
 

CITY OF MORENO VALLEY 
Community & Economic Development Department 

Planning Division 

  

 
At last night’s meeting, there were thirty-one speakers providing comments on the project.  
Written notes are in the file, which provide a wide range of comments on the project.  This 
memo only lists issues suggested for inclusion in the environmental impact report for the project. 
Some relate to suggested changes to the project description or proposed mitigation measures. 
 

1. Number of jobs anticipated by the project – provide an independent analysis. 
2. Identify impacts on local unemployment, including skill levels required. 
3. Seismic safety related to the Casa Loma and San Jacinto fault lines. 
4. Impacts of current land use plan versus the proposal. 
5. Potential impact of railroad and Panama Canal expansions on local demand for logistics. 
6. Clear explanation of “high cube warehouse”. 
7. Identify potential for rail spur to serve project. 
8. Provide an economic assessment of the project (fiscal/cost benefit analysis) 
9. Identify flooding impacts before and after project. 
10. Provide buffers to adjacent housing and wildlife areas. 
11. Do not use existing permanent open space as buffer. 
12. Identify impact on viability of adjacent residential areas with logistics adjacency. 
13. Include list of other uses allowed in addition to logistics, and their impacts. 
14. Include manufacturing and high tech as permitted uses. 
15. Impacts on views from Moreno neighborhood. 
16. Include description of “net zero storm water treatment” and implementation. 
17. Potential for trucks to exit onto Redlands and need to turn around to access project. 
18. Provide alternatives for waiting trucks rather than parking on off ramps and local streets. 
19. Provide “solid” alternatives analysis to provide viable options. 
20. Include requirement for solar panels on building roofs. 
21. Include assessment on regional air quality including criteria pollutants. 
22. Work with SCAQMD on implementation of new truck technologies to reduce emissions. 
23. Identify air quality impacts and specifically on children, elderly residents, and wildlife. 
24. Identify diesel emission impacts on workers in project area. 
25. Provide impact on wildlife by species. 
26. Identify light and noise impacts on wildlife area. 
27. Identify impact on groundwater. 
28. Identify noise impacts. 
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29. Identify specific green technologies to be included in project. 
30. Include potential for use of CNG, hydrogen fuel cell, solar electricity to supply trucks. 
31. Identify amount of traffic on local roads, specifically truck traffic. 
32. Identify impacts on Alessandro pavement quality. 
33. Include potential diversion of truck traffic from Alessandro. 
34. Identify impacts on wildlife, including owls and other raptors. 
35. Identify globally significant raptor habitat & impacts on grazing areas within project area. 
36. Identify impact on public services and funding. 
37. Provide a comprehensive plan for review prior to completing environmental. 
38. Identify all public improvements, including parks, to be provided by project. 
39. Identify all impacts on current residents within project area. 
40. Identify any use of roadways through the adjacent wildlife area. 
41. Identify where 7700 housing units currently planned for project area will be replaced. 
42. Identify traffic impact of relocated planned housing units. 
43. Impacts on route and historic views from Juan Bautista de Anza 1775 exploration. 
44. Contact National Park Service related to Juan Bautista de Anza trail impacts. 
45. Identify impact on crime rates. 

 
 
CC: Wayne Peterson, Highland Fairview (applicant) 
 Danette Fenstermacher, Highland Fairview 
 Kent Norton, LSA Associates (environmental consultant) 
 Timothy Krantz, TKEC (city consultant) 
 Barry Foster, CEDD Director 
 Case file 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 





































































































































































Ann L. Turner McKibben
 
23296 Sonnet Drive
 

Moreno Valley, CA 92557-5403
 

26 March 2012 

Via e-mail: johnt@moval.org 

John C. Terrell, Planning Official 
City of Moreno Valley 
Community & Economic Development Department 
P.O. Box 88005 
Moreno Valley, CA 92552 

Dear Mr. Terrell: 

Re: Notice of Preparation of a DEIR for World Logistics Center Specific Plan 

The following are my comments regarding the NOP for the DEIR for the World Logistics Center 
Specific Plan. 

Someone (project proponent and the city) must have forgotten to read Jane Jacobs' book The 
Death and Life of Great American Cities while planning this project. 

The comment period is not adequate. For a project of this size (41.6 million square feet of 
warehousing/distribution buildings) more time must be allowed for the public/tax payers to 
comment on this project. 

Aesthetics: How will the project enhance the open space & scenic vistas of the northern San 
Jacinto Valley & the San Jacinto Wildlife Area? Will the project conform to the International 
Dark Sky Association recommendations? Many cities, such as Palm Desert, are able to include 
such standards within their cities. 

Agricultural: Will Prime Agricultural Lands be lost? How will the loss be mitigated? 

Air Quality: Will fine particulates increase due to this project? How will our air quality 
improve under this project? What type of trucks will be used to haul goods? Will they meet 
current laws regulating the amount of diesel produced particulate matter? 

Biological Resources: What biological resources will be destroyed if this project is built? Will 
biological surveys be done at appropriate times throughout the year to quantify migrating species 
plus cover all the seasons? How will the project improve the biological resources at the San 



Jacinto Wildlife Area, a major Riverside County Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Plan 
reserve? 

