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JEFF STONE: Good evening, ladies and gentlemen, and welcome to this special RCTC hearing with regards to the Mid County Parkway. My name is Jeff Stone, and I'm the chairman of the Riverside County Transportation Commission this year, and I'm also elected as the County Supervisor representing the Third District which is southwest Riverside County. And I'm joined tonight by two of my fellow commissioners. First is Marion Ashley, who is supervisor for the Fifth District in Riverside County, which includes the city of Perris, which we're in right now. I also have council member Mary Craton council member from the city of Canyon Lake. And tonight, as you know, we are entertaining public testimony that is going to be in the environmental impact report record. We are not here to respond to your questions, although we have staff members that are here that you can speak to. We're here to take public testimony. We're doing that tonight. Each speaker will be limited to three minutes each. If you would like to speak before us and you want more than three minutes, you will need somebody else to fill out a speaker slip and dedicate that time to you. We welcome that. We want to hear from you. And we are also meeting on Wednesday at our RCTC regular meeting, which will allow another public hearing. So this will be the first of two. And after that we will have the questions in the environmental document. And we will have the responses to those questions and then the board, the commission, will get a copy of the Draft/EIR with all the comments and at that time the board will consider approving the Draft/EIR and will consider approving the project and the orientation‑‑which halfway version‑‑orientation of the road, what's going to be going through respective areas of the county. So we welcome you here tonight. And we look forward to hearing from you. And so if you haven't filled out a request‑to‑speak form, please fill it out. And we're going to have a brief report from Cathy Bechtel from RCTC that's going to tell you a little bit more about the details of the project, and why we're here tonight. Cathy. 
CATHY BECHTEL: Thank you Supervisor. I thought I'd stand over here so I can talk to you and not have my back to you. We do appreciate you taking the time to come tonight because the public continues to be a key partner in identifying and developing the transportation solutions in Riverside County. We're here tonight since‑‑here we go‑‑we're here tonight since the environmental studies for the Mid County Parkway have been released for public review, and we'd like to hear comments from the public on the project. The Draft environmental document describes the project. It describes alternatives for the project, the existing environment that could be affected by the project, the impacts from each of the alternatives, and the proposed avoidance minimization and/or mitigation measures for these impacts. Tonight and again on November 12 at 9:30, as the supervisor mentioned, at the regularly scheduled commission meeting, the public is invited to make oral comments on the Draft document. Before we start the formal hearing I'd like to give just a short presentation on the Mid County Parkway, to review what it is and why it's needed. I'll provide a brief history of the project, a history of the Riverside County integrated project. And then I'll conclude with what's going on now and what's next for the project. So let's start with what is the Mid County Parkway? It's a proposed 32‑mile transportation corridor designed to relieve local and regional traffic congestion in the San Jacinto, Perris, and Corona areas and surrounding Riverside County communities. This slide shows the study area considered for the new facility. This slide shows the comparison of population and employment now and in 2030. By 2030 Riverside County's population is expected to reach about three and a half million people. All major transportation routes in the region are already experiencing significant congestion, as you know, and will worsen without some type of regional improvements. The Mid County Parkway will provide logical connections with north‑south corridors including State Route 79, I‑215, and Interstate 15. Looking at the projected growth out to 2035 Riverside County's traffic in the study area is projected to double in some segments and increase as much as five times in other areas. Without the Mid County Parkway travel times from State Route 79 to I‑15 is anticipated to be more than an hour and a half in 2035. With the Mid County Parkway those travel times will be reduced to 30 minutes. Let me provide a brief history on how we got here tonight. Back in 1999 to address the challenges facing Riverside County, the board of supervisors initiated the Riverside County Integrated Project known as "RCIP" to try and address expected growth in the county. It was recognized that land use and infrastructure decisions are often driven by environmental issues. So an integrated program was formed to coordinate development of a new countywide general plan and Multi‑Species Habitat Conservation Plan and a major transportation corridor plan which was called the Community and Environmental Transportation Acceptability Process or "CETAP"‑‑we use a lot of acronyms in the transportation world. I'll try to keep them to a minimum. Now, the commission took the lead on CETAP with the assistance of the a 30‑member committee comprised of representatives from environment and developer groups, property owners, local agencies, as well as a number of our commissioners. Four priority corridors were identified to address future mobility requirements, two