
Attachment E – IS/MND No. IP 16‐198 Comment Letters 

 

Commenter  Date Received   Summary of Comment  Project Information that Addresses Comment 
State Clearinghouse   July 16, 2019  Acknowledged receipt of 

the IS/MND and indicated 
there were no comments 
from State agencies 

N/A. 

Metropolitan Water District 
Irvine Ranch Water District 
 

June 26, 2019 
July 15, 2019 

Requested to have 
continued access to 
easements or existing 
infrastructure within PCRP 

The project does not include any site development 
that would impede access to these public agency 
easements and/or infrastructure, and the County, 
as part of its normal permitting process for project 
implementation, will coordinate design plans with 
applicable utility easement holders to address 
potential access concerns.  

Orange County 
Transportation Authority 
(OCTA) 

July 17, 2019  Seeking minor technical 
corrections regarding the 
description of existing 
circulation facilities (e.g., 
whether a roadway has a 
landscaped median versus a 
striped median) and the 
description of 
circumstances which would 
trigger a need for a 
Congestion Management 
Plan (which is not necessary 
for the proposed project). 

These minor, technical corrections have been 
made in the IS/MND. 

City of Orange   July 16, 2019  Requested Canyon View 
Staging Area Enhancements 
be moved from Phase 2 of 
the plan to Phase 1 and 
should be constructed prior 
to the proposed south 
restroom facility. 
 

Based  on  immediate  public  need  and  budget 
constraints,  the  lower  reservoir  south  restroom 
facility  is  proposed  to  be  completed  prior  to  the 
Canyon View staging area.   
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Requested an analysis of 
impacts related to non‐
vehicular users attempting 
to access an existing 
equestrian trail outside of 
PCRP, across Newport 
Avenue, based on assertion 
there currently exists no 
means to “safely cross.” 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Requested GDP include 
additional explanation of 
project proposal to have 
Skylark Place Staging Area 
provide 30 additional, 
overflow spaces, rather 
than 154, the maximum 
number of spaces identified 
in a 2015 Parking Study. 

The  intent  of  the  Peters  Canyon  GDP/RMP  is  to 
focus on the development and/or improvement of 
in‐park  facilities,  to  address  existing  usage.    That 
being said, the premise of the comment – that there 
currently exists no means to cross Newport Avenue 
from  PCRP  to  access  an  existing  equestrian  trail 
outside  of  the  park  –  is  incorrect.    Pedestrian, 
bicycling and equestrian users from the west side of 
Newport Blvd can access PCRP, and vice versa, via 
an existing  raised overpass/bridge at Highcliff Dr., 
which  is  approximately  a  quarter  mile  from  the 
intersection  of  Newport  Blvd  and  Skylark.    The 
project  does  not  propose  to  add  an  additional 
crossing or traffic lights.       
 
The number of parking spaces identified in the 2015 
Parking  Study  was  derived  based  on  the  total 
capacity of existing offsite parking at Peters Canyon 
Elementary School and along the east side of Peters 
Canyon Road, often used during peak hours to serve 
park  visitors.    The  number  does  not  establish  a 
minimum  number  of  additional  on‐site  parking 
required  to  help  alleviate  the  existing  peak‐hour 
queueing issues.  As indicated in Section 4.2 of the 
GDP, the 2015 Parking Study indicated that “up to” 
154  additional  spaces  be  provided  at  the  Skylark 
Staging  area.      One  of  several  conceptual  plans 
presented  to  the  public  for  feedback  proposed 
development  of  154  additional  onsite  parking 
spaces,  but  was  met  with  significant 
opposition/concern  from  the  public/surrounding 
community, who expressed a desire to preserve, to 
the  extent  possible,  the  natural  feel  and 
characteristic  of  the  park.      To  balance  public 
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concerns  with  future  park  improvements,  and  in 
anticipation  of  offsite  parking  continuing  to  be 
available,  the project was  designed  to  provide  30 
overflow parking spaces at the Skylark staging area, 
and  approximately  28  additional  spaces  at  the 
Canyon View staging area. The 58 additional spaces 
are  intended  to  alleviate  vehicle  street  queuing 
concerns  at  the  Canyon  View  main  parking  area 
during peak use days.        

Janis Perry   June 19, 2019  Expressed concerns 
regarding potential traffic, 
noise, compromised views, 
and vehicular 
ingress/egress along Skylark 
Place with the proposed 
Skylark staging area. 