Ener!!\' Use & Conservation: How will the project conserve energy? What methods will be 
used to save energy? Will solar panels be installed on all buildings? 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions: How will the project improve/lessen the amount Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions? How will it meet state standards? 

Hydrolo!!\'lWater Quality: How will the project improve the water quality? How will the 
project affect the water quality at the San Jacinto Wildlife Area, Mystic Lake, San Jacinto River 
and points beyond? What are the cumulative impacts to the watershed? Where is the source of 
water for the project? How will the water consumption affect conservation efforts due to the 
state's current drought? Will the project use drought tolerant and drought tolerant native plants? 
Will it use greenscape (turf)? 

Land UselPlanning: How does the project meet good land use planning standards? Is 41.6 
million square feet of warehousing/distribution centers located on 3,820 acres in eastern Moreno 
Valley good land use planning? Does it bring about diverse land uses, improve the residents 
quality of life, does it provide open space (not including the deceptive impression by the project 
maps that California Department ofFish & Game lands are part of the project)? How does it 
produce a diverse economic base for the city? How will the project impact adjacent residences, 
the Old Moreno section of Moreno Valley? 

Noise: How will the project improve the level of noise in this rural area? How will noise levels 
be mitigated? 

Recreation: How will this project improve the recreation opportunities for the city's residents? 
How will the city's trail system & bikeways be affected by the project? 

TransportationlTraffic: How will the project improve the level of truck traffic on Highway 
60? Who will pay for the highway improvements needed for the increased truck traffic? How 
will the increase in truck traffic on Highway 60 and local streets be mitigated? 

Cumulative Impacts: The DEIR needs to address the cumulative impacts of this project 
including all of the projects included within the South 1-215 economic corridor (from Riverside 
to Temecula), the Beaumont distribution project on Jack Rabbit TraillH60, the regional impacts 
of projects in Mira Loma and Ontario and all projects within the city of Riverside. 

Alternatives: The DEIR needs to provide legitimate, well-researched alternatives to this project. 
It needs to provide quality information, not a cursory effort. 

Once again the comment period for this project needs to be extended. I'm sure the project 
proponent has had plenty of time to interact with city staff & elected officials. The public needs 
to be provided more time to comment on a potential project which will have significant, long
term impacts to its residents. 



Please keep me informed of all meetings, documents, & information regarding this project. My 
contact information is included in this letter. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project. 

