+  Emailed comments from individuals and representatives of
organizations in the project area



Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:31:09 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: Problems I-15 freeway
Date: Monday, October 21, 2019 at 8:26:07 PM Pacific Daylight Time

rrom: - NN

To: Info

Dear CalTrans District 8 Representav e and RCTC,

I am writing you because | am an educated driver and resident. | drive the I-15 corridor between Corona and Lake
Elsinore so | know firsthand the problems in the corridor that have not been addressed by Caltrans and RCTC. The
corridor has major bottlenecks on the freeway and the streets which are the direct result of corridor operaonal
issues. | respectfully ask that Caltrans and RCTC join together to address these operational problems.

Specifically, the joint effort should do the following:

1. Add one auxiliary lane in each direction on I-15 from 91/Magnolia to Weirick

2. Widen the underpasses at the Ontario, El Cerrito, Weirick and Temescal Canyon interchanges to provide for full 4
lanes and proper turning lanes

3. Widen Temescal Canyon Rd. through El Cerrito and approaches leading to all interchanges
I am including my email to the I-15 Southern Project Extension and copying the local elected officials so they may
assist Caltrans in securing funding to improve Riverside County residents' quality of life which suffering due to the

unnecessary extended traffic delays in the corridor.

Sincerely,

Sent emails to the below as well

Caltrans District Director Mike Beauchamp at: Exec_Sec_D08@dot.ca.gov
Tyler Madary District Director tyler.madary@sen.ca.gov

Sen Richard Roth: senator.roth@senate.ca.gov

Assbly Sabrina Cervantez : assemblymember.cervantes@assembly.ca.gov

Supervisor Kevin Jeffries : district1@RivCo.org
Supervisor Karen Speigel : district2@rivco.org

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
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https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/?.src=iOS

Monday, January 6, 2020 at 15:05:01 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: Problems I-15 freeway
Date: Monday, October 21, 2019 at 8:26:07 PM Pacific Daylight Time

rrom: - NN

To: Info

Dear CalTrans District 8 Representav e and RCTC,

I am writing you because | am an educated driver and resident. | drive the I-15 corridor between Corona and Lake
Elsinore so | know firsthand the problems in the corridor that have not been addressed by Caltrans and RCTC. The
corridor has major bottlenecks on the freeway and the streets which are the direct result of corridor operaonal
issues. | respectfully ask that Caltrans and RCTC join together to address these operational problems.

Specifically, the joint effort should do the following:

1. Add one auxiliary lane in each direction on I-15 from 91/Magnolia to Weirick

2. Widen the underpasses at the Ontario, El Cerrito, Weirick and Temescal Canyon interchanges to provide for full 4
lanes and proper turning lanes

3. Widen Temescal Canyon Rd. through El Cerrito and approaches leading to all interchanges
I am including my email to the I-15 Southern Project Extension and copying the local elected officials so they may
assist Caltrans in securing funding to improve Riverside County residents' quality of life which suffering due to the

unnecessary extended traffic delays in the corridor.

Sincerely,

Sent emails to the below as well

Caltrans District Director Mike Beauchamp at: Exec_Sec_D08@dot.ca.gov
Tyler Madary District Director tyler.madary@sen.ca.gov

Sen Richard Roth: senator.roth@senate.ca.gov

Assbly Sabrina Cervantez : assemblymember.cervantes@assembly.ca.gov

Supervisor Kevin Jeffries : district1@RivCo.org
Supervisor Karen Speigel : district2@rivco.org

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone
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https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/?.src=iOS

Monday, January 6, 2020 at 15:04:40 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: RCTC I-15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension Web Contact Form
Date: Wednesday, October 23, 2019 at 12:52:58 PM Pacific Daylight Time

rrom: - |

To: Info

You have a new message from the RCTC I-15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension website contact form!
FORM SUBMITTED: October 23, 2019 at 12:52 pm

INQUIRY INFO:

From:

Email:

I would like to: Add my contact information to the I-15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension database.

This is my first inquiry about this subject.

Dear RCTC,

This has to be the worse idea along with the other so called improvements on the 91 & 15 freeways. The toll roads
only help the commuters coming from the south, and Orange County, and puts the community of Corona as the
sacrificial lamb! We have been inconvienced with traffic on the freeway and the streets going through our once quiet
city. The price to use the Toll Lanes are extremely high that only the RICH are able to use them, meanwhile my
husband (and thousands of others) suffers through three hours of traffic to get home from Long Beach which should
be only an hour drive. Greed is all | can say about this project and the same for the other Toll Roads that run through
the state of California. If RCTC was really concerned about the commuters on the 91 and 15 freeway you should have
just made them "GENERAL PURPOSE" lanes for everyone to use! to move traffic along more efficiently, but Greed got
in the way, and you found a way to make money off of the suffering of its residences, shame on you for continuing to
inconvenience the residences. We already pay through our gasoline taxes to maintain our highways and roads,
instead of continuing build toll roads put that money into repaving the existing roads, bef er off ramps, additional
lanes (for everyone) if you really cared about the citizens of the Inland Empire you would not be building more toll
roads you would have improved the existing roads, and added additional "General Purpose" lanes for EVERYONE TO
USE!

Angry in Corona,
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:32:18 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: RCTC I-15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension Web Contact Form
Date: Wednesday, October 23, 2019 at 12:52:58 PM Pacific Daylight Time

rrom: - |

To: Info

You have a new message from the RCTC I-15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension website contact form!
FORM SUBMITTED: October 23, 2019 at 12:52 pm

INQUIRY INFO:

From:

Email:

I would like to: Add my contact information to the I-15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension database.

This is my first inquiry about this subject.

Dear RCTC,

This has to be the worse idea along with the other so called improvements on the 91 & 15 freeways. The toll roads
only help the commuters coming from the south, and Orange County, and puts the community of Corona as the
sacrificial lamb! We have been inconvienced with traffic on the freeway and the streets going through our once quiet
city. The price to use the Toll Lanes are extremely high that only the RICH are able to use them, meanwhile my
husband (and thousands of others) suffers through three hours of traffic to get home from Long Beach which should
be only an hour drive. Greed is all | can say about this project and the same for the other Toll Roads that run through
the state of California. If RCTC was really concerned about the commuters on the 91 and 15 freeway you should have
just made them "GENERAL PURPOSE" lanes for everyone to use! to move traffic along more efficiently, but Greed got
in the way, and you found a way to make money off of the suffering of its residences, shame on you for continuing to
inconvenience the residences. We already pay through our gasoline taxes to maintain our highways and roads,
instead of continuing build toll roads put that money into repaving the existing roads, bef er off ramps, additional
lanes (for everyone) if you really cared about the citizens of the Inland Empire you would not be building more toll
roads you would have improved the existing roads, and added additional "General Purpose" lanes for EVERYONE TO
USE!

Angry in Corona,
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:32:40 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: I-15 Corridor
Date: Wednesday, October 30, 2019 at 3:13:30 PM Pacific Daylight Time

rrom: -

To: Info

corridor

Dear CalTrans District 8 Representative and RCTC,

| am writing you because we are senior drivers and residents We have driven
the I-15 corridor for years between Corona, Lake Elsinore and Temecula so we
know firsthand the problems in the corridor that have not been addressed by
Caltrans and RCTC. The corridor has major bottlenecks on the freeway and the
residential streets which are the direct result of corridor operational issues. |
respectfully ask that Caltrans and RCTC join together to address these
operational problems.

Specifically, the joint effort should do the following:

1. Add one auxiliary lane in each direction on I-15 from 91/Magnolia to
Weirick

2. Widen the underpasses at the Ontario, El Cerrito, Weirick and Temescal
Canyon interchanges to provide for full 4 lanes and proper turning lanes

3. Widen Temescal Canyon Rd. through El Cerrito and approaches leading to
all interchanges

| am including my email to the I-15 Southern Project Extension and copying
the local elected officials so they may assist Caltrans in securing funding to
improve Riverside County residents' quality of life which suffering due to the
unnecessary extended traffic delays in the corridor.

Sincerely,
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:33:00 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: 15fwy corridor
Date: Wednesday, October 30, 2019 at 9:02:51 AM Pacific Daylight Time

rrom: - N

To: Info

Dear RCTC,

I am writing you because | am an educated driver and resident. | drive the I-15 corridor between Corona and Lake
Elsinore so | know firsthand the problems in the corridor that have not been addressed by Caltrans and RCTC. The
corridor has major bottlenecks on the freeway and the streets which are the direct result of corridor operaonal
issues. | respectfully ask that Caltrans and RCTC join together to address these operational problems.

Specifically, the joint effort should do the following:

1. Add one auxiliary lane in each direction on I-15 from 91/Magnolia to Weirick

2. Widen the underpasses at the Ontario, El Cerrito, Weirick and Temescal Canyon interchanges to provide for full 4
lanes and proper turning lanes

3. Widen Temescal Canyon Rd. through El Cerrito and approaches leading to all interchanges

I am including my email to the I-15 Southern Project Extension and copying the local elected officials so they may
assist Caltrans in securing funding to improve Riverside County residents' quality of life which suffering due to the
unnecessary extended traffic delays in the corridor.

Sincerely,
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 15:03:49 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: I-15 Corridor
Date: Wednesday, October 30, 2019 at 3:13:30 PM Pacific Daylight Time

rrom: -

To: Info

corridor

Dear CalTrans District 8 Representative and RCTC,

| am writing you because we are senior drivers and residents We have driven
the I-15 corridor for years between Corona, Lake Elsinore and Temecula so we
know firsthand the problems in the corridor that have not been addressed by
Caltrans and RCTC. The corridor has major bottlenecks on the freeway and the
residential streets which are the direct result of corridor operational issues. |
respectfully ask that Caltrans and RCTC join together to address these
operational problems.

Specifically, the joint effort should do the following:

1. Add one auxiliary lane in each direction on I-15 from 91/Magnolia to
Weirick

2. Widen the underpasses at the Ontario, El Cerrito, Weirick and Temescal
Canyon interchanges to provide for full 4 lanes and proper turning lanes

3. Widen Temescal Canyon Rd. through El Cerrito and approaches leading to
all interchanges

| am including my email to the I-15 Southern Project Extension and copying
the local elected officials so they may assist Caltrans in securing funding to
improve Riverside County residents' quality of life which suffering due to the
unnecessary extended traffic delays in the corridor.

Sincerely,
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 15:04:07 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: 15fwy corridor
Date: Wednesday, October 30, 2019 at 9:02:51 AM Pacific Daylight Time

rrom: - N

To: Info

Dear RCTC,

I am writing you because | am an educated driver and resident. | drive the I-15 corridor between Corona and Lake
Elsinore so | know firsthand the problems in the corridor that have not been addressed by Caltrans and RCTC. The
corridor has major bottlenecks on the freeway and the streets which are the direct result of corridor operaonal
issues. | respectfully ask that Caltrans and RCTC join together to address these operational problems.

Specifically, the joint effort should do the following:

1. Add one auxiliary lane in each direction on I-15 from 91/Magnolia to Weirick

2. Widen the underpasses at the Ontario, El Cerrito, Weirick and Temescal Canyon interchanges to provide for full 4
lanes and proper turning lanes

3. Widen Temescal Canyon Rd. through El Cerrito and approaches leading to all interchanges

I am including my email to the I-15 Southern Project Extension and copying the local elected officials so they may
assist Caltrans in securing funding to improve Riverside County residents' quality of life which suffering due to the
unnecessary extended traffic delays in the corridor.

Sincerely,

Page1of1



Monday, January 6, 2020 at 15:02:10 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: Request to alleviate congestion along the 1-15 corridor (between Corona and Lake Elsinore).
Date: Sunday, November 3, 2019 at 1:20:48 PM Pacific Standard Time

rrom: -

To: Info, promo@rivco.org, Exec_Sec_D08@dot.ca.gov, tyler.madary@sen.ca.gov,
senator.roth@senate.ca.gov, assemblymember.cervantes@assembly.ca.gov, districtl@RivCo.org,
district2@rivco.org

We are longtime

residents of Corona, Ca. For many years

the freeways, surface streets and accesses have been in serious shape.
They fail to hold up to the current usage to

which our city is subjected. It is quite

obvious they will only get worse as our housing boom continues.

We are in total agreement with the Greater

Corona Traffic Alliance group who advocates for remedies for these nightmares,
and so am sending a letter in support of their

latest

suggestions:

We

frequently drive

the I-15 corridor between Corona and Lake Elsinore so know firsthand the

problems in the corridor that have not been addressed by Caltrans and RCTC. The corridor has major bottlenecks on the
freeway and the streets which are the

direct result of corridor operational issues.

We respectfully ask that

Caltrans and RCTC join together to address these operational problems.

Specifically, we are encouraging
the

joint effort to

do the following:

1. Add one auxiliary
lane in each direction on I-15 from 91/Magnolia to Weirick

2. Widen the
underpasses at the Ontario, El Cerrito, Weirick and Temescal Canyon
interchanges to provide for full 4 lanes and proper turning lanes

3. Widen Temescal
Canyon Rd. through EI Cerrito and approaches leading to all interchanges
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Most
Sincerely,
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 15:01:29 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: RCTC Web Contact Form

Date: Sunday, November 3, 2019 at 2:34:00 PM Pacific Standard Time

From: james=cels.c om@rctc.org on behalf of Riverside County Transportation Commission
To: Info

First Name:
Last Name:
Your E-mail*:
Phone:

Zip:

Organizaon:

Department: General (all departments)

This is my

first inquiry Checked

about this

subject.:

Message: I live in Corona, CA and regularly commute to Perris, Banning, Riverside and Lake Elsinore on the 15
and 60 freeways. For the record | would like to state that | am opposed to any additional toll or
carpool lanes on any freeways | travel. | am in support of additional lanes using funds the state, county
and cities involved already have so that ALL drivers can experience a safer, quicker, easier commute.

Yes, please

sign me up

for The Checked

Point!:
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:29:33 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: Fwd: |-15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension - Comment
Date: Tuesday, November 5, 2019 at 1:36:09 PM Pacific Standard Time
From: Robert Chevez

To: Elle Carlos

Robert Chevez

Account Director
Westbound Communicaons
Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Riverside County Transportation Commission <james@celtis.com>
Date: November 2, 2019 at 1:36:43 PM PDT

To: Robert Chevez <rchevez@westboundcommunicaons.c om>

Subject: I-15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension - Comment

First

Name: -

Last

Name: NN

email: |

zo:

Message*: Have you considered building bypass lanes that don't cost a toll? If you built lanes that you
get on in Lake Elsinore and can not get off of until you get to the 91 it would eliminate a lot
of traffic issues through that area. The shopping centers and additional housing that were
built without having to widen the 15 in the area has created the big mess. If one could get

into lanes where there is no entrance or exit for 15 miles it would ease the traffic in that
area.
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:30:02 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: Fwd: |-15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension - Comment

Date:
From:
To:

Robert

Tuesday, November 5, 2019 at 1:35:47 PM Pacific Standard Time
Robert Chevez

Elle Carlos

Chevez

Account Director
Westbound Communicaons
Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Riverside County Transportation Commission <james@celtis.com>
Date: November 3, 2019 at 10:18:46 AM PST

To: Robert Chevez <rchevez@westboundcommunicaons.c om>

Subject: I-15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension - Comment

First
Name:

Last
Name:

Email:
Phone:
Address:
City:

Zip:

Message*: | think it would be more beneficial to have one carpool lane and one toll lane in each
direction. Having 2 toll lanes in each direction didn’t really help the 91 when it took away
the carpool lanes. It seems more impacted now. And with the morning rates up to $25, it
makes it difficult for a lot of people to even take it. If the proposed toll lanes are going to
have a price point that high, people are still going to be crowding the regular lanes with no
help on decreasing the impacted lanes. A carpool lane would help this as many cars carry
more than one person.
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:30:16 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: Fwd: |-15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension - Comment
Date: Tuesday, November 5, 2019 at 1:35:24 PM Pacific Standard Time
From: Robert Chevez

To: Elle Carlos

Robert Chevez

Account Director
Westbound Communicaons
Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Riverside County Transportation Commission <james@celtis.com>
Date: November 4, 2019 at 9:03:44 AM PST

To: Robert Chevez <rchevez@westboundcommunicaons.c om>

Subject: I-15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension - Comment

First
Name:

Last
Name:

Email:

Address:

City:

Zip:

Message™: Please add one free lane from Ontario Ave to at least Weirick Rd on both sides of the 15
and pay for it from toll fees
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:30:37 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: Fwd: |-15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension - Comment
Date: Tuesday, November 5, 2019 at 1:34:49 PM Pacific Standard Time
From: Robert Chevez

To: Elle Carlos

Robert Chevez

Account Director
Westbound Communicaons
Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Riverside County Transportation Commission <james@celtis.com>
Date: November 5, 2019 at 12:10:36 AM PST

To: Robert Chevez <rchevez@westboundcommunicaons.c om>

Subject: I-15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension - Comment

First

Name: -

Last

Name: N

email: |

zo:

Message*: | have several reservations about the project, mainly since | don't think we should be
spending so much time and money to build toll lanes on this portion of Interstate 15. The
portion of Interstate 15 through Lake Elsinore and Temescal Valley doesn't see that much
traffic (at least south of the interchange at Temescal Canyon Road), so toll lanes really
aren't that necessary here. We should instead build toll lanes in Temecula and Murrieta
first, because that's where the traffic problems are always overlooked and have go en
more severe; the fact that both cities are nearly twice the size of Lake Elsinore by
population and haven't seen any sort of improvements in terms of carpool/HOV or toll
lanes in recent years (or proposed near-term) is absolutely unacceptable.

Rather than extend the toll lanes from Cajalco Road in Corona south to Central Avenue in
Lake Elsinore, | feel like we could still build about the same length's worth of toll lanes but
in two distinct segments: one from the southernmost Temecula city limits to Baxter Road
in Wildomar, and another from the Temescal Canyon Road interchange to Cajalco Road (to
address the increased traffic flow and narrower freeway profile as you start to head into
Corona). This may leave a 20-mile gap in the toll lanes that could be annoying for some,
but | believe that this approach would be best for resolving traffic problems where it
mabers most. | also feel like there should be a project that will add new safety measures,
like reducing the speed limit to 65 miles per hour once you reach Temescal Canyon Road or
adding a new exit-only lane to the southbound off-ramp at Temescal Canyon Road.

Whether toll lanes are built here or, more ideally, in Temecula and Murrieta (where they're
more likely to be used), direct-access ramps (DARs) are a must. If built in Temecula or
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Murrieta (which needs to happen regardless of whether in this project or a future project),
DARs should be added at locations such as Overland Drive or Nutmeg Street to give people
easier access to important locations such as the Promenade Mall or Inland Valley Medical
Center. I'm not sure where they may be useful in the Temescal Valley area, but hopefully in
locations that can take pressure off of existing interchanges and side roads.