within the Western County, and two intercounty corridors. A significant amount of work went into the decision to focus in the Mid County Parkway study area. The east‑west corridor was originally known as the Hemet to Corona/Lake Elsinore Corridor and encompassed a study area of over a thousand square miles. Fourteen alternatives were initially evaluated and over 120 miles of alternative alignments were studied, stretching from south of State Route 74 near Lake Elsinore, to just north of a Cajalco/Ramona Expressway. Our transportation modeling showed the greatest transportation benefit was achieved the farther north in the study area the one corridor was situated. On June 11, 20003 the commission approved initiation of a project level environmental document focusing on the area near Ramona and Cajalco south of Lake Matthews, now known as the Mid County Parkway study area. This is the largest project the commission has undertaken to date, in both size and cost, and we've been fortunate that CETAP, which includes this corridor, was recognized under the White House executive order for environmental streamlining. In keeping with the goals of the executive order, to improve project delivery without compromising environmental protection and being mindful of the natural and human environment while addressing mobility and safety needs of the public, the resource and transportation agency signed a partnership agreement to expedite the review process for the Mid County Parkway. While we have to continue to meet all the state and federal environmental requirements, having the executive order has helped keep this project moving through a rapidly developing county. Federal and state resource agencies were involved in the development of the alternatives and review of the environmental studies. This cooperative effort meets the spirit of the environmental executive order. Now the public has had a significant role in shaping the development of the Mid County Parkway. There has been over nine years of public input, beginning with developing a vision for the county through the integrated project and continuing with the transportation corridor plan through CETAP. Prior to the initiation of the project‑level work on the Mid County Parkway, 21 transportation specific meetings were held to help us focus our studies. Now, specifically for the Mid County Parkway, in September 2004 we held three meetings to obtain input to develop preliminary alternative alignments. In December 2004 we held three public‑scoping meetings to gather input on the alternatives and the environmental issues to be addressed in the environmental document. In August 2005 we held a meeting to seek input on the refinements to the project alternatives that came from the value‑analysis study. And just last week we held three open house style public information meetings. In addition to the public and stakeholder input, local state and federal agencies participated in the development and study of the alternatives in a cooperative process under the partnership agreement. This slide highlights the work done over the past five years with the resource agencies and our transportation partners to review and refine the alternatives. In 2005 RCTC received preliminary agreement from the participating agencies on the alternatives to undergo environmental studies and we began developing the document. Now, I'd like to briefly review the alternatives studied in the draft document. We have two no build alternatives which consider traffic on the planned street network in 2035. Alternative 1A assumes implementation of the county's circulation element except for future improvements to Cajalco Road and Ramona Expressway which would remain as they exist today. Also, construction of the Mid County Parkway project would not be implemented under Alternative 1A. Alternative 1B is the same as Alternative 1A, however, it does assume that the County makes improvements to Cajalco Road and Ramona Expressway consistent with the County's general plan. Now this slide shows the five build alternatives studied in our environmental document. And this photo or‑‑this slide is also shown in the newsletter that's on each of the seats. These alternatives are intended to provide a reasonable range of alternatives and meet the requirements for an alternatives analysis. Now let me quickly run through the five alternatives. I want to point out that they all share the same alignment on each end of the project. The main differences are between Lake Perris and Lake Matthews. This orange line shows Alternative 4 which goes in the city of Perris along the Perris drain and runs close to Ramona and Cajalco. This one, Alternative 5, is very similar but instead of running along the Perris drain in the city of Perris, it goes near Rider Street everything else is the same. This shows Alternative 6 which is very similar to Alternative 4 in that it runs along the Perris drain but, over in the Lake Matthews area, what you have are two lanes in each direction one north of the lake and two lanes south of the lake following the County's general plan alignment. Alternative 7 is very similar to Alternative 5 in that it runs along Rider Street in the city of Perris, but also once you get close to Lake Matthews then you have the two lanes north of the lake and two lanes south of the lake following the general plan. Now Alternative 9, this one is one of our newest alternatives, and through Perris it runs close to Placentia Avenue and then once it crosses I‑215 it's more in alignment around Placentia and Orange. It's new alignment out through the Gavilan Hills area. Now, as part of the environmental clearance process we are required under (unintelligible) to conduct a number of studies as shown here on the slide. All of the five build alternatives studied in our environmental document were evaluated using the selection criteria agreed to by our partner agencies. While area residents are understandably very concerned about effects on their homes and other community impacts, the criteria affecting natural resources must also be considered as they are critical to the ability of the‑‑for us to receive permits for the project. Additionally, all projects involving a federal action must comply with the executive order on environmental justice in minority and low‑income populations. We are required to identify whether adverse impacts on the proposed project will be predominantly borne by a minority or low‑income population. Now back in September of 2007 the commission took action to identify Alternative 9, that was the green line shown on the map, the far south alternative, as the commission's locally preferred alternative. The results of the technical studies that we completed showed that Alternative 9, with the Temescal wash design variation, has the lowest cost and rises to the top as the least impacting alternative. It requires the least number of residential and business displacements, is the least damaging to water resources and threatening endangered species, and it's the only build alternative that completely avoids the MWD reserve. Now, Alternative 9 does have impacts to property owners. An estimated 200 residential units are displaced along this alignment with the majority in the city of Perris. However, on the other alternatives the potential impacts range from about 268 to 351 residential units displaced. Also I noted earlier that we're required under federal executive order to consider disproportionate impacts to low income and minority populations. Alternative 9 has the least direct impacts to this group and it also has the fewest impacts to farmland and existing reserve land and it avoids a sacred cultural site. So what now? A 60‑day review and comment period opened on October 10th and is scheduled to close on December 8th. Last week, as I mentioned, we had three public information meetings in order to go over the project one‑on‑one with interested members of the public. I see some familiar faces in the audience that attended that meeting. At the meetings we had about over 200 people attended and provided their opinions, concerns, and preferences on the project. Tonight and again on November 12, we're holding public hearings to receive public testimony on the Draft document. Written comments will be accepted through the end of the comment period. Now, we're not asking for action on the project tonight. Final action is not anticipated until next year. We'll finalize the document to address the comments and concerns raised during the comment period. All comments received in writing or given as oral testimony at the two hearings will be responded to in the final environmental document. The commission will be requested to act on project approval and the final alternative selection upon completion of the final environmental document which is projected for summer or fall of 2009. So final action is still about a year away. Assuming commission approval, the Federal Highway Administration will then consider action as the lead federal agency. If the project is approved and we receive a recorded decision from the federal highway administration, we can then obtain needed federal and state permits and move to the next phase of work which would be final engineering, buying property where the road would be built, and constructing the project. Commission action would be required prior to initiation of each phase of work. The final engineering phase will produce construction‑level plans that can be used to build the Mid County Parkway. The engineering phase will also more clearly define and identify the right of way required for the project. I'm often asked how and when the property will be acquired. Right of way will be acquired close to the time of construction. RCTC is a public agency and we must follow all public laws and processes to purchase the property. Appraisals will be done near the time of needed acquisition and fair market value will be offered. RCTC will work with the property owners to reach a fair price. If a price cannot be agreed upon, RCTC may invoke eminent domain‑‑but that's not our goal, we hope to work with each of the property owners. I'm also often asked "When will construction begin?" Depending on the timing of RCTC action, the earliest construction could begin is 2012. However, I need to make it clear that this project is not fully funded. The projected cost for construction and right of way is about $3 billion. We would need to secure sufficient funds to build useable segments before we would be allowed to start construction in that area. However, in order to proceed with the project, we must have an environmental document approved to allow consideration of any construction in the future. I've noted here where folks can send written comments should you not wish to speak tonight, or after you speak you may think of something else you'd like the share so you could write us a comment card, send us a letter. Additionally we'll accept any written comments tonight, or you can send them in the mail, or you can e‑mail them as shown here. So this concludes my presentation, and we can open to begin receiving testimony from the public. JEFF STONE: Cathy, thank you very much for your presentation, and we will now open the public hearing. And we have our first speaker Nicole Mayer. Nicole, good evening, welcome. 
NICOLE MAYER: Do I stand here? 
JEFF STONE: Yes. 
