that Prop R and Measure C protect my property from heavy
traffic, pollution, noise, over-development. These two laws have been upheld

by the California Supreme Court and other appeals court time and time again.

My street St Lawrence is a cul-de-sac. It will be impossible for me to exit safely
on to Dufferin Avenue as a direct effect of Moreno Valley traffic using the
proposed Overlook Parkway connection.

The residents of the area have been fighting off the Overlook Parkway
connection since the mid 1960's. This almost 50 year battle needs to stop.
Please remove the Overlook Parkway connection from the general plan and
uphold Prop R and Measure C.

Most sincerely,

Dr. William Wong / !/ //i¢

2141 St Lawrence /
Riverside, CA 92504

Cc: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council



From: Carola Oels [carola.oel s@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, March 21, 2011 9:32 AM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo

Subject: Overlook Parkway

Dear Mr. Gonzalez,

| 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?

| 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

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/oels.ntm[3/31/2011 2:36:42 PM]
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March 21, 2011

TO: Mayor Ron Loveridge and Members of the City Council
RE: Case #P11-0050 (CrystalView/Green Orchard/Overlook)

I was born in Riverside and have lived here my entire life. My husband and I have lived
on Orozco Drive, off of Overlook Parkway, since 1996, and we lived on Tiger Tail Drive
prior to that since 1978. I have watched the city grow and change for over fifty-nine
years. Now my children and my grandchildren live here. I have a very personal interest
in the future of this city.

We feel that the Green Belt areas should be preserved and protected. If Overlook
Parkway is connected, it will bring in traffic from other areas, even from other cities, that
will destroy the atmosphere of this area. We can't even begin to imagine the problems
with traffic that would ultimately end up on Washington Street, a two lane road which is
already crowded, as it is the only connector street in our area between Victoria Avenue
and the Woodcrest community. Likewise, Madison Street (south of Indiana Avenue) has
also been scaled down to two lanes and would be a tragic mess if we added such an influx
of cars.

We must consider why there are those so eager to damage the arroyo and violate
Proposition R and Measure C. It seems that these kinds of changes only benefit
developers, who destroy areas, take their profits, and leave neighborhoods ravaged. That
is our fear for this area. This is a desirable area now, but the changes that are being
suggested would depress this area, as well as bring in elements of crime that would
encourage residents to move elsewhere.

Please remove this extension of Overlook Parkway from the general plan permanently,
and preserve this area for the enjoyment of future generations.

Riverside, CA 92506 E @ E D W E

(951) 780-0523
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March 21, 2011

EGCEIVE
Gus Gonzales )
Community Development and Planning

City of Riverside RS
3900 Main Street COMMU,;\J'JATI‘ '\IIJIEVELEO%!\%NT DEPT
Riverside, CA 92522 G DIVISION

Re: Possible Overiook Parkway Extension
Dear Mr. Gonzales,

Following the meeting of March 9 on the above issue | am writing to express my concerns on
the possible extension of Overlook Parkway.

I recognize that this road extension has been in the City plan for an extended period of time,
but feel it is time to re-look at this issue and find it in conflict with the City’s plan for our
neighborhood which is designated as a rural, large lot conservation zone.

The connection of Overlook Parkway presents a number of issues for those of us who live in this
neighborhood. In our case, it has been our home since 1978. The connection would bring a
volume of traffic from Moreno Valley and Perris down Overlook to connect with the 91
Freeway. This will increase our noise, pollution and the safety of our children. It is my
understanding that the estimates range from an additional 20,000 — 40,000 cars per day.

Additionally it will have a negative impact on the Greenbelt and present potential violations of
Propositions R and C. The only exit strategies seem to either 1) have this traffic dump onto
Washington and then onto Victoria, or, 2) to cut a major road through the greenbelt to
Madison or Adams. All of this will have an impact on natural habitat and arroyos.

Areas to the east of our neighborhood have been overdeveloped creating a traffic problem. |
do not feel that our neighborhoods should have to pay the price for those decisions.

| appreciate your time in considering these issues.

Sincerely,

Lugtna Wahlquist
1020 Tiger Tail Drive
lugenaw@aol.com



March 21, 2011

NEGCEIVE
Ken Gutierrez, Planning Director
3900 Main Street [ MAR 2 —] D

Riverside, CA 92501

Re: Overlook Parkway ) CQMMUA‘J%EEZI%ER%&(%NT DépT

Dear Mr. Gutierrez,

I am a Riverside resident and I moved into the old Whitegates subdivision in 1977. I am
strenuously opposed to opening traffic between Alessandro and Washington with the
proposed completion of the bridge over the Overlook arroyo.

I have seen the destruction of wild life habitats over the years to the point the coyotes
came into established neighborhoods to seek food...mostly our cats. Further traffic
estimated at 25,000 cars a day, would add to habitat destruction and violate the serenity
of my life and the lives of my neighbors in this great neighborhood.