Alternav ely, we will eventually run out of capacity to build and expand new freeway lanes
in Southern California, so expanding public transit down the Interstate 15 corridor (all the
way to Temecula!) will be an imperav e. | would like to see a new Metrolink line that
follows the freeway and has a station or two in every city on the corridor, so that people
won't need to sit in traffic for hours or continue to pollute the air.

Overall, I'm not completely opposed to all parts of this project, but I'm very disappointed
that traffic problems in my hometown of Temecula have go en so difficult to manage
because of the county's lack of initiav e in idenf ying and treating the issues in that area.
It is an economic powerhouse for Riverside County and deserves a project that deals with
regional and inter-city connecvity , and unless | can be proven otherwise this project does
nothing to accomplish that.

Page 2 of 2



Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:30:48 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: Fwd: |-15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension - Comment
Date: Tuesday, November 5, 2019 at 1:34:07 PM Pacific Standard Time
From: Robert Chevez

To: Elle Carlos

Robert Chevez

Account Director
Westbound Communicaons
Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Riverside County Transportation Commission <james@celtis.com>
Date: November 5, 2019 at 11:59:41 AM PST

To: Robert Chevez <rchevez@westboundcommunicaons.c om>

Subject: I-15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension - Comment

First Name:
Last Name:
Email:
Phone:
Address:
City:

Zip:

Organizaon:

Message™*:  Could you please build freeway from Norco College to 71 Butterfield Canyon directly
instead everyone get tangle in 91 freeway Corona. Every morning stcu about 45 minutes
from 91/La Sierra to 91/Green River exit. Also build trple lanes road from 71 Butterfield
Canyon to 91/Weir Canyon use Weir Canyon Ramp. This is mandatory because the
housing is coming so fast and people from Riverside double population in next 10 years.
Also another 10 years need to build freeway from 15-Temescal Valey to 241 Sanag o
canyon.
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:28:54 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: 115 Comment Form Submission

Date: Monday, November 11, 2019 at 8:38:45 PM Pacific Standard Time

From: james=cels.c om@rctc.org on behalf of Riverside County Transportation Commission
To: Elle Carlos

First Name:
Last Name:
Email:
Phone:
Address:
City:

Zip:

Organizaon: Temescal Valley Advisory Council, WeRTV, Resident

Message*:  As a resident and active person in the community, where | get frustrated is the sheer amount of time
it takes to get things engineered and completed. | managed 5 businesses here in California, | am on
the above mentioned communies, and on my HOA board. | want explained to me what is the scope
of CEQUA and NEPA. | don't understand why it take so so so long (in your video you budget almost 6
years for that to go through. Why on earth does it take so long. In a simple case to get the county to
approve plans for maintenance building to be built took almost two years. The actual construction of
the building 6 weeks. | just spent $18,000,000 in Ontario to add a hi tech piece of processing
equipment in Ontario. It took almost three years to get approved on our property before we could
break ground. To build this hi tech piece of equipment took one year. | am looking to invest
$40,000,000 but debating now just because of the pure delays to build. My job in my company is to
deal with engineers and regulatory bodies in the company. What | am trying to understand why is it
more costly and time consuming for government to do a technical analysis for specific parameters
than for private industry? | have been doing this for 37 years and | would want to understand what are
you doing different that is value added to the scope of the project, to perform a study that is different
than private industry? | can get people to do compaction studies, noise levels, fume and emission
studies, migratory paj erns, geological studies, engineering design, project management, etc. you can
do this at a very high quality but without breaking the bank. Please explain.

Also, | would like to know why not with all this new found toll revenue from 1-91 and I-15 that doesn't
get used solely to fund these projects. These roads are brand new. | know reading the descripons
that the money is used to maintain the tolls. Other than occasionally cleaning right now and some
repairs, what on earth is all that money going for? | have other community meetings and work while
these meetings are going on. | will make my best effort to aj end one of the three. Thank you for your
me .
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:28:27 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: 115 Comment Form Submission

Date: Tuesday, November 12, 2019 at 11:12:26 AM Pacific Standard Time

From: james=cels.c om@rctc.org on behalf of Riverside County Transportation Commission
To: Elle Carlos

First
Name:

Last
Name:

Email:
Address:
City:

Zip:

Message*: How about instead of raping the taxpayers for even MORE money with toll lanes, build the lanes with the
taxes we already pay! ENOUGH IS ENOUGH!!! The government already steals enough of my income, and
I do not need to give more to drive on a road that should be paid for by tax money. The government was
originally formed to provide for the common good such as roads and police and military. Toll roads are
NOT the answer! Get your hands out of my pockets!
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:28:41 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: 115 Comment Form Submission

Date: Tuesday, November 12, 2019 at 10:33:31 AM Pacific Standard Time

From: james=cels.c om@rctc.org on behalf of Riverside County Transportation Commission
To: Elle Carlos

First
Name:

Last
Name:

Email:
Phone:
Address:
City:

Zip:

Message™*: | am a resident of Horsethief Canyon Ranch, and | have lived in this community for 28 years. In those 28
years, | have seen the traffic increase tremendously. | work in Corona and have to allow myself an hour
to get to Main Street (13 miles). | am absolutely in favor of the express lanes going all the way to the 74. |
am just sad that it won't happen until 2025. :(
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:28:16 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: 115 Comment Form Submission

Date: Tuesday, November 12, 2019 at 7:37:19 PM Pacific Standard Time

From: james=cels.c om@rctc.org on behalf of Riverside County Transportation Commission
To: Elle Carlos

First
Name:

Last
Name:

Email:
Phone:
Address:
City:

Zip:

Message*: This project should include the addition of a general purpose lane southbound from Magnolia south to
Werrick road. The lane drops in this area cause terrible traffic in Corona that will not be solved by the
addition of only toll lanes. While adding a general purpose lane may lower toll revenues somewhat, RCTC
should be doing what is best for the community and not solely what will raise the most revenue. This
additional general purpose lane can be funded by the ancipa ted toll revenues.
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:27:45 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: 115 Comment Form Submission
Date: Wednesday, November 13, 2019 at 7:17:41 PM Pacific Standard Time

From: james=cels.c om@rctc.org on behalf of Riverside County Transportation Commission
To: Elle Carlos

First

Name: -

email: |

Zip: ]

Message*: The bottleneck between Cajalco and Magnolia must be fixed before this project moves forward.

Underpasses at El Cerrito and Weirick need to be widened to handle the extra cross-traffic this project
will create by people avoiding the tolls.
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 15:00:45 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: RCTC Web Contact Form

Date: Thursday, November 14, 2019 at 7:25:37 PM Pacific Standard Time

From: james=cels.c om@rctc.org on behalf of Riverside County Transportation Commission
To: Info

First Name: -
Last Name: -

mail*:
phone: |
]

Department: Tolling

This is my

first inquiry Checked

about this

subject.:

Message: | am using this contact page to send my comments about the 15 fwy toll project because the website
doesn't work and the submit comment link doesn't work. | a] ended the meeting on 11/13 and it was
very clear that the toll lanes are being built for the bus rider, van pooler or car pooler. You do not want
single drivers in those lanes. There is not a bus line that travels on the 15 today. If someone takes the
bus that will use the toll lane, where is the bus going to drop them off? How far will they have to walk
to their desna tion? The bus will slow the lane. Also, congestion pricing? Anyone that drives the 15
every day, knows the worst stretch is 2nd Street in Norco to Cajalco and sometimes farther. So every
day, that stretch will be congested. What is the formula for congesv e pricing? | was told that
congestion pricing will keep amount of travelers down. That is false. Look at the 91 freeway, and
Disneyland. FasTrak and Disneyland both raised their rates to bring the amount of customers down but
it doesn't work. The multiple enter and exits will also cause congestion on the 3 general purpose lanes.
People drive over the barriers now to have a few minutes of freedom on the 15 south in Corona. This
behavior will continue on any new tolls. Is anyone monitoring how dangerous the 15 N has become in
Corona as people are backed up waiting to get on to the 91 West in the morning? The Fastrak entrance
contributes to the congestion on the 15 N in the morning. And where was the rep from FasTrak? There
were presentation boards promoting them, but no rep. They were probably afraid to show up. $4 per
gallon for gas plus the gas tax that Newsome is stealing. $50 round trip for tolls. How much more can
we take? NO MORE TOLLS. Build 2 lanes on each side and allow everyone to use them. That will ease
the flow of traffic on the 15. We are already paying for these roads. This is a double tax.

Yes, please

:;grn_l_?ee up Unchecked

Point!:
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:24:13 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: 115 Comment Form Submission
Date: Thursday, November 14, 2019 at 3:10:07 AM Pacific Standard Time

From: james=cels.c om@rctc.org on behalf of Riverside County Transportation Commission
To: Elle Carlos

First

Name: -

email: |

Zip: ]

Message*: The idea of additional lanes are great but it will not be sufficient that the fast trak have no exits to

temascal valley and the fast trak will only exit in lake elsinore, therefore the road will not relieve any
traffic flow for the rest of the 15. Additional lanes should be added to the 15.
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 15:01:12 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: Interstate 15 freeway toll lanes.
Date: Thursday, November 14, 2019 at 10:20:11 AM Pacific Standard Time

rrom: - |

To: Info

| an writing to express my displeasure with your plans for the | 15 toll lanes. The word FREEWAY is just what it
means. We pay for the freeways through our taxes and they were meant to be FREE. Now, greed has set in and
you have figured out a way to charge us even more while destroying our quality of life. ALL of you have made this
area an absolute nightmare and you should be ashamed of yourselves. The unfortunate part is, you are not
ashamed of yourselves because of your overwhelming greed. You may have noticed how many people have
already moved out of California because of things like this and many more are leaving. When my wife and | leave
California, we will be taking BOTH of our businesses with us and every penny they produce. Are you people really
that stupid as not to see this? You have failed tremendously and continue to fail the citizens of this area because
of your greed. If you really cared, you would do whatever it takes to add more general purpose lanes instead of
more toll lanes. You may think my email is not very nice but, | and sick and tired of being nice and attending your
dog and pony scoping meetings only to have your lies shoved up my butt. The time for being nice is over.
California is swirling the drain and you can thank yourselves for that.

emescal vValley.
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:23:58 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: 115 Comment Form Submission

Date: Friday, November 15, 2019 at 9:03:36 PM Pacific Standard Time

From: james=cels.c om@rctc.org on behalf of Riverside County Transportation Commission
To: Elle Carlos

First
Name:

Last
Name:

Email:
Phone:
Address:
City:

Zip:

Message*: Please add capacity in general. Address the lanes drops. Widen the underpasses at Ontario, El Cerrito,
Weirick and Temescal interchanges. Improve and add capacity on Temescal Cyn. through El Cerrito.
Thank you.
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:23:43 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: 115 Comment Form Submission

Date: Saturday, November 16, 2019 at 7:51:48 AM Pacific Standard Time

From: james=cels.c om@rctc.org on behalf of Riverside County Transportation Commission
To: Elle Carlos

First

Name: .

Last

Name: -

Zip: -

Message*: What would speed up the traffic flow would be lanes open to carpool in rush hour and all traffic in off
hours, not a toll road people cannot afford. If zero public funds were used for the construcon, ican see

why you would make it a toll road. But you're using public funds and then you're charging public and
making profit? Sounds beyond crooked.
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 15:00:29 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: I-15 express lanes project southern extension
Date: Thursday, November 21, 2019 at 9:44:06 AM Pacific Standard Time

rrom: -

To: Info, Exec_Sec_D08@dot.ca.gov, districtl@rivco.org, district2@rivco.org

Dear CalTrans District 8 Representative, RCTC, and City of Corona representatives,

| am writing regarding the public scoping period for the 1-15 express lanes project
southern extension. | am a new resident of Corona (resident of Temescal Valley 2013-
2019) and | am writing on behalf of my household, as regular commuters of the 1-15
corridor between Corona and Lake Elsinore. We know firsthand the problems in the
corridor that have not been addressed by Caltrans and RCTC. The corridor has major
bottlenecks on the freeway and the streets which are the direct result of corridor
operational issues. | respectfully ask that Caltrans and RCTC join together to address
these operational problems.

Specifically, the efforts should focus on the following:
1. Add one auxiliary lane in each direction on [-15 from 91/Magnolia to Weirick

2. Widen the underpasses at the Ontario, El Cerrito, Weirick and Temescal Canyon
interchanges to provide for full 4 lanes and proper turning lanes

3. Widen Temescal Canyon Rd. through EI Cerrito and approaches leading to all
interchanges

I've included our elected officials as they may also be resources in assisting in
securing funding to improve Riverside County residents' quality of life which suffering
due to the unnecessary extended traffic delays in the corridor.

Sincerely,
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:05:42 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: 115 Comment Form Submission

Date: Thursday, November 21, 2019 at 11:50:19 PM Pacific Standard Time

From: james=cels.c om@rctc.org on behalf of Riverside County Transportation Commission
To: Elle Carlos

First
Name:

Last
Name:

Email:
Phone:
Address:
City:

Zip:

Message*: Please do not extend the toll roads traffic is already a nightmare adding construction and a roll lane will
only make it worse it ahouldnt take 1 hours to go two exits which is our current situation imagine
construction on top of that
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 15:58:08 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: 115 Comment Form Submission
Date: Friday, November 22, 2019 at 4:28:55 PM Pacific Standard Time
From: james=cels.c om@rctc.org on behalf of Riverside County Transportation Commission

To: Elle Carlos

First Name:
Last Name:
Email:
Phone:
Address:
City:

Zip:
Organizaon:

Message*:  Dear RCTC commissioners,

I live in Temescal Valley and brave Interstate 15 daily. The southern extension needs to have its
timeline sped up. The northern portion will be done in 2022 and should be seamless transition to the
southern extension. The 2025 "possible" start of construction is unacceptable. Make a full effort to
push the EIR process along. We NEED these lanes. While toll is a hard pill to swallow, freeing up lanes
for local driving with commuters willing to pay the fees is imperav e.

Another huge concern is the current state of the interchanges of Weirick Road, Temescal Canyon Road
and Lake Street for Temescal Valley residents. By the way | saw a mock up, Weirick Road needs to be
on the sign! Dos Lagos Drive has no addresses, plus is .1 mile long... Either both or only WEIRICK which
is an established community with many addresses on it. Dos Lagos is only naming the shopping center.
| digress. Those interchanges and under crossings are too narrow to to allow for reasonable stacking of
cars out of our growing neighborhoods. Please bring all to full standards and capacies.

Addionally , pull out the old maps and ADD an interchange at Campbell Ranch Road and Temescal
Canyon Road where it intersects with the 15. It has been in the plans since the 1990's or earlier. This
additional interchange can add a grant funding stream no one from RCTC has thought of. The dirt
trucks from mining at Maitri Road to new Cambell interchange and Temescal Canyon Road would for
the El Sobronte Landfill can quality for industrial funding. Thousands of truck trips per week out of
these businesses and more as the economy booms.

Thank you.
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+  Emailed comments from individuals, representatives of organizations in
the project area, and agencies



Degroot, Diana@DOT

From: -
Sent: Thursday, October 17, 2019 11:41 AM

To: 15expsouth@DOT

Subject: [-15 Expansion

As a 2 time per week commuter into LA, | am for the expansion of the I-15 in both directions. | have been making this
commute for almost 20 years and have lessened my work days due to the increasing commute time. With the increase
in new home building along the I-15, the congestion will become greater.

Even on the weekends, the time spent on the I-15 is much longer than even last year.

Thank you,

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone



Degroot, Diana@DOT

From: I
Sent: Saturday, October 19, 2019 12:01 PM
To: 15expsouth@DOT

Subject: Opposition to Toll Extension

Please stop any futher spending on toll lanes. These toll projects do nothing to reduce traffic and only serve as a
regressive tax. Those who can least afford to live in OC and LA commute along these lines and will be left in the slow
lane by these projects. The expansion of the 15 should be the number one regional priority, but not funded through
tolls. How about using some of the state's astronomical gas tax money for funding? We pay the near the highest gas
taxes in the nation and now they're held hostage by the governor. Widen the 15, without these silly tolls.



Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:33:43 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW:

Date: Monday, October 21, 2019 at 5:11:03 PM Pacific Daylight Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Cdonahue@rctc.org, Robert Chevez, Elle Carlos

From:

Sent: Monday, October 21, 2019 3:21 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject:

Thank you for letting me express my views , The 2 lane express way in both direction on the 15 north and 15
south in corona makes me so mad. We as tax payers should not let you use the general funds account to
build an express way. The state collects money from gas and the D.M.V., as a maWeér of fact we voted to
increase gas taxes to help pay for these projects. They should be free to use. If you want to build an express
way, build it on the basin of Cleveland national forest away from the 15 freeway and the most important fact
they should fund this through private investment if you want to build an express way. At some point we the
people will sue because, The lanes that you are turning into express way should be for general use if your
using general funds .
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:34:02 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: I-15 Express Lanes Southern Extension Public Noce

Date: Monday, October 21, 2019 at 5:08:46 PM Pacific Daylight Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Cdonahue@rctc.org, Robert Chevez, Elle Carlos

A achments: image001.jpg

From: Rull, Paul <PRull@RIVCO.ORG>

Sent: Monday, October 21, 2019 3:03 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>

Subject: I-15 Express Lanes Southern Extension Public Noce

Hi,

Thank you for transmitting the above reference project to ALUC for review. Please note that the
segment of the 15 freeway that is outlined in this project is not located within an airport influence
area, and therefore ALUC has no comments at this time.

If you have any quesons, please feel free to contact me.

Paul Rull
ALUC Principal Planner

Confidentiality Disclaimer

This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this
message may be privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.

If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination,
forwarding, printing, or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both
electronic and printed, and contact the author immediately.

County of Riverside California
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Degroot, Diana@DOT

From: james=celtis.com@rctc.org on behalf of Riverside County Transportation Commission
<james@celtis.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2019 6:58 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT

Subject: [-15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension - Comment

First

Name: .

Last

Name: N

Email:

Zip: -

Message*: | don’t see the need for 2 toll lanes in each direction. Why not make one regular lane and one toll lane. In
California we pay a lot of money in taxes, including the highest gas tax in the nation, and down here a lot of
us have to pay a melarose tax to accommodate for the growing area. All that money should go into
expanding roadways for the increased population, and we shouldn’t be forced to pay even more (toll) to
utilize our roadways and commute to and from work.




Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:23:19 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: Interstate 15 Express Lanes Southern Extension

Date: Monday, November 18, 2019 at 1:10:18 PM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: 'Stephanie Blanco', 'Cdonahue@rctc.org', Robert Chevez, Elle Carlos

From:

Sent: Friday, November 15, 2019 2:37 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: Interstate 15 Express Lanes Southern Extension

Comments regarding the above subject.

While | understand the need for the extension of the express lanes and your open house was very informav e, I'm
concerned that there has been no plan to alleviate the extra traffic once it exits the freeway. First, there should be a
freeway entrance/exit between the existing Weirick and Temescal Canyon Rd. Morning traffic at Weirick is

horrific. Adding more cars to the area will make ma" ers even worse. Secondly, underpasses throughout this project
need to be expanded to include an additional lane in each direction to accommodate the forecasted increase in

traffic.

