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During the oral communication section of the agenda for Tuesday, June 5, 2012,
Ken Johnson read a letter into the record.
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6/5/2012

TO: Riverside County Board of Supervisors
FROM: Ken Johnson, Redhawk, SOS-Hills
SUBJECT: County’s Sick Precedent for EIR Process

I’m Ken Johnson from the county-created Redhawk in Temecula.

The quarter million residents of Southwest County are shocked with your unbelievable

May 15 vote to certify the Liberty Quarry EIR which your own appointed commissioners

had rejected with a 4-1 vote. My remarks are not directed to Supervisors Buster and
Stone who continue to be men of integrity with a sense of fair play.

We gave each of you a photo book complimenting your appointed commissioners for the
very excellent hearings on Liberty Quarry they conducted. It was entitled:

“LISTENING TO THE PEOPLE...IS GOOD GOVERNMENT.” At the commission level
hearings, the blinders came off and the commissioners noted there were many, many
inadequacies of the submitted EIR which, when coupled with the six unsatisfactory
negative impacts identified by the EIR, made rejection of the EIR a slam dunk.

Have you backed up your distinguished commissioners, or yielded to the influence of an
out-of-control planning department and their moneyed friend?

At the commission level, commissioners were heard to call for reform of the county
planning department, urging the adoption of San Diego’s rules for the EIR process. San
Diego decides on a list of firms that will do an independent job of preparing an EIR.
Instead, our county allows the developer to choose a firm like Liliburn with the motto:
“getting to a YES vote!” San Diego also rules that once the EIR is submitted to the
planning department there is to be no further contact between the department and the
developer.

The confluence between our planning department and lobbylsts is loaded with mischief
for tax-paying residents.

I urge the county to revisit their vote of certlficatlon for the rejected EIR, and I urge the
county to adopt the San Diego rules.

The sick trick of the legally unnecessary vote of certification for a rejected EIR would set
a ridiculous precedent which would make a mockery of the whole EIR process. I believe
our state attorney general needs to investigate such unwholesome governance.
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