Such a development would no doubt impact our Greenbelt, Victoria Avenue, increase
opportunistic crime, and irrevocably damage this neighborhood where I have lived for 34
years. With the improvements on Alessandro which has had positive impact on the flow
of traffic from Moreno Valley to the 91, why do we need another channel for the Moreno
Valley residents that would hurt this city? I shudder to think of the damage to Casa
Blanca also.

If in the event this connection goes through, the costs of mitigation which residents
would demand would be very expensive. I find that the fact developers would
substantially contribute to the cost of the bridge a telling factor in who controls this city.
The interests of developers are certainly behind this push to complete the Parkway and
this is NOT good for the residents of my neighborhood nor the city of Riverside.

Thank you for you time.

Evelyn Cordner, Attorney

,M ﬂ/z/u\

1380 Tiger Tail Drive
Riverside, CA 92506

951 780 8306
evelyncordner@yahoo.com



ECEIVE

March 21, 2011

City of Riverside
Community Development/Planning COMMUNITY DEVECORMENT DEPT
Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner PLANNING DIVISION

3900 Main Street
Riverside, CA 92522

Regarding: The Overlook Parkway Project Environmental Impact Report

The idea of connecting the several sections of the Overlook Parkway or opening the gates at
Crystal View Terrace to allow hordes of Moreno Valley traffic to cut through our neighborhoods
is irresponsible and detrimental to the affected neighborhoods well-being.

Again, someone has not thought clearly the impact all this traffic will have on the Arlington
Heights Greenbelt, Victoria Avenue (a historical landmark) and especially the lack of
consideration for the traffic nightmare at Madison St/Indiana Aven/BNSF Railway/91 Freeway.
The traffic will be backed up for miles. You don't need and EIR to see this coming.

Also, Proposition R and Measure C, laws designed to protect the Greenbelt and Victoria Avenue
specifically read that the City of Riverside is to reduce heavy traffic in these areas. If you allow
the connection you will be breaking the law.

Sincerely,

o e

263 Cannon Road, Riverside, CA 92506
Cc: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council



March 21, 2011 E @ E H W E

City of Riverside
Community Development/Planning
Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner
) RIVERSIDE CITY
3900 Main Street COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPT.

Riverside' CA 92522 _____PLANNING DIVISION
Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project

I am writing you because I run in the Riverside Greenbelt along the Gage Canal and along the
magnificent Victoria Avenue. I work in Riverside and make it a regular point to exercise and
relax in the Greenbelt.

If you were to connect the Overlook Parkway, the traffic congestion, noise and pollution would
destroy this beautiful area. I know that people have fought decades for the preservation of this
area and Victoria Avenue especially.

Please, for the sake of us who enjoy the Greenbelt and Victoria Avenue, do not add any more
traffic to the already congested neighborhood streets. Also I understand that a law was passed
30 years ago that prohibits any heavy traffic in the Greenbelt and Victoria Avenue. I can
imagine the traffic coming out of Moreno Valley backed up for miles beginning at the 91
Freeway and Madison Street. This scenario would be a logistical nightmare for any emergency
responders.

Remove the Overlook Parkway from the Riverside General Plan and stop wasting taxpayers’
money.

Slncerely, e /VX\

Jame eorge
13205 Haven Rock Ct.
Corona, CA 92883

Cc: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council



Morton-Ellis, Sherry

Subject: FW: Traffic Pattern and Observations in Hawarden Hills

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, | wanted to give you my observations of traffic on my street. | currently live at 6774 Hawarden and have for 25
years. Prior to that | 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.

| thought the council had voted to keep Crystal View open, so | was surprised to find it closed. What is even more
surprising though is how | found out it had closed. There was such a drop in traffic on Hawarden on Tuesday, that | 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.

| don't know what the intentions of the council are but | 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 | built here, the city had a plan for the future of
Overlook/Washington traffic. Over the years, people who were in the position your're in now have sold out that:plan for
one reason or another. So much so, that | 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 Overiook 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.

| 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
Georgel/linda Lenertz

6774 Hawarden
Riverside, CA 92506

georgelenertz@att.net
951.780.1354
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From: Taradas Bandyopadhyay [taradasb@yahoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, March 22, 2011 4:45 PM

To: Gonzalez, Gustavo

Cc: Davis, Paul

Subject: Traffic Impacts in Overlook-Orozco Dr-Gainsborough Dr-Hawarden Dr Area

Dear Mr. Gonzalez,

I am a resident of Orozco Drive. I want traffic impacts on my neighborhood fully integrated into
the study and that I do not want any plan adopted that would increase traffic in my
neighborhood. Thanks for your attention.

Regards,

Taradas Bandyopadhyay

6919, Orozco Drive



March 22, 2011

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

1353 Rimroad

Riverside, CA RE: EIR Project (P11-0050) Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard
923506 Place/Overlook Parkway
Hello,
Phone: I am writing you to express my strong opposition to building an
931.780.6011 expensive bridge to connect Alessandro Bivd. to Washington

Street via Overlook Parkway.

We live in a very nice, quiet neighborhood with very little traffic or
congestion. I have lived here for many years and I would not like
to lose this lifestyle and tranquility to an on slot of noisy and pol-
luting traffic mostly for the benefit of those who do not even live in
Riverside.

