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Perris Dam Emergency Release Facility Project 

Scoping Report 

 

Introduction 

 

The Department of Water Resources (DWR) is the Lead Agency for the proposed Perris Dam 

Emergency Release Facility Project. The Perris Dam is located within the Lake Perris State 

Recreation Area (SRA), 15 miles south of the City of Riverside in Riverside County. The dam 

and lake are owned and operated by DWR, in cooperation with the Metropolitan Water District of 

Southern California (MWD). The Perris Dam’s original and current design has an emergency 

release peak flow capacity of 3,800 cubic feet per second (cfs), which allows the water to form its 

own overland channel, and would result in an inundation area of 715 acres below the dam. Over 

time, however, the areas downstream of Perris Dam have become developed with residential land 

uses that could be affected should an emergency release be needed.  

The purpose of the proposed project is to upgrade the existing release structure and construct new 

release facilities to convey emergency flows from Lake Perris to the Perris Valley Channel in the 

event of an emergency drawdown. The conveyance facilities would convey the water from the 

emergency release structure westward to the Perris Valley Channel. Water released from the 

emergency release structure would flow overland across the Lake Perris SRA property. The 

released water would be controlled by a proposed levee system (Lake Perris SRA Segment), 

conveyed to a channel across the Lake Perris Fairgrounds (Fairgrounds Segment), and finally 

conveyed in a channel north of Ramona Expressway to the Perris Valley Channel (Western 

Segment). 

Notice of Preparation and Notice of Availability 

The Notice of Preparation (NOP) was prepared by Environmental Science Associates (ESA) 

pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), to notify interested parties that the 

Department of Water Resources will be preparing an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) to 

evaluate potential environmental impacts of the Perris Dam Remediation Project (see 

Attachment 1).   

The NOP contains a description of the facilities associated with the Perris Dam Remediation 

Project, a summary of the probable environmental effects of the project to be addressed in the 

EIR, and maps showing the project location and a cross section of the Dam. The NOP provides 

the public and interested public agencies with the opportunity to review the proposed project and 

to provide comments or concerns on the scope and content of the environmental review document 

including: the range of actions; alternatives; mitigation measures, and significant effects to be 

analyzed in depth in the EIR. 
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The NOP was mailed to approximately 170 interested parties, including local, state, and federal 

agencies; news publications; and other groups or individuals who had previously expressed 

interest in the project. A Notice of Completion (NOC) was also prepared by DWR and submitted 

to the State Clearinghouse (see Attachment 2). Copies of the NOP were made available for 

public review at the Riverside County Library, Perris Branch, and the DWR web site: 

http://www.perrisdam.water.ca.gov/.  

Scoping Period 

 

The 30-day project scoping period, which began with the distribution of the NOP, remained open 

from September 9, 2013 through October 9, 2013.  During the scoping period, the DWR held a 

scoping meeting.  The meeting was held on September 19, 6:00 P.M. at Harrison Hall, Lake 

Perris Fairgrounds (18700 Lake Perris Drive, Perris, CA 92571). DWR also placed display ads 

for the scoping meetings in the Press Enterprise on September 9, 2013. 

At the scoping meeting, DWR staff and ESA presented the proposed action (see Attachment 3). 

Following the presentation, meeting participants were invited to provide comments on the project. 

Participant questions and comments were recorded on a whiteboard, and comment cards were 

also available for participants to fill out at the meeting or to send in at a later date. The sign-in 

sheet and comment cards from the public scoping meeting can be found in Attachment 4. 

Comments 

 

During the scoping period, the Department of Water Resources received 13 comments on the 

proposed project via mail, fax, or e-mail (see Attachment 5). Verbal comments were also 

received during the scoping meeting (see Attachment 6). A matrix summarizing the comments 

received via mail, fax, or e-mail can be found in Attachment 7. 

The next formal opportunity for public comments will be associated with the release of the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report. 

Contents of this Report 

 

This Scoping Report contains documents pertinent to the scoping process.  The following items 

are included: 

Attachment 1:  Notice of Preparation 

Attachment 2:  Notice of Completion 

Attachment 3:  Scoping Meeting Presentation 

Attachment 4:  Scoping Meeting Sign-in Sheet 

Attachment 5:  Comment Letters Received by October 9, 2013 

Attachment 6:  Scoping Meeting Comments 

Attachment 7:  Matrix of Comments 

 

  

 

http://www.perrisdam.water.ca.gov/


ATTACHMENT 1 
Notice of Preparation 

  













ATTACHMENT 2 
Notice of Completion 

  



NOTE:  Clearinghouse will assign identification numbers for all new projects.  If a SCH number already exists for a project (e.g. 
Notice of Preparation or previous draft document) please fill in. Revised 2004 

Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal Appendix C 
  
For U.S. Mail: State Clearinghouse, P.O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 
For Hand Delivery/Street Address: 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 

 SCH #       

Project Title: 
Perris Dam Emergency Release Facility Project 
Lead Agency: Department of Water Resources Contact Person: Joe Barron 
Street Address: 1416 9th Street Phone: (916) 653-6271 
City: Sacramento Zip: 95814 County: Sacramento 

Project Location: 
County: Riverside City/Nearest Community: Perris 
Cross Streets: Ramona Expressway and Lake Perris Drive Zip code: 92571 
Assessor’s Parcel No.       Section:       Twp:       Range:       Base:       
Within 2 miles: State Hwy#: 215 Waterways: Perris Storm Drain 
 Airports: March AFB Railways:       Schools:       

Document Type: 
CEQA: NEPA: Other:

  NOP   Draft EIR 
  Early Cons   Supplement to EIR 
  Neg Dec   Subsequent EIR 
  Mit Neg Dec   Other:        

  NOI 
  EA 
  Draft EIS 
  FONSI 

  Joint Document 
  Final Document 
  Other:        

Local Action Type: 
  General Plan Update 
  General Plan Amendment 
  General Plan Element 
  Community Plan 
  Specific Plan 

  Master Plan 
  Planned Unit Development 
  Site Plan 
  Rezone 
  Prezone 

  Use Permit 
  Land Division (Subdivision, etc.) 
  Annexation 
  Redevelopment 

  Coastal Permit 
  Other:  Dam Release Upgrade 

Development Type: 
  Residential: Units       Acres            Water Facilities: Type Dam MGD       
  Office: Sq.ft.       Acres       Employees         Transportation: Type       
  Commercial: Sq.ft.       Acres       Employees         Mining: Mineral       
  Industrial: Sq.ft.       Acres       Employees         Power: Type       MW       
  Educational         Waste Treatment: Type       MGD       
  Recreational         Hazardous Waste: Type       

Total Acres:  (approx.)          Other:       

Project Issues That May Have A Significant Or Potentially Significant Impact: 
  Aesthetic/Visual 
  Agricultural Land 
  Air Quality 
  Archeological/Historical 
  Biological Resources 
  Coastal Zone 
  Drainage/Absorption 

  Economic/Jobs 
  Fiscal 
  Flood Plain/Flooding 
  Forest Land/Fire Hazard 
  Geologic/Seismic 
  Minerals 
  Noise 
  Population/Housing Balance 

  Public Services/Facilities 
  Recreation/Parks 
  Schools/Universities 
  Septic Systems 
  Sewer Capacity 
  Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading 
  Solid Waste 
  Toxic/Hazardous 

  Traffic/Circulation 
  Vegetation 
  Water Quality 
  Water Supply/Groundwater 
  Wetland/Riparian 
  Growth Inducement 
  Land Use 
  Cumulative Effects 
  Other:        

Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Designation:  Public/Quasi Public - State Recreation Area  

Project Description:  (please use a separate page if necessary) 
The DWR is proposing to modify the existing control system, and to construct an emergency release facility that would convey an emergency 
release of up to 3,800 cfs of water from the Perris Dam over State-owned land to the Perris Valley Channel, in the event of dam failure.  