Thank you

Page1of1


mailto:15expsouth@dot.ca.gov

Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:23:30 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: 15fwy Toll Lane Southern Expansion

Date: Monday, November 18, 2019 at 1:10:09 PM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: 'Stephanie Blanco', 'Cdonahue@rctc.org', Robert Chevez, Elle Carlos

From:

Sent: Friday, November 15, 2019 12:18 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: 15fwy Toll Lane Southern Expansion

1.) The location of ingress and egress points should be designed to the create lowest impact to local Temescal
Valley traffic, and impacts to local traffic needs to be identified. 2.) The interchanges/underpasses at Weirick
and Temescal Canyon Roads need to be widen and improved as part of the project. 3.) The originally planned
outside auxiliary lanes need to be studied and reincorporated into the EIR, 4.) Cumulav e impacts of pending
future development needs to be included as part of the traffic studies.

Sincerely,
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:18:49 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: Comments on the Interstate 15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension
Date: Wednesday, November 20, 2019 at 9:34:35 AM Pacific Standard Time

From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: 'Stephanie Blanco', Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2019 9:31 AM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>

Cc

Subject: Comments on the Interstate 15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension

Interstate 15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension

1. Pay attention to the “lessons learned” from the 91 project. Don’t make the same
mistakes again, and don’t make things worse than they already are.

2. Avoid lane reduction “choke points” like the 91/ Ontario Avenue/l-15 area to
Cajalco.

3.  We need “auxiliary outside lanes” because we have high-volume, large truck
traffic from our various mines and the Waste Management facility. These businesses
need to be taken into consideration. Please reach out for “grant” money to fund
these auxiliary lanes.

4. Anew freeway on/off ramp should be constructed at Campbell Ranch Road and
Temescal Canyon Road to make the high-volume, large truck traffic from the mines
more manageable.

5. Temescal Canyon Road is our only alternative to the I-15. Don’t make local
streets worse than they already are.

6. A study should be made of the Escondido and San Diego areas to see what
they’ve done with their freeways.

7. There is a lack of road capacity under the existing freeway bridges at both the
Weirick Road and Temescal Canyon Road locations; both intersections need
to be upgraded.

8. When doing the EIR traffic study, make sure the “cumulative effect” of all current
and proposed business, industrial, and residential projects are taken into
consideration (Serrano business project, Lake Street Castle & Cook project, etc.).

9. Request placement of “noise barriers” in front of Glen Eden Sun Club because
of the addition of the four (4) express lanes.

Thank you,
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:19:43 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: No more express lanes

Date: Wednesday, November 20, 2019 at 9:26:11 AM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: 'Stephanie Blanco', Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2019 7:41 AM
To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: No more express lanes

Good morning,

I am writing to express my discontent with the express lanes proposal. We do not want them extending to lake
elsinore, this is a tax funded highway and any new lanes to accommodate traffic should be available to us taxpayers
without paying a toll. This should be illegal , money is being spent and private companies are pocketing our money
that could be be” er spent in our home towns. Also the excuse about going green and having less emissions would
be” er be solved if everyone could get to and from work in less time rather than idling for 2 hours. Only a few people
out of the community will be using the toll so it won’t solve anything, people cannot afford an additional $40 a day
on top of gas and car maintenance just to get to work to pay to live here.

Thank you for your time

Sent from my iPhone
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:20:39 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: Expressway comments
Date: Wednesday, November 20, 2019 at 9:25:44 AM Pacific Standard Time

From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT
To: 'Stephanie Blanco', Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:
Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2019 2:24 AM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: Expressway comments

Just waiting to share that | think Expressway all the way coming down to Lake Elsinore is great plan. In fact, |
would suggest coming all the way down to Temecula as well.

- sent from my phone
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:16:57 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: Extension of I-15 Express Lanes to Lake Elsinore

Date: Thursday, November 21, 2019 at 9:33:12 AM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2019 7:54 AM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: Extension of I-15 Express Lanes to Lake Elsinore

| wished to voice my strong opposition to the proposed extension of I-15 Express Lanes to Lake Elsinore.
Extending Express Lanes would do absolutely nothing to alleviate the traffic congestion issues on the 1-15
corridor. Only adding additional general purpose traffic lanes would provide benefit.

This is a gross misappropriation of general funds to saa te private interests.
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Dear Shawn Oriaz,

This email is written in response to the California Department of Transportation’s (Caltrans) Notice of
Preparation of Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Interstate 15 Express Lanes Southern
Extension Project (Project). Caltrans, in corporation with Riverside County Transportation Commission
(RCTC) proposes to extend the I-15 Express Lanes an additional 14.5 miles. The new segment would
extend from State Route 74 (Central Ave) in Lake Elsinore, north through the unincorporated Riverside
County community of Temescal Valley, to Cajalco Rd. in Corona. The project proposes to increase
capacity by adding two tolled express lanes in both directions within the I-15 median.

The Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (District) has reviewed the NOP
and has the following comments:

e The proposed project will likely impact an existing open concrete channel (Brown Canyon
Wash). Any work that involves District rights-of-way, easement, or facilities will require an
encroachment permit from the District. Therefore, the District will likely be a CEQA responsible
agency and should be named as such in the environmental document to facilitate the
encroachment permit process. Additionally, any potential impacts to District facilities should be
considered in the DEIR. To obtain further information on encroachment permits or existing
facilities, contact Albert Martinez of the Encroachment Permit Section at 951.955.8885.

e The District is a permittee to the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat
Conservation Plan (MSHCP). For purposes of procuring an encroachment permit or other District
approval, the project proponent will need to demonstrate that all project related activities within
the District right-of-way/easement is consistent with the MSHCP. To accomplish this, the CEQA
document should include a MSHCP consistency report with all of its supporting documents and
provide mitigation, as needed, in accordance with all applicable MSHCP requirements. The
MSHCP consistency report should address Sections 6.1.2, 6.1.3, 6.1.4, 6.3.2, 7.3.7, 7.5.3 and
Appendix C of the MSHCP.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the NOP. Please forward any subsequent environmental
documents regarding the project to my attention at this office. Any questions concerning this email
may be referred to Gene Jennings at 951.955.8377 (ecjennin(@rivco.org) or me at 951.955.1526
(kcunning(@rivco.org).
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Please note my email has changed to kcunning@rivco.org

Confidentiality Disclaimer

This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this
message may be privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure.

If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination,
forwarding, printing, or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both
electronic and printed, and contact the author immediately.

4%s (-("=(-


mailto:kcunning@rivco.org
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.countyofriverside.us%2F&data=02%7C01%7C15expsouth%40dot.ca.gov%7Ceccf64cd741f47baa5db08d76edb81a0%7C621b0a64174043cc8d884540d3487556%7C0%7C0%7C637099761359267979&sdata=KOE4g8zgiCCN28r3x11RzqLZa%2B%2F6XaVjWs2%2Bj5qcICI%3D&reserved=0

Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:04:12 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: additional comments - Interstate 15 Express Lanes Project, Southern Extension
Date: Friday, November 22, 2019 at 9:07:54 AM Pacific Standard Time

From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2019 10:02 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>

Subject: additional comments - Interstate 15 Express Lanes Project, Southern Extension

I already submitted some comments several days ago, but wanted to make sure
the following is included:

"Study the benefit of building sound barriers along the proposed extension
corridor to mitigate noise as well as headlight glare from increased traffic.
Specifically, drivers turning left off Glen Eden Road onto De Palma Road already
are subject to intense headlight glare from southbound traffic, creating a safety
hazard that will worsen with the addition of two more lanes."

Thank you,
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:04:30 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: Widen Roads in Temescal Valley

Date: Friday, November 22, 2019 at 9:07:06 AM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2019 7:30 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: Widen Roads in Temescal Valley

With the expansion of the Toll lanes through Corona on the 15 freeway, we feel it is imperav e that Temescal Road
and Weirick Road he widened to keep up with the added flow of the new lanes.

Thank you,

Sent from my iPhone
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:04:45 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: TCR interchange & bridge underpass

Date: Friday, November 22, 2019 at 9:05:51 AM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2019 7:06 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Cc: Kleffries@RIVCO.ORG;

Subject: RE: TCR interchange & bridge underpass

To Whom It May Concern:

On behalf of Tom’s Farms, | would like to thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed
project at Temescal Canyon Road interchange and bridge underpass. Tom’s Farms started with a 3,500
square foot produce stand in 1974, since then we have added three restaurants, two retail stores and
an outdoor amusement area with total over 80,000 square feet to the property but Temescal Canyon
Road remain relav ely the same. Tom’s Farms brings in more than 200,000 visitors/tourists every year,
we see this figure trending upward connuously . Recently, we brought in 15,000 guests to enjoy our
weekend ager dark Halloween Event in the month of October and we are expecting 20,000 guests to
parcipa te on the Holiday train light show in December.
decided to update all the existing structures and planning to add five more structures to expand our
business. We are renovating the Bar and Grill restaurant and planning an update to the Furniture store
next with County official. The additional structures | mentioned earlier will include a Kids Barn (indoor
playground), a 10,000 square feet of Event Center (multi-purpose), new Coffee/Bakery Shop, Hotel,
Senior Assisted Living Center and expansion of our outdoor Amusement Center. \We want to create a
Family Fun Place for all ages to unwind, have Fun and make their own special memory (wedding). | ask
your consideration to update/expand Temescal Canyon Road to accommodate the increase traffic from
our business and all the newly developed resident communities. Thank you taking the time to read
this email, should you have any question feel free to contact me.

Best regards,

This email message and any accompanying materials may contain proprietary, privileged and
confidential information of Sunny Designs, Inc. or its subsidiaries or affiliates, and are intended solely
for the recipient(s) named above. If you are not the intended recipient of this communicaon, any
use, disclosure, prinng , copying or distribuon, or reliance on the contents, of this communication is
strictly prohibited. Sunny Designs, Inc. disclaims any liability for the review, retransmission,
dissemination or other use of, or the taking of any action in reliance upon, this communication by
persons other than the intended recipient(s). If you have received this communication in error, please
reply to the sender advising of the error in transmission, and immediately delete and destroy the
communication and any accompanying materials. To the extent permitted by applicable law, Sunny
Designs, Inc. and others may inspect, review, monitor, analyze, copy, record and retain any
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communications sent from or received at this email address.
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:05:01 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: 115 congeson

Date: Friday, November 22, 2019 at 9:04:57 AM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2019 6:19 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: 115 congeson

Please accept this complaint for the planned more residential properties and businesses that are tying up the
already extremely congested 115 freeway. Our quality of life in Trilogy has diminished due to this helter
skelter planning. Cracked car windows due to the plethora of trucks and the air quality snk s.... Do your job

for the community.

Thank you.

Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:05:17 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: 15 Freeway widening

Date: Friday, November 22, 2019 at 9:04:16 AM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2019 5:44 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: 15 Freeway widening

The traffic at 15 S Fwy all the way to Indian Truck Trail is really horrible now with all the new homes and Apts added.

It needs to be widening ASAP.
Sent from my iPad
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:05:30 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: Temescal Canyon & Weirick Road Interchanges Concerns
Date: Friday, November 22, 2019 at 9:03:47 AM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2019 5:34 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>

Subject: Temescal Canyon & Weirick Road Interchanges Concerns

Dear RCTC,

| am a resident of Temescal Valley and | am desperately asking that the outdated Temescal Canyon Road
and Weirick Road interchanges and bridge underpasses be widened to accommodate the increase in
vehicular traffic the Express Lanes will add to the interchanges of Temescal Canyon Road and Weirick
Road. Knabe Road and Temescal Canyon surface streets are already greatly impacted and the Express
Lanes are not even created yet.

| beg you to please consider widening the interchanges and bridge underpasses.
Thank you for your attention to this request.

Kind Regards,
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:05:54 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: Interstate 15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension

Date: Thursday, November 21, 2019 at 4:15:29 PM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2019 4:14 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>

Subject: Interstate 15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension

To: Shawn Oriaz, Senior Environmental Planner, CA Dept. of Transportation, District 8 -
Environmental Studies “"C”

Re:Interstate 15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension
Dear Shawn Oriaz,

I am a Temescal Valley resident living in the community of Butterfield Estates. Thank you for
considering my comments below regarding the Interstate 15 Express Lanes Southern Extension.

1) Concurrent with construction, Temescal Canyon Road and Weirick Road interchanges should be
upgraded to allow greater ease of access and flow of traffic. Additional consideration should be given
to constructing an interchange at Campbell Ranch Road. Such an interchange would 1) help relieve
some of the traffic congestion caused by trucks entering and exiting the freeway on their way to or
leaving the mines at Maitri Road, and 2) reduce wear on tear of Temescal Canyon Road from such
truck use. Even an incomplete or partial interchange providing only an onramp to the freeway would
be very helpful. Please reach out to other agencies to partner with and for assistance with additional
funding.

2) A main objective in improving Interstate 15 should be to improve traffic flow throughout the
county. The project must NOT result in increased in traffic congestion on our surface streets here in
Temescal Valley.

3) Ingresses and egresses to the toll lanes should be VERY carefully thought out so as to not
adversely affect surface street circulation here in Temescal Valley.

4) Sound barriers should be added along the freeway in Temescal Valley so as to reduce traffic noise
to residents.

Sincerely,
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:06:12 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: Interstate 15 Express Lane Project Southern Extension

Date: Thursday, November 21, 2019 at 4:04:34 PM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:
Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2019 2:36 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Cc:
Subject: Interstate 15 Express Lane Project Southern Extension

Dear Riverside County Transportation Commissioners:
We would like you to consider the following in the development of the Interstate 15 Southern Extension
Project:
1. The locations of the ingress and egress points need to be designed to create the least impact to local
Temescal Valley traffic. Impacts to local traffic needs to be idenfied.
2. The interchanges/underpasses at Weirick and Temescal Canyon Road need to be widened and
improved as part of the project.
3. The originally planned outside auxiliary lanes need to be studied and reincorporated into the

Environmental Impact Review.
4. Cumulav e impacts of pending future development need to be included as part of the traffic studies.

Thank you for your consideration of our comments,

Page1of1



Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:06:27 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: |-15 Express project
Date: Thursday, November 21, 2019 at 4:03:38 PM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'
Priority: High
From:

Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2019 2:57 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: I-15 Express project

Importance: High

The Temescal Canyon Road and Weirick Road interchanges and bridge underpasses must be widened — The |-
15 Express project is going to jam everything up for my neighborhood if we don’t do this.

Thank you!
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:07:01 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: Widen Temescal and Weirick interchanges

Date: Thursday, November 21, 2019 at 1:01:35 PM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2019 12:58 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: Widen Temescal and Weirick interchanges

Hello,
| am a resident of 18 years and there is a great need for improvements to our interchanges.

PLEASE take this in to consideration
Temescal Canyon Road and Weirick Road interchanges and bridge underpasses must be widened to

accommodate the increase in vehicular traffic the Express Lanes.
Respectfully
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FW: Interstate 15 Express Lanes Project

Degroot, Diana@DOT <Diana.DeGroot@dot.ca.gov>
on behalf of

15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>

Thu 11/21/2019 12:55 PM

To: Stephanie Blanco <SBlanco@RCTC.org>; Elle Carlos <ecarlos@westboundcommunications.com>; Robert Chevez
<RChevez@westboundcommunications.com>; 'Cdonahue@rctc.org' <Cdonahue@rctc.org>

From: Stephanie Gonzalez <steph131497@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2019 11:58 AM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: Interstate 15 Express Lanes Project






Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:16:42 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: Scoping comments—Interstate 15 Express Lanes Southern Extension project
Date: Thursday, November 21, 2019 at 9:33:34 AM Pacific Standard Time

From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2019 8:55 AM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>

Subject: Scoping comments—Interstate 15 Express Lanes Southern Extension project

To: Shawn Oriaz
California Department of Transportaon
District 8 — Environmental Studies

Please see the following comments responding to the scoping process for the upcoming environmental
analysis of the Interstate 15 Express Lanes Southern Extension project on behalf of the Glen Eden
Corporaon:

The Glen Eden Corporaon, owner and operator of Glen Eden Sun Club, a 55-year-old resort and 288-
space recreational vehicle community off Interstate 15 near Indian Truck Trail and De Palma Road,
respectfully submit the following requests for emphasis during the environmental review process for
expansion of Interstate 15 via the addition of two toll lanes in each direction from Cajalco Road to Ortega
Highway (State 74).

Glen Eden supports the concept of additional capacity on Interstate 15 through added lanes in either
direction. While traffic southbound on Interstate 15 has always been impacted at the Riverside (91) Freeway
interchange, our members and guests have experienced intensive and more localized traffic increases in
recent years, particularly northbound on Interstate 15 (because southbound already was terrible). This
happened despite promises that the project to rebuild the 15 and 91 freeway interchanges, add toll lanes and
reconstruct the Cajalco Road overcrossing and ramps would reduce congestion. Instead, it led to the
significant degradation of traffic because of an increased number of vehicles piling up in choke points.

Glen Eden supports the concept of connecting additional express or toll lanes in the freeway median as the
manner to increase capacity as long as traffic studies closely examine the expected impact on local streets
and roads. We know from long experience that drivers ahempt to bypass the cost of toll lanes

and resulting gridlock on general-purpose lanes by driving through local streets, particularly with traffic apps
in use such as Waze. We also respectfully request that the Riverside County Transportation Commission
acknowledge the financial impact of using tax dollars to build pay-only lanes that have a cascading affect on
driver behavior to avoid paying tolls by impacting local neighborhood streets.

We join with our neighbors in the Temescal Valley to request the following:

1) Locate Interstate 15 Express Lane ingress and egress points at Temescal Canyon Road, Indian Truck
Trail, Lake Street and Central Avenue.

Page 1 of 2



2) Expand these interchanges and bridges to accommodate higher traffic volume due to access points
for the Express Lanes and additional volume ancipa ted from future residenal, commercial and
industrial development projects in this corridor.

3) Avoid lane reduction “choke points” along the length of the Southern Extension by adding auxiliary
lanes to ease the flow of traffic.

4) Study improvements, expansion and mitigation for Temescal Canyon Road, which serves as the main
arterial alternav e to Interstate 15 and currently is overloaded with overflow freeway traffic.

5) Study and propose mitigations for the cumulav e impact of all current and proposed business,
residential and industrial projects in the Interstate 15 Express Lanes Southern Extension project area.

6) Study the benefit of building sound barriers along the proposed extension corridor to mitigate noise

as well as headlight glare from increased traffic. Specifically, drivers turning left off Glen Eden Road onto
De Palma Road already are subject to intense headlight glare from southbound traffic, creating a safety
hazard that will worsen with the addition of two more lanes.

Thank you for your consideration during this scoping process and the opportunity for further review and
comment during the environmental analysis period.