I would encourage the city to do things like working with Caltrans
on expanding the number of lanes on the crowed 215 and 91 free-
ways or leaving the Crystal View Terrace and Green Orchard
Place streets open for minor traffic flow, but don’t ruin one of the
most preferred neighborhoods in Riverside by spending money
our government doesn’t have on a bridge that would make Over-
look Parkway a major highway through our beautiful commu-

nity.
Thank you!

Sincerely, | /M B
EGEIVER

Nancy Stiles ’

. " RIVERSIDE CITY

MUNITY DEVELOPMENT
" PLANNING DIVISION DEPTJ




To the city of Riverside

The Overlook Parkway extension will impact our area to where our quality of live is at
stake. The extension will divide up our neighborhoods in the surrounding areas. The
traffic will be cutting down other streets such as Dufferin, Washington and Madison to
add to their shortcuts. The neighborhoods will be cut off to access their own streets.
These streets are used by horseback riders, walkers, joggers, bicyclists and students
walking to and from school. We will lose all of this if this project is built. The tax payers
of Riverside will be footing the bill for the Moreno Valley traffic to have a short cut. The
citizens of Riverside will have to pay (taxes) to pick up the trash, remove the graffiti,
maintain the roads, and police to patrol more crime. The school traffic in the
neighborhood will be worse and endanger the students. We will have to endure longer
traffic waits, more noise, air pollution, crime and graffiti. And I would think that since the
city is already short on police and fire personnel, it will mean longer response times to
add to what already is a long wait.

e

Thank you

Pat and Debby O’Leary
7381 Pontoosuc Ave ! g:

Riverside, Ca 92504



From: Mike Postolache [mike@hytechtile.com]

Sent: Tuesday, March 22, 2011 7:01 PM

To: Gonzalez, Gustavo

Cc: Davis, Paul

Subject: Overlook Parkway to Alessandro Blvd. connection

Gentlemen,

My name is Narcis Mike Postolache and | live at 6936 Orozco Dr, Riverside, Ca 92506

| would like traffic impacts on my neighborhood fully integrated into the study, and | do not want ANY plan
adopted that would increase traffic in the neighborhood.

Best regards,

Mike Postolache
Hy-Tech Tile, Inc.
Chairman/CEO

O (951) 788 0550
F (951) 788 0551
M (951) 232 5904

www.hytechtile.com
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March 22, 2011

City of Riverside

Community Development/Planning
Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner
3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522

Re: P11-0050
Crystal View terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project

Mr. Gonzalez,

| have been a resident of the City of Riverside for 25 years. As a long fime resident, | have had
the opportunity to watch our city grow and change.

Riverside’s uniqueness is ils greatest asset... open spaces induding the Greenbelt, downtown, ifs
number of colleges and universifies, diverse population, historic preservation efforts including
Victoria Avenue, and many distinct neighborhoods.

I want to be on record as in absolute opposition fo any discussions about connedling Overlook
Parkway. To create @ major thoroughfare that will cut through muliiple neighborhoods by
beginning/ending ot the 91 Freeway is irresponsible of city planmers. I this rood were so crifical
to the traffic palterns of the cily, then it should have been built long before neighborhoods became
well established around it.

Victoria Avenue and the Greenbelt are jewels in this city and set Riverside apart from other
cookie-cutter cifies throughout Southern California. For city planners to even consider a high
volume of traffic fo cross and impact this historic street and the Greenbelt is olso irresponsible.

This is the most significant quality of fife issve facing residents in this part of the city, and | expect
that city planners will represent the interest of the current residents of neighborhoods over outside
pressures fo connect Overlook Parkway.

Sincerely,

D
Kenny

1184 Muirfield Road
Riverside, CA 92506

Ce:  Riverside City Clerk

Mcyor and City ?vncil



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 | 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 accidentsin
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

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrs/Entered_In_Matrix/Kurivilahtm[3/31/2011 2:36:49 PM]
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March 21, 2011

City of Riverside

Community Development/Planning
Mr. Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner
3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522

RIVERSIDE CITy
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT D
PLANNING DIVISION il

Re: Case No.: P11-0050 (Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway
Project)

I'work in Riverside. The Overlook Parkway connection is a bad idea because it will destroy local
neighborhoods by allowing cut-through traffic when this traffic should be using the freeway
system. Also, the city does not have adequate infrastructure to handle the traffic through Casa
Blanca, Victoria Avenue and especially at the 91 F reeway.