 

Reviewing Agencies Checklist Appendix C 
continued 
Lead Agencies may recommend State Clearinghouse distribution by marking agencies below. 
 
 

X Air Resources Board      Office of Emergency Services 
    Boating & Waterways, Department of  X Office of Historic Preservation 
    California Highway Patrol X Parks & Recreation 
    Caltrans District #           Pesticide Regulation, Department of 
    Caltrans Division of Aeronautics     Public Utilities Commission 
X Caltrans Planning     Reclamation Board 

    Coachella Valley Mountains Conservancy X Regional WQCB # 8 
    Coastal Commission X Resources Agency 
    Colorado River Board Commission     S.F. Bay Conservation & Development 
X Conservation, Department of     San Gabriel & Lower Los Angeles Rivers & 

Mountains Conservancy     Corrections, Department of  
    Delta Protection Commission     San Joaquin River Conservancy 
    Education, Department of  

Office of Public School Construction 
    Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy 

 X State Lands Commission 
    Energy Commission     SWRCB:  Clean Water Grants 
X Fish & Game Region # 6     SWRCB:  Water Quality 

    Food & Agriculture, Department of     SWRCB:  Water Rights 
    Forestry & Fire Protection     Tahoe Regional Planning Agency 
    General Services, Department of  Toxic Substances Control, Department of 
    Health Services, Department of  Water Resources, Department of 
    Housing & Community Development   
    Integrated Waste Management Board     Other:        
X Native American Heritage Commission     Other:        

 
 
Local Public Review Period (to be filled in by lead agency) 
 
Starting Date September 9, 2013 Ending Date October 9, 2013 
 
 
Lead Agency (Complete if applicable): Applicant: Department of Water Resources 

Consulting Firm: ESA Address: 1416 9th Street 

Address: 626 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1100 City/State/Zip: Sacramento, CA 95814 

City/State/Zip: Los Angeles, CA 90017 Phone: ( 916 ) 653-6271

Contact: Tom Barnes 

Phone: ( 213 ) 599-4300 
 
 
Signature of Lead Agency Representative:       Date:  
 
 
Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21087, Public Resources Code.  Reference: Section 21161, Public 
Resources Code. 
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Scoping Meeting Presentation 

  



PERRIS DAM REMEDIATION PROGRAM 
EMERGENCY RELEASE FACILITY 

 
 

Scoping Meeting 
September 19, 2013 



Purpose 

Obtain input from the public and agencies on 
the environmental issues to be evaluated in 
the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for 
the Perris Dam Emergency Release Facility. 



Agenda 

• California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) Process  

• Project Background 

• Project Description 

• EIR and Environmental Issues  

• Public Comments 



The CEQA Process 



EIR Process 



State Water Project and Lake Perris 



Project Background 
• In 2005, DWR completed a geotechnical 

investigation and seismic assessment of Perris 
Dam and concluded that a portion of the dam 
foundation was prone to liquefaction during a 
“Maximum Credible Earthquake” event. 

• As a safety precaution, the reservoir was 
immediately drawn down 25 feet and the 
environmental process initiated for the Dam 
Remediation Program. The reservoir’s water 
surface elevation remains restricted to 25 feet 
below the maximum operating level. 



• Dam Remediation 

– Seismically upgrade the dam foundation 

– Return the reservoir to the maximum operating elevation 

• Outlet Tower Replacement 

– Seismically upgrade the existing outlet tower within the 
reservoir by constructing a new outlet tower 

 

Previous EIR Certified in 2011 



Emergency Release Facility  

• Previously certified EIR included an “Emergency 
Outlet Extension,” which provided a similar 
function to the ERF, but this component was not 
certified 

– Following the initial EIR public review period, DWR 
determined further evaluation of the emergency release 
component was needed 

– The proposed project is the result of the re-evaluation 

 



Project Objectives 

• Enhance public safety and limit the property 
impacts resulting from an emergency release 

• Provide cost-effective infrastructure for the 
implementation of safe emergency drawdown that 
directs the release over State-owned property 

• Minimize risks associated with seismic hazards 

• Minimize environmental impacts 
 



Project Description 

1. Existing Release Structure Upgrade 
2. Conveyance Structure 

– Lake Perris State Recreation Area Segment 

– Lake Perris Fairgrounds Segment 

– Perris Valley Channel Segment 

 

 

 



Proposed Project 



Upgrade Existing Release Structure 
• Use existing slide gate 

• Add redundancy by replacing the existing 
bulkhead with a new gate 

• Reconfigure control systems to operate the two 
gates 

• Upgrade structure for the new gates and controls 

• Build an energy dissipation structure 



Lake Perris SRA Segment 

• Construct three levees to direct and contain flow 
from the release structure 

• Construct an approach apron and weir structure 
to control outflow to Lake Perris Fairgrounds 
Segment 



Lake Perris SRA Segment 



Lake Perris Fairgrounds Segment 

• Construct new 2,700’-long channel or concrete-
lined chute 

• Construct two bridges or box culverts 

– Avalon Parkway and Lake Perris Drive, will experience 
temporary, partial closure during construction 

• Maintain access to the SRA and Fairgrounds 



Lake Perris Fairgrounds Segment 



Perris Valley Channel Segment 

• Construct a new 2,500’ unlined channel 

– Construct within existing DWR right-of-way 

• Construct 1 bridge or box culvert at Evans Road 

– Temporary, partial closure during construction 

• Construct a weir or culvert to connect to the 
Perris Valley Channel  
 



Perris Valley Channel Segment 



Environmental Resources to be 
Evaluated 

• Aesthetics 

• Air Quality and Global 
Warming 

• Biological Resources 

• Cultural Resources 

• Geology and Soils 

• Hazards and 
Hazardous Materials 
 

• Hydrology and Water 
Quality 

• Land Use 

• Noise and Light 

• Population and 
Housing 

• Recreation 

• Traffic and 
Transportation 



• Alternatives Analysis 

• Cumulative Impact Assessment 

Other CEQA Requirements 



NOP Comment Period 

• NOP Comment Period ends October 9, 2013 
Submit Comments to:  

CA Department of Water Resources 
c/o Tom Barnes, ESA 
626 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1100 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

• NOP available online at:  
http://www.perrisdam.water.ca.gov/ 

• The NOP can be found at:  
Riverside County Library – Perris Branch  
163 E. San Jacinto, Perris 

http://www.perrisdam.water.ca.gov/


Public Comments 
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Scoping Meeting Sign-in Sheet 

  











ATTACHMENT 5 
Comment Letters Received by October 9, 2013 

  





From: Susan Nash [mailto:snash22@earthlink.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 17, 2013 9:04 AM
To: Tom Barnes
Cc: Tom Paulek
Subject: Lake Perris Dam september 19 NOP meeting
 

http://www.water.ca.gov/lakeperris/public_process.cfm
 
I am requesting a transcript of this public meeting under the public records act.  Please notify
me of the costs.
 
Please send me copies of all published public notices regarding this meeting.
 
Please send me your list of individual notices sent out.  I was on that list at one time, but have
received nothing about this meeting.
 
