From: MCP FEEDBACKTo: Megan MetteeDate: Thu, 08 Jan 2009 23:47:29Subject: Mid County Parkway Project: New Feedback - ID# 1081Attachment(s): 0From Michelle Randall mrantchr@netzero.netMessage Sent:Ms. Cathy Bechtel, Mid County Parkway ManagerRiverside County Transportation CommissionP.O. Box 12008Riverside Calif. 92502-2208www.midcountyparkway.orgJanuary 8, 2009Dear Ms. Bechtel:Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft EIR/EIS (DEIR) for the proposed Mid- County Parkway project (MCP).I have attended scoping sessions on the MCP in the past, and have no objection to connecting Corona to Hemet with improved traffic flow.  After examining the Draft EIR/EIS for the Mid-County Parkway, however, I found that it not only fails to meet the standards of CEQA, but also contradicts the intent of the Riverside County Integrated Plan.According to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), �CEQA does not require technical perfection in an EIR, but rather adequacy, completeness, and a good-faith effort at full disclosure.  A court does not pass upon the correctness of an EIR�s environmental conclusions, but only determines if the EIR is sufficient as an informational document. (Kings County Farm Bureau v. City of Hanford (1990) 221Cal. App.3d 692)The MCP EIR is incomplete.Although the MCP  DEIR discusses at length the mitigation for Paragon Park in Perris and for the planned sports park in Corona, for instance, it does not discuss mitigation for eliminating the planned Belle Meadows equestrian park and staging area nor does it offer any discussion of noise, loss of trail connectivity, or other quality of life issues associated with bisecting approved Specific Plan 308 or other rural communitiesThe MCP proposes to bisect a major Endangered Species Preserve, but the DEIR for the project repeatedly fails to provide any concrete discussion of mitigation of impacts.  For something as simple as AQMD furtive dust control, for example, the DEIR states the contractor may use water or chemical dust control during construction.  What chemical?  What are the cumulative effects of the chemical?  Does it dissipate?  Is it toxic, for instance to Harvester Ants, the sole food of the San Diego Horned Lizard? Personally, I�m not interested in promises from a governmental agency.  I want facts and details so I can make an informed decision about this project. Detailed mitigation plans should be included now this DEIR, not later at the whim of the agency.Of  terminology, CEQA says, ��May� Identifies a permissive element which is left fully to the discretion of the public agencies involved.�  Your agency fails to even use �may� when describing mitigation for the damages done to the Lake Mathews/Estelle Mountain Reserve.  The DEIR �Elements of Detailed Mitigation Plan� states, �The mitigation that is ultimately included in the detailed mitigation plan could  consist of some combination of permittee-responsible mitigation, mitigation bank, or in-lieu fees.�  Your agency has failed to disclose information that would allow either governmental decision-makers or the public to make an informed decision.The MCP  DEIR contradicts the intent of the Riverside County Integrated Plan.The Riverside County Integrated Plan encourages development within Rural Villages along transportation corridors while conserving and protecting open spaces. Although the DEIR casually mentions a light rail connection along the MCP transportation corridor between Perris and Corona, there is no detailed analysis of that important feature.For the last two years, the members of the Riverside County Trail Committee have worked closely with Planning Department staff to map Regional and Community trails throughout the county.  These trails will become an integral part of the new amended General Plan. The MCP EIR includes the mention of one bicycle trail on Cajalco Road and says it will be relocated without going into any specifics. It also mentions walking and bicycle trails on over/under crossings of the MCP without trail or roadway specifications.  No mention of equestrian trails is made in spite of the fact that the MCP (as planned) will bisect a rural horse community. As far as I can tell, the First District will lose its only trail crossing of the I-215 freeway, thus losing trail connectivity to the Second District. The loss of trail connectivity flies in the face of a General Plan that promotes a �healthy community�.In summary, this DEIR needs to be completed, updated and recirculated.Sircerely,.Michelle Randall951 277-3583Ms. Cathy Bechtel, Mid County Parkway ManagerRiverside County Transportation CommissionP.O. Box 12008Riverside Calif. 92502-2208www.midcountyparkway.orgJanuary 8, 2009Dear Ms. Bechtel:Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft EIR/EIS (DEIR) for the proposed Mid- County Parkway project (MCP).I have attended scoping sessions on the MCP in the past, and have no objection to connecting Corona to Hemet with improved traffic flow.  After examining the Draft EIR/EIS for the Mid-County Parkway, however, I found that it not only fails to meet the standards of CEQA, but also contradicts the intent of the Riverside County Integrated Plan.According to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), �CEQA does not require technical perfection in an EIR, but rather adequacy, completeness, and a good-faith effort at full disclosure.  A court does not pass upon the correctness of an EIR�s environmental conclusions, but only determines if the EIR is sufficient as an informational document. (Kings County Farm Bureau v. City of Hanford (1990) 221Cal. App.3d 692)The MCP EIR is incomplete.Although the MCP  DEIR discusses at length the mitigation for Paragon Park in Perris and for the planned sports park in Corona, for instance, it does not discuss mitigation for eliminating the planned Belle Meadows equestrian park and staging area nor does it offer any discussion of noise, loss of trail connectivity, or other quality of life issues associated with bisecting approved Specific Plan 308 or other rural communitiesThe MCP proposes to bisect a major Endangered Species Preserve, but the DEIR for the project repeatedly fails to provide any concrete discussion of mitigation of impacts.  For something as simple as AQMD furtive dust control, for example, the DEIR states the contractor may use water or chemical dust control during construction.  What chemical?  What are the cumulative effects of the chemical?  Does it dissipate?  Is it toxic, for instance to Harvester Ants, the sole food of the San Diego Horned Lizard? Personally, I�m not interested in promises from a governmental agency.  I want facts and details so I can make an informed decision about this project. Detailed mitigation plans should be included now this DEIR, not later at the whim of the agency.Of  terminology, CEQA says, ��May� Identifies a permissive element which is left fully to the discretion of the public agencies involved.�  Your agency fails to even use �may� when describing mitigation for the damages done to the Lake Mathews/Estelle Mountain Reserve.  The DEIR �Elements of Detailed Mitigation Plan� states, �The mitigation that is ultimately included in the detailed mitigation plan could  consist of some combination of permittee-responsible mitigation, mitigation bank, or in-lieu fees.�  Your agency has failed to disclose information that would allow either governmental decision-makers or the public to make an informed decision.The MCP  DEIR contradicts the intent of the Riverside County Integrated Plan.The Riverside County Integrated Plan encourages development within Rural Villages along transportation corridors while conserving and protecting open spaces. Although the DEIR casually mentions a light rail connection along the MCP transportation corridor between Perris and Corona, there is no detailed analysis of that important feature.For the last two years, the members of the Riverside County Trail Committee have worked closely with Planning Department staff to map Regional and Community trails throughout the county.  These trails will become an integral part of the new amended General Plan. The MCP EIR includes the mention of one bicycle trail on Cajalco Road and says it will be relocated without going into any specifics. It also mentions walking and bicycle trails on over/under crossings of the MCP without trail or roadway specifications.  No mention of equestrian trails is made in spite of the fact that the MCP (as planned) will bisect a rural horse community. As far as I can tell, the First District will lose its only trail crossing of the I-215 freeway, thus losing trail connectivity to the Second District. The loss of trail connectivity flies in the face of a General Plan that promotes a �healthy community�.In summary, this DEIR needs to be completed, updated and recirculated.Sircerely,.Michelle Randall951 277-3583