I'am very aware of two laws passed in Riverside many years ago: Proposition R and Measure C.
These laws specifically address the issue of heavy traffic on Victoria Avenue and the Riverside

traffic onto the protected streets directly in violation of these laws.
Take it off Riverside’s General Plan.
Regards,,

C \é/v/zﬁ 3

Stephen Morris—
26825 Wilderness Dr
Winchester, CA 92596

Cc: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council



ECEIVE

March 23, 2011

City of Riverside
Community Developrnent/Planning

| —

RIVERSIDE CITy
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPT
PLANNING DIVISION

Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner
3900 Main Street
Riverside, CA 92522

Re: P11-050 Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project

Mr. Gonzalez,

Washington and Dufferin. These cars travel at high speeds, run stop signs and have a total disregard
for our neighborhoods. I can tell who the locals are because they drive carefully and slowly. I
recognize the locals because I have lived here all my life and know who they are.

citizens of Riverside,

Yours respectfully,

%M el —

Teresa Yoakam

cc: Riverside City Clerk, Honorable Mayor and City Council




From: Diane Lamb [hblamb@wool seylaw.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2011 8:49 AM

To: Gonzalez, Gustavo

Cc: Davis, Paul

Subject: Overlook Parkway

| am very concerned about the studies being done to open up Overlook Parkway. | have lived on Mary St since 1981 and when

| 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 | 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? | 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/lamb.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:50 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. | 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 | 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

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrs/Entered_In_Matrix/chopra.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:51 PM]
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March 23, 2011 RIVERSIDE CITY
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPT
PLANNING DIVISION
City of Riverside Peter and Nancy Lewis
Community Development/Planning 2387 Grace Street
Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner Riverside, CA 92504
3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522
Re: P11-050 Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project
Mr. Gonzalez,

We have lived in Riverside our entire lives and respect the history of Riverside, the Citrus Greenbelt
and Victoria Avenue. We ask that you reconsider the building of the bridge over the Historic
Alessandro for ecological reasons and most importantly to not let large numbers of vehicles access to
our local neighborhoods.

Please remove the Overlook Parkway from the General Plan and please consider the alternative of
lobbying CalTrans for additional lanes and infrastructure on the 91 F reeway, 60 Freeway and 215

Freeway.

Proposition R and Measure C protect our Greenbelt streets from heavy traffic. Please obey the law
and do not make this route a cut through for Moreno Valley commuters.

W oy O S

cc: Riverside City Clerk, Honorable Mayor and City Council

: ,/
swis

Péter and Nancy
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March 23, 2011

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~ Lot tle

Don & Estelle Shay
1363 Rimroad
Riverside, CA 92506



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 bridgeis 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 hereit 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 ideato rest for once and for all.

Best regards,
Don & Estelle Shay
1363 Rimroad

Riverside, CA 92506
(951) 789-8590

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/Shay.txt[3/31/2011 2:36:52 PM]



March 23, 2011

City of Riverside
Community Development /Planning COMMUNrTy Sgsg_%c;r
Gus Gonzales PLANNING 5 VPMENT DEPT

3900 Main Street
Riverside, CA 92522

RE: EIR Project (P11-0050) Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook
Parkway

To whom it may concern;

As a resident of the Overlook Parkway neighborhood, I am writing you to express my
strong opposition to building an expensive bridge on Overlook Parkway to connect
Alessandro Blvd. to Washington Street.

I enjoy my neighborhood because it is quiet and something you just can’t find in Orange
County. Why is it that some folks in the city will not be happy until there is nothing
unique about Riverside and our special neighborhoods and we are just a clone of Orange
County?

Where do you think the traffic is going to go when it reaches already crowded Washington
Street? If you take Overlook and connect it to Madison, the already congested Madison,
Indiana and 91 freeway interchange will need to become another Van Buren interchange
and how will our financially challenged government whether it’s the federal, state or city
government, ever afford the multi-million dollar cost of making the Madison, Indiana & 91
freeway interchange like the Van Buren interchange? Wouldn't it be better for the
taxpayers to take the money for an expensive bridge, and spend money on existing roads
and freeways to accommodate the traffic. Fix potholes on roads that are used by trucks
and autos in the city. Residential areas do not need to become mass transit roads as in
preplanned communities. Wouldn’t it be better to keep the traffic on the freeway where it
belongs and out of one of Riverside’s beautiful and quiet residential neighborhoods?

I implore the city not to ruin my neighborhood by automobiles speeding down residential
streets traveling over a bridge and congesting the city streets in the whitegate
neighborhood. You need to explore other alternatives and use taxpayers money wisely.

Sincerely,
Linda Smgletary Heaslet
7425 Whitegate Ave



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,

| have lived at 2536 Mary St. for the past 31 years. During that time | have witnessed a steady increase in traffic, and
it'sjust getting worse. | 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, | 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_L trg/Entered_In_Matrix/McBride.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:53 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,

| am a resident who lives on Hawarden Drive. | 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.

| 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

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



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. | understand the city is beginning a study to solve
the issue. | live on the corner of Hawarden Drive and Oleander,

and | 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

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/lohr.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:54 PM]
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7468 Dufferin Ave.
Riverside, CA 92504
March 23, 2011

ECEIVE

Mr. Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner

City of Riverside
Community Develo ment/Plannin RIVERSIDE G

ity P g COMMUNITY DEVELoBmnT DEPT
3900 Main Street PLANNING DIVISION '

Riverside, CA 92522
RE: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project
Dear Mr. Gonzalez:

We are writing this letter to urge you to remove the Overlook Parkway Project
from the General Plan. We feel that the Overlook Parkway connection would cause
multiple, unnecessary problems for us,

We have enormous concerns about the effect on traffic. We believe the
connection will unduly add to the volume of traffic through our area. We have a young
son and believe such additional traffic will render our area much less safe than it is
currently.