Sue Nash
 
Susan Nash
P.O. Box 4036
Idyllwild CA 92549
909-228-6710
snash22@earthlink.net
 



From: "Adelson, Mark@Waterboards" <Mark.Adelson@waterboards.ca.gov>
To: Tom Barnes <TBarnes@ESASSOC.COM>
Cc: "Robertson, Glenn@Waterboards" <Glenn.Robertson@waterboards.ca.gov>
Sent: Thu, Sep 19, 2013 23:00:47 GMT+00:00
Subject: NOP for DWR Perris Dam Emergency Release Facility

Mr. Barnes-
 
Staff of the RWQCB, Santa Ana Region, would like to comment in response to the subject Notice of Preparation (NOP). 
 
There is a vegetated area approximately 400 feet wide and 1600 feet long  adjacent to the central part of the toe of the
Perris Dam’s southern arm.   We believe that studies for DWR’s Dam Remediation Program reported that this cluster of
vegetation met the criteria to be a wetlands.  The hydrology supporting the vegetation has been reported to be seepage
under the dam.  The proposed project, shown on figure 2 of the NOP, appears to include a levee running part way through
this area of vegetation.  Can this impact be avoided by lengthening or raising the project’s other levees?
 
The environmental analysis for the project should address whether this vegetated area is, or is not, a wetland, by citing a
current jurisdictional delineation of this feature.  If it is determined that the area is a wetland subject to the jurisdiction of
the US Army Corps of Engineers, a RWQCB-issued Clean Water Act section 401 water quality standards certification will be
needed before discharge of dredged or fill material to the area can be authorized.   Construction needed to connect the
proposed emergency release channel into the Perris Valley Channel will also likely be within USACOE jurisdiction and also
subject to a 401 certification.   
 
If it is concluded that the wetland is isolated, and therefore not subject to USACOE, the RWQCB should be consulted about
how best to authorize the discharge of fill into the wetland with waste discharge requirements.  It would be the RWQCB’s
intent to authorize the discharge of fill for both the levee and the channel connection in a single permitting action.   In
either event, appropriate mitigation for impacts to the aquatic and riparian resources of the wetland and channel should be
identified in the environmental documents.
 
Please contact me or Glenn Robertson of this office with any questions.
 

Mark G. Adelson
Senior Environmental Scientist
RWQCB Santa Ana Region
951.782.3234

 
3737 Main Street, Suite 500
Riverside, CA 92407
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Dale Till

From: Nicolle Ianelli Steiner
Sent: Tuesday, October 01, 2013 5:01 PM
To: Dale Till
Subject: FW: Lake Perris Dam Project and Rock Climbing at Big Rock

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Please file 
 
Nicolle Ianelli Steiner 
ESA | Water  
818.703.8600 
 

From: Tom Barnes  
Sent: Tuesday, October 01, 2013 4:08 PM 
To: Nicolle Ianelli Steiner; Danielle Griffith; Erickson, Christine@DWR 
Subject: FW: Lake Perris Dam Project and Rock Climbing at Big Rock 
 
 
 

From: Brian Cullen [mailto:brian@bcullenlaw.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 01, 2013 4:01 PM 
To: Tom Barnes 
Cc: Natalie Orton; Alex Kutches; Jason Keith 
Subject: Lake Perris Dam Project and Rock Climbing at Big Rock 
 
Tom,  
 
I wanted to touch base and make sure that the access to rock climbing at Big Rock is being carefully considered 
for the best alternatives to make the impact of the Lake Perris Dam remediation project "less than 
significant."  Rock climbing has had a very long history in the state park and I as a active local climber have 
been asked to reach out to you to help make sure it is protected.   
 
The principle concerns the climbing community has is access to Big Rock itself during the construction as it 
seems that a near 2 year shut down of climbing seems totally unnecessary during the project as the project does 
not actually effect the main cliff itself.  There also is concern about the possibility of an access road being 
blasted through the old hiking trail which would destroy dozens of existing bouldering and sport climbing 
routes.   Obviously this would be unacceptable and we would want to make sure that these issues are addressed 
appropriately in any EIR.   
 
Please let me know if you need any further information or if there is a particular form or format you would like 
any comments related to the scope of the EIR to be received in.   
 
Thanks for your attention and prompt response.   
 
Brian Cullen  
 
 
--  
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M. Brian Cullen 
Law Offices of Brian Cullen, APC 
290 North D St., Suite 901 
San Bernardino, CA 92401 
Ph: (909) 888-8800   Fax: (888) 977-2790 

      This email may contain information which is both confidential and privileged. The information contained herein is for the 
exclusive use of the intended addressees only. If you have received this email in error, please state so in a reply to the sender by email 
immediately and permanently destroy this document. Any disclosure of the information contained in this email is strictly prohibited. 
Your cooperation is greatly appreciated. 









	  
 
October 8, 2013 
 
CA Department of Water Resources  
c/o Tom Barnes, Environmental Science Associates  
626 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1100  
Los Angeles, CA 90017  
Email:  tbarnes@esassoc.com 
 
RE: Perris Dam Seismic Remediation Project and Impacts to Recreational 

Climbing 
 
We write to express concerns about the conservation of rock climbing resources during 
the Perris Dam Seismic Remediation Project.  
 
The Access Fund  
 
The Access Fund is the national advocacy organization that keeps U.S. climbing areas 
open and conserves the climbing environment. Founded in 1991, the Access Fund 
supports and represents over 2.3 million climbers nationwide in all forms of climbing: 
rock, ice, mountaineering, and bouldering. Six core programs support the mission on 
national and local levels: Climbing Management Policy, Local Support & Mobilization, 
Stewardship & Conservation, Land Acquisition & Protection, Risk Management & 
Landowner Support, and Education. California is our largest member state. The Access 
Fund has a long history of participation in California State management initiatives, and 
we welcome this additional opportunity to participate in the development of the Perris 
Dam Seismic Remediation Project. To learn more, visit www.accessfund.org.  
 
Climbing at Big Rock 
 
Big Rock is located in southern part of Lake Perris State Recreation Area. While other 
small developed slabs surround Big Rock, most of the routes are found on the main wall, 
containing about thirty routes. The rock quality is very good, and with the routes facing 
northwest it gets lots of afternoon sun, offers wintertime climbing and is a great place for 
beginners and novices. There is some bouldering around the base of the rock, with more 
still on the surrounding hillsides. Many legends of the sport have climbed at Big Rock. 
 
Lake Perris Dam Project 
 
The California Department of Water Resources (DWR) is currently working to remediate 
(seismically retrofit) the Lake Perris Dam facilities. DWR planners should ensure that the 
access to rock climbing at Big Rock is being carefully considered for the impact of the 
Lake Perris Dam remediation project to be "less than significant." Rock climbing has had 
a very long history in the state recreation area and many local and regional climbers have 
a strong interest in the protection of climbing opportunities at Big Rock.   



	  
 
The principle concerns the climbing community has is access to Big Rock itself during 
the construction; the proposed 2 year shut down of climbing seems totally unnecessary 
during the project as the project does not actually effect the main cliff itself. There also is 
concern about the possibility of an access road being blasted through the old hiking trail, 
which would destroy dozens of existing bouldering and sport climbing routes. Obviously 
this would be unacceptable and we urge you to address these issues appropriately in any 
environmental analysis.   
 

*  *  * 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or request any further information from the 
Access Fund regarding how we may assist DWR in protecting and enhancing climbing 
opportunities at Big Rock.   
 
Thanks for your attention to this important matter.   
 