Sincerely, 

~~~~ 
Ann Turner McKibben 
23296 Sonnet Drive 
Moreno Valley, CA 92557-5403 
e-mail: atmckibben@roadrunner.com 
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March 21, 2012 
 
Attn:  John Terrell, Planning Division 
Community & Economic Development Dept 
City of Moreno Valley 
johnt@moval.org  
 
From: 
Michael McCoy 
Phone 951-242-6032  
Resident of Moreno Valley 
e-mail:  ccc4maps@earthlink.net or mikeandnan@mac.com 
 
SUBJECT:  COMMENTS REGARDING THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT for planning actions relative to the World 
Logistics Center (WLC), especially the scoping of environmental topics. 
 
Dear Mr Terrell,  
 
I would like to request the environmental report include the following concerns 
regarding this project:   
 
Conceptual Site Plan  
The EIR must include an adequate conceptual site plan with building footprints 
and street layout that depicts the 41-million sq ft of building placements, 
enabling their impacts on environmental issues to be discussed in the document.  
 
Employment Predictions 
The EIR should demonstrate how the developer arrived at the calculation of 
possible 20,000 jobs that would be generated at the WLC.   
 
Seismic Safety 
The applicant shall provide maps indicating the location of the San Jacinto, Casa 
Loma and other faults upon or adjacent (within 2 miles) to the property.  These 
faults must be shown on a map in relation to anticipated building footprints.  
 
Traffic & Transportation 
Include a thorough traffic analysis, especially for full build-out of the project.  
The analysis should include both employee and goods movement traffic 
categories. 
 
Engage Caltrans, RCTC, WRCOG, City of Moreno Valley, the developer and others 
on how interchange, overpass and auxiliary lane widening improvements along 
Highway 60 would be financed and phased in to serve the WLC. 



 
Air Quality Impacts 
An AQMD official warned of “unprecedented truck emissions from this project”.  
Request the AQMD to elaborate on this assertion, especially with technical data. 
 
Discuss vehicle emissions from truck (semi or tractor-trailer rigs of high cube 
configuration) and other traffic that would be generated by the built-out 
development in its operational phase. 
 
Include mention of and assessment of air quality impacts specifically caused by 
the project’s fleet of eastbound trucks on Highway 60 that are accelerating as 
they travel uphill towards the summit of The Badlands, i.e. about 2 miles east of 
Gilman Hot Springs Rd.  Those vehicles could significantly increase emissions. 
 
Include air quality impacts, positive or negative, of including a natural gas or 
other alternative clean-burning fuels refueling station within or near the World 
Logistics Center property and analysis of air quality improvements resulting from 
use of said clean fuels by percentages of the WLC-visiting truck fleet, such as 
5%, 10%, 25% or more of those trucks arriving and departing the WLC. 
 
Rail Service to WLC 
Investigate and analyze the feasibility of installing a rail spur to serve a portion 
of the WLC project.  The spur could connect to operational lines in Perris, San 
Jacinto or in San Timoteo Canyon.  
 
Trees and Woodlands 
Some of the existing trees on this site may be significant.  I’m not referring to 
scraggly eucalyptus but to ornamental, specimen or wildlife habitat trees near 
former ranches, existing streets or property lines that could be retained and 
incorporated into the project site plan or street layout.  The EIR needs to include 
an inventory and evaluation of existing trees or woodlands and show said trees 
on suitable maps. 
 
Drainage 
Describe impacts of rooftops, parking areas and other pavement on drainage and 
groundwater patterns.  Calculations demonstrating the impacts must be included. 
 
Other 
Include explanation of and environmental consequences of employing “High 
Cube” trucks in comparison with conventionally sized trucks.  
 
Explore particular impacts on the community of Old Moreno such as but not 
limited to noise, glare, traffic, vibration, drainage, air quality, views, litter and 
graffiti.  



 
That’s all I have now, John.  Other parties will deal more with wildlife issues, I 
am sure.  Thanks in advance for seeing that my concerns are addressed in the 
EIR.  Please contact me if there are any questions.   
 
Lastly, please keep me on the mailing list for future reports and meetings 
regarding this project.  E-mail is Ok, it needn’t be snail mail.   
 
Sincerely,  
Michael McCoy 
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John C. Terell, Planning Official     March. 25, 2012 

City of Moreno Valley  

Community and Economic Development Department  

14177 Frederick Street  

PO Box 88005  

Moreno Valley, CA 92552 

Email: johnt@moval.org 

 

Re: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report – World Logistics Center 

Specific Plan 

 

Dear Mr. John C. Terell: 

 

I have been a resident of Moreno Valley since 1985 and a Geology professor at U.C. Riverside 

since 1984, concerned with geologic and seismic hazards in the Inland Empire.  The following 

are my comments on the NOP for the World Logistics Center Specific Plan. 

 

CEQA Requirements 

 

Considering the regional size and scope of the proposed project, and the major impacts that it will 

have on the western part of the Inland Empire, a short 30-day notification and comment period on 

the Notice of Preparation for this project is insufficient to allow informed public review and 

input. 

 

Geological and Seismic Hazards 

 

Seismic, liquefaction, subsidence and flood hazards in the project area will have significant 

impacts and must be evaluated and mitigated in the project EIR.  These evaluations must go 

beyond simple compilations of state Alquist-Priolo zone maps for seismic hazards and simple 

compilations of the FEMA flood zone maps, many of which are more than a decade out of date.  

More recent literature data must be incorporated. 

 

Public health and safety, especially with regard to the planned construction of infrastructure, 

cannot be achieved (mitigated to a reasonable level) by hazard maps that are incomplete, 

inaccurate and seriously out of date.  Scientific advances in our knowledge of geotechnical 

hazards occur quickly, and the information in the EIR must be kept up to date with such 

advances. 

 

Alquist-Priolo guidelines and legislation require that plans by lead agencies include sufficient 

analysis based not only on the existing hazard map zones, but also on all other relevant published 