Due to congestion already present on Washington, commuter traffic cuts across on
Bradley and Dufferin (our street) in order to get to Jefferson and Adams. If the traffic
load on Washington is increased, this will place tremendous pressure on these other
streets. It will also place pressure on Victoria.

The City has done its citizens a great service in protecting Dufferin on the western
end from excess traffic, as is called for by Prop R and Measure C. We believe PropR
and Measure C should protect Dufferin and Bradley from increased traffic on the eastern
end.

The City has also done a wonderful Job of protecting Victoria Avenue, a Riverside
Landmark that has been placed on the National Historic Register. There are no stop
lights between Van Buren and Alington, and this preserves intact the historic beauty of
the Avenue. This part of the Avenue is the most beautiful street in all of California. This
has been possible only because the City has protected the Avenue from traffic. We hope
the City will take these matters into consideration.

Sincerely,

pilf o Woloo

Matgaret/and Andy Wilson




From: Méelissa 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,

| 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. | 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. Theresident’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. | have been aimost 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
livein 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 | 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 therein lieu of the original
concrete barrier to address the safety issue of accessto emergency vehicles. Since the gate was opened Crystal View
Terrace has now become a main thoroughfare connecting Van Buren to Overlook. Crystal View Terraceisa
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 areato 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. | 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 issueis
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 Kennedly,
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 carsthe 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. | am concerned that even
connecting Overlook Parkway will still cause Crystal View Terrace to continue to be an arterial connector. Our street
was nhot constructed to accommodate large volumes of traffic and the type of living in this area was meant to be rura
residential not a business thoroughfare.

Sincerely,

Melissa Ciacchella

14242 Crystal View Terrace
951-776-4232

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/ciacchella.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:55 PM]



From: Czar5@aol.com [Czar5@aol.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2011 6:38 AM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo

Cc: Davis, Paul

Subject: re: overlook Parkway

Hi Gus,

My family has lived on Mary Street a long time and we have had to deal with so many cars from the
neighborhoods above us that the police can sit at Mary and Francis and ticket cars all day long, that's
how many run the stop sign there or drive above 50 mph. The speed bumps are simple fun for some of
the drivers in their 50K SUVs,

But if you connect Overlook to Alessandro Boulevard without connecting Overlook directly to Madison,
where people can get onto the 91 Freeway, then a lot of that traffic will cut through Francis St. or via
Hawarden onto Mary Street and make the street totally unsafe during rush-hour times.

I think you must totally re-think this project before you consider ruining a decent Riverside neighborhood
where young and old walk the sidewalks with their families and dogs.

And while I'm at it, I believe it is time to place a crosswalk at Washington and Victoria to protect the
many people who jog on Victoria, ride their bikes and simply take walks with baby carriages, etc. on that
beautiful Avenue. That intersection is an accident waiting to happen on the weekends as cars never seem
to look for pedestrians walking or jogging as they cross Washington.

thanks, John Czarnecki

2460 Mary St.

Riverside



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

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrs/Entered_In_Matrix/Mazzetti.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:57 PM]
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1453 TIGER TAIL DRIVE RIVERSIDE, ca 92506
TEL 951-780-1 192 mwhempy@sbcglobal.nety

March 23, 2011

City of Riverside
Community Development/Planning
Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner
3900 Main Street

Riverside, CA 92522

Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overlook Parkway Project

Dear Mr. Gonzalez:

the unique signs the city is using to mark the Passing cross streets. We raised all
the funds to pay for them. We've planted hundreds of commemorative trees along
The Avenue, again, at no cost to the city. Victoria Avenye Forever has been pub-
lishing a color brochure for the past fifteen plus years that is distributed to the
Mission Inn, libraries, and other places where visitors and

kiosk near Lewis park was another endeavor. We help maintain the small parks
Along The Avenue.

Riversiders as a community, have Ssupported us with manpower as well as cash.

With all that interest and Support from our community, we feel jt imperative to
protect the ambiance of Victoria as a 8 1/2 mile linear park where walkers, bicy-
clists, and drivers can enjoy a quiet, peaceful outing. we thought this had hap-
Pened with the Passage of Prop "R” and Measure “C". (Judge Kaiser thought so too
when he ruled on the L:a Sierra plan!)