Sincerely,  
 
 

 
Jason Keith 
Senior Policy Advisor 
The Access Fund 
 
Cc: Southern California Mountaineers Association 
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DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT

PLANNING DIVISION
135 N. “D” Street. Perris, CA 92570-2200

TEL: (951) 943-5003 FAX: (951) 943-8379

October 9, 2013

Tom Barnes, ESA
California Department of Water Resources
626 Wilshire Boulevard, Ste. 1100
Los Angeles, CA 90017

Re: Notice of Preparation of Environmental Impact Report for Perris Dam Emergency
Release Facility

Dear Mr. Barnes:

The City of Perris appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation for an
Environmental Impact Report (EW) for the Perris Dam Emergency Release Facility project. The
City of Perris previously submitted two comment letters on the previous Draft EIR for the Lake
Perris Dam Remediation Program dated April 14, 2010 and February 10, 2010 (attached to this
letter). The following comments were expressed in the previous letters and still remain a
concern:

1. A system to convey the 1500 CFS emergency discharge from the dam along the north
side of Ramona Expressway would require an open rectangular concrete channel with a
20’ bottom width, 8’ deep and two maintenance roads within a right-of-way of 60’. This
channel could also serve a dual purpose and convey the anticipated drainage runoff of
1000 CFS in the master drainage plan Line “U”. The cost of the rectangular channel is
estimated $12 million in addition to right-of-way. If joint use discharge facilities are built
for both the dam emergency outlet and Riverside County Flood Control protection,
Riverside County Flood Control could participate or accept the responsibility for the
maintenance thereby reducing the costs to the DWR. Joint use facilities could also reduce
the right-of-way required along Ramona Expressway.

2. In the event a soft bottom unlined open channel is preferred over the concrete channel,
we estimate a 180’ right-of-way would be required. The cost of this channel is estimated
at $9 million in addition to right-of-way.
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3. One of the alternatives that should be evaluated in the Effi is the potential of creating a
“linear lake” with the oversized open channel from the outlet works of the dam to the
motorcross park and then discharge to the Perris Valley Storm Drain via the rectangular
concrete open channel as described above. This alternative would reduce the costs of
drainage improvements upstream of the motorcross park and at the same time limit the
disruption to the motorcross park, fairgrounds and future commercial areas. The cost of
this alternative is estimated at $1 1 million in addition to right-of-way.

4. Another alternative that should be evaluated in the EIR is utilizing the existing MWD
right-of-way northerly of Rider Street as an alternative alignment for the outlet channel.

5. Our understanding is that the DWR is proposing to install barrier walls 25’ below ground
to protect the dam. As you may know, the City owns and operates the North Perris Water
System (formerly McCanna Ranch Water Company) and is providing water to thousands
of residents immediately south of Rarnona Expressway. This source of water is a
subterranean stream which generally flows from the direction of the dam and which is
under the jurisdiction of the State Water Resources Control Board (“SWRCB”). The City
has a permit from the SWRCB to appropriate water from the subtelTanean stream, and
has an application on file to appropriate additional water. The City is concerned that the
barrier walls may adversely affect the availability of water from the subterranean stream.
This should be analyzed and documented in the EIR.

6. The EIR should consider the emergency outlet’s impact on the proposed master drainage
facility Line “U”. As well, the EIR should discuss the outlet channel impacts to the
future MDP facility since they run in the same alignment.

7. The emergency outlet is being designed for a capacity of 1500 cfs. Per the NDP, the
design flow rate for Line U is 965 cfs at its confluence with PVSD. Thus, the emergency
oLitlet could reasonably be used to convey storm runoff as well. As a condition of issuing
encroachment permits for the outlet’s crossing of City streets, it should require that the
emergency outlet be designed as a dual use facility that serves a flood control purpose.

8. The current ROW footprint for the Ramona Expressway is not sufficient to achieve build-
out of the roadway per the circulation element. The DWR needs to install emergency
outlet channel minimum of 92’ north of Ramona Expressway centerline.

9. The ETR should address impacts to local traffic, particularly Ramona Expressway should
be considered in the project specific traffic study.



Page 3 of 3

10. The Effi should discuss how material would be moved from the channel excavation site
to the dam. If Ramona Expressway is to be used, where and how will dirt trucks get on
and off the highway? This should be addressed. Trucks entering and exiting the highway
should be restricted to signalized locations for safety reasons and provide a mechanism to
repair the City roads damaged during construction.

11. Borrow material should be generated onsite and hauled from the dry lake bed to the
construction site. Trucks would not have to use any city streets, which is very desirable.
Any alternate source of borrow material from an outside quarry site would have
significant negative impact on the City of Perris, as it would result in approximately 2
million cubic yards of material being hauled on city streets to the darn. It would also be
likely to create a distortion in the local demand and thus price of raw construction
materials, causing the cost of all other local construction projects to increase. The City
strongly opposes use of an alternate bolTow location outside of the project area.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment on the EIR NOP. If you require any additional
information, please contact Habib Motlagh, City Engineer at (951)943-6504 or myself at
(951)943-5003.

Sincereiy,

-

Clara Miramontes
Planning Manager

Cc: Richard Belmudez, City of Perris — City Manager
Habib Motlagh, City of Perris — City Engineer
Eric Dunn, City of Perris — City Attorney

Attachment: City of Perris Previous Comment Letters Dated April 14, 2010 and February 10, 2010



CITY OF PERRIS
Office of the City Manager 101 NORTH STREET

PERRIS, CAUFORNIA 92570
TEL: (951)943-6100

April 14, 2010

Tom Barnes, ESA, on behalf of
the California Department of Water Resources
Perris Dam Remediation Program
707 Wilshire Boulevard, Ste. 1450
Los Angeles, CA 90017

LAKE PERRJS DAM - DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL iMPACT REPORT

Dear Mr. Barnes:

The City of Perris previously submitted a comment letter on the Draft Environmental Impact
Report for the Lake Pems Dam Remediation Program on February 10. Following that letter the
Department held a public Town Hall metting at the City on March 24. At that meeting, our
understanding was that the EIR comment period was extended to April 14 and that the
Department invited the City to submit further comments on the EIR and alternative designs for
the outlet channel. The following comments are in addition to and supplement the City’s prior
comments.

1. A system to convey the 1500 CFS emergency discharge from the dam along the north
side of Ramona Expressway would require an open rectangular concrete channel With a
20’ bottom width, 8’ deep, and two maintenance roads within a right-of-way of 60’. This
channel could also serve a dual purpose and convey the anticipated drainage runoff of
1000 CFS in the master drainage plan Line “U”. The cost of the rectangular channel is
estimated at $12 Million in addition to right-of-way. Ifjoint use discharge facilities are
built for both the dam emergency outlet and Riverside County Flood Control protection,
Riverside County Flood Control could participate or accept the responsibility for the
maintenance thereby reducing the costs to the DWR. Joint use facilities could also
reduce the right-of-way required along Ramona Expressway.

2. In the event a soft bottom unlined open channel is preferred over the concrete channel,
we estimate a 180’ right-of-way would be required. The cost of this channel is estimated
at $9 Million in addition to right-of-way.

3. Another alternative that should be evaLuated is the potential of creating a “linear lake”
with the oversized open channel from the outlet works of the dam to the motocross park,
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and then discharge to the Perris Valley Storm Drain via the rectangular concrete open
channel as described above. This alternative would reduce the costs of drainage
improvements upstream of the motocross park and at the same time limit the disruption to
the motocross park, fairgrounds and future commercial areas. The cost of this alternative
is estimated at $11 Million in addition to right-of-way.

4. Another alternative that should be evaluated is utilizing the existing MWD right-of-way
northerly of Rider Street as an alternate alignment for the outlet channel.

5. Our understanding is that the DWR is proposing to install barrier walls 25’ below ground
to protect the clam. As you may know, the City owns and operates the North Perris
Water System (formerly the McCanna Ranch Water Company) and is providing water to
thousands of residents immediately south of Ramona Expressway. The source of water is
a subterranean stream which generally flows from the direction of the dam and which is
under the jurisdiction of the State Water Resources Control Board (“SWRCB”). The City
has a permit from the SWRCB to appropriate water from the subterranean stream, and
has an application on file to appropriate additional water. The City is concerned that the
barrier walls may adversely affect the availability of water from the subterranean stream.
At the March 24 “Town Hall” meeting the DWR represented that there would be no such
adverse effects. This should be analyzed and documented in the EIR.

