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April 11, 2016 

 

Julia Descoteaux 

Associate Planner 

City of Moreno Valley 

14177 Frederick Street 

Moreno Valley, CA 92552 

E-Mail: juliad@moval.org 

 

VIA US MAIL AND E-MAIL 

 

RE: Comments on Notice of Preparation and Initial Study for Indian Street Commerce Center 

Project (Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 316-210-019; 316-210-020; 316-210-057; and 316-210-077) 

 

Greetings: 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) and Initial Study (IS) 

prepared for the proposed Indian Street Commerce Center Project (the “Project”). Please accept these 

comments on behalf of the Sierra Club and concerned area residents. 

 

The Project proposes development of 446,350 square feet of light industrial uses on a 19.64-acre site. As 

proposed, 357,080 square feet would be dedicated for distribution warehouse uses and 89,270 square 

feet would be dedicated to manufacturing.  The site is presently vacant and undeveloped. The site is 

located in the southern portion of the City approximately one-half mile west of Perris Boulevard and is 

bounded by Indian Street to the east and Grove View Road (alignment) to the north. March Air Reserve 

Base is located approximately one-third mile west of the Project site. 

 

The IS indicates that the Project may result in or cause potentially significant effects related to: Air 

Quality; Biological Resources; Cultural Resources/Tribal Cultural Resources; Greenhouse Gas (GHG) 

Emissions/Global Climate Change; Hazards and Hazardous Materials; Hydrology/Water Quality; Noise; 

and Transportation/Traffic.  

 

The IS does not address whether the site contains any farmland of local importance. This should be 

evaluated in an EIR. If present, the cumulative loss of agricultural land should also be evaluated in an 

EIR.  

 

Health risk impacts from the Project should be modeled along all proposed truck routes for the Project, 

not merely receptors within 1,000 feet of the Project site. The “source” aka trucks, will pass closer to 

homes and schools if they travel north from the site. It would be preferable if the Project were developed 

with curb cutouts and other means to deter trucks from traveling north passed residences on Indian 
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Avenue or Perris Boulevard, and were instead directed south to Harley Knox and I-215. Cumulative 

health risk impacts should be quantified. Health risk impacts should be weighted to account for children 

at the nearby schools. 

 

Potential impacts to raptors, including loss of foraging land, and potential impacts to burrowing owl 

should be evaluated in the EIR. 

 

A small number of ornamental pines and Chinaberry trees exist in the southwesterly portion of 

the Project site. What is the history of these trees/ do they have any historical value? The EIR 

should disclose how and why these trees came to be present onsite and if they have any historic 

or cultural value. 

 

Impacts to geology/soils should be considered in the EIR. The IS states, “The Project Geotechnical 

Study indicates that soils within the Project site have a low expansion potential, but would require 

attention during Project design and maintenance.” (IS p. 3-18) The issues that “require attention” should 

be disclosed and addressed in the EIR. 

 

The Project should be conditioned to install the maximum supported amount of PV. There should be no 

alternative condition regarding purchasing an equivalent amount of electricity from a utility provider 

that receives its energy from renewable sources. 

 

With respect to hydrology and water quality, cumulative runoff and flooding impacts to the PV Storm 

Drain Channel should be considered in the EIR. 

 

The evaluation of traffic impacts should include consideration of impacts to alternate routes and city 

streets if traffic on highways becomes too congested. Regional and cumulative traffic impacts, and 

impacts to I-215, SR-60, I-91, and I-10 should be considered. 

 

The statement that regional VMT and vehicular source emissions are reduced because: “Distribution 

warehouse uses proposed by the Project act to reduce truck travel distances and truck trips within the 

region by consolidating and reducing requirements for single-delivery vendor truck trips,” is 

unsupported by any evidence. The EIR should consider regional VMT for the Project based on actual 

trip lengths, likely with a substantial portion travelling to/from the Ports of Los Angeles and Long 

Beach.  

 

Any EIR prepared for this Project should address potential blighting effects from an oversupply of 

logistics warehousing in the City from development of this Project, as well as impacts from failing to 

maintain a mix of industry in the City. The EIR should consider alternatives such as developing the 

entire Project, not just 20%, as manufacturing. The EIR should also consider an alternative that develops 

the site as research and development or office and support commercial activities. 

 

While a Water Supply Assessment may not be required pursuant to the Water Code, Project impacts to 

water supply should nevertheless be assessed in the EIR given drought conditions and the continuing 

application of use restrictions pursuant to Executive Order. 
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Cumulative impacts should be thoroughly considered in the EIR. With respect to traffic, air quality, 

health risks, biological resources, traffic noise, and other effects, cumulative projects considered should 

include nearby Moreno Valley and Perris Projects, including, but not limited to, the World Logistics 

Center, Optimus Logistics Center 1 and Optimus Logistics Center 2. The cumulative impact assessment 

should not be limited to an arbitrary radius but instead should consider those projects likely to combine 

with the Project resulting in cumulative effects. The cumulative projects considered for the assessment 

of traffic may appropriately be greater in scope than other assessments. 

 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Raymond W. Johnson 

JOHNSON & SEDLACK 

 



















From: Daniel McCarthy
To: Julia Descoteaux
Subject: NOP for Indian Street Commerce Center Porject EIR
Date: Tuesday, March 15, 2016 10:32:26 AM

Julia,
 
We received the NOP for the proposed Indian Street Commerce Center Project EIR. Thank you for
the opportunity to review and respond. The project is located outside of the Tribe’s ancestral
territory, therefore we refer you to other tribes with ancestral territories that do include the project
location.
 
Thank you,
Leslie Mouriquand MA, RPA
 
Daniel McCarthy, MS, RPA
Director
Cultural Resources Management Department
San Manuel Band of Mission Indians
26569 Community Center Drive
Highland, CA 92346
Office: 909 864-8933 x 3248
Cell: 909 838-4175
dmccarthy@sanmanuel-nsn.gov
To ensure a rapid reply concerning all AB 52 Consultation correspondence please use:
SMConsultation@sanmanuel-nsn.gov
 
THIS MESSAGE IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY
TO WHICH IT IS ADDRESSED AND MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT IS
PRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL AND EXEMPT FROM DISCLOSURE UNDER APPLICABLE
LAW. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or agent responsible
for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that
any dissemination or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this electronic transmission in error, please delete it from your system
without copying it and notify the sender by reply e-mail so that the email address
record can be corrected. Thank You
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