NICOLE MAYER: Hi my name is Nicole Mayer. I live in Lake Matthews Estates, Lake Matthews. I'm a recent resident I've only been there for a couple years‑‑beautiful area, love it. We have a lot of‑‑because the area is so rural I'm very worried about the Mid County Parkway, I have a lot of questions that are unanswered. There's‑‑especially for Cajalco‑‑I received something in the mail today basically stating that they were thinking of widening Cajalco and then forgetting about making the Mid County Parkway. Not saying that I want that there because again it's a very large parkway and I don't know what it's going to do to our rural environment but‑‑and I prefer 74 that the first route way back, but I don't know if that's even a choice now. But we have a lot of schoolchildren that use Cajalco the buses that go back and forth‑‑today I almost witnessed a head‑on collision from people speeding along that parkway so with this proposed route I see that there's a connector that comes out off of Lake Matthews drive which is a very winding road. I would like to know about infrastructure. How's the infrastructure? Would that mean that Lake Matthews drive is going to have to be widened to accommodate all the way from where the parkway is to where Cajalco is to accommodate possibly trucks leaving the Mid County Parkway. Thank you. I'm also worried about the numerous accidents that I've seen. Once the Mid County Parkway is built will Cajalco be truck restricted so that it will be safe to residents like myself leaving in the morning for work and possibly being run down by a big rig. That's happened a couple times and it's very, very scary. Where it comes out‑‑where the trucks come out when you have it coming out on the 15, it's very congested where the 15 and the 91 meet. How is that going to reduce that congestion by it coming out where El Cerrito is? I'd like to know about that and as far as sound‑‑if there's going to be a sound wall put up or something of that nature. I just, however it's done, I would like it to maintain the rural beauty of the area without‑‑I mean I know it will be some impact. But those are my main things. But then again if they do decide to make the roadway off of Cajalco, we have a water reservoir there. With the droughts and the water cutbacks, how is that going to affect our fresh water supply? So I actually have a bunch of concerns and those are the things I'd like answered eventually when you guys come up with your figures. 
JEFF STONE: Nicole, thank you for being here tonight. I think you asked a lot of very good questions. Tonight we're taking public testimony. But we're also joined, in addition to Cathy, we have Anne Mayer, who's our executive director. Anne, raise your hand. And, you know, we're not going to respond to your questions tonight on the dais. However, you're welcome to talk to our staff after the meeting tonight, and if they want to offer you some solutions, they certainly can. 
NICOLE MAYER: Thank you. 
JEFF STONE: But we do respect your good questions, and they will be answered. And we appreciate you coming out tonight. 
NICOLE MAYER: Thank you. 
JEFF STONE: Thank you. Also on our Riverside County Transportation Commission is somebody who's no stranger to this area. Mayor Bush, nice to have you here. Anita May is the next speaker, and she will be followed by Grant May. Anita May. I assume this is Grant May. Are you taking the time from Anita as well? 
GRANT MAY: Yeah. 
JEFF STONE: Then you have six minutes. 
GRANT MAY: Hi, I'm in one of the houses that actually get taken out in one of the routes except for Alternative 9. And I guess the main thing I see that we do need a road, and I think the parkway is going to happen at some stage whether it's now, 10 years, 20 years, or whatever. They've been talking about it for a long time. We've lived there for 10 years, and lots of other people in my area have lived there as long if not longer. What I'm here for is we‑‑most of the people and neighbors and we around my place we want Alternative 9 to happen basically. Okay. We don't want you guys to come down and take our houses out. The reason why is just common sense. If you guys got any common sense, you'll read it, listen to the engineers, and listen to what Cathy and the other people have done. It affects 29 houses in our area. So you'll be taking out 29 families. The other route only takes out two houses and has way less impact. Plus the reserve around us on the Metropolitan water board, I'm sure they don't want anybody in there. I've actually talked to them. They don't want you guys to go down into their area. So you're going to have big fights. At the end of the day, if you guys don't go and do route nine, okay, I would say a lot of us neighbors are going to band together. We're going to hold you guys up in court as long as we can. I'm not trying to threaten you, but we're going to fight for what we've got. I've got no doubt about that. We're just getting an understanding of what's happening right now. Some neighbors don't even know how close it is or even if it takes their houses out. Okay. Some of them just don't even know, which is wrong, you know? It's easy to get upset about this sort of the stuff especially when you're talking about our lives and our houses and stuff. Okay. But I'm going to back number nine to happen. And if you guys have any common sense, you'll pick it too. Okay? 
JEFF STONE: Thank you Mr. May. I appreciate your passion and coming forward tonight. Thank you for being here. Stacy Clahassee and she's from Perris. Welcome. 
Stacy Clahassee: Good evening. My husband and I, Joseph, live on Old Elsinore Road and Orange, and we've lived there seven and a half years. The preferred Alternative 9 TWSDV is what is closest to the impact to our residence and we oppose that preferred route. We believe that it would increase pollution, noise, and traffic to our peaceful area. We also believe that the Ramona/Cajalco Expressway should be the route to be redone, for it already exists, it's not going to go away. It already exists between the 79 and the 15 freeway. It doesn't make any sense when the 74, which has also been redone between the 15 and the 215 and very easily can be picked up to the east to take it all the way out to the 79. So we've already got roadway that exists. So to make a new roadway, to me, doesn't make any sense. So we just wanted to make this known. 