Thank you again for this opportunity to comment further on the Draft Environmental Impact
Report for the Lake Perris Darn Remediation Program. If you require any additional
information, please contact Habib Motlagh, City Engineer at (951) 943-6504.

Sincerely,

Richard Belmudez
City of Perris, City Manager



CITY OF PJ.RRIS
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101 NORTH D STREET
PERRIS, CA 92570-2200

TEL.: (951) 943-6100

February 10, 2010

Torn Barnes, ESA, on behalf of
the California Department of Water Resources
Perris Dam Remediation Program
707 Wilshire Boulevard, Ste. 1450
Los Angeles, CA 90017

LAKE PERRIS DAM - DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear Mr. Barnes:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report for theLake Perris Dam Remediation Program. The City of Perris has reviewed the Draft EIR, andoffers the following comments.

1. For the most part this project falls outside the purview of the City. It involves
reconstruction of a portion of the earth fill dam, stabilization of the toe of the dam and
new construction of a berm against the face of the dam to reduce the risk of failure in aseismic event. This work all takes place within the eonfmes ofthe Lake Perris State Park.

2. The one aspect of the project that does concern the City is the new emergency outlet,
which is proposed to run along the north side of Raniona Expressway, immediately
adjacent to the road, from the face of the dam to the Perris Valley Storm Drain. :

3. The City previously commented on this project in response to the Notice of Preparation
that DWR put out. In that response, we asked that the DWR consider the emergencyoutlet’s impact on the proposed master drainage facility Line U. The RCFC made thesame request in their response to the NOP. However, there is no mention of Line U inthe DEW, nor is there any discussion of future master drainage facilities. The discussion
of drainage is limited to analysis of how the project could impact existing facilities anddrainage patterns. On page 3.7-8 of the DEIR, it is stated that “Neither emergency outlet
extension alternative would disrupt local storm water runoff systems”.

4. It is clear that the proposed emergency outlet channel would impact the future MDPfacility as they run in the same alignment. This needs to be discussed in the Effi.

5. The emergency outlet is being designed for a capacity of 1500 ci’s. Per the NDP, the
design flow rate for Line U is 965 cfs at its confluence with PVSD. Thus, the emergencyoutlet could reasonably be used to convey storm runoff as well. As a condition of issuingencroachment permits for the outlet’s crossing of city streets, we should require that the
emergency outlet be designed as a dual use facility that serves a flood control purpose.
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6. The current ROW footprint for the Ramona Expressway is not sufficient to achieve build-out of the roadway per the circulation element. The DWR needs to install emergencyoutlet channel minimum of 92’ north of Ramona Expressway centerline.

7. Two different alternatives are proposed for the emergency outlet facility. One is an openchannel, and the other is an underground pre-cast concrete tunnel. The open channelalternative for the emergency outlet involves permanent impacts to the motocross track.DWR should make sure that local residents and the businesses are aware of this potentialimpact, which the EIR classifies as “significant and unavoidable.”

8. In the City’s response to the NOP, we asked that the project’s impact to local traffic,particularly Rarnona Expressway be considered in the project specific traffic study.However, no traffic study was included within the EW.

9. The EIR indicates that construction of the emergency outlet will require excavation of360,000 cubic yards of material. This material would be stockpiled at the dam site andused in construction of the stabilization berm. There is no discussion within the EIR ofhow material would be moved from the channel excavation site to the dam. If RamonaExpressway is to be used, where and how will dirt trucks get on and off the highway?This should be addressed. Trucks entering and exiting the highway should be restrictedto signalized locations for safety reasons and provide a mechanism to repair the Cityroads damaged during construction.

10. In the preferred alternative for the project, borrow material is generated onsite and hauledfrom the dry lake bed to the construction site. Trucks would not have to use any citystreets, which is very desirable. However, section 6.4 of the DEIR discusses an alternatesource of borrow material from an outside quarry site, to avoid impact around the lake.This proposal would have significant negative impact on the City of Perris, as it wouldresult in approximately 2 million cubic yards of material being hauled on city streets tothe darn. It would also be likely to create a distortion in the local demand and thus priceof raw construction materials, causing the cost of all other local construction projects toincrease. The city strongly opposes use of an alternate borrow location outside of theproject area.

Thank you again for this opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report forthe Lake Penis Dam Remediation Program. If you require any additional information, pleasecontact Habib Motlagh, City Engineer at (951) 943-6504.

Sincerely,

6

Richard Belmudez
City of Perris, City Manager
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Scoping Meeting Comments 

  



Department of Water Resources 
Scoping Meeting – Perris Dam Emergency Release Facility 
Harrison Hall, Lake Perris Fairgrounds | 6:00p.m., September 19, 2013 

Public Comments 

Susan Nash, Friends of the Northern San Jacinto Valley: 

 Will there be one or two gates in the new facilities? Will the old one be removed or renovated? 
o Tom Barnes of ESA: There will be two gates 

Kenneth Phung, City of Perris Planning Department 

 Design of the levees: what will they look like? Will they be concrete or landscaped? If they are 
concrete, will they be textured for aesthetics? 

 What is the anticipated length of the construction period? Truck traffic will likely need to be 
diverted during this time 

 Where will truck traffic for the project be coming from? Will the project proponents work with 
the City to decrease truck traffic to a reasonable degree and attempt to divert it from Ramona 
Expressway? 

Tom Paulek, Friends of the Northern San Jacinto Valley: 

 Would like the record to state that the Director of DWR certified the first two components of the 
previous Perris EIR, but not the final (as opposed to having certified the previous EIR, but the 
final component went back for redesign) 

 Will the outlet tower be replaced or simply renovated? 
 Is unclear on whether or not the existing slide gate will be replaced? Will there be a new one? 

Will there be two? Is the current gate not functioning properly? 
o Dave Panec of DWR: We will be modifying the existing structure, including both the old 

gate and a new one to create two points of control 
 Will the release still be rated at 3,800 cfs after completion? Will the channel capacity be 3,800 

cfs? 
 Has the Division of Dam Safety said that the existing structures need to be replaced? 

Stu Peters, Starwest Motocross Park 

 How wide will the channels be? Can they be made narrower and deeper? 

Lyndal Graff, 46th District Agricultural Association 

 The NOP is available online and at the library 

Susan Nash, Friends of the Northern San Jacinto Valley 

 Was notice of this meeting published in the paper? What kind of outreach was conducted? I 
didn’t receive a notice regarding this meeting – how many members of the public are here, are 
involved? 



 Would like a copy of the transcript 

Louie Tavaglione, Southern California Fair 

 Is there a way to install the emergency release facility to the west [presumably the northern reach 
of the dam] so that it doesn’t affect the fairgrounds? 

Caroline Johnson, Southern California Fair 

 Is this the only plan that is being considered? What are the alternatives, if there are any? 
 Is there a plan that won’t affect the fairgrounds? 

Tom Paulek, Friends of the Northern San Jacinto Valley 

 Why wasn’t this issue addressed in the prior project? CEQA doesn’t allow agencies to simply 
chop up projects 

 Why couldn’t it be done in the previous EIR? Why weren’t comments on the previous EIR 
implemented to redesign the first version, the Emergency Outlet Extension, prior to certification 
of that EIR? 