_
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 14:59:10 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: I-15 Project Comments ...

Date: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 at 9:19:35 AM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Friday, November 22, 2019 5:30 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: I-15 Project Comments ...

Regarding the 1-15 Express Lanes Southern
Extension:

IN TEMESCAL VALLEY

With only one north-south surface street (Temescal Canvon Road), it is imperative the location of
inaress and egress points should be designed to create the lowest impact to local surface-street
traffic.

e Currently, during morning commute hours, an accident on the I-15 will back up traffic on Knabe
Road for about one mile. The Wierick Road/Dos Lagos Drive interchange and bridge underpass
must be widened.

e Likewise, the interchange and bridge underpass at Temescal Canyon Road must be widened.
This is the primary interchange for all semi-truck traffic in Temescal Valley. El Sobrante Landfill is
mandated to use only this interchange for refuse haulers going to and from the landfill. The mining
and asphalt operations put hundreds of semi-trucks on this interchange daily. Additionally, this is
the interchange used by tourist attractions Tom’s Farms and Glen Ivy Hot Springs, whether for
private vehicles visiting the attractions or tour buses. Both have plans for expansion — most
notably Glen lvy Hot Springs with plans before the county now to turn the spa into a world-class
resort. Additionally, county planners are now reviewing a 61-acre industrial/warehouse project
proposed for Temescal Canyon Road just north of the I-15. Trucks generated by this project also
will use the Temescal Canyon Road interchange.

¢ Would now be a good time to re-assess the possibility of constructing a new interchange at
Campbell Ranch Road, between the Temescal Canyon Road and Indian Truck Trail interchanges,
as outlined on Page 38 of Riverside County’s Temescal Canyon Area Plan element of the General
Plan? A new interchange could relieve the semi-truck congestion at the Temescal Canyon Road
interchange and also on Temescal Canyon Road if all vehicles from the mining and asphalt
operations were mandated to use it.

IN LAKE ELSINORE

e |n June 2016, The Lake Elsinore City Council approved a Specific Plan that would allow
developer Castle & Cooke to build an 8,000-home development at the city’s northern boundary,
along Lake Street and Temescal Canyon Road. When constructions begins, the first phase of the
project calls for a massive widening of Lake Street and the Lake Street interchange. Please take
this project into consideration when planning ingress and egress points for the Express Lanes.
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e The Riverside County Transportation Department is conducting studies for the Ethanac
Expressway Project, which would connect the cities of Hemet, San Jacinto, Menifee, Perris and
Lake Elsinore and the unincorporated communities of Winchester, Homeland, Romoland, Good
Hope, Meadowbrook and Warm Springs. The Expressway would be accessed from the Nichols

Road interchange. Please take this project into consideration when planning ingress and egress
points for the Express Lanes.

Thank you for consideration of my requests ...
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 14:58:55 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: Feedback re i-15 express lane project

Date: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 at 9:19:46 AM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Friday, November 22, 2019 8:48 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: Feedback re i-15 express lane project

| am a resident of Temescal Valley/South Corona. Traffic in our area is terrible due in part to the construcon

going on during the day.
A quick drive takes longer than expected. This project should be more carefully planned to be less disrupv e
to the neighborhoods in this area. Keep our long commutes in mind.
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 14:57:30 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: Express lane 115

Date: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 at 9:19:55 AM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Friday, November 22, 2019 8:53 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: Express lane 115

Good Evening,

| am writing to discuss the 115 express lane project. It is currently adding to the slow down of traffic. Some of
us have long commutes in the mornings, we have to take our kids to school, etc. Please find a less disrupv e
way to complete your project.

Thank you
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 14:59:25 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: 15 Freeway Toll Lanes South Comments

Date: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 at 9:19:23 AM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Friday, November 22, 2019 4:47 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: 15 Freeway Toll Lanes South Comments

To Whom It May Concern:

A erviewing the online scoping material, | have serious concerns about the impact on surface traffic through
Temescal Valley — sandwiched between the cities of Corona and Lake Elsinore — once the project breaks ground.
Unlike other areas that have recently opened toll lanes, Temescal Valley lacks the infrastructure of multiple main
artery surface streets to move traffic to its ultimate desna tion. For example, Temescal Canyon Road (which in many
places is a two-lane road) is the only main north-south running road in the valley. There is no other artery for moving
non-freeway traffic through the valley. We do not have east-west roads other than what feeds directly off of Temescal
Canyon Road towards the freeways. As it stands now, parts of our area are landlocked with morning and evening
travel... in the event of an accident or other major incident (like poppies), we are 100% landlocked.

Additionally the underpasses in the area — specifically Weirck and Temescal Canyon Road — are in desperate need of
expansion and update. They cannot handle the current traffic, let alone an influx of people looking to avoid toll lanes
and shift through the valley using our very limited pool of side streets. Indian Truck Trail was upgraded a few years
ago but still is crippled in the event of a backup in the area.

Adding in the amount of commercial businesses in the area and those that are slated for the area including the
Serrano Project Center, the ice cream distribution center off of Weirck, the potential change of Renaissance Ranch at
the bottom of Horsethief Canyon, and a purported noodle factory, overlooking this area will bring our small valley to
a standsll.

Thank you for your time,
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 15:59:15 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: Comments to 15 Fastrak Expansion Project

Date: Friday, November 22, 2019 at 2:55:13 PM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Friday, November 22, 2019 1:41 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: Comments to 15 Fastrak Expansion Project

Temescal Valley is unique from most other areas in Riverside County in that we are largely reliant on
either the 15 freeway or our one main North/South artery that parallels the freeway, Temescal Canyon
Road (TCR) to move within the area and leave the area. The 15 and TCR are interlinked at all freeway
ramp locations so impacting one largely impacts the other. Unfortunately, due to the bottleneck
leaving the valley to the North (and approaching from South Corona) our local roads are already over-
burdened. A recent report highlights that Temescal Valley is one of the top five hardest to exit
communities in the State, and the worst in Riverside County:

hp _s://www.kged.org/science/1946668/data-pinpoints-14-california-communies-with-mos t-limited-
emergency-escape-routes?clid=IwAR1Y jhPVLZN8HGA-SjpsQQAKr3JtR2ppID-hYGr3eFb4yViZplsN a9fiu

The bottleneck at Southern Corona/Northern Temescal Valley (El Cerrito/Foothill, Cajalco, Weirick
freeway ramp areas and nearby local roads) has go en exponentially worse over the last five years and
is ancipa ted to get worse even aoer the current 15 freeway work has been completed. There is just
no flowing artery in or out of Temescal Valley. Unfortunately, north of the Valley is where our jobs are,
our high schools, our emergency medical services, etc. We would really appreciate your assistance in
this area, regardless of whether or not additional fastrak lanes to the south are approved. These
bottleneck improvements are necessary to handle ancipa ted growth in this still developing area,
especially as it is one of the front lines of County growth from Orange and Los Angeles counes.

To date, there has been little opportunity for noticeable coordination between CalTrans, the County,
and the City of Corona for systemic improvements to these bottleneck areas, and the bottleneck areas
seemingly have not been included in some of the nearby development Traffic Studies. Please include
all roads within a mile parallel of the 15 freeway, especially known bottleneck areas:

Temescal Canyon Road south of El Cerrito — maybe the worst bottleneck in the State where
three main arteries converge to one lane each way next to the freeway. TCR needs to be
widened there, preferably to three lanes each way on the % mile span that is one lane each way.

Weirick on ramp area — at a wide range of morning commute hours, the onramp queue from
the west backs up past the underpass all the way south of Weirick/Knabe. Commuters and
parents taking their kids to school making a right on Weirick often literally set road-blocks not
allowing those from other areas to go even when they have green lights. It is a dangerous
situation as tempers arise. The County has tried several striping, signage, and light changes but
it has not improved significantly, and we were recently told at our MAC that they’ve exhausted
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options. One possible improvement would be to extend the Weirick north on-ramp all the way
to the Cajalco off ramp (and Cajalco south on-ramp to Weirick). Please consider that and other
options to improve Weirick queuing, such as not allowing left turns or Uturns on TCR at Weirick
at morning commute hours.

Adding additional freeway lanes to the south of the bottleneck, without first improving the Temescal
Valley/Southern Corona bottleneck, seemingly in effect would be widening the hose to the narrow
local road spigot, which would exacerbate the already overloaded area. | understand that some
believe that just having additional lanes may keep more people on the freeway, but with travel apps
and the ability to see Temescal Canyon Road from the freeway, the roads and freeway there are
intertwined. Issues on one always impacts the other, often grid-locking both.

Traffic studies also need to account for the accumulated impact of approved large Serrano and Toscana
Village developments. This is a growing area and will likely be built out over time.

If the Fastrak lanes do move forward we would need the entry/exit of Cajalco to remain and at least
one entry/exit point added inside Temescal Valley. This cannot be just a Temescal Valley bypass
project. Temescal Canyon Road and Indian Truck trail seem like the best candidates. | also believe you
need to widen the Weirick and Temescal Canyon Road freeway bridges and underpasses to provide
be” er queuing capability and needed sidewalks.

Thank you for your consideration and assistance!

Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:02:29 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: |-15 Express Lanes

Date: Friday, November 22, 2019 at 11:18:08 AM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Friday, November 22, 2019 11:11 AM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: I-15 Express Lanes

Many of us in Temescal Valley feel that first and foremost this project should have no negav e impact on our local
interchanges and surface streets — in particular, Temescal Canyon and Knabe roads.

We are asking that the outdated Temescal Canyon Road and Weirick Road interchanges and bridge underpasses be
widened to accommodate the increase in vehicular traffic the Express Lanes will add to the interchanges.

Thank you!
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:02:45 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: |-15 Project

Date: Friday, November 22, 2019 at 11:17:23 AM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Friday, November 22, 2019 11:08 AM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>

Cc: Kleffries@RIVCO.ORG; Bob Magee <rmagee@rcbos.org>
Subject: I-15 Project

RCTC,

Directly related to the 15 Fwy. Project, | am writing this email to express the extreme importance in the improvement
of the Temescal Canyon Rd. Interchange as well as the widening of the underpass at the interchange. With the
extension of the 15 Fwy improvements in conjunction with incoming projects that will add substantial traffic to the
immediate area (ie. GOCO at Glen lvy Hot Springs, Tom’s Farms expansion, Olive Branch Church with new school,
etc.), the Temescal Valley businesses and residents are about to see the #1 problem in the Valley (Traffic) about to get
substantially worse. Interchange improvements at Temescal Canyon Rd. would go a long way in helping traffic flow
and reduced congestion as well as improve safety for pedestrians.

Addionally , I think it would also be prudent for RCTC to fast track the current funding and review of the El Toro
Ethanac Expressway as a critical East/West arterial corridor through the region. | have been involved with these
efforts with all stakeholders since inception appx 6 years ago including constant feedback with Michael Baker Co. who

is handling initial study analysis.

Please reach out with any questions. We stand ready to support RCTC in moving these two critically important
projects forward.

Sincerely,

Sent from my iPhone
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:03:02 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: |-15 Express Lanes Expansion project through the Temescal Valley corridor.
Date: Friday, November 22, 2019 at 10:46:36 AM Pacific Standard Time

From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:
Sent: Friday, November 22, 2019 10:17 AM
To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Cc: Kleffries@RIVCO.ORG
Subject: I-15 Express Lanes Expansion project through the Temescal Valley corridor.

Dear RCTC,

The El Sobrante Landfill is writing in support of the Temescal Valley residents who are asking that the
Temescal Canyon Road interchange and bridge underpass be widened to accommodate the increase in
vehicular traffic the Express Lanes will add to the interchange.

As one of the organizations that is required to use the Temescal Canyon Road interchange to reduce
congestion on local surface streets, we understand how beneficial upgrading the infrastructure will be
to the community.

We are pleased to support the Temescal Valley residents and their efforts to meet community needs
through their collaboration. We believe it will have a meaningful and sustainable impact on the
community.

Respecf ully,

Waste Management
10910 Dawson Canyon Rd.
Corona, CA 92883

Tel (951) 277-5112

Cell (951) 382-2175

Recycling is a good thing. Please recycle any printed emails.
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:03:19 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: The Temescal Canyon Road and Weirick Road interchanges and bridge underpasses must be
widened

Date: Friday, November 22, 2019 at 9:09:25 AM Pacific Standard Time

From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:
Sent: Friday, November 22, 2019 5:46 AM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: The Temescal Canyon Road and Weirick Road interchanges and bridge underpasses must be widened
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 16:04:03 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: The Temescal Canyon Road and Weirick Road interchanges and bridge underpasses must be
widened

Date: Friday, November 22, 2019 at 9:08:40 AM Pacific Standard Time

From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:
Sent: Friday, November 22, 2019 5:41 AM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>

Subject: The Temescal Canyon Road and Weirick Road interchanges and bridge underpasses must be widened

Sent from my iPhone
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 14:56:36 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: Interstate 15 express lanes southern extension

Date: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 at 9:21:27 AM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

FYI- This comment was received on 11/23 aY er the scoping period.

From:

Sent: Saturday, November 23, 2019 7:45 AM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: Interstate 15 express lanes southern extension

I’'m open to having the express lanes the whole stretch, but | know we need more other lanes
down the whole stretch of the freeway. 6 lanes aren’t enough. One of my biggest complaints is that everyone know
and seen the traffic getting worse in the last 10 years and now it will many more years to break ground and finish it.
Why didn’t you guys start planning this like 12 years ago. It’s frustrating to be in traffic longer and longer before
things get done. This county has been growing and we need major major infrastructure done really soon.
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 14:55:32 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: i15 Express Lanes Comments
Date: Wednesday, November 27, 2019 at 10:28:54 AM Pacific Standard Time

rrom: -

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 3:52 PM

To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: i15 Express Lanes Comments

Hello,

| found this email here:
hp _s://www.rctc.org/last-day-to-comments-i-15/

First off, | want to thank the RCTC for making efforts to improve traffic and transportation around the inland
empire. | know everyone always has high expectations of RCTC and want everything "now" but | can certainly
appreciate the efforts to make as much of an impact as possible.

| also agree with the decision to add toll lanes to the i15 south towards Lake Elsinore. The only thing that |
take issue with is the lack of solution for the lane drops that occur on the i15 south corridor as it passes
Corona.

There are three successive lane drops that happen in a very short span of road.

| often drive from Ontario to Corona and the i15 south is smooth sailing until we hit Corona.

The three lane drops is a huge choke point in an otherwise fairly sized thoroughfare.

| think more effort needs to be expended in adding more general purpose lanes for this stretch of road.
While | agree that a toll road is a great alternav e for commuters in traffic, there MUST be solutions
presented for the lane drops. Even an additional lane (although 2 or more would be ideal) would go far in

helping this congested area.

As it stands, the proposed express lanes will do nothing to help traffic in this area for the general public that
can't or won't pay for the express lanes.

I
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Monday, January 6, 2020 at 14:53:12 Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: Traffic congestion | 15

Date: Wednesday, November 27, 2019 at 10:29:05 AM Pacific Standard Time
From: Degroot, Diana@DOT on behalf of 15expsouth@DOT

To: Stephanie Blanco, Elle Carlos, Robert Chevez, 'Cdonahue@rctc.org'

From:

Sent: Wednesday, November 27, 2019 8:50 AM
To: 15expsouth@DOT <15expsouth@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: Traffic congestion | 15

Pls widen access routes at Temescal & Weirick.

Sent from my iPhone
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+ Comment letters from home owner associations in the project area and
public agencies






AB 52

AB 52 has added to CEQA the additional requirements listed below, along with many other requirements:

1.

Fourteen Day Period to Provide Notice of Completion of an Application/Decision to Undertake a Project: Within
fourteen (14) days of determining that an application for a project is complete or of a decision by a public agency

to undertake a project, a lead agency shall provide formal notification to a designated contact of, or tribal
representative of, traditionally and culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have requested
notice, to be accomplished by at least one written notice that includes:
a. A brief description of the project.
b. The lead agency contact information.
c. Notification that the California Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation. (Pub.
Resources Code §21080.3.1 (d)). '
d. A "California Native American tribe” is defined as a Native American tribe located in California that is on
the contact list maintained by the NAHC for the purposes of Chapter 905 of Statutes of 2004 (SB 18).
(Pub. Resources Code §21073).

Begin Consultation Within 30 Days of Receiving a Tribe's Request for Consultation and Before Releasing a
Negative Declaration, Mitinated Negative Declaration, or Environmental Impact Report: A lead agency shall
begin the consultation process within 30 days of receiving a request for consultation from a California Native
American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project. (Pub.
Resources Code §21080.3.1, subds. (d) and (e)) and prior to the release of a negative declaration, mitigated
negative declaration or Environmental Impact Report. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1(b)).

a. For purposes of AB 52, “consultation shall have the same meaning as provided in Gov. Code §65352.4

(SB 18). (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1 (b)).

Mandatory Topics of Consultation If Requested by a Tribe: The following topics of consultation, if a tribe requests
to discuss them, are mandatory topics of consultation:

a. Alternatives to the project.

b. Recommended mitigation measures.

c. Significant effects. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

Discretionary Topics of Consultation: The following topics are discretionary topics of consultation:

Type of environmental review necessary.

Significance of the tribal cultural resources.

Significance of the project's impacts on tribal cultural resources.

If necessary, project alternatives or appropriate measures for preservation or mitigation that the tribe may
recommend to the lead agency. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

aoow

Confidentiality of Information Submitted by a Tribe During the Environmental Review ess: With some
exceptions, any information, including but not limited to, the location, description, and use of tribal cultural
resources submitted by a California Native American tribe during the environmental review process shall not be
included in the environmental document or otherwise disclosed by the lead agency or any other public agency to
the public, consistent with Government Code §6254 (r) and §6254.10. Any information submitted by a California
Native American tribe during the consultation or environmental review process shall be published in a confidential
appendix to the environmental document unless the tribe that provided the information consents, in writing, to the
disclosure of some or all of the information to the public. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (c)(1)).

Discussion of Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources in the Environmental Document: If a project may have a
significant impact on a tribal cultural resource, the lead agency’s environmental document shall discuss both of
the following:
a. Whether the proposed project has a significant impact on an identified tribal cultural resource.
b. Whether feasible alternatives or mitigation measures, including those measures that may be agreed to
pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3, subdivision (a), avoid or substantially lessen the impact
on the identified tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (b)).












November 12, 2019

Shawn Oriaz

California Department of Transportation
District 8 — Environmental Studies “C”
464 W. 4" Street, MS-827

San Bernardino, CA 92401-1400

Re: Interstate 15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension Public Scoping Comments
Dear Shawn Oriaz:

We thank you for seeking community comments on the Interstate 15 Express Lanes Southern
Extension project which will have a significant impact on the Sycamore Creek Community
members as well as the future residential, commercial and industrial development adjacent to
Sycamore Creek. Sycamore Creek is located at the Interstate 15 and Indian Truck Trail
interchange. This interchange is currently being utilized by residents of Horsethief Canyon Ranch
(1,952 residential units), Glen Eden, Terramor (1,443 units at build out), and the 96,928 square
foot Sycamore Creek Shopping Center. Future development includes 1,145 residential units, plus
a 28-acres commercial site and yet to be determined residential/commercial development. At this
time Sycamore Creek Community Association has 1,632 occupied homes with the remaining 102
homes under construction.