That would destroy what we, the community, have worked so hard to accomplish,




R

Proposition R and Measure ¢ stipulate that the City MUST Protect Victoria Avenye
and the Greenbelt from heavy traffic,

Victoria Avenue js registered with the Nationaj Register of Historic Places,
Please help our community protect this historic avenue:

Remove the Overlook Parkway connection from the generaj plan.
Sincerely yours,

Marie Hempy %‘7}/

1453 TigerTail Dr,

Riverside, ca 92506

Cc: Riverside City Clerk, Mayor and City Council



Comments on Notice of Freparation of Draft EIR - Crystal Ridge et al P11-0050

From: Tom S. Taylor, P. 0. Box 51809, Riverside 92517-2809
8020 Citricado Lane, Riverside 92508

I51-776-0743 | ccll 951-203-3427 l -
“taylorts@prodigy.net> M

Date. 24 March 2011

To:  City of Riverside
Gus Gonzales, Associate Planner RIVERSIDE &7y
ggonzalez(@riversideca.goy | COMMUp"HmND,ﬁ‘é%,C\Jﬁé\fg“T DEPT

L. Scenarios 3 and 4, involving the Overlook bridge over the Alessandro Armroyo, should
be dropped trom the study.

Lhe gates were introduced because at the time it was erroneously feared that there would
be excessive cut-through traffic on the subject streets. The Overiook bridge was only
tangentially involved as it was believed that its completion wouid relieve that cut-through
traffic. That may be true to some extent, but the street traffic in question is predominantly
coming from the local neighborhoods southeast of the proposed barriers. The bridge
would not tempt them if it existed. The approximately 600 people who petitioned to keep
the gates opened were not addressing the bridge in their petition. It is not the current
issue. Traffic in its absence is the current 1ssue.

It the Overlook bridge is not involved, the subsequent traffic confirmation would only
need to be supplemented by a Notice of Exemption under Section 7. C. ot the City
Guidelines, and/or a Negative Declaration under Section 9.A.1.

The Environmental documents that led to the presence of the gates specificaily identified
that their presence was not en element of environmental mitigation. Neither would be
their removal. On the other hand, if the gates are not removed or ieft open there is a
significant Environmental Impact that should be en element of the study.

2. Consider the Traffic Related Environmental Impact of The Barriers,

Ruiverside has measured the Crystal View Terrace traffic. It was found to have stabilized
at about 1700 cars per day, of which about 20% were “cut-through,” defined as not from
the neighborhood. The traffic on this street 1S not a torrent. At peak periods it would be
about one vehicle every 25 seconds. Cut-throughs come about 2 minutes apart. Ott-peak,
there is about one vehicle every // seconds; cut-throughs about every 6.5 minutes. The

feared cut-through traffic has not developed. The need for the gates does not exist.

If the barriers are restored, the environmental impact cannot be considered as
insignificant. The 1700 vehicles a day using this route are not doing it because it is scenic




or fun to drive. They are doing it because it is convenient, which means quicker, closer,
less expensive. GPS readings yield the following increases in distances from the
barrier area to the listed destinations if the barrier is in place:

Mission inn 0.9 miles farther
Riverside Plaza 1.0
Tyler Galleria 1.9

Parkview Hospital 1.3
Moreno Vailey Maii 5.9
Riverside Home

Depot 24

If we regard these as representative destinations for the users of the route, the average
user is saving 2.23 miles travel. The total miles saved per year is about 1,200,000. The
fuel savings is about 70,000 gallons. The barrier traffic related en ronmental impact is
significant. By Section 15064 of the State Guidelines, public expressions of
environmental concer need to be considered, the petition reflects that concern.

3. Drop Bridge Preliminary Engineering

It the Overlook bridge scenarios remain in the study, there is no need for a bridge
preliminary engineering effort as mentioned in the public meeting. There have been at
least two bridge cost estimates in the recent past. It would not be possible to make these
estimates without a preliminary design. We should use the existing designs,

4. Expand Project Area

If the Overlook Bridge and Overlook extension to Alessandro remain in the project, the
Coverage area should be expanded and other alternates to manage traffic inciuded. One
example might be the extension of Barton Road say to JFK; there may be many other
alternatives. The origin-destination pattern is much larger than the project boundaries.
The citizens of the recently annexed areas of Riverside and of the Mission Grove area in
general deserve convenient access to the City. If they are to be denied it by barriers on
existing streets, then other means should be provided.

5. Consider Other Alternatives

Close Overlook at Washington: If the Barriers are put n place, Overlook becomes only
marginally useful. The properties that back onto it ail have other means of access. There
is no reason for the public to maintain an extensively landscaped aiternative access for a
tew wealthy residents. If they wish, they can establish an association and undertake the
landscape management at their own expense. They may wish to obtain access by
Overlook using a gate code.

Close Victoria at Washington: If the increase of traffic on treasured Victona is sufficient
to cause environmental damage or excessive congestion, close it at Washington. There




are other parallet routes. Victoria can then remain pristine and of only marginal
usefulness for local movements. The gates could be moved from their present locations.

Prohibit Turns into-and out of Victoria at Washington: Perhaps as a first stage left and
right tumns exiting or entering Victonia at Washington could be prohibited. This would
reduce through traffic on Victoria that is headed for a left turn to Washington, and would
prevent Washington traffic from entering Victoria.




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 nameis Luis Ocampo, | 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. | advanced in my career | bought a second home in the Mission Groove area and settled in for two years. As
time passed and | advanced in my career | moved my family into the Overlook area. The main reason we moved to
this areawas 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 1 look out my window long enough
I'm bound to see the local fox that frequents the creek across from my residence, yes all thisin 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.