 Will DWR do another EIR on the outlet tower? That isn’t how CEQA is meant to be used. 
 The first BOONDOGGLE was DWR building a dam on a liquefaction zone 

Lyndal Graff, 46th District Agricultural Association 

 Deep concerns relating to lane closures, bridge construction, traffic, noise, and environmental 
impacts, especially to the Fairgrounds and its vendors, and he expects these areas to be fully 
addressed in the EIR 

 Wants it on the record that he and the DAA are actively working behind the scenes to find an 
acceptable outcome with DWR, that these state agencies are working together to find the best 
solution for all parties 

Susan Nash, Friends of the Northern San Jacinto Valley 

 Is there a detailed analysis in the EIR that 3,800 cfs will go straight into the channel? 
 Will the levees placed in front of the Expressway be able to withstand the flows? 

Tom Paulek, Friends of the Northern San Jacinto Valley 

 Everyone knows we’re in a high-risk earthquake zone, for DWR to say that there is a low 
likelihood of this system to be used is irresponsible 

 Concerned that the safety analysis will not be done properly – if the outlet tower is seismically 
unstable and it collapses, it may render the ERF useless 

John Rowe, Perris State Recreation Area Superintendent 

 There needs to be consideration for long-width vehicles (e.g., campers, trailers, boat hauls) during 
construction periods and road closures 



 If possible, avoiding closures and traffic restrictions during peak season (Memorial Day to Labor 
Day) would be best for the SRA 

 Will a single temporary road affect peak season traffic? Will it spill onto the Ramona 
Expressway? 

Susan Nash, Friends of the Northern San Jacinto Valley 

 Expects an analysis of how these project components will fare in an earthquake 
 If the dam is susceptible to failure during a liquefaction event, why won’t the levees and channels 

fail as well? 

Tom Paulek, Friends of the Northern San Jacinto Valley 

 Who suggested this new version of the project? How was it decided that this was the best 
alternative solution to the previous EIR component to move forward on? 

Don Kazarian, Perris Auto Speedway 

 Runs 29-50 events annually 
 Efficient ingress/egress during short windows is a high priority for the Speedway 
 Avalon has to be able to maintain max capacity for haulers and trailers 
 Maintaining access for emergency responders is critical 

Marisa Yeager, Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

 Requested that the presentation be made available online 

 



ATTACHMENT 7 
Matrix of Comments 



 
Matrix of Public Scoping Meeting Comments 

 
Commenter, 
Affiliation Comment Location in EIR 

Susan Nash, 
Friends of the 
Northern San 
Jacinto Valley 

 The commenter is unclear on the number of slide gates included in the release component. 
 Concerned that the public was not made aware of the Scoping Meeting, requested to know 

what kind of outreach was conducted as well as a copy of a meeting transcript.  
 Requested that the EIR include a detailed analysis of the components’ ability to withstand 

3,800 cfs flows.  
 Requested a seismic analysis of each project component. 

 Chapter 2. Project 
Description 

 Chapter 1.  Introduction  
 Section 3.8 Hydrology 
 4. Section 3.5 Geology 

and Soils 

Kenneth Phung, 
City of Perris 
Planning 
Department 

 Concerned with the design of the levees, especially if they will be natural or textured 
concrete.  

 Wondered how long the construction period was anticipated to last. 
 What directions truck traffic would originate from that would need to be diverted away from 

the Expressway. 

 Chapter 2. Project 
Description 

 Chapter 2. Project 
Description 

 Chapter 2. Project 
Description and Section 
4.13 Traffic and 
Circulation 

 

 

 



Commenter, 
Affiliation Comment Location in EIR 

Tom Paulek, 
Friends of the 
Northern San 
Jacinto Valley 

 Stated that the Director of DWR certified the first two components of the previous EIR, but 
not the third, and concerned that the original version of the project (Emergency Outlet 
Extension) didn’t implement comments during the Response to Comments period prior to 
certification.  

 Asked whether or not the outlet tower will be renovated or replaced, and how many gates 
would be included in the final control structure. 

 Concerned about the release capacity of both the new release structure as well as the channel 
capacities.  

 Questioned whether or not the Division of Dam Safety requires that the existing structures be 
replaced.  

 Irresponsible for DWR to state that it is unlikely that the project would be used because the 
area is in a high-risk earthquake zone.  

 Concerned that the outlet tower could collapse in an earthquake and render the ERF useless.  
 Wondered who suggested the current version of the project, and asked why it was deemed 

the best alternative to the previous, uncertified Emergency Outlet Extension. 

 N/A 
 N/A 
 Chapter 2. Project 

Description 
 Chapter 2. Project 

Description 
 N/A 
 Chapter 2. Project 

Description 
 Chapter 2. Project 

Description 
 

Stu Peters, 
Starwest 
Motocross Track 

  Would like to know how wide the channels are planned to be, and if they can be made 
narrower and deeper.  

 Chapter 2. Project 
Description 

Louie Tavaglione, 
Southern 
California Fair 

 Asked if it would be possible to relocate the Emergency Release Facility to the west to avoid 
impacting the Fairgrounds. 

 Chapter 2. Project 
Description 

Caroline Johnson, 
Southern 
California Fair 

 Requested that the EIR evaluate alternatives that will not affect the Fairgrounds.  Chapter 6. Alternatives  

Lyndal Graff, 46th 
District 
Agricultural 
Association 

 Stated concerns relating to lane closures, bridge/culvert construction, traffic, noise and 
environmental impacts, especially to the Fairgrounds, and requests that they all be fully 
evaluated in the EIR.  

 Stated for the record that the 46th DAA was working closely with DWR to find an acceptable 
outcome for all parties. 

 Section 4.13 Traffic and 
Circulation and Section 
3.10 Noise 

 Chapter 2. Project 
Description 



Commenter, 
Affiliation Comment Location in EIR 

John Rowe, Perris 
SRA 
Superintendent 

 Requested that DWR attempt to avoid road closures and traffic restrictions during the Perris 
SRA’s peak season  (Memorial Day to Labor Day), and that consideration be given to long-
width vehicles (e.g., campers, trailers, etc) during construction periods and road closures. 

 Section 4.13 Traffic and 
Circulation 

Don Kazarian, 
Perris Auto 
Speedway 

 Stated that the Speedway’s greatest concern is ingress and egress, and requested that any 
road closures and traffic restrictions are minimized during Speedway event season.  

 Stated that any structure built over Avalon Parkway must be able to maintain current stress 
capacity for trailers into the Fairgrounds, and that maintaining access for emergency 
responders is critical. 

 Section 4.13 Traffic and 
Circulation 

 Section 4.13 Traffic and 
Circulation 

Marisa Yeager, 
Los Angeles 
County 
Metropolitan 
Transportation 
Authority 

 Requested that the presentation be made available online 

 

 N/A 

 
  



 
Matrix of NOP Written Comments 

 
Commenter, 
Affiliation 

 

Comment  

Daniel Kopulsky, CA 
Department of 
Transportation 

 Suggests an analysis of traffic impacts to I-215, daily truck trips, and worker trips during 
construction. 

 Section 4.13 Traffic and 
Circulation 

Susan Nash, Friends 
of the Northern San 
Jacinto Valley 

 Requests a transcript of the Scoping Meeting, as well as copies of all published public 
notices regarding the Scoping Meeting and the distribution list of individual notices.  

 States that the Perris Dam Remediation Program FEIR must be included in the FEIR for 
the proposed Perris Emergency Release Facility FEIR, and requests that the Perris Dam 
Remediation Program FEIR be restored to the DWR website while for the duration of the 
project and the life of the dam. 

 Resubmits a public records request for a recording of the Scoping Meeting and a certified 
transcript.  