Traffic:  The proposed project seeks to alleviate the 
vehicular queuing issue during weekends and 
holidays at the existing main parking area along 
Canyon View Ave. by reconfiguring the Canyon 
View lot to accommodate additional cars, and by 
adding overflow parking at the proposed Skylark 
staging area. According to the Traffic Impact Study 
Report (Appendix H to the IS/MND), the existing 
traffic conditions at Newport Boulevard and 
Skylark Place and Skylark Place/White Oak Ridge 
and Canyon View during peak a.m., p.m., and 
Saturday peak hours are at a Level of Service (LOS) 
A with an intersection capacity utilization of 55% 
or less. Conditions remain consistent at LOS A 
when calculating the existing plus ambient growth 
traffic conditions, with and without the project, as 
the project is not trip‐generating. Future year 2035 
conditions also remain at LOS A for these 
intersections. 
 
Noise:  As noted in the IS/MND, the anticipated 
on‐site noise levels from the proposed expanded 
Canyon View staging area, and proposed Skylark 
staging area would be within the exterior daytime 
and nighttime noise standards provided by the 
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Cities of Orange and Tustin and County of Orange 
at the homes nearest to the Project area.   
 
Views:  Moreover, public views of the Skylark 
staging area would not be significantly impacted, 
as the Skylark staging area will only be open on an 
as needed basis and will help to alleviate existing 
on‐street traffic queuing issues.  
 
Vehicular Ingress/Egress:  The width of Skylark 
Place at the Newport Boulevard intersection is 
approximately 61 feet, and the width of the road 
at the proposed entrance to the Skylark Staging 
Area is approximately 39 feet. These widths 
provide adequate spacing for vehicles to enter and 
exit the project area. 

Ed Sowell 
Brian and Jennifer 
Noubarian 
Mark Sweetman 
Jane Rice 
Barbara Annan 
 

June 19, 2019 
July, 9, 2019 
 
July 9, 2019 
July 15, 2019 
July 16, 2019 

Indicated general support 
for the proposed project 
and/or support for 
excluding a paved bikeway 
through PCRP.   

N/A. 
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July 15, 2019 
 
 
Ms. Cindy Salazar, Senior Planner 
Orange County Parks – Planning & Design Division 
300 N. Flower Street 
Santa Ana, CA  92703 
 
Re:  MND for Peters Canyon Regional Park-General Development/Resource Plans 
 
Dear Ms. Salazar: 

Irvine Ranch Water District (IRWD) has received the Orange County Parks’ Notice of Intent 
(NOI) for the Peters Canyon Regional Park – General Development Plan and Resource 
Management Plan Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND).  IRWD has reviewed the 
NOI/Draft MND and offers the following comments. 

The draft MND indicates that the proposed project would implement a General Development 
Plan and a Resource Management Plan, which will provide guidance on overall future park 
development and resource management at Peters Canyon Regional Park.  IRWD understands 
the General Development Plan proposes improvements in seven areas of the park to enhance 
public access and recreation.  Improvements include modifications to existing trails and parking, 
and the development of new park facilities. 
 
IRWD has existing infrastructure (i.e. domestic and sewer pipelines, as well as numerous sewer 
manholes) in Peters Canyon Regional Park.  All of IRWD’s infrastructure, affected by the 
proposed project, must be “protected in place” and IRWD must have continuous access to all of 
these facilities throughout the entire construction. IRWD will require OC Parks to include IRWD 
in the design and pre-construction coordination activities.  For coordination questions, please 
contact Ms. Kelly Lew, Engineering Manager – Development Services at (949) 453-5586. 
 
IRWD appreciates the opportunity to review and comment on the NOI/Draft MND.  If you have 
any questions or if you require additional information, please contact me at (949) 453-5325 or 
Jo Ann Corey, Environmental Compliance Specialist at (949) 453-5326. 

Sincerely, 
 

 

Fiona M. Sanchez 
Director of Water Resources 

cc:  Kelly Lew, IRWD 
       Eric Akiyoshi, IRWD 
      Jo Ann Corey, IRWD 
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AMP/AMP Parallel PipelinesThe Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
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AMP/AMP Parallel PipelinesThe Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
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1

Richardson, Tuan

From: Ed & Judy at efsowell.us <edjudy227@efsowell.us>
Sent: Wednesday, June 19, 2019 9:06 AM
To: Salazar, Cindy [OCPW]
Subject: IP 16-198 Peters Canyon Regional Park - General Development Plan and Resource Management Plan 

IS/MND

Cindy, 
I scanned the huge document and find the word “bikeway” mentioned just once, and in reference to Jamboree. I hope 
that mean the Class‐A bikeway in the park proper has been dropped. Has it? 
 