JEFF STONE: You've made your points very clear. Thank you very much for coming out tonight. Kelly Buffa from Yorba Linda. Looks like you have a business here in Perris. 
KELLY BUFFA: Good evening, Mr. Chairman, and members of the commission. I'm Kelly Buffa. I'm here on behalf of the Kadours Family Limited Partnership. The Kadours family is an old family in Perris. Nice to see you all here this evening. We will submit written comments on the EIR. We have not even completed our review of the document, but I did want to come forward this evening and raise some of the initial concerns that we have. First, aesthetics‑‑the EIR includes visual simulations that sort of allude to what the MCP might look like. At the open houses last week, there were some additional graphics presented that I think provide a much clearer picture of the total aesthetic impact this is going to have, and it is astounding when you see the difference between the graphics that were provided at the open house and compare them to what's included in the EIR. I believe the EIR‑‑the information is available and could be included in the, EIR that I believe would allow the community to have a much better understanding of the magnitude of the impact on aesthetics that the MCP could create. Second concern is a land use impact. I have worked in other cities and am familiar with other communities that have freeways that bisect the community. If the MCP Alignment 9 is selected and goes right through the middle of Perris, I believe that's going to create a variety of land use problems and economic problems that will result from that that have not been completed addressed in the EIR. I know Supervisor Ashley spent a lot of time out in Banning. They're plagued with the problems that come from having a freeway go right through the middle of town. Additionally, there will be noise and air quality impacts that directly affect the Kadours and the property that they own. There's an existing elementary school that will clearly be impacted by the noise and the air quality impacts that will be significant from the MCP. As part of the land use planning process for the Kadours family property project proposed called "Harvest Landing" one of the problems that we face is figuring out how to build residential units near the 215 as it exists today. When you add the Mid County Parkway to the impacts of the 215, I believe that you create an air quality problem area that may be impossible to blend with the existing elementary school. I don't know how you can resolve those problems. Noise goes along with that obviously. A freeway is a noisy thing. And the noise to that school will be pretty significant. We had envisioned Harvest Landing as becoming really a centerpiece, a real jewel for Perris, and we are deeply concerned about the compatibility of the land use of that proposed project and the proposed MCP alignment Alternative 9. We hope that the city fully understands all the impacts of the MCP before it's constructed. We think those impacts are enormous and that the EIR certainly can do a better job of disclosing those impacts, and we're not really confident that mitigation measures exist for those. As I said we'll submit written comments. I appreciate your time this evening 
JEFF STONE: Ms. Buffa, thank you for sharing your concerns tonight. We really appreciate it. I have one more request to speak. So if you would like to speak tonight, please come up and fill out a green slip because we certainly want to hear from you tonight. Our last speaker, so far Rick, I can't read your last name, Alame,  Alunde? Rick Alaunde? I'm not a home‑grown person from Perris, so I don't know all the players here so, Rick, come on up here, Rick. Welcome tonight. 
Rick Olalde: Good evening, I'm speaking mainly as a resident of Perris. I live about a half mile from the Alternative 9 and I am in support of this project fully. I believe that‑‑first off, I think the timeline is too long. If we could get people back to work on this project, we wouldn't have such an economic problem here. The preferred alignment will bring so much economic drive to the region here, not only that it will get people moving. And I also wear the hat of the Riverside County Workforce Development Board vice‑chair. And our unemployment rate right now in the county is upwards of 9 percent, and we need to get people back to work and projects like this will do it. Thank you. 
JEFF STONE: Thank you for coming forward. Our next speaker is Bill Murray. Good evening, Bill. It says Riverside, California. I'm not sure that is correct. Are you from the Perris area? 