information on faults and hazards inside and outside of those map zones.  This is because many 

recent deadly seismic events have occurred on faults that were not yet officially zoned by the 

state, or were not recognized to be active (Hart, 1992).  The recent Landers, Northridge, Hector 

Mine and Napa Valley earthquakes are good examples.   

 

Specific geologic hazards that should be evaluated and mitigated are: 

1) seismic shaking and liquefaction/collapse potential in relation to uniform building codes. 

2) seismic slumping and ground rupture potential caused by proximity to the active San 

Andreas, Casa Loma, San Jacinto, and Farm Road faults. 

3) landslides and slow-motion creep related to active faulting along the project’s boundary. 
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4) rupture-induced explosion and fire potential for two major regional natural gas pipelines 

that cross active faults within or adjacent to the project (see attachment from Toppozada 

et al., 1993). 

5) any other hazards identified by the state’s existing emergency response plan for a major 

earthquake on the San Jacinto fault in the inland empire. 

6) flooding, inundation, and hydrocompaction resulting from the increase in the area of 

Mystic Lake since 1938 and the projection of its areal extent to 2023 (see attachment 

from Morton et al., 2006). 

 

The following publications address these hazards, and must be evaluated with sufficient analysis 

and mitigation in the project DEIR: 
 

FEMA, 2007, HAZUS: Guide to Using HAZUS for Mitigation.  

http://www.fema.gov/plan/prevent/hazus/dl_hazmit.shtm 

 

FEMA, 2007, HAZUS: Flood Information Tool (FIT). 

http://www.fema.gov/plan/prevent/hazus/hz_fit.shtm 

 

Hart, E.W., 1992, Fault-rupture hazard zones in California; Calif. Div. Mines and Geol., Special 

Publ. 42, 32 pp. 

 

Morton, D.M., 1977, Surface deformation in part of the San Jacinto Valley, southern California; 

Jour. Research U. S. Geological Survey, Vol. 5, No. 1, p. 117-124. 

 

Morton , D.M., Matti, J.C., 1993, Extension and contraction within an evolving divergent strike-

slip fault complex: the San Andreas and San Jacinto fault zones at their convergence in southern 

California; Memoir Geol Soc. America, 178, p. 217-230. 

 

Morton, D.M., and Miller, F. K., 2006, Geologic map of the San Bernardino and Santa Ana 

30' x 60' quadrangles, California; USGS Open File Report 1271, 2006, 

http://pubs.usgs.gov/of/2006/1217/ 

 

Morton, D.M. et al., 2006, Historic lake levels of Mystic Lake and a projection of where the lake 

level (closed depression) is predicted to be in 2023 http://pubs.usgs.gov/of/2006/1217/of2006-

1217_map/of2006-1217_fig5.pdf 

 

Morton, D.M., and Sadler, P.M., 1989; Landslides flanking the northeastern Penninsular Ranges 

and in the San Gorgonio Pass area of southern California; in Sadler, P.M., and Morton, D.M. 

(Eds.) Landslides in a Semi-Arid Environment; Inland Geological Society Publ., Vol. 2, p 338-

355. 

 

Park, S.K. et al. 1995, Delineation of intrabasin structure in a dilational jog of the San  

Jacinto fault zone, southern California; Jour. Geophysical Research, Vol. 100, No. BA, p. 691-

702. 

 

Toppozada, T.R., et al., 1993, Planning scenario for a major earthquake on the San Jacinto fault 

in the San Bernardino area; Calif. Dept. of Conservation, Div. of Mines and Geology, Special 

Publ. 102, 250 pp. 

 

U. S. Geological Survey, 2007, USGS/CGS Probabilistic Seismic Hazards Assessment (PSHA) 

Model online at: http://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/rghm/pshamap/pshamain.html 

http://www.fema.gov/plan/prevent/hazus/dl_hazmit.shtm
http://www.fema.gov/plan/prevent/hazus/hz_fit.shtm
http://pubs.usgs.gov/of/2006/1217/
http://pubs.usgs.gov/of/2006/1217/of2006-1217_map/of2006-1217_fig5.pdf
http://pubs.usgs.gov/of/2006/1217/of2006-1217_map/of2006-1217_fig5.pdf
http://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/rghm/pshamap/pshamain.html
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Working Group on California Earthquake Probabilities (WGCEP), 2007, Uniform California 

Earthquake Rupture Forecasts (UCERFs); http://www.wgcep.org/ 

 

Thank you for considering my comments on the NOP for the World Logistics Canter Specific 

Plan. 

 

I ask that these comments be incorporated into the public record for review of this NOP and EIR, 

and hereby incorporate all references cited (and their contained references) into the review 

process for this EIR. 

 

I also ask that I be kept informed in writing of all notices, documents, meetings and actions 

regarding this NOP, EIR and Project, at the address listed below. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

 

 

Michael A. McKibben, Ph.D. 

23296 Sonnet Drive 

Moreno Valley, CA 92557 

 

(951) 924-8150 

mamckibben@roadrunner.com 

http://www.wgcep.org/
mailto:mamckibben@roadrunner.com
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To: John Terrell 

From: Ron Roy 

Why (small world of Moreno Valley) “World” Logistics Center Specific Plan 
(warehouses) is a bad idea:  

1. Creating “more jobs” and “Curing Moreno Valley unemployment problem” are 
fallacies: 

Now that Skechers has moved into its giant Moreno Valley hub, it’s actually 
employing fewer Inland-area workers than before 

a. Rather than creating more jobs for Sketchers employees, the opening of 
the  Sketchers warehouse in Moreno Valley has created net job loss for 
Sketchers employees in IE: A consequence of Sketchers moving to its 
Moreno Valley hub was the closing of Skechers five distribution centers 
in Ontario when the shoe manufacturer consolidated its distribution 
operations meaning  a net JOB LOSS of many as 400 jobs in Inland 
Southern California. If Sketchers (and other tenants) has vacated a 
warehouse once, it can do it again.  

b. If a tenant finds itself with unfavorable lease terms (for whatever the 
reason; often bad financial condition) with landlord, it can break lease 
and/or ask city to subsidize warehouse lease and other costs at great 
expense to the city. Look to Sketchers for a case study.  

c. Warehouse logistics is moving towards automation/robotics. This means 
that within a few years logistics workers will be replaced by automation, 
putting them in the same predicament they are in now. Contrast this with 
high paying, high skilled manufacturing jobs.  

d. There is no guarantee that the people who are hired at Moreno Valley 
warehouses will be residents of Moreno Valley. With a population of 1.5 