Thisiswhy we live here, to feel miles away from it al. 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 | 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

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/ocampo.txt[3/31/2011 2:36:58 PM]



From: Margi Byus [M.Byus@charter.net]
Sent: Thursday, March 24, 2011 1:42 PM
To: Gonzaez, Gustavo

Cc: Davis, Paul

Subject: Overlook Parkway traffic study

Dear Mr. Gonzalez,

My husband, Craig, and | 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

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrs/Entered_In_Matrix/Byus.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:59 PM]
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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,

| 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.

| respectfully ask that the impact that excessive traffic has on our street and neighborhood be investigated.

Sincerely,
Joanie Jackson

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/Jackson.htm[3/31/2011 2:36:59 PM]



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.

| 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 putin 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. | 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.

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_L trs/Entered_In_Matrix/sheppard032411.htm[3/31/2011 2:37:00 PM]



From: George Lenertz [georgel enertz@att.net]
Sent: Friday, March 25, 2011 10:35 AM

To: Gonzaez, Gustavo

Cc: overlooktraffic@aol.com

Subject: Overlook Parkway

Dear Gus,

| 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 | 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. | am very familiar with the
area and its history. | 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. | once had a collision on Hawarden not far from where | now

live and it took an hour for somebody to come by and gave us a hand. | 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 | bought my house on Greylock, | was told what to expect for future growth in traffic in the area and where it would go, down
Madison. When | bought the lot on Hawarden | still knew where it would go, but never in my wildest dreams did | 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. | 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 | 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. | noticed that in your request for responses there were over 100 addressees but | didn't see any name connected in
any way to these streets. | 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 invioves 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. | appreciate your time and skill working on this. My neighbors and | would like to give our input. We
want to help get the project done right for the betterment of the City of Riverside.

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrs/Entered_In_Matrix/Lenertz_3-25-11.htm[3/31/2011 2:37:00 PM]


http://us.mc1800.mail.yahoo.com/mc/compose?to=overlooktraffic@aol,com

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. | 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 | 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 | 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. 1 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

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrs/Entered_In_Matrix/Lenertz_3-25-11.htm[3/31/2011 2:37:00 PM]


http://us.mc1800.mail.yahoo.com/mc/compose?to=georgelenertz@att.net

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, | wanted to give you my observations of traffic on my street. | currently live at 6774 Hawarden and have for 25
years. Prior to that | 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 | was surprised to find it closed. What is even more
surprising though is how | found out it had closed. There was such a drop in traffic on Hawarden on Tuesday, that | 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. 1t is
good to know my neighbors do in fact have respect for my street.

| don't know what the intentions of the council are but | 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 | 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 | 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.

| 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

rgelenertz@att.net
951.780.1354

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrs/Entered_In_Matrix/Lenertz_3-25-11.htm[3/31/2011 2:37:00 PM]


http://us.mc1800.mail.yahoo.com/mc/compose?to=georgelenertz@att.net

From: mab2323@aol.com

Sent: Friday, March 25, 2011 7:18 AM
To: Gonzalez, Gustavo; Davis, Paul
Subject: Overlook Traffic

| live on Mary st. and | 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. | have children and additional traffic would be a safety issue. The noise is also a
problem. | WANT TRAFFIC INPACKS ON OUR NEIGHBORHOOD FULLY INTRGRATED INTO THE STUDY AND | DO NOT
WANT A PLAN ADOPTED THAT WOULD INCREASE TRAFFIC IN OUR NEIGHBORHOOD.

Thank you,

Mark Ballard

file:///L|/DRAFT/6103/Env/Scoping/Comment_Ltrg/Entered_In_Matrix/Ballard_03-25-11.htm[3/31/2011 2:37:01 PM]



Mary J. Humboldt
7407 Dufferin A\Z.V, Rivet::i‘d:,CA 92504-4916 E @ E U w E

March 25, 2011 5 =
Gus Gonzales, Planner

. . . . RIVE
City of Riverside Planning Department COMMUNITY D%%/"EDLEOCI;’II\EENT DEPT
3900 Main St. PLANNING DIVISION

Riverside, CA 92522
Re: Crystal View Terrace/Green Orchard Place/Overiook Parkway Project
Dear Mr. Gonzales:

The Overlook Parkway connection first reared its ugly head in the mid-1960’s when special interests
wished to put a cut-through road to the Riverside Raceway, where the Moreno Valley Mall now stands.
The throughway would have destroyed the Casa Blanca community, the Arlington Heights greenbelt and
historic Victoria Avenue. Neighbors organized and stopped the Overlook Parkway connection. They
preserved the agricultural zone and our distinct neighborhoods.

In the early 1990’s the Overlook Parkway connection arose again, this time to provide a direct route for
traffic, at 20,000 daily trips, from Moreno Valley to the SR-91 Freeway at Madison Street. The flimsy
rationale for this obvious destruction of our Prop. R and Measure C protected neighborhoods was that it
was the City’s duty to provide regional access to the 91 freeway. We were also told that these
commuters to Orange and Los Angeles counties would stop and shop at the Tyler Galleria. Again,
neighbors from Casa Blanca, Hillcrest, Whitegates, and Arlington Heights stopped the road from going
through.