We support the initial concept of the Interstate 15 Express Lanes Southern Extension project
which the community believes is long overdue. The Interstate15 Express Lanes Southern
Extension project should be modeled after and consistent with the Express Lanes in the middle
of the I-15 extending 20 miles from State Route 78 in Escondido to State Route 163 in San
Diego.

While we understand the Environmental (EIR) complexity associated with this project, the project
team should be tasked with fast tracking this project with a completion date of 2022 versus 2024.

Our Recommendations:
e The location of the Interstate 15 Express Lanes Southern Extension ingress and egress
points should be placed at these Interstate 15 interchanges
o Indian Truck Trail
o Temescal Canyon Road
o Lake Street
o Central Avenue
e The Interstate 15 interchanges at: 1) Indian Truck Trail; 2) Temescal Canyon Road; 3) Lake
Street; 4) Central Avenue should be expanded to accommodate not only existing traffic
volumes but traffic volume associated with future residential, commercial and Industrial
development.
e Sycamore Creek residents are currently impacted by the very high traffic noise levels along
the Interstate 15 freeway, even though the Sycamore Creek homes were constructed with
insulation and windows to reduce in-home noise levels. The addition of four express lanes

Sycamore Creek Community Association
25420 Mayhew Canyon Rd, Temescal Valley, CA 92883
Phone: (951) 277-3257 ~ Website: www.sycamorecreekhoa.com



with traffic traveling at high speeds will significantly increase the in-home noise levels in
Sycamore Creek and surrounding residential community homes. Therefore, sound barriers
need to be installed on both sides of the 1-15 corridor (14.5 miles) from Cajalco Road to
Central Avenue.

When the Interstate 15 Express Lanes are constructed, they will be identified by commuters
as well as commercial entities as a faster and more cost effective route to their destinations
and traffic volume will significantly increase along this 1-15 corridor. This increased traffic will
significantly impact the Air Quality in Sycamore Creek and the Temescal Valley. Thus, the
Southern California Air Quality Management District needs to install an Air Quality Monitoring
Station near the Indian Truck Trail interchange.

Direct Access Ramps (DAR) should be created at the Temescal Canyon Road/I-15
interchange to facilitate the Riverside Transit Agency Commuter Link bus access to the
Interstate Express Lanes and at the Indian Truck Trail/lI-15 interchange for future Riverside
Transit Agency Bus connectivity to Interstate Express Lanes.

The existing SR-91 Express Lane ingress and egress between Magnolia Avenue and Ontario
Avenue should be moved to Cajalco Road. By eliminating this ingress/egress point it would
relieve a significant traffic choke point from Magnolia Avenue to Ontario Avenue (6 to 3
lanes).

Other Considerations:

The Interstate 15 Express Lane signage identifying Express Lane fees should be placed well
in advance of the lane entrances and easily seen by vehicle occupants prior to entering the
lanes.

The fee collection monitoring locations should be placed at Lake Street and Cajalco Road.
The revenue generated from this area should be restricted to Interstate 15 Express Lane
project costs, road maintenance, future road construction and expansion of Temescal
Canyon Road located to the east and west of this Interstate 15 Express Lane corridor.

The Express Lane fees should include a discount for seniors and the disabled.

The Express Lane fees should include a discount for Temescal Valley residents.

Delineators should be placed along the Interstate 15 Express Lane corridor to prevent
vehicles from moving in and out of these lanes during peak traffic periods to avoid paying the
fees as well as endangering lives.

Large trucks exceeding a vehicle weight of 10,000 pounds should not use the Interstate 15
Express Lanes.

Three person car pools should receive a 50 percent discount during weekday morning and
afternoon peak periods, and may use the lanes for free at other times.

Consult engineering in designing the tining of the finish product to reduce the road noise.

The Sycamore Creek Community Association would like to be included on the distribution list
receiving project updates as it moves through the development process. The project updates
should be directed to the Association contact Robert. This@fsresidential.com. In addition, the
Sycamore Creek Association would like to invite the Interstate 15 Express Lanes Southern
Extension project team to participate in the Sycamore Creek Association meetings with project
information.

Respectfully Submitted,

Sycamore Creek Community Association
25420 Mayhew Canyon Road

Temescal Valley, CA 92883
951-277-3257 — Office

Robert. This@fsresidential.com — email

Sycamore Creek Community Association
25420 Mayhew Canyon Rd, Temescal Valley, CA 92883
Phone: (951) 277-3257 ~ Website: www.sycamorecreekhoa.com



November 18, 2019

Shawn Oriaz

California Department of Transportation
District 8 — Environmental Studies “C”
464 W. 4" Street, MS-827

San Bernardino, CA 92401-1400

Re: Interstate 15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension Public Scoping Comments
Dear Shawn Oriaz:

| support the initial concept of the Interstate 15 Express Lanes Southern Extension project which
is long overdue. This project will significantly improve my travel time within and outside of the
Temescal Valley as well as reducing green house gases in the Temescal Valley. Given the
importance of reducing green house gases and reducing Interstate 15 traffic gridlock in the
Temescal Valley, the project EIR should be fast tracked with a completion date of 2022 versus
2024.

Project Recommendations:

e The location of the Interstate 15 Express Lanes Southern Extension ingress and egress
points should be placed at these Interstate 15 interchanges

o Indian Truck Trail
o Temescal Canyon Road
o Weirick Road

e The Interstate 15 interchanges at: 1) Indian Truck Trail; 2) Temescal Canyon Road; 3)
Weirick Road should be expanded to accommodate not only existing traffic volumes but
traffic volume associated with future residential, commercial and Industrial development.

e While the newer homes along the Interstate 15 corridor in the Temescal Valley were
constructed with insulation and windows to reduce in-home noise levels, the addition of four
express lanes of traffic, traveling at high speeds, will significantly increase the in-home noise
levels. Therefore, sound barriers need to be installed on both sides of the 1-15 corridor as well
as low-noise road surface material utilization in the Temescal Valley.

e Direct Access Ramps (DAR) are needed at the Temescal Canyon Road/I-15 interchange to
facilitate the Riverside Transit Agency Commuter Link bus access to the Interstate Express
Lanes and at the Indian Truck Trail/l-15 interchange for future Riverside Transit Agency Bus
connectivity to Interstate 15 Express Lanes.

o The existing SR-91 Express Lane ingress and egress between Magnolia Avenue and Ontario
Avenue should be moved to Cajalco Road. By eliminating this ingress/egress point it would
relieve a significant traffic choke point from Magnolia Avenue to Ontario Avenue (6 to 3
lanes).

o The Interstate 15 Express Lane signage identifying dynamic tolls should be placed well in
advance of the lane entrances for improved vehicle visibility.

e The toll collection monitoring locations should be placed at Lake Street and Cajalco Road.
The revenue generated from this area should be restricted to Interstate 15 Express Lane
project costs, road maintenance, future road construction and expansion of Temescal
Canyon Road located to the east and west of this Interstate 15 Express Lanes corridor.

e The Express Lane tolls should include a discount for seniors, the disabled and Temescal
Valley residents.

e Three person car pools should receive a 50 percent discount during weekday morning and
afternoon peak periods, and may use the lanes at no charge (free) at other times.



e Large trucks exceeding a vehicle weight of 10,000 pounds should not use the Interstate 15
Express Lanes.

I would like to be included on the distribution list receiving Interstate 15 Express Lanes Southern
Extension project updates as it moves through the development process.

Sincerely,




E REAT C U SS Cl TI

November 18,2019

Riverside County Transportation Commission
4080 Lemon Street, 3™ Floor
Riverside, Ca 92501

RE: Interstate 15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension Public Scoping Comments
Dear Riverside County Transportation Commissions:

Thank you for seeking community comments on the interstate 15 Express Lanes Southern Extension
project which will have a significant impact on the Retreat Community, as well as, future residential,
commercial and industrial developments. The Retreat is located at the interstate 15 and Weirick
interchange.

We support the initial concept of the I-15 Express Lanes Southern Extension Project that the community
believes is long overdue.

Our takeaway from the November 11, 2019 scoping meeting, is there are 4 critical items Temescal
Valley is asking for:

The location of ingress and egress points need to be designed to create lowest impact to local
TV traffic, and impacts to local traffic needs to be identified.

2. The interchanges/underpasses at Weirick and Temescal canyon Road need to be widen and
improved as part of the project.

3. The originally planned outside auxiliary lanes need to be studied and reincorporated into the
EIR.

4. Cumulative impacts of pending future development needs to be included as part of the traffic
studies.

The Retreat Community association would like to be included on the distribution list receiving project
updates as it moves through the development process. Please provide project updates to the Association
contact, . In addition, the Retreat Association would like to invite the I-
15 Express Lanes Southern Extension project team to participate in one of our Association Board
Meetings with project information. Please contact Zana Feenstra at Powerstone Property Management
above to request date and time information for an upcoming Board Meeting.

Respectfully Submitted,

Members of The Retreat Community Association
c/o Powerstone Property Management

9060 Irvine Center Drive

Irvine, CA 92618
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SENT VIA USPS AND E-MAIL: November 19, 2019
15expsouth@dot.ca.gov

Shawn Oriaz, Senior Environmental Planner

California Department of Transportation, District 8

Environmental Studies “C”

464 West 4" Street, MS-827

San Bernardino, CA 92401

Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment
for the Interstate 15 Express Lanes Project Southern Extension

South Coast Air Quality Management District (South Coast AQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to
comment on the above-mentioned document. South Coast AQMD staff’s comments are recommendations
regarding the analysis of potential air quality impacts from the Proposed Project that should be included in
the Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment (EIR/EA). Please send South Coast AQMD a
copy of the EIR/EA upon its completion and public release. Note that copies of the EIR/EA that are
submitted to the State Clearinghouse are not forwarded to South Coast AQMD. Please forward a copy of the
EIR/EA directly to South Coast AQMD at the address shown in the letterhead. In addition, please send
with the EIR all appendices or technical documents related to the air quality, health risk, and
greenhouse gas analyses and electronic versions of all air quality modeling and health risk assessment
filest. These include emission calculation spreadsheets and modeling input and output files (not PDF
files). Without all files and supporting documentation, South Coast AQMD staff will be unable to
complete our review of the air quality analyses in a timely manner. Any delays in providing all
supporting documentation will require additional time for review beyond the end of the comment
period.

Air Quality Analysis

South Coast AQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in
1993 to assist other public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. South Coast AQMD
recommends that the Lead Agency use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis.
Copies of the Handbook are available from South Coast AQMD’s Subscription Services Department by
calling (909) 396-3720. More guidance developed since this Handbook is also available on South Coast
AQMD’s website at: http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqga/air-quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-
quality-handbook-(1993). South Coast AQMD staff also recommends that the Lead Agency use the
CalEEMod land use emissions software. This software has recently been updated to incorporate up-to-date
state and locally approved emission factors and methodologies for estimating pollutant emissions from
typical land use development. CalEEMod is the only software model maintained by the California Air
Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) and replaces the now outdated URBEMIS. This model is
available free of charge at: www.caleemod.com.

! Pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15174, the information contained in an EIR shall include summarized technical data,
maps, plot plans, diagrams, and similar relevant information sufficient to permit full assessment of significant environmental impacts
by reviewing agencies and members of the public. Placement of highly technical and specialized analysis and data in the body of an
EIR should be avoided through inclusion of supporting information and analyses as appendices to the main body of the EIR.
Appendices to the EIR may be prepared in volumes separate from the basic EIR document, but shall be readily available for public
examination and shall be submitted to all clearinghouses which assist in public review.


mailto:15expsouth@dot.ca.gov
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-quality-handbook-(1993)
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South Coast AQMD has also developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. South Coast
AQMD staff requests that the Lead Agency quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the results to
South Coast AQMD’s CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds to determine air quality
impacts. South Coast AQMD’s CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds can be found here
at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/scagmd-air-quality-significance-thresholds.pdf.
In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts, South Coast AQMD staff recommends calculating
localized air quality impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LSTs can
be used in addition to the 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 analysis by either using the
LSTs developed by South Coast AQMD staff or performing dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for
performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-
quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases
of the Proposed Project and all air pollutant sources related to the Proposed 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, such as sources
that generate or attract vehicular trips, should be included in the analysis.

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 at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/cega/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-toxics-
analysis. An analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to the use of equipment potentially generating
such air pollutants should also be included.

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 Health Perspective, which can be found at:
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. Guidance’ on strategies to reduce air pollution exposure near high-volume
roadways can be found at: https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/rd_technical advisory_ final. PDF.

Mitigation Measures

In the event that the Proposed 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 these impacts. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4
(a)(1)(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed. Several resources are

2 In April 2017, CARB published a technical advisory, Strategies to Reduce Air Pollution Exposure Near High-Volume Roadways:
Technical Advisory, to supplement CARB’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective. This technical
advisory is intended to provide information on strategies to reduce exposures to traffic emissions near high-volume roadways to assist
land use planning and decision-making in order to protect public health and promote equity and environmental justice. The technical
advisory is available at: https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/landuse.htm.
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http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-toxics-analysis
http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf
https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/rd_technical_advisory_final.PDF
https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/landuse.htm
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available to assist the Lead Agency with identifying potential mitigation measures for the Proposed Project,
including:

e Chapter 11 “Mitigating the Impact of a Project” of South Coast AQMD’S CEQA Air Quality
Handbook South Coast AQMD’s CEQA web pages available here:
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mitigation-measures-
and-control-efficiencies

e South Coast AQMD’s Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook for controlling
construction-related emissions and Rule 1403 — Asbestos Emissions from Demolition/Renovation
Activities

e South Coast AQMD’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP) for the 2016 Air Quality
Management  Plan (2016 AQMP) available here  (starting on  page  86):
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/Agendas/Governing-Board/2017/2017-mar3-035.pdf

e California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA)’s Quantifying Greenhouse Gas
Mitigation Measures available here:
http://www.capcoa.org/wp-content/uploads/2010/11/CAPCOA-Quantification-Report-9-14-Final.pdf

Alternatives

In the event that the Proposed Project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires the
consideration and discussion of alternatives to the project or its location which are capable of avoiding or
substantially lessening any of the significant effects of the project. The discussion of a reasonable range of
potentially feasible alternatives, including a “no project” alternative, is intended to foster informed decision-
making and public participation. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(d), the EIR/EA shall include
sufficient information about each alternative to allow meaningful evaluation, analysis, and comparison with
the Proposed Project.

Permits

If implementation of the Proposed Project requires a permit from South Coast AQMD, South Coast AQMD
should be identified as a Responsible Agency for the Proposed Project in the CEQA document. For more
information on permits, please visit South Coast AQMD’s webpage at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/permits.
If there are permitting questions, they can be directed to Engineering and Permitting Staff at (909) 396-3385.

Data Sources

South Coast AQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling South Coast
AQMD’s Public Information Center at (909) 396-2001. Much of the information available through the Public
Information Center is also available at South Coast AQMD’s webpage at: http://www.agmd.gov.

South Coast AQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project’s air quality and
health risk impacts are accurately evaluated and mitigated where feasible. If you have any questions
regarding this letter, please contact me at Isun@agmd.gov.

Sincerely,
Lijin Sun
Lijin Sun, J.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA IGR
Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

LS
RVC191022-03
Control Number
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November 22, 2019
Shawn Oriaz

Senior Environmental Planner

California Department of Transportation, District 8
Environmental Studies “C”

464 W. 4th Street, MS 827

San Bernardino, California 92401-1400

Subject: Scoping Comments for the I-15 Express Lanes Project - Southern Extension, Riverside
County, California
Dear Mr. Oriaz:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has reviewed the scoping notice for the I-15 Express Lanes
Project - Southern Extension, Riverside County, California. Our review is pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act, Council on Environmental Quality regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508),
and our NEPA review authority under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act.

The proposed project would add two new express lanes in each direction along roughly 14 miles of the
I-15 between Cajalco Road and SR-74. These lanes would extend the I-15 Express Lanes between
Cajalco Road and SR-60, which are currently under construction. We recommend that Caltrans consider
the attached detailed scoping comments while preparing the Draft EA for this project. We have also
attached our August 28, 2015 comment letter on the I-15 Express Lanes Project Draft EA in the event
that Caltrans determines them to be useful.

We appreciate the opportunity to review this scoping notice and are available to discuss our comments.
When the Draft EA is available, please send one electronic copy to our office at the above address (mail
code: TIP-2). If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 415-972-3504 or
capilla.morgan @epa.gov.

Sincerely,

Morgan‘Capilla
Environmental Review Branch

Enclosures: EPA’s Detailed Scoping Comments
EPA Comments on the I-15 Express Lanes Project Draft EA, August 28, 2015

Electronic copy: Brenda Powell-Jones, Caltrans
Veronica Li, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers



EPA DETAILED SCOPING COMMENTS FOR THE 1-15 EXPRESS LANES PROJECT - SOUTHERN
EXTENSION, RIVERSIDE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, NOVEMBER 22, 2019

Purpose and Need

The Purpose and Need statement provides Caltrans with the opportunity to explain the underlying
purpose and need to which they are responding in proposing the alternatives, including the proposed
action. The EPA recommends that the Purpose and Need statement focus on the desired outcomes of the
project (e.g., to relieve congestion or improve traffic operations), rather than methods to address the
desired outcomes (e.g., increase capacity).

Project Scope and Independent Utility

We recommend that the Draft EA clearly demonstrate the independent utility of the proposed project
within its current geographic limits as it relates to the project’s need. If the proposed project’s need
cannot be met without other planned projects, we recommend that the scope of the project be expanded
accordingly, since these would be considered connected and similar actions (40 CFR 1508.25).

Air Quality

The project would be located within a federal nonattainment area for ozone (extreme) and PMa s
(serious). The project area is also designated as a maintenance area for PM o and carbon monoxide.
Given the region’s poor air quality, it is important that the Draft EA provide a detailed discussion of
potential air quality impacts and methods to reduce those impacts. In the Draft EA, describe ambient air
conditions (baseline or existing conditions), National Ambient Air Quality Standards, and criteria
pollutant nonattainment and maintenance areas. Include a thorough analysis of impacts, including
indirect and cumulative impacts, from the proposed project. Provide air monitoring data, any anticipated
exceedances of NAAQS, and estimates of all criteria pollutant emissions. Discuss potential air quality
impacts in the context of conformity requirements and associated State Implementation Plans.
Demonstrate that the project is included in a conforming transportation plan and a transportation
improvement program, and that the emissions from both construction and operational phases of the
project conform to the applicable State Implementation Plans. Disclose health risks associated with
emissions, sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the project area, and how the proposed project would
affect current emission levels. Include information about current and anticipated emissions at interim
and full build phases of the proposed improvements. Describe specific commitments to mitigate
emissions. Include an estimate of the air quality benefits and reduced health effects that would result
from each mitigation measure proposed in the Draft EA. Identify any specific mitigation measures
considered for sensitive populations (e.g., schools, daycare facilities, hospitals, senior centers, etc.).
Describe the enforcement plan that would be implemented to ensure that the added lanes would be
restricted for high occupancy/toll use.