million people within a 30 minute drive of Moreno Valley. MoVal 
warehouse tenants have a massive employment pool to draw from 
decreasing chances for Moreno Valley residents to be hired. 

e. Sketchers financial picture is shaky. It recently lost 67 million dollars in 
its last fiscal year on declining sales. If Sketchers goes Bankrupt, the City 
of Moreno Valley will be stuck with paying off the enormous 
infrastructure costs associated with putting in the warehouse; or even 
worse, directly subsidizing Sketchers (at great expense to the city) to help 
get Sketchers out of bankruptcy.  . This example, is obviously, repeatable 
for other tenants in the projected 40 million square feet proposed project.  
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2. Warehouse workers are notoriously among the worst treated workers in the U.S. 

labor force.  
a. Example: Wal-Mart Warehouse Contractor  in Mira Loma (Schneider 

Logistics) filed a notice to terminate 100 workers in retaliation after the 
workers complained of poor working conditions (working in scorching 
heat with no breaks for hours on end) and after workers noticed that their 
wages were being stolen from their paychecks due to a  problematic piece 
rate system that was at the core of the workers’ wage theft complaints.  

b. Exploitation like in 2a is rampant in warehouse logistics industry.  
 

3. Moreno Valley is ill suited for Warehouse and Distribution. Warehouse and 
Distribution Centers are much better suited in cities that are traditionally and 
predominantly industrial/commercial such as Commerce, Industry, and Ontario. 
Moreno Valley has been traditionally and predominantly a bedroom 
community.  

a. Historically cities planned from the beginning to be 
industrial/commercial cities are more efficient in supply chain as they 
already are near commercial rail hubs, and ports allowing for lower cost 
of the supply chain. 

b. Moreno Valley has no rail lines near proposed warehouse project 
WHATSOEVER.  This is critical to keep distribution costs low (and 
competitiveness high) for warehouse tenants.  

c. Moreno Valley is predominantly a bedroom community where residents 
need highway 60 to commute to their jobs. Truck traffic will disrupt 
residents commute to their existing jobs (especially Riverside and San 
Bernardino Areas) and could lead to further job loss for these commuters.   

d. Rising diesel fuel Prices: When it comes to logistics, increases in diesel 
prices cause transportation costs to rise, especially for trucking, and 
disrupt supply chains.  With the dramatic (and permanent) rise in truck 
fuel prices, previously optimized models of Moreno Valley as an 
“efficient” supply hub may no longer be applicable, as transportation 
costs account for half of total logistics costs. Add to this the fact that 
there is no rail access to help offset fuel prices further jeopardizes 
Moreno Valley’s viability as Distribution Hub. 

e. Highway 60 does not have the capacity (especially Westbound at 215/60 
interchange: only one lane to get into Riverside) to support projects 
warehouse truck traffic.  



3 
 

4. Moreno Valley elected officials lack the political will to forge a  high quality 
job base for its residents.  

a. MoVal elected officials should be doing the hard work of locating high 
quality manufacturing jobs in Moreno Valley.  Recruit sectors such as 
renewable energy, pharmaceuticals, engineering, and technology.  

b. Manufacturing jobs generate far more workers per square foot than 
warehouse and logistics, causing a much more efficient use of Moreno 
Valley’s remaining land.  

c. Moreno Valley elected officials should be looking at the heart of Moreno 
Valley’s employment problem: Failure to competively educate its 
residents, especially its youth into promising, higher paying, more 
rewarding and fulfilling, and longer lasting careers. Rather MoVal 
elected officials are acquiescing to accepting the future fate of its 
residents as “Logistics and Warehouse” people, creating a permanent 
employment ghetto for all future generations of its residents.  

d. In John Husing’s presentation he pointed out that because of the lower 
average education level of the Inland Empire in general and Moreno 
Valley in particular, this was the kind of project that was needed. One 
basic reason the SF Bay Area is so prosperous is that the average 
percentage of people with bachelor or higher degrees for all 9 counties is 
42% (Go SF!). For the IE, it’s 21% and for MoVal, it’s 19%. Husing’s 
solution, forget about creating high-end jobs and concentrate on blue  
collar jobs, such as logistics: In other words, relegate Moreno Valley’s 
future generations to the warehouse ghetto. Moreno Valley officials 
should be fighting for a “World” education center, not a “World” 
logistics center.  

5. Large Scale Warehouse Development creates permanent visual blight.  
6. Inefficient use of last remaining open space in Moreno Valley 

a. Too much land is being used up for too little jobs.  
b. High quality manufacturing creates up to 10 times more jobs per square 

foot requiring less land for more jobs. 
c. Moreno Valley loses flexibility in planning for alternative  land uses in 

the future 
7. Specter of Corruption 

a. There has been much rumor that warehouse developer Iddo Benzeevi, 
President and Chief Executive Officer of HF Logistics-SKX T1, LLC c/o 
Highland Fairview Properties, who partnered with Skechers  to build 
Skechers warehouse has made campaign contributions to Moreno Valley 
Council Members to support warehouse development in East Moreno 
Valley. Moreno Valley Council Members who have received these types 
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of contributions should disclose the contributions and recues themselves 
from voting on the “World” Logistics Center Specific Plan”.  Let’s not 
have another corrupt city council such as in San Jacinto or Bell.  

b. People are questioning who the city council is employed by, its residents, 
or the developers.   

8. Moreno Valley is losing its identity 
a. East end has been named Rancho Bellagio. People will think it’s a 

different community. Could secede from Moreno Valley and form it’s 
own: industrial based community like Industry/Commerce leaving 
Moreno Valley in the cold.  

b.  Moreno Valley has not found anything unique or exceptional about itself  
Warehousing will only make matters worse. Moreno Valley is not, nor 
will it continue to be, the only area with “mega” warehouses. Other parts 
of the I.E. will compete and create even larger warehouses causing 