In 2005 the connection was placed on the 2025 General Plan, but this time its route was changed to
from Madison to Washington Street, just bordering the protected greenbelt. But this route is also
problematic, since 40 to 50 daily freight trains will disrupt traffic. Severe congestion and backed up
traffic would cause drivers to seek short-cuts through narrow Casa Blanca streets, creating speeding and
safety problems for thousands of residents and children. With Madison and Washington blocked by
trains and overtaxed by traffic, commuters will overwhelm two-lane Victoria Avenue to reach the Adams
Street and Arlington Avenue/SR-91 interchanges.

Prop. R and Measure C mandate that the greenbelt and Victoria Avenue be protected from heavy traffic.
Tens of millions of taxpayer dollars have been spent in Casa Blanca to upgrade sewers, water, drainage,
streets, homes and public facilities like the library and recreation center. This “Highway from Hell” will
destroy property values, quality of life and neighborhood integrity in all the neighborhoods it affects.\

The City and its residents have a right to be protected from the many adverse impacts of regional traffic.
The right way to handle regional traffic growth is not to extend neighborhood-damaging arterials like
the Overlook Parkway, but to expand the already-existing freeway networks, locate job centers closer to
new homes and to expand mass transit, especially bus rapid transit on dedicated freeway lanes.

The County’s approval of 11,000 housing units in the Lakeview area along the Ramona Expressway and
the City of Moreno Valley’s plan to increase the housing density allowed by zoning in its undeveloped



eastern portions along the SR-60 freeway greatly increases the need for freeway capacity
improvements. The City of Riverside acknowledged this by filing suit against the County over the
unmitigated traffic impacts projected from the huge Lakeview housing project. Having recognized the
inadequacy of the City’s freeways and arterials to handle such regional traffic growth, planning to
complete the Overlook Parkway would undermine and contradict the City’s correct actions against the
County. The City would be remiss if it did not remove the Parkway from the General Plan and lobby for
increased freeway capacity and less regional sprawi.

Sincerely,
Mary J. Humboldt

cc: Mayor and City Council



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., | 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.

| 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.

| 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



From: K Wright [mailto:twodogkd@yahoo.com]

Sent: Friday, March 25, 2011 3:54 AM

To: Gonzalez, Gustavo; Darnell, Doug; info@stoptheoverlookparkway.org; info@victoriaavenue.org;
Morton-Ellis, Sherry; Loveridge, Ron; Gardner, Mike; Melendrez, Andy; Bailey, Rusty; Davis, Paul;
MacArthur, Chris; Hart, Nancy; Adams, Steve; Hudson, Brad; twodogkd@yahoo.com

Subject: Karen Doris Wrights comments on the NOP Notice of Preparation and Scoping on the
Environmental Impact Report for Crystal View Terrace, Green Orchard Place, Overlook Parkway including
Bridge and Extension, and including comments about the full picture ...

Friday Marcy 25, 2011 about 3:55 a.m.

NOTE TO ALL: Today by 5:00 pm is the last day to comment on the Environmental Impact
Report: Crystal View Terrace (gate closing road); Green Orchard Place (gate closing road),
Overlook Parkway (bridge to connect over Allesandro Arroyo, and extension to push through
Greenbelt or down Washington and over on Victoria to 91 freeway at Madison) and not stated
but connecting to Canyon Crest making an expressway through Riverside neighborhoods
splitting Casa Blanca all for the convenyence of UCR commuters and/or Orange County folks
who want to live in inexpensive housing in Moreno Valley. This is all at the expense of health,
safety, noise, vastly reduce air quality, increase particulate matter causing cancer, lung issues,
asthma, early death, congestion, fast traffic, accidents, danger and not being able to use front or
back yards due to noise for RIVERSIDE RESIDENTS AND TAXPAYERS, and negative
impacts on animals and flora/fauna where the bridge or road would be extended.. This is typical
pattern and practice of Riverside City Council, City Manager, Riverside's Mayor to ignore the
health and well being of citizens for profit for someone somewhere at our expense.

http://riversideca.gov/planning/eir.asp Giving you the link because you will not find it
otherwise.

http://stoptheoverlookparkway.org Riverside citizens don't want it.

TO:

Attn: Gus Gonzalez, Associate Planner email ggonzalez@riversideca.gov

Attn: Doug Darnell, Senior Planner ddamell@riversideca.gov
Comments on the EIR/Scoping and March 9, 2011 6:30 Meeting
Riverside City Planning Division
3900 Main Street, Riverside CA 92522

Attn: Riverside City Council, Mayor, City Manager, Colleen Nicole City Clerk (please add as
my written public comments for the upcoming City Council meeting evening session)

Stop the Overlook Parkway info@stoptheoverlookparkway.org




Victoria Avenue Forever info(@victoriaavenue.org

Karen Doris Wright’s comments for the written record, solidly against putting through Overlook
Parkway, better known to Riverside Citizens as the “Highway from Hell”, and against opening
the two gates, for many reasons including adverse environmental impacts, violations of building
within 1,500 or 1,000 feet of residents due to the deadly impacts of particulate matters, that the
building 