Construction Emissions

In the Draft EA, include a list of all mitigation measures to be implemented as part of the construction
emissions mitigation plan developed for the project. In addition to measures necessary to meet all
applicable local, state, and federal requirements, the EPA recommends the following mitigation
measures be included in the construction emissions mitigation plan:

Fugitive Dust Source Controls

e Stabilize open storage piles and disturbed areas by covering and/or applying water or
chemical/organic dust palliative where appropriate. This applies to both active and inactive
sites during workdays, weekends, holidays, and windy conditions.

¢ Install wind fencing and phase grading operations where appropriate and operate water trucks
for stabilization of surfaces under windy conditions.



e When hauling material and operating non-earthmoving equipment, prevent spillage and limit
speeds to 15 miles per hour. Limit speed of earth-moving equipment to 10 mph.

Mobile and Stationary Source Controls

e Lease or buy newer, cleaner equipment using the best available emissions control

technologies.
o Use lower-emitting engines and fuels, including electric, liquified gas, hydrogen fuel
cells, and/or alternative diesel formulations if feasible.

e Prohibit unnecessary idling from heavy equipment.

e Prohibit engine tampering to increase horsepower, except when meeting manufacturer’s
recommendations.

e Avoid routing truck traffic near sensitive land uses to the fullest extent feasible.

Administrative Controls

e Locate diesel engines, motors, and equipment staging areas as far as possible from residential
areas and other sensitive receptors (e.g., schools, daycare centers, hospitals, retirement
communities, etc.).

e Consider using lighter-colored pavement where feasible.

e Recycle construction debris to the maximum extent feasible.

e Consider using coal flyash in cement and concrete, and warm-mix asphalt paving techniques
where feasible.!

e Identify all commitments to reduce construction emissions and quantify air quality
improvements that would result from adopting specific air quality measures.

¢ Identify where implementation of mitigation measures is rejected based on economic
infeasibility.

e Prepare an inventory of all equipment prior to construction and identify the suitability of add-
on emission controls for each piece of equipment before groundbreaking.?

e Reduce construction-related trips of workers and equipment, including trucks.

e Develop a construction traffic and parking management plan that minimizes traffic
interference and maintains traffic flow.

Mobile Source Air Toxics

Many studies have measured elevated concentrations of pollutants emitted directly by motor vehicles
near large roadways. These elevated concentrations generally occur within approximately 200 meters of
the road, although the distance varies depending on traffic and environmental conditions. Pollutants
measured with elevated concentrations include benzene, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, carbon
monoxide, nitrogen dioxide, black carbon, and coarse, fine, and ultrafine particulate matter. For a
thorough review of near-roadway monitoring studies, see Section 3.1.3 of the EPA’s “Regulatory Impact
Analysis: Control of Hazardous Air Pollutants from Mobile Sources.”

! For more information, visit FHWA’s websites:
https://www.thwa.dot.gov/publications/research/infrastructure/structures/97148/cfa53.cfin
https://www.thwa.dot.gov/innovation/everydaycounts/edc-1/wma.cfm
2 Suitability of control devices is based on: whether there is reduced normal availability of the construction equipment due to
increased downtime and/or power output, whether there may be significant damage caused to the construction equipment
engine, or whether there may be a significant risk to nearby workers or the public.
3 http://regulations.gov/#!documentDetail: D=EPA-HQ-OAR-2005-0036-1168
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The EPA recommends that the Draft EA identify project segments and/or areas that may have potential
hot spot impacts, such as: (1) project segments with the closest sensitive receptors; (2) project segments
with the largest increases in vehicle miles traveled or highest baseline emissions; and (3) project
segments with the largest emissions changes and distance reductions to sensitive receptors and
residential areas. We also recommend that the Draft EA analyze MSAT emissions to determine potential
exposure for the residences and other sensitive receptors. If significant MSAT impacts are identified,
include appropriate mitigation or design changes to reduce potential operational impacts.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

The EPA recommends that the Draft EA estimate the direct and indirect greenhouse gas emissions that
would result from the proposed project and its alternatives. Estimated GHG emissions levels can serve
as a basis of comparison for impacts among alternatives and appropriate mitigation measures. In the
Draft EA, include a description of potential changes in the affected environment that may result from
elevated GHG levels. Including future climate scenarios can provide context for the proposal and its
impacts and whether those could be affected by climate change. We also recommend that the Draft EA
identify and consider measures to avoid or reduce GHG emissions associated with the proposed project,
and disclose the estimated GHG reductions associated with the proposed mitigation measures. We
encourage Caltrans to incorporate measures to improve resiliency within the project’s design where
appropriate.

Impacts to Waters

According to the scoping notice, the proposed project would require a Clean Water Act Section 404
Permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. We recommend that the Draft EA include a detailed
discussion of anticipated impacts to wetlands and other jurisdictional waters. Describe the classification
of waters and the geographic extent of waters and adjacent riparian areas. Characterize the functional
condition of waters and adjacent riparian areas. Characterize the hydrologic linkage to any impaired
water bodies near the project area. Provide a summary of the project’s impacts to water quality and/or
hydrology. Quantify temporary and permanent direct and indirect impacts to waters of the U.S. for each
alternative (e.g., acres of waters impacted). We recommend that the Draft EA report these numbers in
table form for each impacted water and wetland feature. Identify measures and modifications that would
be taken to avoid and minimize impacts to water resources. Including this information in the Draft EA
can assist Caltrans in demonstrating compliance with CWA Guidelines.

Environmental Justice

Executive Order 12898* directs federal agencies to pursue environmental justice to the greatest extent
possible by identifying and addressing any disproportionately high and adverse human health or
environmental effects that the agency’s programs, policies, or activities may have on minority and low-
income populations. The memorandum accompanying the EO highlights both NEPA and the Civil
Rights Act of 1964 as examples of existing statutory authorities that can be used to address
environmental justice. The Council on Environmental Quality issued guidance’ to address EJ in the
environmental review process. Promising Practices for Environmental Justice Methodologies in NEPA
Reviews® may also serve as a useful resource during the environmental review process. This document is
a compilation of methodologies from current agency practices identified by the NEPA Committee of the
Federal Interagency Working Group on Environmental Justice. The document focuses on the interface

4 Available at: https://www.archives.gov/files/federal-register/executive-orders/pd{/12898.pdf

5 Council on Environmental Quality. (1997). Environmental Justice: Guidance Under the National Environmental Policy
Act. Available at: https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-02/documents/ej guidance nepa_ceql1297.pdf

6 Available at: https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2016-

08/documents/nepa_promising_practices_document 2016.pdf
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of EJ considerations through NEPA processes and provides recommendations for applying EJ
methodologies that have been established in federal NEPA practice.

We recommend that the Draft EA discuss potential environmental justice concerns (e.g., air quality,
noise, vibration, access to property, pedestrian safety, etc.). Include any environmental justice issues
raised during scoping meetings. Clearly and effectively define the reference community and the affected
community. These definitions are used to determine whether there are disproportionately high and
adverse human health or environmental impacts by comparing the impacts to the affected community
with the impacts to the reference community. A well-defined affected community will accurately reflect
the demographic characteristics of the populations likely to be impacted by the proposed project. An
appropriate reference community will represent the characteristics of the general population (e.g.,
municipal, state, or regional). Disclose whether the proposed project may disproportionately and
adversely affect low-income or minority populations in the surrounding area, and identify appropriate
mitigation measures for any adverse impacts.

Tolled Express Lanes

The proposed project has the potential to disproportionately impact low-income drivers who may be
unable to afford the full cost of using the tolled express lanes. The EPA recommends that the Draft EA
include an equity assessment to evaluate possible disproportionate effects. Provide a detailed description
of any measures that would be taken to reduce disproportionate impacts to low-income populations (e.g.,
subsidizing the purchase of required transmitters, waiving monthly maintenance fees, allowing the use
of cash to open and replenish toll accounts, etc.).

Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Movement

In the Draft EA, describe the project’s impacts to habitat connectivity in the project area and discuss
mitigation measures that could address any identified impacts. Such measure may include appropriate
infrastructure to facilitate wildlife movement across the project area. If appropriate, include design
commitments that: 1) remove wildlife movement barriers; 2) enhance use of identified wildlife
corridors; and 3) provide crossings with suitable habitat and topography to accommodate multiple
species. Describe how design elements would be constructed to enable wildlife connectively, including
types of features and approximate locations.

Cumulative Impacts

Cumulative impacts are defined in CEQ’s NEPA regulations as the impact on the environment that
results from the incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future actions, regardless of what agency or person undertakes such actions (40 CFR
1508.7). We recommend that the Draft EA include a rigorous cumulative impact analysis consistent with
Caltrans’ guidance.” This analysis should consider a complete list of relevant actions, including both
transportation projects (e.g., the I-15 Express Lanes Project) and non-transportation activities.

7 https://dot.ca.gov/programs/environmental-analysis/standard-environmental-reference-ser/cumulative-impact-analysis-
approach
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August 28, 2015

James Shankel, Senior Environmental Planner
California Department of Transportation

464 West 4" Street, 6™ Floor, MS 827

San Bernardino, California 92401-1400

Subject: Draft Environmental Assessment for the Interstate 15 Express Lanes Project, Riverside County
Dear Mr. Shankel:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the above-referenced document pursuant
to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations
(40 CFR Parts 1500-1508), and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act. EPA provides the following
recommendations to be considered prior to making a determination regarding the significance of potential
impacts from the proposed project. Addressing the recommendations may assist Caltrans in determining
whether a “Finding of No Significant Impact™ will result at the completion of the Environmental
Assessment (EA) process. We appreciate the opportunity to review the Draft EA and are available to
discuss our recommendations further.

Air Quality — National Ambient Air Quality Standards

The project area has the highest concentration of particulate matter smaller than 2.5 micrometers in
diameter (PM2.5) in the South Coast Air Basin. Based on preliminary data, the 2015 24-hour value will
likely be even higher (see attached letter). EPA recommends that the EA be updated to both emphasize
the status of the PM2.5 concentrations near the project area and identify mitigation to further reduce
potential impacts. Since this project is located in an area that is designated as extreme nonattainment for
8-hour and 1-hour ozone and moderate nonattainment for the 1997, 2006, and 2012 PM2.5 National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) as well as maintenance for CO and PMiy, it is critically
important that impacts to air quality be accurately analyzed, disclosed, and reduced as much as possible.

Recommendations: ’
o Include additional mitigation measures in Chapter 2.2.6 Air Quality, including the following as
applicable:

o Meet and ideally go beyond EPA and CARB requirements for in-use diesel engines
and equipment, particularly for non-road construction fleets.

o Insure that all construction equipment meets or exceeds equivalent emissions
performance to that of U.S. EPA Tier 4 standards for non-road engines.

o Implement a strong anti-idling policy at all construction sites for this project.

o Solicit construction bids that include use of energy and fuel-efficient fleets and zero-
emission technologies.

o Provide training for contractors and thelr employees on air quality impacts from
construction activities and potential health risks to nearby receptors, and ways to



reduce emissions (e.g., no idling, using PM filters, using alterna‘uve {uels, staging of
construction areas away from receptors, etc.).

Following our review of the Air Quality Section, we have identified some missing information and
inaccuracies that should be corrected prior to finalizing the environmental assessment process.

Recommendations:

o The table of California Standards and NAAQS (Table 2-51 in the Draft EA and Table 2-1 in
the Air Quality Report) is missing the primary annual standard for PM2.5 and the secondary
3-hour standard for sulfur dioxide. Please update the table and the associated text.

e The table of Air Quality Data from Mira Loma Van Buren and Norco-Norconian (Table 2-
52 in the Draft EA and Table 2-3 in the Air Quality Report) is missing the PM2.5 national
24-hour average concentration for 2014, which is 38ug/m®. Please update the table to
include this value.

¢ The Table of I-15 Mainline Average Daily Traffic (ADT) Volumes (Table 2-56 in the Draft
EA) lists the ADT for each segment, but does not provide summary ADT for the project,
which would provide the public with a better overall perspective on project impacts. Add a
lin€ to Table of I-15 Mainline ADT Volumes to provide summary ADT data for the project.

Mobile Source Air Toxics

The Air Quality Report, Page 3-4 contains a section on “Diesel Particulate Health Risk during
Construction.” This section discusses the cancer risks associated with exposure to diesel exhaust and
does not address non-cancer risks or the risks associated with PM2.5 exposures, of which diesel PM is a
component.

Recommendation:
o Add language to the section on Diesel Particulate-Related Health Risk during Construction
that addresses non-cancer risks. For a recent summary of the health impacts associated with
diesel exhaust, see pg. 6-10 of the Heavy-Duty Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Regulatory Impact

Analysis: http://www.epa.gov/otaq/climate/documents/420d15900.pdf.

The Table titled “Comparison of Years 2013 and 2040 MSAT Emissions in Pounds per Day” on page 3-5
of the Air Quality Report and page 2-276 of the Draft EA contains what seems to be an error. The diesel
particulate matter/diesel exhaust organic gases (DEOG) pounds per day is greater for the Build
Alternative (488 pounds per day) vs. the No Build (487 pounds per day) however in the Net Change
column, DEOG is reflected as a negative value, implying a decrease in MSATSs. Also, page 2-276 of the
Draft EA, which describes the table, states “MSAT emissions under the Build Alternative are estimated to
decrease when compared to the No Build Alternative.” This statement is inconsistent with the statement
on page 3-15 of the Air Quality Report which states “Because annual average daily traffic (AADT)
volumes under the Build Alternative are anticipated to increase compared to the No Build Alternative,
MSAT emissions under the Build Alternative is estimated to also increase compared to the No Build
Alternative.”

Recommendations:

e Correct the Net Change for DEOG to depict +1 in the Net Change column. Update the
Total MSAT Emissions column to reflect the change.

e Correct the statement on page 2-276 of the Draft EA to state that total MSAT emissions
under the Build Alternative are estimated to increase when compared to the No Build



Alternative. Please also correct the statement on page 3-16 of the Air Quality Report which
begins with “In summary...” to reflect this change.

Page 2-277 of the Draft EA discusses the possibility of localized increases in MSAT emissions, and states.
the localized increases in MSAT emissions would likely be most pronounced along the I-15 mainline
under the Build Alternative. However, the Draft EA does not discuss what impacts receptors would
experience directly adjacent to the construction sites and how this compares with the impacts residents
currently experience in the absence of an adjacent high-intensity construction project. EPA recommends
that Caltrans consider additional mitigations to reduce potential impacts to nearby residential arcas and
sensitive receptors, as suggested above.

Appendix E of the Air Quality Report contains a discussion regarding how air toxics analysis is an
emerging field and current scientific techniques, tools, and data are not sufficient to estimate accurately
the human health effects that would result from a transportation project in a way that would be useful to
decision-makers. EPA believes that current risk assessment techniques are very useful for decision
making purposes. We look forward to continued discussion with Caltrans to discuss how best to use
existing and emerging research, techniques and tools to best support decision making in NEPA
documents.

Health Effects — Children’s Health

Executive Order 13045 on Children’s Health and Safety directs each Federal agency, to the extent
permitted by law, to make it a high priority to identify and assess environmental health and safety risks
that may disproportionately affect children, and to ensure that its policies, programs, activities, and
standards address these risks. Analysis and disclosure of these potential effects under NEPA is
recommended because some physiological and behavioral traits of children render them more susceptible
and vulnerable than adults to environmental health and safety risks. Although the Draft EA identifies
communities and schools located near the proposed project area, the Draft EA does not clearly describe
the potential direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of the project on children’s health.

Recommendations:

o In order to identify additional mitigation measures to reduce possible impacts to children within
the project vicinity, EPA recommends that Caltrans evaluate the potential direct, indirect, and
cumulative health impacts of the construction and operation of the project alternative on children’s
health. Obtain and discuss relevant health data (e.g., asthma data) for children living near the
proposed project area, if available. The analysis could include the following:

o Potential respiratory impacts, including asthma, from air pollutant emissions and
generation of fugitive dust;

o Potential noise impacts to health and learning, especially in areas where the alternatives are
located near homes, schools, childcare centers, and parks; and

o Potential impacts from the use of chemicals, such as dust suppressants, and hazardous
materials to children living near the proposed project areas.

o Consider the following sources for identifying mitigation measures to reduce impacts from the
proposed project’s construction and operation to schools and child care centers near the proposed
project area: EPA’s School Siting Guidelines
(http://www.epa.gov/schools/guidelinestools/siting/), and EPA’s Voluntary Guidelines for States;
Development and Implementation of a School Environmental Health Program
(http://www.epa.gov/schools/guidelinestools/chguide/). Engage local school districts, child care
providers, and others to discuss mitigation measures.



Environmental Justice

In the subsection titled “Evaluation of Potential Disproportionate Adverse Transportation and Economic
Impacts,” there is a discussion about how lower-income drivers may lack a credit card or a bank account
and thus experience difficulty in obtaining a toll tag. In response to this potential impact, Page 2-100
states that Riverside County Transportation Commission would implement an extensive program similar
to that implemented by Orange County Transportation Authority for SR-91 express lanes, to allow
customers to obtain a toll tag and pay the fees in several ways. However, the EA does not list this as a
mitigation commitment.

Recommendation:

e Please revise the Environmental Justice section to include a mitigation measure to reduce
possible significant impacts from a tolling program. For example, the recommendation for the
Riverside County Transportation Commission program (similar to that implemented by
Orange County Transportation Authority for SR-91 express lanes) to allow customers to
obtain a toll tag and pay the fees in several ways is stated on Page 2-100, and could be
included as a mitigation commitment in the Final EA.

Impacts to Aquatic Resources

The construction of the project will involve impacts to a number of jurisdictional wetlands and waters,
including the Santa Ana River. The Santa Ana River is a major system with significant stretches of dense
riparian vegetation, which is habitat for protected species, including the federally and state-listed as
endangered Least Bell’s Vireo. High priority should be given to avoidance of both temporary and
permanent impacts to such unique and high value aquatic resources in a primarily arid region. While the
Draft EA provides estimates of impacts based upon the findings of the Jurisdictional Delineation Report,
quantification of project impacts to aquatic resources should ultimately be based upon an approved Army
Corps of Engineers (Corps) jurisdictional determination.