Moreno Valley warehouses to be eventually obsolete-and with it-blight 
which the city will have to pay for curing. 

c. Moreno Valley should use remaining lands to fight for something 
exceptional and unique. Once warehouses are in, that choice will be 
gone.  

d. Moreno Valley should also concentrate on its existing development, such 
as its malls to find uniqueness and cure blight.  

9. Motive of developer will always be only profit, not community betterment. 
a. The high paying jobs, so often discussed, have already been paid through 

the development and construction of the warehouses, via the construction 
loans. Once the “tilt-ups” are in, the construction force is gone, on to the 
next vacant parcel, leaving the remaining warehouse-worker jobs which 
pay less and are less skilled. Consequently there is no sustainable high 
quality workforce.  

b. Iddo Benzeevi, is essentially a landlord. He will make tens of millions of 
dollars from ground/warehouse rents. NONE of his profits go back to the 
warehouse labor force. In contrast, if a manufacturing company locates in 
Moreno Valley, profits are shared by, not only management, but also by 
the labor force.  

10. Moreno Valley has always underestimated the value of its land.  
a. Since the first housing tracts in the late 1970’s, housing and other 

developers came to Moreno Valley for one reason: the land was cheap. 
That mindset holds true today. The single most important reason Iddo 
Benzeevi has located in Moreno Valley is that his big-box concept can be 
built most profitably because it’s on the cheapest land in the area. He’s 
not locating to the west towards the ports because the land is too 
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expensive for a big-box warehouse. Trust me if the land westerly was 
comparably priced,  Benzeevi would jump at it and not locate in MoVal. 
So let’s not forget his motives. 

b. Moreno Valley elected officials should be jealously guarding its 
remaining open-space for the most exceptional, longest lasting use. 
Moreno Valley officials are stewards for the community. They have to 
thinking of what the city will look like-be like, for their grandchildren. 
There is only so much land left. Its priceless.  

 
 
Sincerely 
Ron Roy 
 
Concerned Citizen.  
 











        Susan C Gilchrist 
       29163 Highland Boulevard 
       Moreno Valley, CA  92555 
       March 26, 2012 
City of Moreno Valley 
Community and Economic Development Departnebt 
14177 Frederick Street 
PO Box 88005 
Moreno Valley, CA  92552 
John C. Terell, Planning Official 
 
RE: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report-World Logistics 
Center Specific Plan 
 
John C. Terell, 
  
As a member of the citizen organization, Residents for a Livable Moreno Valley, I would 
like to express my dismay at the development of a logistics center in the eastern portion 
of Moreno Valley.  This is in direct conflict with the General Plan and will impact the City 
both in future employment opportunities as well as lowering the projected income level 
of the City.  Low paying jobs will not bring prosperity to our City and will result in more 
traffic than the original General Plan.  Moreno Highlands with the 7700 homes proposed 
was not a satisfactory land use and certainly should not be compared with warehousing.  
The statement that warehousing will bring reduced traffic is based on the Moreno 
Highlands Specific Plan and that plan was unsatisfactory.  There needs to be a variety 
of housing (rural and urban) and a variety of employment opportunities in the City.  Just 
a quick glance at the City of Mira Loma and the City of Jurupa Valley will indicate the 
future of Moreno Valley and raises the question “Is this what the residents want?”. 
The warehouse center is adjacent to both Lake Perris SRA and the San Jacinto Wildlife 
Area.  Both are unique in their concern for open space and wildlife conservation.  
Warehousing is not compatible with rural development and wildlife.  
 

1. Will the EIR provide a true environmental baseline or will the land be scraped 
and degraded before the study is done? 

2. Will both plant and animal surveys be done by the Fish and Game as well as by 
the State at Lake Perris? 

3. Will run off from the warehousing go into the San Jacinto Wildlife Area and will 
underground pollution reach the SJWA? 

4. Will lighting from the project interfere with migratory patterns of waterfowl? 
5. Will substantial buffering be provided by the project with sufficient distance 

between the project and the boundaries of both the Lake Perris SRA and the 
SJWA? 

6. Will the noise of truck traffic during non peak commuting hours (night) have a 
positive effect the behavior of animals in the open space areas? 

7. Will the odor of diesel and the particulate matter produced have a positive effect 
on the nesting behavior and breeding behaviors of native animals? 



8. What effect will the possibility of excessive runoff have on the Villages of 
Lakeview to the south? 

9. Will the warehousing displace proposed housing and if so, where will the 
increased density be planned? 

10. Will the project improve the view of Moreno Valley as seen by residents of 
Moreno Valley Ranch? 

11. Will the warehousing and the additional traffic improve the air quality of the 
Moreno Valley/Hemet/Lakeview valley? 

12. How does the warehouse project meet the long range Riverside County 
Transportation plans?   

13. What is the projected date for Caltrans adding additional lanes to SR 60 through 
the Badlands? 

14. Why is a request for a land use designation change being proposed when 
Beaumont has a better warehouse project plan east of the Badlands and along 
the I-10 freeway? 

15. Why is a request for a land use designation change being proposed when current 
warehouse sites have access to I-215 which is designed to handle the traffic? 

16. Will Caltrans propose a westbound truck lane on SR 60 and when will it be built? 
17. Why is Redlands north of SR 60 a truck route when it passes through State park 

land and is a 2 lane route?  Will truck traffic from the warehouse complex be 
restricted from using this route? 

18. Will the warehousing be serviced by Edison or by the Moreno Valley Utility? 
19. Will solar panels be installed on all facilities and excess power be put into the 

MVU grid? 
20. How will Moreno Valley escape the reputation of being a “one business” City if 

we have a total of 50 million (or more) square feet of warehousing….and nothing 
else? 

