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August 4, 2000

Wm. Butch Britt



[NOTE:  Transmitted both By Fax (805) 654-3952
Deputy Director, Public Works 

AND by email to: Glenn.Derosset@mail.co.ventura.ca.us]
Transportation Department

And Mr. Glenn Derosset, Project Manager

County of Ventura

800 South Victoria Avenue

Ventura, CA 93009.  

RE:  Revised Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR): Santa Clara Ave./Central Ave./118 Widening (Projects # 50227 & 50228)

Dear Mr. Britt, Mr. Derosset, Members Environmental Report Review Committee, and Members of the Board of Supervisors,

This letter is presented to provide formal comments on the above referenced Revised Draft EIR.

The Environmental Coalition  (EC) is a public service non-profit organization that among other things tries to ensure that governmental entities (like Public Works) follow the law in how you present, evaluate, and approve proposed projects.  We are especially concerned when sound planning policies and practices are not adhered to for projects that if approved will significantly and negatively effect the environment and quality of life of Ventura County.  The proposed projects are such projects.

There are many problems with the Revised DEIR for the referenced “projects” rendering the RDEIR inadequate.   However the most severe include the following:

· Inadequate environmental impacts analysis on the 118 corridor from Moorpark to the Port of Hueneme (especially cumulative impact analysis)

· Unlawful Segmentation of Individual Projects, instead of coordinated analysis and planning for all related projects for full “up-front” public disclosure.

The above two topics are related, but depending on how the lead agency chooses to respond to them, they might be handled differently.

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines § 15378 require that cumulative impacts of a project be covered in a DEIR and FEIR.  A cumulative impact is defined in the guidelines and the following discussion is presented:

...When analyzing the cumulative impacts of a project under 15130 (b) (1) (A), the Lead Agency is required to discuss not only approved projects under construction and approved related projects not yet under construction, but also unapproved projects currently under environmental review with related impacts or which result in significant cumulative impacts...using reasonable efforts to discover, disclose, and discuss the other related projects.

We question why a complete and serious discussion identifying all of the related projects and ALL their cumulative impacts was not included in this RDEIR.  Given the large number of other projects, approved and unapproved, and under environmental review which impact the entire region—all in relation to the subject projects, both of which sit right in the middle of the whole set of other projects— it is imperative to list all these other projects and have a more comprehensive discussion of cumulative impacts on all of these locations.

In fact, there should be a county-wide highway and transportation corridor study done with full environmental review to address what are currently disguised, but comprehensive plans and alternatives for transportation between the Ronald Reagan Freeway, State Route (118) through Moorpark, the Las Posas Valley, and on to the Port of Hueneme.  A corridor study should include not only road alternatives but also rail and transit alternatives—and should look ahead to what this area might look like in 50 years (the year 2050)—depending on which alternatives are selected.

If one were to “connect the dots” for all the road projects NOW planned by the County, Caltrans, or others, one would see that there is an orchestrated attempt to build a four-lane alternative highway system direct from Moorpark to the Port of Hueneme.  Yet this DEIR does not acknowledge that the referenced projects are even possibly part of such a larger, more degrading project to negatively effect the environment. 

The proposed projects, by design, will DOUBLE the capacity of the roads leading into the now 2-lane Highway 118.  Yet, the RDEIR fails to disclose or analyze the certain negative effects to the region’s road system, by dismissing them as insignificant in a few simple (and erroneous statements).  From the RDEIR, it states that the proposed projects:

...may result in a small increase in the number of motorists using this roadway to access SR 118…However, due to high truck volumes and lack of passing lanes, it is unlikely that motorists would substitute SR 118 for US 101 as an east-west travel corridor.  Therefore, no substantial increase in traffic volumes and potential economic growth along this travel corridor is expected. (Page 6.2)

Moorpark and Las Posas residents know from painful experience that the 118/23 Freeway connector, which was supposed to take trucks off Moorpark roads and send them directly to the Highway 101, did the opposite.  Instead, it made it more attractive for trucks to take Highway 118 right through Moorpark and the Las Posas Valley (even though 118 does not have passing lanes outside of Moorpark).  And those trucks do that, by the thousands every day—to avoid the 101 truck weigh station.  The proposed Santa Clara and Central Ave. projects will do the same—encourage more truck traffic to take 2-lane Highway 118 all the way into Moorpark.  Yet these impacts are not even discussed. We already have evidence that widening roads that meet up with 118 brings much more traffic to 118. Yet, the RDEIR states the opposite.  As a result, this RDEIR is grossly inadequate.

The EC submits to you that the ERRC should not be fooled by the crass attempt to bypass appropriate analysis and review of the subject projects’ cumulative and regional effects.  By carefully reviewing even a synopsis of the regional road projects from Port Hueneme to Moorpark, one will quickly see that the proposed projects under review now are but two in a series of fully-related projects that some decision makers would prefer no one notice are related.  

It is incumbent on this committee to see the connection between these related projects, despite the fact that you are being told they are unrelated; and to demand that a full transportation corridor analysis be conducted (with full environmental review) before moving forward with the proposed subject projects.  If you do not do that, you will be contributing to the unlawful piecemealing of the environmental review process.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  Address any questions to Dr. Roseann Mikos at 805-529-4828

Sincerely,

/s

Roseann Mikos, Ph.D.

Board Member, Environmental Coalition

CC: City of Moorpark, Ventura County Board of Supervisors, Assemblywoman Hannah-Beth Jackson, Assemblyman Tony Strickland, Environmental Defense Center