Ed Sowell 
Placentia 
Orange County Hiking Club 
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1

Richardson, Tuan

From: Perry, Janis <Perry_Janis@sccollege.edu>
Sent: Wednesday, June 19, 2019 8:42 PM
To: Salazar, Cindy [OCPW]
Subject: IP 16-198 Peters Canyon Regional Park - General Development Plan and Resource Management Plan 

IS/MND

Importance: High

Hello Cindy, 
I have reviewed the document and I see the narrative related to the Skylark staging area to be developed. However, I do 
not see the planned design, nor what the plan is for the egress to the area. My home is directly behind the proposed 
project and I am very upset that my beautiful view behind my home will be destroyed, incur extreme amounts of traffic 
and noise and will reduce the value of my home. I attended the meeting two years ago where there was vehement 
rejection of the idea of a staging area off of Skylark Place. What happened to those remarks and input? I would like to be 
in contact with the person who has oversight for the proposed developing of this staging area and I want to have access 
to view the project design. Skylark is too narrow a street to slow traffic and try to have left and right turns off a single 
lane street. I am most curious as to where the egress is planned. I am hoping it is off Newport Ave where there is plenty 
of room for a right and left hand turn lane.  
Please refer me to whomever and where I can access a design of the proposed Skylark staging area. Since apparently this 
is a priority in the project, I would also like an idea of when the construction might begin. 
Thank you, 
Janis Perry 
7820 E San Luis Dr. 
 
Janis D. Perry – Professor, Counseling/Education 
Department Chair – Education 
Santiago Canyon College 
 
Project Director – Orange County Teacher Pathway Partnership 

 
A collaborative of: Santiago Canyon College, Santa Ana College, Saddleback College, Irvine Valley College, Cypress 
College, Fullerton College, Golden West College and Coastline College 
 
"One child, one teacher, one book and one pen can change the world." – Malala  
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1

Richardson, Tuan

From: bnoub@cox.net
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2019 6:38 PM
To: Salazar, Cindy [OCPW]
Subject: OC Parks Plan

Cindy, 
 
I wanted to express our graduate for the process and solution you have proposed for Peters Canyon and the Class I 
bikeway running outside of the park. I believe the plan will serve our area well. I know this has been a long and 
sometimes difficult process for all concerned. We appreciate the effort and look forward to implementation of the plan.  
 
Best, 
 
Brian and Jennifer Noubarian 
1971 Derby Drive 
North Tustin, CA 92705 
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1

Richardson, Tuan

From: Mark Sweetman (HQ Orange 0555) <MSweetman@sarecycling.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2019 6:45 PM
To: Salazar, Cindy [OCPW]
Subject: Peters Canyon Bikeway Alternate Plan

Dear Cindy 
 
I am delighted that a great compromise has been reached to keep the Class I bikeway out of Peters Canyon. As a local 
resident, who is both a road biker and someone who also walks the Peters Canyon Park, I am delighted good sense has 
prevailed. Having bikes that are travelling on a grade that steep, alongside people who are hiking and walking their dogs 
was in my view crazy, while a protected Class I lane alongside Jamboree, that connects to Pioneer was a great / safe 
idea. The potential for this to be done at a lower cost, saving those dollars for other projects is an added bonus. 
 
Sincerely 
Mark Sweetman 
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1

Richardson, Tuan

From: Jane Rice <janerice@mindspring.com>
Sent: Monday, July 15, 2019 10:36 PM
To: Salazar, Cindy [OCPW]
Subject: Comments re IP 16-198 Peters Canyon Regional Park - General Development Plan and Resource 

Management Plan IS/MND

I find the documented plan incorporates many requested additions and modifications that have long 
been sought by many PECA users.  
A very good job, by OC Parks, of balancing competing interests, and keeping the health and well 
being of the Park itself as a 
paramount objective. 
 
In particular, thank you for helping find a way to route the requested Class 1 paved bikeway outside 
the boundaries of Peters Canyon, 
helping to preserve the Park itself in as natural a state as is compatible with a heavily used 
community resource. The bikeway is 
important too, and its new proposed routing along the West side of Jamboree will provide a very 
welcome trail for road biking enthusiasts  
who don't want to ride on Jamboree itself. OC Parks has given us a chance to have our cake and eat 
it too, protecting the Park from 
a paved bike highway, while still working to provide the Class 1 trail outside the Park, 
 
This is a very good piece of work -- thank you! 
 
Jane Rice 
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1

Richardson, Tuan

From: Barbara Annan <barbannan@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Tuesday, July 16, 2019 12:16 PM
To: Salazar, Cindy [OCPW]
Subject: IP 16-198 Peters Canyon Regional Park - General Development Plan and Resource Management Plan 

IS/MND

Thank you for not paving Peters Canyon Park and placing the bikeway along Jamboree Rd outside the park 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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