21. How will the City of Moreno Valley refute the reputation of a place where we 
make folks sick (warehousing) and then treat them (hospitals)?  You must admit 
the hypocrisy here… 

22. What is the projected ratio of employees per square foot of warehouse?  
Skechers is 1860000 sq ft with 600 employees.  One worker for 3,100 sq feet of 
building.  This is an unsatisfactory ratio especially when considering alternative 
job opportunities that will be lost. 

23. Will a truck stop with overnight and refueling capabilities be added to this 
project? 

24. Will there be open space paseos and trails throughout the project? 
25. Will the building setbacks be sufficient to provide a business park atmosphere? 

 
Sincerely,  
 
 
Susan C. Gilchrist 
Residents for a Livable Moreno Valley, member 
 
 
 















   

South Coast 
Air Quality Management District 
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March 23, 2012 

 

John C. Terell, AICP 

City of Moreno Valley 

Community & Economic Development Department 

Planning Division 

14177 Frederick Street 

Moreno Valley, CA 92553 

 

 

Notice of Preparation of a CEQA Document for the  

World Logistics Center Specific Plan 
 

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the above-

mentioned document.  The SCAQMD’s comments are recommendations regarding the analysis of potential air quality 

impacts from the proposed project that should be included in the draft CEQA document.  Please send the SCAQMD a 

copy of the Draft EIR upon its completion.  Note that copies of the Draft EIR that are submitted to the State 

Clearinghouse are not forwarded to the SCAQMD.  Please forward a copy of the Draft EIR directly to SCAQMD at 

the address in our letterhead.  In addition, please send with the draft EIR all appendices or technical documents 

related to the air quality and greenhouse gas analyses and electronic versions of all air quality modeling and 

health risk assessment files.  These include original emission calculation spreadsheets and modeling files (not 

Adobe PDF files).  Without all files and supporting air quality documentation, the SCAQMD will be unable to 

complete its review of the air quality analysis in a timely manner.  Any delays in providing all supporting air 

quality documentation will require additional time for review beyond the end of the comment period. 
 

Air Quality Analysis 

The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist 

other public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses.  The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency 

use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis.  Copies of the Handbook are available from the 

SCAQMD’s Subscription Services Department by calling (909) 396-3720.  The lead agency may wish to consider 

using land use emissions estimating software such as the recently released CalEEMod.  This model is available on the 

SCAQMD Website at: http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/models.html. 
 

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases of the 

project and all air pollutant sources related to the project.  Air quality impacts from both construction (including 

demolition, if any) and operations should be calculated.  Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but 

are not limited to, emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving, 

architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources (e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources 

(e.g., construction worker vehicle trips, material transport trips).  Operation-related air quality impacts may include, 

but are not limited to, emissions from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and 

vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust).  Air quality impacts from indirect sources, 

that is, sources that generate or attract vehicular trips should be included in the analysis. 

 

The SCAQMD has developed a methodology for calculating PM2.5 emissions from construction and operational 

activities and processes.  In connection with developing PM2.5 calculation methodologies, the SCAQMD has also 

developed both regional and localized significance thresholds.  The SCAQMD requests that the lead agency quantify 

PM2.5 emissions and compare the results to the recommended PM2.5 significance thresholds.  Guidance for 

calculating PM2.5 emissions and PM2.5 significance thresholds can be found at the following internet address: 

http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/PM2_5/PM2_5.html. 

 

http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/models.html
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/PM2_5/PM2_5.html
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In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts the SCAQMD recommends calculating localized air quality 

impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs).  LST’s can be used in addition to the 

recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality impacts when preparing a CEQA 

document.  Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the proposed project, it is recommended that the lead 

agency perform a localized significance analysis by either using the LSTs developed by the SCAQMD or performing 

dispersion modeling as necessary.  Guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at 

http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/LST/LST.html.  

 

In the event that the proposed project generates or attracts vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-fueled vehicles, 

it is recommended that the lead agency perform a mobile source health risk assessment.  Guidance for performing a 

mobile source health risk assessment (“Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile 

Source Diesel Idling Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis”) can be found on the SCAQMD’s CEQA web pages 

at the following internet address: http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/mobile_toxic/mobile_toxic.html.  An analysis 

of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to the decommissioning or use of equipment potentially generating such air 

pollutants should also be included. 

 

Mitigation Measures 

In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible 

mitigation measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction and operation to 

minimize or eliminate significant adverse air quality impacts.  To assist the Lead Agency with identifying possible 