 States that this project is an integral part of the previous EIR and not a separate one.  
 States that the DEIR must include a complete discussion of how May 2013 legislative 

testimony affected funding the DWR’s determinations. 
  Suspects that her late receipt of the NOP was intentional to avoid her presence at the 

meeting. 

 N/A 
 N/A 
 N/A 
 N/A 
 Chapter 2. Project Description 
 N/A 
 N/A 

Mark Adelson, 
RWQCB Santa Ana 
Region 

 Requests that the environmental analysis address whether or not the vegetation at the toe 
of the southern reach of the dam qualifies as a wetland, and if it is a USACE jurisdictional 
wetland, the project will need a 401 permit to dredge or fill it.  

 Construction of the channel may also require a 401 permit. However, if the wetland is not 
under the jurisdiction of USACE, the RWCQB requests consultation about proper 
fill/dredge authorizations.  

 Section 3.3 Biological 
Resources 

 Section 3.3 Biological 
Resources 

 Section 3.3 Biological 



Commenter, 
Affiliation 

 

Comment  

 Suggests appropriate mitigation to aquatic and riparian resources be identified in the EIR. Resources 

Ian MacMillan, South 
Coast Air Quality 
Management District 

 Requests a copy of the Draft EIR to be sent directly to SCAQMD, along with all 
appendices or technical documents related to the air quality and greenhouse gas (GHG) 
analyses and electronic versions of all air quality modeling and health risk assessment 
files.  

 Recommends the Lead Agency use the CEQA Air Quality Handbook as guidance for air 
quality analysis and the CalEEMod land use emissions software for modeling.  

 Recommends that impact analysis include construction and operation impacts, including 
indirect sources, as well as regional and localized significance thresholds.  

 If the project will generate vehicular trips, a mobile source health risk assessment is 
suggested.  

 Provides contact information for any assistance on emissions evaluations and mitigation 
measures. 

 N/A 
 Section 3.2 Air Quality 
 Section 3.2 Air Quality 
 Section 3.2 Air Quality 
 N/A 
 Section 3.2 Air Quality 
 Section 3.2 Air Quality 

 

Brian Cullen, Cullen 
& Associates 

 Asks that access to the rock climbing at Big Rock is carefully considered for the best 
alternatives to make the impact “less than significant.”  

 States the two principle concerns of the climbing community to be addressed in the EIR: 
(1) maintaining access to Big Rock during the two year construction period, and (2) 
blasting to create an access road through the old hiking trail, which would destroy 
bouldering and sport climbing routes. 

 Section 3.12 Recreation 
 Section 3.12 Recreation 

 

Beverly Wilson, Bev. 
Wilson Enterprises 
Inc. 

 Requests that consideration be given to the impacts the project would have on the local 
businesses operating in the project area, specifically in the Fairgrounds.  

 States that the project is enough to not just decrease fairgrounds visitation, but also 
completely eliminate her business and do harm at least a hundred workers at the 
Fairgrounds. 

 N/A 
 N/A 

Jason Keith, The 
Access Fund 

 Requests that: 1) DWR planners ensure that access to Big Rock is carefully considered for 
impacts from the proposed project to be “less than significant.” 

  States the principle concern of the climbing community is access to Big Rock during 

 Section 3.12 Recreation 
 Section 3.12 Recreation 



Commenter, 
Affiliation 

 

Comment  

construction, and posits that the two year shutdown of climbing access is unnecessary 
because the proposed project does not impact the main cliff face. 2) Secondary concerns 
are related to access roads and blasting along the old hiking trail which would destroy 
bouldering and sport climbing routes. 

 

Anna Hooper, 
Pechanga Tribe 

 The Tribe requests to be notified and involved in the CEQA process for the duration of 
the proposed project, and wishes to be added to the distribution list and directly notified of 
all public hearings and scheduled approvals.  

 States that DWR must include involvement and consultation with the Tribe during the 
environmental review process given that the project lies in a culturally sensitive area 
affiliated with the Tribe’s cultural ties and requests to meet with DWR concerning this 
affiliation.  

 Believes that there is a high possibility for the recovery of cultural resources during 
ground-disturbing activities, and concerned with direct and indirect impacts as well as 
long-term resource preservation.  

 Requests to be involved in the development of monitoring and mitigation plans and 
measures, and that Pechanga tribal monitors be present during all ground-disturbing 
activities. 

 Section 3.4 Cultural Resources 
 Section 3.4 Cultural Resources 
 Section 3.4 Cultural Resources 
 Section 3.4 Cultural Resources 

Clara Miramontes, 
City of Perris 

 The City proposes using the ERF to convey anticipated drainage runoff of 1,000 cfs in the 
master drainage plan Line “U” in order to implement cost sharing with Riverside County 
Flood Control.  

 States that the EIR should analyze the “linear lake” alternative and the Rider Street 
alignment alternative.  

 Concerned that subterranean barrier walls beneath the Perris Dam will adversely affect the 
availability of groundwater for the City’s use.  

 Concerned that the ERF will negatively affect Line “U”, the Ramona Expressway ROW 
width, and impacts to local traffic, specifically to Ramona Expressway. 

 Chapter 2. Project Description 
 Chapter 6. Alternatives 
 Section 3.7 Hydrology and 

Water Quality 
 Section 4.13 Traffic and 

Circulation 

 

Lyndal R Graff,  States the 46th District Agricultural Association have pursued, developed multiple venues  Chapter 2. Project Description 



Commenter, 
Affiliation 

 

Comment  

Lake Perris 
Fairgrounds 

of our own during this period of time (Lake Perris Sports Pavilion and Harrison Hall) 
however it shall become evident that we are in property management with multiple 
tenants who produce and provide their own programs. The 46th District Agricultural 
Association relocated to the current site in 1987; with the first annual event other than the 
fair was motocross which was established in 1991.  
 

 Total attendance at all events exceeds 600,000 people visiting the fair and fairgrounds for 
multiple use events. The majority of event activity generated is from March into 
November annually, depending on scheduling of events. 
 

  The fairgrounds receives in excess of Seven Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars ($750,000) 
in payments annually related from the land management and multiple leases on the 
property listed above not including their own operations of fair, satellite wagering and 
Harrison hall. 
 

 Additionally, the fairgrounds non-fair activity exceeds 1,100 of day utilization during the 
annual calendar year of operation. 
 

 This does not include the economic impact that non-fair activities generated from the 
events that were last estimated to be Ten Million Dollars ($10,000,000) from the jobs, 
goods and services purchased from tenants, restaurants, gas stations and advertising. 
 

 The annual fair and our events have been estimated to generate in excess of Eight Million 
Dollars ($8,000,000). 
 

 The fair and fairgrounds is a multiuse facility that renters provide major revenue directly 
to the fair, but also provides employment, purchasing power for goods and services, 
economic impact to the communities and most importantly community activities for 

 N/A 
 N/A 
 N/A 
 N/A 
 N/A 
 N/A 
 N/A 



Commenter, 
Affiliation 

 

Comment  

youth, families and showcases agriculture. 
 

 Any alterations, acquisition of land, rearrangement of renters, business interruptions 
during construction shall have a major impact on the revenues to fair, fairground’s, 
renters, dependent business and organizations will have an adverse affect on all 
concerned. 

  The  Notice of Preparation identifies the fairgrounds as Perris Fairgrounds, the official 
information regarding the fairgrounds is as following: The 46th DAA is a distinct legal 
entity formed under the laws of the State of California. The 46th DAA is directed by the 
California Department of Food and Agriculture and is a Division of Fairs and Expositions 
and operate under the name of Southern California Fair and Lake Perris Fairgrounds. 