Mitigation ratios should be determined by completing the Corps’ South Pacific Division Standard
Operating Procedures for the Determination of Mitigation Ratios. The results of this analysis will serve as
the basis for scaling the compensatory mitigation and assessing whether the proposed compensatory
mitigation adequately offsets the anticipated loss of aquatic resource area and function. Additionally,
mitigation for impacts to jurisdictional waters that are determined to be unavoidable must be consistent
with the Corps/EPA mitigation rule (40 CFR 230.91-98).

Recommendations:

¢ Identify any avoidance/minimization of impacts to waters achieved through project design
refinements or proposed reductions of in-stream work.

* Provide any supplemental information regarding wetlands and waters in the project corridor to
the Corps at the earliest possible date in order to facilitate coordination regarding further
avoidance and minimization of impacts, as well as mitigation for any impacts determined to be
unavoidable.

¢ Consider directing mitigation towards restoration, enhancement and long-term protection of
aquatic resources in the Santa Ana river watershed.

- At aminimum, address in the Final EA the following components of compensatory mitigation
for impacts to waters and wetlands:
o Mitigation type, amount, and location, including through purchase of credits at
available and appropriate mitigation banks or in-lieu fee program
o Watershed approach used to identify mitigation



o Use of preservation and buffers
o Long term preservation (e.g., conservation easements) and management of the sites

Climate Change

The Draft EA states that neither EPA nor FHWA have issued guidance or methods to conduct project-
level greenhouse gas (GHG) analysis; however, the Council on Environmental Quality released revised
draft guidance in December 2014 that describes how Federal departments and agencies should consider
the effects of GHG emissions and climate change in their NEPA reviews. EPA recommends that Caltrans
review that guidance and see whether the draft guidance can be used to help outline the framework for its
analysis of these issues.

EPA appreciates the analysis included in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Evaluation chapter of the Draft EA and encourages Caltrans to include this information as a part of the
NEPA review., We support Caltrans’ efforts to reduce energy consumption and GHG emissions. As
Caltrans continues to assess the risks to transportation facilities from climate change effects, we
encourage Caltrans to adapt the design standards of this project to mitigate any effects.

Recommendations:

» We believe the Council on Environmental Quality’s December 2014 guidance discussed above
outlines a reasonable approach, and we recommend that Caltrans use that draft guidance to
help outline the framework for its analysis of these issues.

» EPA encourages Caltrans to include the information in the CEQA Evaluation chapter as a part

' of the NEPA review.

e EPA encourages Caltrans to adapt the design standards of this project to mitigate climate

change effects as feasible.

We appreciate the opportunity to review this Draft EA. When the Final EA is released for public review,
please send a copy to the address above (mail code: ENF-4-2). If you have any questions, please contact
me at (415) 947-4161, or Debbie Lowe Liang, the lead reviewer for this project, at (415) 947-4155 or
lowe.debbie@epa.gov.

Sincerely,

(onaectd

Connell Dunning, Transportatient Team Leader
Environmental Review Section

Enclosure: South Coast Air Quality Management District, letter re: Request to U.S. EPA to Reclassify
the South Coast Air Basin as Serious Nonattainment for the 24-hour PM2.5 National Ambient Air
Quality Standard (NAAQS), dated July 28, 2015

cc (via email}: Brenda Powell-Jones, Caltrans Headquarters
[an MacMillian, South Coast Air Quality Management District
Veronica Li, Army Corps of Engineers



South Coast
Air Nuali.y Mana - 2t Mctrict

21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178
(909) 396-2000 - www.aqgmd.gov

Office of the Executive Officer
Barry R. Wallerstein,D. Env
909.396.2100, fax 909.396.3340

July 28, 2015

Ms. Elizabeth Adams

Acting Director, Air Division

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency - Region IX
75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Re: Request to U.S. EPA to Reclassify the South Coast Air Basin as Serious Nonattainment for
the 24-hour PM2.5 National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS)

In December 2012, the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) Governing
Board adopted the 2012 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) demonstrating attainment of the
24-hour PM2.5 NAAQS (35 ug/m’) followed by a Supplement to the 24-hour PM2.5 State
Implementation Plan (SIP) for the South Coast Air Basin (Basin), approved in February 2015,
demonstrating attainment by 2015 under Clean Air Act (CAA), Title 1, Part D, Subpart 4.

As discussed in previous correspondence with U.S. EPA, attainment of the NAAQS cannot be
achieved without significant additional reductions in federal source emissions. Meeting the 8-
hour ozone standards, for example, requires up to 65-75 percent reduction in NOx emissions. 80
percent of the NOx emissions are generated by mobile sources, many of which are preempted from
state or local regulation (“federal sources”). In 2012, federal sources generated approximately 19
percent of the total NOx emissions in the Basin and will constitute an estimated 29 percent of total
NOx emissions by 2032. SCAQMD acknowledges the significant air quality benefits
accomplished with NOx and fuel sulfur requirements imposed on ships operating in coastal
Emission Control Areas, but it is critical that further emission reductions are achieved from other
federal sources, such as railroads, aircraft, and interstate heavy-duty trucks. More specifically,
new federal engine emission standards (0.02 g/bhp-hr NOx for heavy-duty on-road engines),
additional authority provided to the states, and federal funding for faster deployment of new clean
technologies are essential for attainment of the ozone and particulate standards in the South Coast
Air Basin. Attainment will not be possible without federal actions in these areas. If sufficient
federal actions are not taken, states should not be held accountable for emissions that they have no
authority to control. Please view https://youtu.be/AFOpUSoUG9w from our July Governing Board
meeting, where Board Members express great frustration regarding the lack of federal mobile
source controls needed for compliance with the Clean Air Act in Southern California.

The Mira Loma air quality monitoring station is the only location in the Basin that exceeds the 24-
hour PM2.5 NAAQS, and preliminary ambient 24-hour PM2.5 measurements at that station for the



Ms. Elizabeth Adams -2- July 28, 2015

first quarter of 2015 (see Attachment 1) indicate that the Basin will not attain the NAAQS by the
moderate area statutory deadline of 2015. Even considering only 1* quarter 2015 measurements,
the 98" percentile of the 2015 24-hour PM2.5 mass at the Mira Loma location is 41 pg/m’,
producing a 3-year design value at a minimum of 39 ng/m’, thus exceeding the NAAQS. The
inability to attain the NAAQS is largely due to the lack of rain days in January and February of
2014 and 2015, which experienced 33 percent of the average rainfall.

Under the CAA Subpart 4, Section 188(b)(1), the U.S. EPA may reclassify as a Serious
nonattainment area any area that cannot practicably attain the NAAQS by the attainment date.
This letter serves as the formal request to U.S. EPA to reclassify the South Coast Air Basin as a
Serious nonattainment area for the 24-hour PM2.5 NAAQS based on the monitoring data
indicating attainment is not practicable by the attainment date. Staft requests that EPA take this
action at the same time as it acts on the 2012 PM2.5 SIP and 2015 Supplement. SCAQMD staff is
also requesting that U.S. EPA approve any applicable elements in the Moderate SIP submitted
previously and consider the data submitted herewith in conjunction with the 2012 and 2015
submittals as a demonstration that the area cannot practicably attain by the Moderate area date.

SCAQMD recognizes that more stringent Serious area requirements would apply, including
requirements to implement Best Available Control Measures/ Best Available Control Technology,
a lower major source threshold (from 100 tons per year to 70 tons per year), and an update to the
Reasonable Further Progress (RFP) analysis. A full analysis for implementation of these
requirements and a demonstration to ensure attainment as expeditiously as practicable, but not
beyond December 31, 2019, will be included in the 2016 AQMP, which is also addressing the
annual PM2.5 NAAQS.

SCAQMD is committed to meeting the NAAQS in our region and providing the public a healthy
environment and economy in the process. However, without fair share reductions from federal
sources, the burden is being unfairly placed on local sources. If you have any questions, please feel
free to contact me at (909) 396-2100 or Dr. Philio Fine. Deonutv Executive Officer. at (909) 306-2739

Asaara g ANs VY SALAWAULWILLY AL e A LAY

Executive Officer

Attachment: Mira Loma PM2.5 Data

cc: Richard Corey, CARB
Wienke Tax, U.S. EPA, Region IX
Philip Fine, SCAQMD
Barbara Baird, SCAQMD









EPA DETAILED SCOPING COMMENTS FOR THE I-15 EXPRESS LANES PROJECT - SOUTHERN
EXTENSION, RIVERSIDE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, NOVEMBER 22, 2019

Purpose and Need
The Purpose and Need statement provides Caltrans with the opportunity to explain the underlying

purpose and need to which they are responding in proposing the alternatives, including the proposed
action. The EPA recommends that the Purpose and Need statement focus on the desired outcomes of the
project (e.g., to relieve congestion or improve traffic operations), rather than methods to address the
desired outcomes (e.g., increase capacity).

Project Scope and Independent Utility

We recommend that the Draft EA clearly demonstrate the independent utility of the proposed project
within its current geographic limits as it relates to the project’s need. If the proposed project’s need
cannot be met without other planned projects, we recommend that the scope of the project be expanded
accordingly, since these would be considered connected and similar actions (40 CFR 1508.25).

Air Quality

The project would be located within a federal nonattainment area for ozone (extreme) and PM> s
(serious). The project area is also designated as a maintenance area for PM ;o and carbon monoxide.
Given the region’s poor air quality, it is important that the Draft EA provide a detailed discussion of
potential air quality impacts and methods to reduce those impacts. In the Draft EA, describe ambient air
conditions (baseline or existing conditions), National Ambient Air Quality Standards, and criteria
pollutant nonattainment and maintenance areas. Include a thorough ancllyms of impacts, including
indirect and cumulative impacts, from the proposed project. Provide air monitoring data, any anticipated
exceedances of NAAQS, and estimates of all criteria pollutant emissions. Discuss potential air quality
impacts in the context of conformity requirements and associated State Implementation Plans.
Demonstrate that the project is included in a conforming transportation plan and a transportation
improvement program, and that the emissions from both construction and operational phases of the
project conform to the applicable State Implementation Plans. Disclose health risks associated with
emissions, sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the project area, and how the proposed project would
affect current emission levels. Include information about current and anticipated emissions at interim
and full build phases of the proposed improvements. Describe specific commitments to mitigate
emissions. Include an estimate of the air quality benefits and reduced health effects that would result
from each mitigation measure proposed in the Draft EA. Identify any specific mitigation measures
considered for sensitive populations (e.g., schools, daycare facilities, hospitals, senior centers, etc.).
Describe the enforcement plan that would be implemented to ensure that the added lanes would be
restricted for high occupancy/toll use.

Construction Emissions

In the Draft EA, include a list of all mitigation measures to be implemented as part of the construction
emissions mitigation plan developed for the project. In addition to measures necessary to meet all
applicable local, state, and federal requirements, the EPA recommends the following mitigation
measures be included in the construction emissions mitigation plan:

Fugitive Dust Source Controls

e Stabilize open storage piles and disturbed areas by covering and/or applying water or
chemical/organic dust palliative where appropriate. This applies to both active and inactive
sites during workdays, weekends, holidays, and windy conditions.

e Install wind fencing and phase grading operations where appropriate and operate water trucks
for stabilization of surfaces under windy conditions.









Alternative. Please also correct the statement on page 3-16 of the Air Quality Report which
begins with “In summary...” to reflect this change.

Page 2-277 of the Draft EA discusses the possibility of localized increases in MSAT emissions, and states.
the localized increases in MSAT emissions would likely be most pronounced along the I-15 mainline
under the Build Alternative. However, the Draft EA does not discuss what impacts receptors would
experience directly adjacent to the construction sites and how this compares with the impacts residents
currently experience in the absence of an adjacent high-intensity construction project. EPA recommends
that Caltrans consider additional mitigations to reduce potential impacts to nearby residential areas and
sensitive receptors, as suggested above.

Appendix E of the Air Quality Report contains a discussion regarding how air toxics analysis is an
emerging field and current scientific techniques, tools, and data are not sufficient to estimate accurately
the human health effects that would result from a transportation project in a way that would be useful to
decision-makers. EPA believes that current risk assessment techniques are very useful for decision
making purposes. We look forward to continued discussion with Caltrans to discuss how best to use

existing and emerging research, techniques and tools to best support decision making in NEPA
documents.

Health Effects — Children’s Health

Executive Order 13045 on Children’s Health and Safety directs each Federal agency, to the extent
permitted by law, to make it a high priority to identify and assess environmental health and safety risks
that may disproportionately affect children, and to ensure that its policies, programs, activities, and '
standards address these risks. Analysis and disclosure of these potential effects under NEPA is
recommended because some physiological and behavioral traits of children render them more susceptible
and vulnerable than adults to environmental health and safety risks. Although the Draft EA identifies
communities and schools located near the proposed project area, the Draft EA does not clearly describe
the potential direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of the project on children’s health.

Recommendations:

* In order to identify additional mitigation measures to reduce possible impacts to children within
the project vicinity, EPA recommends that Caltrans evaluate the potential direct, indirect, and
cumulative health impacts of the construction and operation of the project alternative on children’s
health. Obtain and discuss relevant health data (e.g., asthma data) for children living near the
proposed project area, if available. The analysis could include the following:

o Potential respiratory impacts, including asthma, from air pollutant emissions and
generation of fugitive dust;

o Potential noise impacts to health and learning, especially in areas where the alternatives are
located near homes, schools, childcare centers, and parks; and

o Potential impacts from the use of chemicals, such as dust suppressants, and hazardous
materials to children living near the proposed project areas.

» Consider the following sources for identifying mitigation measures to reduce impacts from the
proposed project’s construction and operation to schools and child care centers near the proposed
project area: EPA’s School Siting Guidelines
(http://www.epa.gov/schools/guidelinestools/siting/), and EPA’s Voluntary Guidelines for States:
Development and Implementation of a School Environmental Health Program
(http://www.epa.gov/schools/guidelinestools/ehguide/). Engage local school districts, child care
providers, and others to discuss mitigation measures.



o Use of preservation and buffers
o Long term preservation (e.g., conservation easements) and management of the sites

Climate Change

The Draft EA states that neither EPA nor FHWA have issued guidance or methods to conduct project-
level greenhouse gas (GHG) analysis; however, the Council on Environmental Quahty released revised
draft guidance in December 2014 that describes how Federal deparnnents and agencies should consider
the effects of GHG emissions and climate change in their NEPA reviews. EPA recommends that Caltrans
review that guidance and see whether the draft guidance can be used to help outline the framework for its
analysis of these issues.

EPA appreciates the analysis included in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Evaluation chapter of the Draft EA and encourages Caltrans to include this information as a part of the
NEPA review, We support Caltrans® efforts to reduce energy consumption and GHG emissions. As
Caltrans continues to assess the risks to transportation facilities from climate change effects, we
encourage Caltrans to adapt the design standards of this project to mitigate any effects.

Recommendations:

e We believe the Council on Environmental Quality’s December 2014 guidance discussed above
outlines a reasonable approach, and we recommend that Caltrans use that draﬁ guidance to
help outline the framework for its analysis of these issues.

» EPA encourages Caltrans to include the information in the CEQA Evaluation chapter as a part
of the NEPA review.

e EPA encourages Caltrans to adapt the design standards of this project to mitigate climate
change effects as feasible.

We appreciate the opportunity to review this Draft EA. When the Final EA is released for public review,
please send a copy to the address above (mail code: ENF-4-2). If you have any questions, please contact
me at (415) 947-4161, or Debbie Lowe Liang, the lead reviewer for this project, at (415) 947-4155 or
lowe.debbie@epa.gov.

Sincerely,

(el

Connell Dunning, Transportatient Team Leader
Environmental Review Section

Enclosure: South Coast Air Quality Management District, letter re: Request to U.S. EPA to Reclassify
the South Coast Air Basin as Serious Nonattainment for the 24-hour PM2.5 National Ambient Air
Quality Standard (NAAQS), dated July 28, 2015

ce (via email): Brenda Powell-Jones, Caltrans Headquarters
[an MacMillian, South Coast Air Quality Management District
Veronica Li, Army Corps of Engineers









« Court reporter transcriptions of individual attendees that provided
verbal comments to reporter and comment cards submitted by
individuals and public agencies that attended
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Corona, California, Tuesday, November 12, 2019

5:30 p.m.

_ Because of the increase

development of Trilogy and Paramour, the Speedway
Project, on -- which is the shopping center. The
increase down south of Indian Truck Trail -- we would
love to have TVMAC, which is short for Temescal Valley
Municipal Advisory Counsel. We would love to see on the
new express lanes ingress and egress off the new express
lanes roughly around Temescal Canyon Road and Campbell
Ranch Road.

I would love to see a tie-in through
Temescal Canyon Road north of the 15 Freeway, possibly
into a new ingress and egress directly into the new
express lanes.

I B - -
county resident. I live in Trilogy, which is a 55 and
over residential area about three miles from here. I
moved here three years ago, approximately, from Northern
California. And I'm just alarmed and dismayed how bad
traffic is between E1 Cerrito and Cajalco,
C-a-j-a-1l-c-o.

But I'm kind of shocked that the environmental

Transcript of Proceedings
November 12, 2019
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study isn't going take place until five years from now,
which is long time from now. I mean, if the powers to
be, and there comes a day, and look at the traffic at
3:30 and 7:30. I think this is long ways to try to
expedite the urgency for this extension between Cajalco
and Lake Elsinore.

As a citizen, as a resident, as a taxpayer, I
just want to express myself that I think it's really
vital that this whole process be expedited to the best
of somebody's ability. I mean, the powers to be have to
come to realize how bad this is.

That's it.

B Y concerns are that it is going
be too expensive for us, the residents that live in this
area to be paying for toll roads. Besides that, I see
the traffic going south to Murrieta, Temecula or
Lake Elsinore -- what is the plan, you know, to extend
from Cajalco to Lake Elsinore to Ortega Highway? And
for now, I don't see that much traffic going south or
coming north from Temescal Valley exit all way to the
74. I don't think it's justifiable.

My other concern is that we are paying taxes
and we're paying a lot of taxes, for what? Those taxes
are supposed to be used to improve the road and to open

new lanes, not to force us, the residents of the area,

Transcript of Proceedings
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to pay for the construction of the toll lanes.

B 1!/ ny concerns are the toll
lanes will only benefit those that are willing to pay
whatever price they're going to charge. And no one else
in general purpose lanes are going to benefit. It's not
going to reduce the amount of congestion in the general
purpose lanes.

B (' lived here 25 years, since
'94. When I moved here, you get on the 15 Freeway and
go any direction 24/7. I don't remember the exact year,
but the somewhere back in the 90s, there was a problem
on the 450. Something happened. And they directed all
the big rigs to come up on the 91 to get on the 15 to go
south to San Diego.

Ever since then, we do not have a freeway. We
have a truck lane. It's three lanes wide. I'm going to
explain this to you like I explain it to everybody else.
I don't want you to take this personally. We have three
lanes out there; right? The trucks take up two. What
does leave us? Three lanes? One. That's what we get.
I'm not mad at you.