Bill Murray: I live in Riverside, and the gridlock was terrible getting out here tonight. And I'm here to support this project. I think gridlock is probably the number one problem that we have. It does say Riverside, but I lived in Perris for 10 years. I lived in the Gavlin Hills. It always seemed strange to me‑‑it's a Perris address when I got legal notices I would come to this post office. I've owned property in the Gavlin Hills for about 20 years. I have 40 acres on Lake Matthews Drive at the southeast corner of Gavlin Springs Ranch Road and Lake Matthews Drive. It's the entrance to the old Gavlin Springs cattle ranch. I have the little reservoir if you've been out there. That's property I own. And I ran for County Supervisor in 1992 on the platform, which wasn't really popular in the Gavlin Hills, I didn't win the election in 1992, but my platform was to not only just have this, but I thought we needed to go over the mountains into Orange County and solve the problems on the 91 Freeway. I didn't win the election, and it's not a popular issue, and I kind of look at Norco and what happened to them, but I do know that they maintained their rural lifestyle and despite the fact that that freeway came through there. But, I'm sorry that I was late, but the traffic was stopped I wasn't aware that Perris had this terrible traffic out here. So I think we need to thank the County and Cathy Bechtel‑‑and I'm not sure where she is‑‑because this is not an easy job. And I fondly refer to the terminus of this expressway as it is planned as "the bridge to nowhere" because it just stops at the mountain and they're talking about tunneling through it. I think an autobahn over the top would be the trick, and we wouldn't have a problem with the 91 Freeway if you did that. I was driving up Van Buren the other day, and I must have waited through three signal lights on the corner of Van Buren and Mockingbird. And I mean back then when I owned that property, the County owns that property now, but I used to be amazed that it would take three lights to get through the intersection on Van Buren. Let's face it if people are coming out here, a lot of people take that Van Buren route. I think it's so important that we do this. And I'm going to rely on their expertise in terms of what's the cheapest and the best way to go. I think it's going to be a beautiful drive through Gavlin Hills. I loved living in the Gavlin Hills, and I enjoyed living in Perris, but I am a Riverside resident now, but I own property in the Gavlin Hills, and I'm here to support their plan and I'll go with their recommendations. 
JEFF STONE: Bill, thanks for fighting the traffic to come here tonight. We appreciate it. Next speaker is Tuan Van from Perris. Tuan, I hope I'm saying your name right. Good evening. 
Tuan Van: Good evening. Thank you for the opportunity to speak. My wife and I live in Lake Perris area. We appreciate the county planning ahead to ease the traffic in the area. We strongly support the Alternative 9. I do have one concern‑‑one of the board members who lives in the area, the Gavlin Hills‑‑I support the Alternative 9, and I think the board member should excuse himself due to the conflict of interest. For the public good I think the Alternative 9 is a great option it has the least impact. However, my concern is the board member who happened to live in the area will also hold the votes. Thank you very much. 
Jeff Stone: Thank you for your support and concerns. Mr. Van is our last speaker. Is there anybody else that would like to address the commission before we close the public hearing tonight? Cathy, we have another‑‑you want to come up? Come on up. And again if you would like to address the commission, if you would please come up and fill out a green slip, because remember, we want to include this public testimony in the environmental document. 
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Nicole is my daughter, and she spoke before. What I want to say is that I lived in the Lake Matthews area‑‑ 
JEFF STONE: Can you say your name and address for the record? 
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: MY name is *Doris Stratham and I live in Lake Matthews right off Cajalco right off Lake Matthews Drive in the estates. 
JEFF STONE: Thank you. 
Doris STRATHAM: I lived in Laguna Beach when they were building the freeway through the canyon, and everyone was up in arms. It was really a big fight. It went right through Nelly Gale. 
JEFF STONE: You talking about the tollway? 
Doris STRATHAM: Yeah, the tollway that went through. And there was really a lot of fights, and I was right there in the middle. And the tollway went through, and it didn't affect the canyon at all. Everybody thought that‑‑we thought we'd lose our canyon. And it really didn't because the way the freeways are built today, they take into consideration all of this, and it really turned out to be quite a beautiful thing. And it made it easier for people to come in and see the festival, and I really believe that once this is done‑‑and done right‑‑that people are going to really appreciate a lot more than they realize because these people really know what they're doing when it comes to building freeways. It's not the old, like the 5 that's about a hundred years old. And I just wanted to say that people should really, I mean, I had some concerns too, but I realize that what they're doing today with freeways and with all of the research that's being done that it really turns out a lot better than most people realize. Once it's done it really brings, you know, with the traffic better. It really improves the community, and I just wanted to share that experience that we really we just thought it was going to kill the canyon there in Laguna Beach, and it really turned out to be a better thing than what people were doing by driving through it. To get over it. And I would just like the say that I think what you're doing is really a great thing, and I hope it turns out to be as good a project as the one that we experienced in Laguna because I live here now. I came here because of the rural, and I'm just hoping that it turns out to be as positive as that project turned out. So thank you so much and I will fill out a green slip. 