 EIR and Master Plan for the fairgrounds were adopted and approved by appropriate 
parties in 1990. This includes the operation of annual fair, non-fair activities and events 
such as but not limited to (horse and livestock shows, motocross, auto racing, concerts, 
rodeos and others. The EIR also addressed major impacts on the environment, which 
included public facility utilities, flooding, drainage, geological hazards capabilities with 
surrounding land use and impacts of noise, light, glare, traffic and other reportable and 
required EIR 

 The 46th DAA, its lease holders and annual fair will be significantly disturbed, impacted, 
events disrupted and economic malaise generated and created by the “Proposed 
Emergency Release Outlet” and all associated land acquisition, construction and bridge 
placements. 

 The commenter notes the events impacted with the following annual attendance are: 
1. Motocross (est. 1991) 72,500 
2. Perris Auto Speedway (est. 1996 ) 92,256 
3. El Toro Huaco (est.1992) (Hispanic Rodeo, Concerts) 148,500 
4. Go-kart Track ( est. 1999) 35,050 
5. BMX (bicycle track) 30,000 

 N/A 
 N/A 
 Chapter 2. Project Description, 

Section 3.12 Recreation 
 N/A 
 N/A 
 Section 4.13 Traffic and 

Circulation 
 Chapter 2. Project Description, 

Section 4.13 Traffic and 
Circulation 

 Chapter 2. Project Description, 
Section 4.13 Traffic and 
Circulation 

 N/A 
 Chapter 2. Project Description 
 Section 4.13 Traffic and 

Circulation 
 Section 4.13 Traffic and 

Circulation 
 N/A 



Commenter, 
Affiliation 

 

Comment  

6. California Department of Agriculture no public 4,000 
7. Circus 12,000 
8. Equestrian Shows 1,000 
9. Livestock Demonstration 1,000 
10. Dog Shows 2,750 
11. Car Shows 15,000 
12. Concerts 5,000 
13. Community groups 2,500 
14. Main office meetings 1,500 
15. Home Show 10,000 
16. Cell tower lease no public 
17. Motorcycle training 3,500 
18. Multiple practice events 10,000 
19. Camping at various events 7,500 
 

 Land acquisition- 
Any and all significant changes in the property will result in domino affect that may 
cause a reconfiguration of event locals (motocross, parking, Hispanic rodeos, Perris 
Auto Speedway and concerts with funds required to accomplish. Additionally, the 
fair market value of any land acquisition must include the economic impact business 
interruption, and financial impact to the fair, lease holders, stakeholders 
and their business partners. 
 

 Primary parking- 
Proposed options include the acquisition of some primary parking for the emergency 
release outlet. This will impact multiple events with land alterations and traffic 
changes. 
 

 Chapter 2. Project Description 
 Chapter 2. Project Description, 

Section 3.12 Recreation 
 N/A 
 N/A 
 Chapter 2. Project Description 
 Chapter 2. Project Description 
 Section 4.13 Traffic and 

Circulation 
  

 



Commenter, 
Affiliation 

 

Comment  

 Engineering review- 
The 46th DAA hired the engineering firm of Webb and Associates to review the 
current proposals by DWR. Webb’s Memorandum, with exhibits, is attached to this 
Response. According to Webb, there are five possible configurations for the 
channel. All of the configurations will entail some permanent taking of a significant 
portion of the property. However, two of the alternatives, 3 and 5, would allow some 
dual use for parking on a portion of the channel. Although we cannot quantify the 
value of the loss of land associated with any of these alternatives at this time, we 
believe the value of the loss will be significant for each of the five configurations. 
 

 Destination site- 
Each event whether related to car, motorcycles, bicycles, go karts, concerts, fair, 
home shows, is driven by vastly different attendees and requires separate 
marketing strategies and expenditures to maximize their attendance. Interruption in 
ingress and egress would disrupt the integrity of each event, impact attendance and 
revenue streams to the vendors and the fair that may not be recoverable. 
 

 Construction phase- 
Construction is scheduled to begin 2017 shall include the emergency release outlet 
(ditch) which will interrupt and significantly impact attendance and revenue streams 
all the aforementioned lease holders, fair, off track wagering with traffic ingress and 
egress problems and situations daily. This phase will last in excess of two years. 
Construction scheduling should include the nature of businesses and the calendar 
months that they operate the most. 
 

 Bridge construction- 
Bridge construction has identified as required by DWR as a bridge over the 
emergency release outlet ditch connecting to Lake Perris Drive which provides 



Commenter, 
Affiliation 

 

Comment  

entrance into fairgrounds and Lake Perris. Additional consideration design and 
construction must factor and include the size of vehicles and hauling of race cars, 
livestock trailers, concessionaire trailers, horse trailers, campers and motorhomes 
with specific loads, vehicle sizes and radius required to accommodate vehicles. 
 

 Bridge Gate A Fairway Drive (Avalon Dr)- 
Fairway Drive has been identified by the District to DWR that an additional “bridge” 
must be located at Fairway Drive to continue operations, ingress and egress for 
motocross, Perris auto speedway, Hispanic rodeo and concerts, fair exhibitors and 
egress for fair patrons. Additionally, the design of the bridges must incorporate and 
accommodate the large vehicles and vehicles that haul race cars, concessionaire 
trailers, livestock and horse trailers. 
 

 Department of General Services- 
The 46th DAA has initial discussions with their personnel as they should be involved 
in any land acquisition on State of California property or other significant 
agreements regarding State of California property. 
 

 Safety- 
Safety is of utmost concern to the District and we’re confident that DWR and 
associated contractors will take all precautionary steps to protect the fairgrounds it’s 
guests, stakeholders, children however there is significant exposure and risks with 
the open ditch. Additionally the fairgrounds has thousands of children crossing the 
property. 
 

 Motocross- 
Motocross may be the most directly impacted lease holder on the property with 
proposed land acquisition, redesign and alteration of the current motocross track. 
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Principal owner and operator Mr. Mark Peters (premier track designer and builder in 
the world) states that altering and or minimizing the land, changing the track design 
of the motocross track would “bankrupt” them. 
 

 Perris Auto Speedway- 
Perris Auto Speedway has provided its comments, which are enclosed in this 
Response. 
 

 Department of Food and Agriculture/Division of Fairs and Expositions- 
The 46th DAA is governed and operated by the State of California, thru the direction 
of California Department of Food and Agriculture, and the Division of Fairs and 
Expositions. The 46th DAA has provided information contacts and introduced DWR 
personnel to Division of Fairs and Exposition key personnel to begin conversation 
by and between State agencies to better resolve the of State of California. 
 

 Electronic message center- 
Electronic message center may need to be relocated for the emergency release 
outlet, concern and impact would be significant if the message center was relocated 
a greater distance from Ramona expressway. Larger and more visible message 
center may be required to maintain the same visual impressions. 
 

 Sewer lift station- 
The lift station and primary sewer line may be relocated within the emergency 
release outlet will require additional review and study. 
 

 Construction work schedule- 
If in fact that construction is ongoing on the fairgrounds and bridge consideration 
should be given for the somewhat seasonal nature of business’s on the property 
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with prime ingress and egress of activities defined with fair and fairground renters. 
 

 Economic Impact of lease holders- 
The economic impact of construction, closing points of primary entrance to the 
fairgrounds will significantly impact each event by less paid gate fees and attendance, less 
spending on food and beverage, less funding paid to vendors, less 
parking revenues, less spin off spending and subsequently less revenue generated 
and paid to 46th DAA. Analysis indicates that this may in the ranges of 30% to 50%. 
Less revenue to the lease holders and paid to the fairgrounds, the larger revenue 
generating leases are smaller flat fees with percentages paid to fair will be 
significant less. 
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