You can't get around the trucks, because it
takes one jerk, whether he's in a four-wheel drive
monster or a Prius, to pull up beside a big rig and

park. And I've had it happen many times.
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Ever since they rebuilt the 91 interchange, you
cannot go north. It's a 35-to-45-minute drive to the
91 Freeway. That's how they fixed it for us. I don't
know what to say about that, other than it's a joke.
What they did over there may have been beautiful on
paper, but when it comes to traffic, it's a can of
WOTrms .

I would love to see them do a traffic flow
count for people on the bridge or whatever, and count
the cars. I've seen it done before. I don't think they
have any idea the amount of traffic that flows north on
the 15 during rush hour or south during rush hour. It's
a disaster.

Okay. There's -- right now as it exists,
there's five lanes going north. Because of the trucks
that are going straight through, staying on the 15,
you've got trucks on two outside lanes getting onto the
91, and trucks in the two other lanes going straight up
north.

Once, again, leaving one lane for everybody
else to try to go north. The trucks -- something has
got to get done about the trucks. I know they have a
legal right to be there, and they have a legal right to
use two lanes. But it was supposed to be, if I remember

my traffic rules, they were allowed to pass one another.
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And now they -- they don't bother you. They just use
both lanes.

I would like to see something done, if the
highway patrol can do anything legally. Other
arguments, coming south from the 91, it's six lanes down
to five, down to four, down to three at El Cerrito.

From El Cerrito to Temescal Canyon, it's three lanes.
And all they're going to do to help us is add in two
express lanes. That's not going to help. The trucks
are still going to own the regular portion of the
freeway.

I can't use the express lane coming from the 91
down to here. There's no on; there's no off. You know
what I'm saying? So I have to be on the regular part of
the freeway with the trucks. Something needs to get
done. I don't know how, and I don't know who can do it,
but if I had my druthers, I would like to kick somebody
real hard where it would help.

I'll stop at that. I could go on and on, but I
don't want to.

B o v first question is why does
this have to be toll lane versus just a car carpool
lane, which my federal dollar and taxes are paying for
it and state taxes.

If it does, why can't we explore adding a

Transcript of Proceedings
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schedule to the toll roads or to the carpool lane, so
during prime time hours it opens up to becomes a carpool
lane. After prime time hours, it becomes a regular car
lane.

Also, I think Caltrans or whoever this is
should put dotted lines, white lines, instead of the
solid lines so people can come in and out in the Bay
Area, Orange County, so you can go in and out of that
lane as you see fit.

What else do I have? I would like an exit lane
on the 15, and between Indian Truck Trail and
Temescal Canyon. There should be another exit lane that
goes directly into Campbell Ranch Road.

Let's see. What else? Give me a minute.

Well, why are we converting all ready paid for carpool
lanes into toll lanes? It seems like we're being double
taxed for that. My car registration, my taxes already
paid for that carpool lane. Now, you're charging me for
something I've already paid for. I don't agree with
that.

What else? I got to look at the signs. I just
wonder where they get some of these studies from when
they're saying carpool lanes don't work. It doesn't
work, because of the way they managed the lanes or the

carpool lane?
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Again, their solid line, so people can't get
out when they need to. So the carpool solid line is 15
miles long. If you want to get off on mile six, you
know, I got to stay in the regular traffic that takes me
out of that carpool lane, because I have to stay in the
regular traffic because there's no exits in the carpool
lane when you get out without breaking the law.

That was it. One more. The noise study that's
going to happen. I already think the freeway is loud as
it is. I don't even keep my windows. And I'm a mile
away from the freeway. So is there a point where it's
just too loud? Or it's just going to make some kind of
mitigating plan to try to reduce the noise? Is there a
point where it failed? That's my question. It's
probably just too loud.

Is think it's a point of failure for noise. So

what is that point? That's it.

(Public meeting concluded at 8:15 p.m.)
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Corona, California, Wednesday, November 13, 2019

5:30 p.m.

B  corrove the freeway extension

from Cajalco to Central in Lake Elsinore. And also 15
and 91, all the way to Freeway 60. You know, on the 15
but to Freeway 60. The widening of two extra toll roads
on each side, I totally approve that, because I own
property there.
B - e
1
And it's to build the extension into
Lake Elsinore into Diamond Drive, do not stop at
Central. Go to Diamond Drive, because that's where all
the traffic is. And to build a -- how do I want to call
it? To build an exit with a flyover onto Diamond Drive,
so that people on the express lanes don't have to cut
across the freeway just go up, like they did in
San Diego, just go up and fly onto Diamond Drive. It
will solve a gazillion problems.

No -- yeah. Build it so that on the express
lanes, they are separated from the main freeway by the
raised roadway, not the not poles, not those stupid

poles —-- you can put the word "stupid" in there -- so
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that the roadway is raised so that the people can get on

and cut off right there. You can't cheat. 1It's a much
safer road. That's it for now. Thank you.

B | just have a comment. We live in
Terramor, T-e-r-r-a-m-o-r. It's a new community in

Temescal Valley, and we would like a sound barrier, but
not a wall. When the build the road, they're going to
be moving land, right, with the dirt? We would like a
barrier from the sound from the freeway in a dirt form,
not a wall made out of bricks that can be used as an art
form by taggers.

So we're worried about graffiti. So we would
like a sound barrier for the noise, because we don't
want to be -- we want berm. You know, how they do at
the beach. That's what we're looking for.

That will do it.

B cn they started working on
the Cajalco Bridge -- Cajalco Bridge, when you came over
Cajalco Bridge, rumor was it that the developer paid for
most of that. I don't know how true that is. He
built -- all these homes he's building across from
Stator Brothers, he had an extension and more lanes
added for traffic. And the money was supposed to come
from the developer. I don't know how true that is.

But that's happening with that bridge, and now

Transcript of Proceedings
November 13, 2019




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

Atkinson-Baker, Inc.
www.depo.com

they're talking about asking for more money for the
express lane addition for FasTrac, that should come from
future developers that are putting money into the city,
that they should pay for the highway too, improvements
of the highway. That's the honest truth.

B . v
biggest complaint is the fact that after paying taxes,
income taxes, property taxes, gasoline taxes, grocery
taxes, why do we still need to have a toll lane? What
happened to the free will of freeways? Caltrans makes
enough money and spends unwisely.

Point 2: We lose two lanes from Magnolia
Avenue to Cajalco resulting in a bottleneck that needs
to be addressed.

Point 3: The craftsmanship of the city
inspectors in Corona 1s terrible. We had a two-foot
drop off on the bridge at 91 Freeway and Main Street
that our inspectors have let go. The off-ramp at
Cajalco are so rough that I have driven on dirt roads
that are smoother than this.

But for 77 million dollars, I expect smooth
roads. They have done the same thing at Bradford Canyon
Road. The patching has been done so shabby, that
Bradford needs to be repaved completely. But the

contractors, with the lack of oversight by county/city
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inspectors have gotten away with shabby work.

Thank you very much for your time.

B o v concern -- okay. I have a
number of concerns, but one concern that I have that I
think could be dealt with really easily is the speed at
which people travel in the express lanes. I personally
don't understand why people believe just because they're
paying to get into a toll lane, they feel that they can
as fast or as recklessly as they want to.

Because it just seems as if, no matter whether
it's busy or not busy, there's always someone on your
tail, and someone always trying to drive like it's a
video games, and I'm always trying to drive like a video
game.

So I heard something from a friend of mine in
Washington DC that there is speed monitoring back East
on some toll roads, and where between transponder
rearers, your speed will be measured. And if you were
traveling past the recommended speed, maximum speed, you
will be sent a fine. That I believe would do a
fantastic job in controlling the speeds on these toll
roads.

In England there a number of cameras that are
on the medians. These cameras also have speed rate on

them. They send people tickets for traveling above the
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maximum speed limit. Why couldn't this be implemented
for the express lanes?

That's it.

B (¢ 's very important that you keep
the discount for electric vehicles for the toll roads.
It not only helps the environment, but encourages people
to buy electric cars. And without that incentive,
there's no reason for anyone who commutes to
Orange County to get an electric car. There's no reason
at all if there's no discount. Thank you. That's it.

B o ['m very supportive of the
project. It's going to positively impact my family
life. My wife commutes to Orange County via the 91, and
the 15 Freeway. She spends several hours in traffic.
We're very excited and looking forward to its
completion. Enthusiastically supportive. And that's
it.

(Public meeting concluded at 8:07 p.m.)

Transcript of Proceedings
November 13, 2019







Atkinson-Baker, Inc.

www.depo.com
Page 1
A D H name 4:11 6:6 shabby 6:23 7:1
Aaron 4:12 Dave 3:9 happened 6:10 neeg 6513 24 S.I:jer2¥93:3
added 5:23 DC 7:16 happening 5:25 needs 5:13, amooth 6:21
addition 6:2 dealt 7:5 Harris 3:8 7:3 new ss . O
addressed 6:14 developer 5:19,24 heard 7:15 November 1:16 2:18 4:1 | solve 4:21

APPEARANCES 3:1
approve 4:5,9

art 5:10

asking 6:1

Atkins 3:4 4:11,11
Avenue 6:13

B

back 7:16

barrier 5:6,9,13

beach 5:15

beginning 2:17

believe 7:7,20

berm 5:14

biggest 6:7

bottleneck 6:13

Bradford 6:22,24

bricks 5:10

bridge 5:18,18,19,25
6:17

Brothers 5:22

build 4:13,16,17,22 5:7

building 5:21

built 5:21

busy 7:11,11

buy 8:7

c

Cajalco 4:6 5:18,18,19
6:13,19

California 1:15 2:16 4:1

call 4:16

Caltrans 6:10

cameras 7:23,24

Canyon 6:22

car 8:9

cars 8:7

Central 4.6,15

cheat 5:2

city 1:2 2:1 6:3,15

Clark 3:7 6:6,6

Clifton 3:5

come 5:23 6:2

comment 5:4

Commission 1:1,7 2:1,7

community 5:5

commutes 8:8,13

complaint 6:7

completely 6:24

completion 8:16

concern 7:3,4

concerns 7:4

concluded 8:18

contractors 6:25

controlling 7:21

Corona 1:2 2:2,16 4:1
6:16

County 1:1,7 2:1,7 8:9
8:13

county/city 6:25

craftsmanship 6:15

cut 4:18 5:2

developers 6:3
Diamond 4:14,15,17,20

Hearing 1:3,6,25 2:3,6
2:19

number 7:4,23

Diego 4:20 Heijkoop 3:3 4:5
dirt 5:8,9 6:19 helps 8:6 o
discount 8:5,10 Hernandez 3:6 5:17 off-ramp 6:18
dollars 6:21 highway 6:4,5 okay 7:3
drive 4:14,15,17,20 7:12 homes 5:21 Orange 8:9,13

713 honest 6:5 oversight 6:25
driven 6:19 hours 8:14
drop 6:17 P

1 p.m 2:17,17 4:2 8:18
E idea 4:12 paid 5:19

Eagle 2:16 impact 8:12 Parkway 2:16
easily 7:5 implemented 8:1 patching 6:23
East 7:16 important 8:4 pay 6:4
Eileen 1:24 2:19 improvements 6:4 paying 6:7 7:8
Eldridge 1:24 2:19 incentive 8.7 people 4:18 5:1 7:6,7,25
electric 8:5,7,9 income 6:8 8:6

Elsinore 4:6,14

encourages 8:6

England 7:23

Enthusiastically 8:16

environment 8:6

excited 8:15

exit 4:17

expect 6:21

express 1:2 2:2 4:18,22
6:27:68:2

extension 1:3 2:3 4:5,13
5:22

extra 4:8

fact 6:7
family 8:12
fantastic 7:21
fast 7:9
FasTrac 6:2
feel 7:8
fine 7:20
fly 4:20
flyover 4:17
form 5:9,11
forward 8:15
free 6:10
freeway 4:5,7,8,19,23
5:96:17 8:14
freeways 6:10
friend 7:15
future 6:3

G

game 7:14

games 7:13
gasoline 6:8
gazillion 4:21
Glen 2:16

go 4:15,19,20 6:18
going 5:7 8:12
gotten 7:1

graffiti 5:12
grocery 6:8

inspectors 6:16,18 7:1
INTERSTATE 1:2 2:2

J
job 7:21
John 3:6
Jose 3:10

K
keep 8:4
Keith 3:8
know 4:7 5:14,20,24

L
lack 6:25
Lake 4:6,14
land 5:8
lane 6:2,9 7:8

lanes 1:2 2:2 4:18,23
5:226:127:6 8:2

Leonard 3:4 4:11

life 8:13

limit 8:1

live 5:4

looking 5:15 8:15

lose 6:12

Magnolia 6:12

main 3:9 4:23 6:17 8:4
matter 1:6 2:6 7:10
maximum 7:19 8:1
measured 7:18
medians 7:24
meeting 8:18
million 6:21

mine 7:15

Molina 3:10 8:11
money 5:23 6:1,3,11
monitoring 7:16
moving 5:8

N

personally 7:6

Point 6:12,15

poles 4:24,25

positively 8:12

problems 4:21

proceedings 1:14 2:15

project 1:2 2:2 8:12

property 4:10 6:8

Public 1:3,6 2:3,6 3:3
8:18

put 4:25

putting 6:3

Q

R

raised 4:24 5:1

rate 7:24

really 7:5

rearers 7:18

reason 8:8,9

recklessly 7:9

recommended 7:19

repaved 6:24

reported 1:24 2:18

Reporter 1:25 2:19

resulting 6:13

right 5:2,8

Riverside 1:1,7,15 2:1,7

road 5:3,7 6:23

roads 4:8 6:19,22 7:17
7:22 85

roadway 4:24 5:1

Robert 3:7 6:6

Rose 3.5 5:4

rough 6:19

rumor 5:19

S

safer 5:3

San 4:20

send 7:25
sent 7:20
separated 4:23

sound 5:6,9,13

SOUTHERN 1:3 2:2

Speakers 3:3

speed 7:5,16,18,19,19
7:24 8:1

speeds 7:21

spends 6:11 8:14

started 5:17

Stator 5:22

stop 4:14

Street 6:17

stupid 4:24,25

supportive 8:11,16

supposed 5:23

T

T-e-r-r-a-m-o-r 5:5

taggers 5:11

tail 7:12

taken 2:15

talking 4:12 6:1

taxes 6:7,8,8,8,9

tell 4:12

Temescal 5:6

Terramor 5:5

terrible 6:16

Thank 5:3 7:2 8:10

thing 6:22

think 7:5

tickets 7:25

time 7:2

toll 4.8 6:9 7:8,17,21 8:5

totally 4:9

traffic 4:16 5:23 8:14

Transcript 1:14 2:15

transponder 7:17

Transportation 1:1,7 2:1
2:7

travel 7:6

traveling 7:19,25

true 5:20,24

truth 6:5

trying 7:12,13

two 4:8 6:12

two-foot 6:16

U

understand 7:7
unwisely 6:11

v

Valley 5:6
vehicles 8:5
video 7:13,13

w

wall 5:7,10

want 4:16 5:14,14 7:9
Washington 7:16
way 4:7

we're 5:12,15 8:15

Transcript of Proceedings

November 13, 2019




Atkinson-Baker, Inc.
www.depo.com

Page 2

Wednesday 1:16 2:18
4:1

widening 4:8

wife 8:13

word 4:25

work 7:1

working 5:17

worried 5:12

X

Y

yeah 4:22

Y4

0

1

13 1:16 2:18 4:1
151:22:2 4:6,7 8:14

1800 2:16
2
26:12
2019 1:16 2:18 4:1
3
36:15
4
5
5:302:17 4:2
6
60 4:7,8
7
77 6:21
8
8:07 2:17 8:18
9

91 4.7 6:17 8:13

Transcript of Proceedings
November 13, 2019




© 00 N o o0 A~ W N P

[
o

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Atkinson-Baker, Inc.
www.depo.com

Rl VERSI DE COUNTY TRANSPORTATI ON COVM SSI ON
Cl TY OF LAKE ELSI NORE | NTERSTATE 15 EXPRESS LANES

PRQIECT SOUTHERN EXTENSI ON PUBLI C HEARI NG

[CERTIFIED COPY]

Public Hearing in the Matter of:

Ri verside County Transportation
Conmm ssi on.

N N N e

Transcri pt of proceedi ngs
Lake El sinore, California

Thur sday, Novenber 14, 2019

Reported by:
El LEEN ELDRI DGE
HEARI NG REPORTER

Transcript of proceedings
November 14, 2019




© 00 N oo o b~ w N P

=
o

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Atkinson-Baker, Inc.
www.depo.com

Rl VERSI DE COUNTY TRANSPORTATI ON COWMM SSION C TY OF
LAKE ELSI NORE | NTERSTATE 15 EXPRESS LANES PRQIECT

SOUTHERN
EXTENSI ON PUBLI C HEARI NG

Public Hearing in the Matter of:

Ri versi de County Transportation
Conmm ssi on.

N N N N

Transcri pt of Proceedi ngs, taken at
1800 Eagl e d en Par kway, Lake El sinore,
California, beginning at 5:30 p.m and
ending at 8: 00 p.m on Thursday, Novenber
14, 2019, reported by Eldridge, Hearing

Reporter.

Transcript of proceedings
November 14, 2019




© 00 N oo o B~ W DN P

N NN N NN R P PR PR R R R R R
g A W N P O © 0 N O O M W N B O

APPEARANCES:

Publ i ¢ Speakers:




© 00 N oo o A W DN PP

[N N N T T N T e e e N R R S I N T
g A W N P O © 00 ~N O O » W N P O

Lake El sinore, California, Thursday, Novenber 14, 2019
6: 00 p. m

B | ™mconcerned about the ingress of
the | anes, because they mentioned they' re going to be

multiple along the 15. And that means the traffic just
Is going -- we're going to go and then stop and then go
and then stop as they have those entrance | anes.

So the nore entrance points you have, the
slower we're able to go. Because right now, there's one
entrance point to get onto the 15 North to get onto the
91. And at 5:30 in the nmorning, it will be a dead stop
now to get on.

So that's it.

B W concern is the -- hopefully they
wi |l build or construct either an underpass or an
overpass, so the nmountain loins can cross. W have two
groups of nmountain loins that [ive in these nountains
down here, and when they cross fromone side of the
freeway to the other, they're getting killed on the
freeway, just like up in LA county, sanme thing is
happening. They're either crossing the 101 and getting
hit and kill ed.

So if when they're building this thing, if they




© 00 N oo o A W DN PP
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could build an overpass or an underpass sonmehow to give
the nountain |oins safe passage, because they -- they --
the nales, especially, have to roamto find mates. And
so during mating season, they cross the freeway.
I | vould like to have the new
express | anes available for carpool, Fastrak and
nmot orcycles. Especially to keep the notorcycles from
going in between traffic, you know, on the crowded
sides. They should be allowed in the Fastrak. | nean,

sort of Iike San Diego County has.

And that's it.
I  horough need a “"critical path”
for the environnental segnent. "Get er done."

(Public neeting concluded at 8:00 p. m)
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