JEFF STONE: Thank you for taking the time to share your viewpoint. We really appreciate it. If you're a little shy, and you don't want to address the commission we welcome your written comments. Those will also be included in the EIR, Draft/EIR document. But you do need to a green slip. I'm not adjourning yet. You do need to fill out a slip please to address the commission so we have a record of who you are and what you said and‑‑anybody want to have a green slip? We'll bring it to you. Raise your hand if you would like to have one. Again we're going to be taking public testimony tonight and also Wednesday at our regular Riverside County Transportation Commission meeting. Supervisor Bob Buster is here. One of our commissioners, Bob, come on up. Supervisor Buster represents the First District. This is terrible. I'm a pharmacist, and I should be able to read people's writing, and I'm not doing a very good job of it tonight. *Manuel Totunga on Lake Ridge Drive, who just‑‑is it Manuel? Please state your name for the record. You should have gone to medical school. 
MARK TRAINER: I should have. My name is Mark Trainer. I apologize for my handwriting. 
JEFF STONE: Oh, boy. I've been out of the pharmacy too long. Welcome. 
MARK TRAINER: Thank you, I appreciate the opportunity to speak, I've been in Lake Matthews on Lake Ridge since 1995. I've been in a lot of community meetings where the road has been discussed and it seems like a lot of people do not want any kind of road whatsoever through the area. I'm a little more pragmatic. I understand that progress does happen. I seems to me though that the least amount of people that we can impact, the better. That's why, as I don't support a freeway through my neighborhood for obvious reasons like the pollution, the‑‑just the environmental impact, the excess traffic that it's going to cause, but I do understand that Alternative 9 is probably the better alternative for us folks in Lake Matthews, and I just anted to say that tonight. 
JEFF STONE: We appreciate you coming out tonight. Thanks for your comments. Next speaker is *Virginia Squire, nice writing Virginia. 
VIRGINIA SQUIRE: Well, I'm for Route 9. I think that's the best way, but this should have been done a long time ago. I've lived in the county since '79, and I've watched everything grow. But what I'm worried about is a lot of the noise. Either way it's going to add noise if you go on Cajalco‑‑but Cajalco needs to remain like it is now. As far as a route, because we need that to go anywhere. Everything goes off Cajalco. There's no other alternative roads. If you're going into Riverside, you got to go Cajalco or you got to cross it at some point wherever you live in Perris. And I've lived off Old Elsinore. I've lived off Orange. I've lived off‑‑up in Gavlin Hills. My mom's owned a property since '89, so a long time. And I used to live off of Wood. So I do know this area quite well. And I think 9 would be the best. I mean, I hate to tread on people's, you know, area but that's the best route. Because Cajalco is the main road for everybody to get out. That's it. 
JEFF STONE: Thank you Virginia, we appreciate your input. Next speaker is *Zenny Herrington. Ms. Herrington, good evening. 
ZENNY HERRINGTON: Good evening. I'm the lady that grows orchids when you exist the freeway, the first house on the right. Two years ago all my orchids died so I'm ready for whatever development. Now I don't even know what to do with my house. Paint it or change the roof because I don't know where I am. Either way 4, 5, 6, 7, nobody knows. 
JEFF STONE: We can respond to you after the testimony with some of our staff to see if your home is in the pathway of progress. 
ZENNY HERRINGTON: Thank you. 
JEFF STONE: Thank you, Ms. Herrington. We'll be happy to talk with you after the meeting. Next is *Dale Wyrick. I don't have an address for you Dale. Good evening. If you could state your address and city for the record, I'd appreciate that. 
DALE WYRICK: Hello my name is Dale Wyrick, and I live on Scenic View in Lake Matthews. 
JEFF STONE: Thank You. 
DALE WYRICK: I support Alternative 9 and again too like we all say it's the least that would cause the impact on our neighborhood. I also agree with the other speaker who feels that the commissioner that is opposing 9 should be removed from the decision in this case because of conflict of interest. Also my concern is the reservoir. The reservoir is not used for public use now because of possible contamination. Well, with more traffic coming along the Cajalco route, the Cajalco alternative would just cause more damage to the reservoir with brake dust, clutch dust, tire rubber, and just normal debris that blows on and around freeways so that's another big concern. The street that I live on‑‑there's eight homes and approximately half of those homes will have to be demolished for the on‑ramp and off‑ramp if you use any other alternative than 9 and that's a big concern. To open my front door and literally be at the freeway on‑ramp or off‑ramp, is a big concern. We all moved out here because we want the rural life. We enjoy the rural life, and we love our neighborhood the way that it is. The least impact on our neighborhood is by far the best for us. And that is Alternative 9. Thank you very much. 
JEFF STONE: Thank you Dale, we appreciate your testimony tonight. Again I don't have any other green slips to speak. I think we have another one ready to roll. If you'd like to have a green slip, please raise your hand. We'll be happy to provide you with one. By the way, Mayor Bush your city hall is beautiful. Thank you for hosting us here tonight. *Patsy Johnson, you're next from Perris. Hi Patsy. Nice to see you. 
PATSY JOHNSON: I know you're not answering questions today, but I'll just give you my concern. On number 9 you're going to be crossing *Evans and Perris Boulevard. I notice that you have a picture here where it's just flat like Ramona Express when you cross Perris Boulevard and Evans my concern is that I don't want a bridge that would separate the north from the south‑‑I wish you were answering questions‑‑because I would like to know if it's going to be flat like Ramona Express or are we going to have a bridge going over those two places? Because I live‑‑I'll be living between the two. So it's like cutting me away from Perris. So that's my concern no bridge. 
JEFF STONE: Thank you, Patsy. We appreciate you sharing your concerns tonight. *Nancy Higby is next from Perris. Good evening. 
NANCY HIGBY: Good evening. My name is Nancy Higby, and I live on *Onanole Drive in Lake Matthews area. And I have major concerns about all of these roads because of the impact to air quality and noise levels. This is a huge‑‑this isn't a parkway, that is an absurd term to use for it. This is a major freeway. In many places it is much larger than the 91. You're talking here according to my mailing from the Corps of Engineers looking at Alternative 9, six to eight lanes. Six to eight lanes‑‑most of the 91 freeway through Riverside is at the most three lanes. This is like I‑5. This is not some little regional parkway. And unfortunately most of the people that have addressed it this evening have acted like it's going to be like the Ramona Expressway is now east of I‑215, and it is not. It is a huge, major Southern California road. And I don't know how you're going to get across the mountains to Orange County, and I don't know what's planned to the east besides a bunch more big warehouses. But on many grounds I am opposed to all of these and the worst thing about it is this does nothing for the 91 freeway corridor. This does nothing to the back up that anyone who goes on the I‑15 north or south, especially north, almost any time of the day or night faces because of the ridiculous way the interchange with the 91 was constructed. Now, I have not read the EIR, though I plan to. All I've read is what I've received from the Corps of Engineers, but again, unless this is addressed as a regional, and I mean all of Southern California and maybe all of California, and stop being addressed as though this was a little road to help the folks from Hemet get to Corona because that's not what it is. It needs to be addressed as the major artery that it is. Major according to the plans here it is larger than the 91 or the 60 or the 15 or the 215. And also it doesn't address the current impact to traffic on the 215. So all you're doing is making access to already overcrowded highways. And the last thing would be the fact that again, here we have no plans for rapid transit. We have no plans for mass transit. All we have, in an era of where we are challenged by our oil supply, we live in the worst polluted air in the United States, and it doesn't address any of that in a meaningful way. And that's not even addressing my concerns about the environment and the impact to endangered species which I'll save for my written comments. Thank you. 
JEFF STONE: Ms. Higby, thank you for coming forward and expressing your concerns. I might urge you to talk to some of our staff after the meeting to comment on some your comments. I don't have anymore slips anybody want to raise their hand that wants to address the commission? Well, I want to thank you all for coming out tonight, and if you would like again another opportunity to speak with us you can speak with us Wednesday or you can give us your written comments. So I'll close the public hearing. Cathy, do you have any concluding comments? 
CATHY BECHTEL: I just wanted to thank everyone for taking the time to come out tonight if you have specific questions I will stick around for a while and I have some other members of our team here that we can try to answer your questions one‑on‑one so we'd be happy to do that. And again as the supervisor mentioned, we are having another hearing on November 12 at 9:30 at the County Administrative Center on the first floor. Thank you so much for taking the time to come tonight. 
JEFF STONE: Thank you all for coming out tonight, we really appreciate it.
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