mitigation measures for the project, please refer to Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook for 

sample air quality mitigation measures.  Additional mitigation measures can be found on the SCAQMD’s CEQA web 

pages at the following internet address: www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/mitigation/MM_intro.html Additionally, 

SCAQMD’s Rule 403 – Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook contain numerous measures for controlling 

construction-related emissions that should be considered for use as CEQA mitigation if not otherwise required.  Other 

measures to reduce air quality impacts from land use projects can be found in the SCAQMD’s Guidance Document for 

Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning.  This document can be found at the following 

internet address: http://www.aqmd.gov/prdas/aqguide/aqguide.html.  In addition, guidance on siting incompatible land 

uses can be found in the California Air Resources Board’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community 

Perspective, which can be found at the following internet address: http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf.  CARB’s 

Land Use Handbook is a general reference guide for evaluating and reducing air pollution impacts associated with new 

projects that go through the land use decision-making process.  Pursuant to state CEQA Guidelines §15126.4 

(a)(1)(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed. 

 

Project Specific Comments 

The proposed project could attract a substantial number of new heavy duty trucks into the city of Moreno Valley based 

on the amount of new warehousing described in the NOP.  As heavy duty trucks are traditionally powered by diesel 

technologies, the potential regional and local air quality impacts must be addressed at this early planning stage.  This 

planning document provides a unique opportunity to provide project-specific design features or mitigation that will 

help the region achieve its attainment goals, and will minimize potential impacts on local residents.  AQMD staff 

encourages the lead agency to minimize the exposure of sensitive receptors from diesel trucking activity associated 

with this proposed project, including loading docks and truck routes.  Further, if this project is built out, the lead 

agency should ensure that new sensitive land uses (such as residences, schools, etc.) maintain this reduced exposure. 

 

AQMD staff encourages the lead agency to consider the measures listed in the Western Riverside Council of 

Government’s Good Neighbor Guidelines for Siting New and/or Modified Warehouse/Distribution Facilities to reduce 

potential impacts on local residents.  Examples of these measures include ensuring adequate buffers are provided 

between trucking activity (at dock, and on road) and sensitive receptors, and providing nearby services for truckers to 

eliminate their need to drive through local neighborhoods.  In addition, the lead agency should consider how cleaner 

trucking technologies can be feasibly implemented in the shortest timeframe possible.  For example, the Draft 2012 

Regional Transportation Plan includes a zero or near zero emission freight corridor located along the SR-60 freeway 

with an eastern terminus at the I-15 interchange.  As many of the trucks serving this project are likely to travel along 

this corridor, the Draft EIR should include a description of how the project will facilitate the use of zero/near-zero 

emission technologies between the I-15/SR-60 interchange and the warehouses located within the project site.  Lastly, 

given the large amount of square footage this project dedicates to new warehouse buildings, the lead agency should 

consider requiring that a substantial proportion of the roof space be dedicated to solar panels to reduce the emissions 

http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/LST/LST.html
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/mobile_toxic/mobile_toxic.html
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/mitigation/MM_intro.html
http://www.aqmd.gov/prdas/aqguide/aqguide.html
http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf
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impact of fossil fuel based electricity generation technologies. AQMD staff is available to work with the lead agency 

and the project proponent to identify project specific measures that will minimize potential air quality impacts.  

 
Data Sources 

SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD’s Public Information 

Center at (909) 396-2039.  Much of the information available through the Public Information Center is also available 

via the SCAQMD’s World Wide Web Homepage (http://www.aqmd.gov). 

 

The SCAQMD is willing to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project-related emissions are accurately 

identified, categorized, and evaluated.  If you have any questions regarding this letter, please call Ian MacMillan, 

Program Supervisor, CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3244. 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Ian MacMillan 

Program Supervisor, CEQA Inter-Governmental Review 

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources 
 

IM 

SBC120223-01 

Control Number 

http://www.aqmd.gov/


 
 
 
 
E-Mailed:  May 1, 2012 May 1, 2012 
johnt@moval.org 
 
Mr. John Terell 
Planning Department 
City of Moreno Valley 
14177 Frederick Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92552-0805 
 
 
 
 

Review of the Draft Specific Plan for the Proposed World Logistics Center Project 
 
The South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to 
comment on the above-mentioned document.  The following comments are intended to provide 
guidance to the lead agency and should be considered prior to approving the Final Specific Plan. 
 
The Draft Specific Plan includes various design and infrastructure guidelines for the proposed 
2,684 acre World Logistics Center project.  This development will include up to 41.6 million 
square feet of new high cube warehousing.  There are a number of references to sustainable 
design in the Draft Specific Plan; however there is no mention of how the project would impact 
air quality.  Because this goods movement project will utilize a substantial number of trucks, 
there is the potential for significant regional and local air quality impacts from truck emissions.   
 
While the project-specific air quality analysis has not been provided to our agency with the Draft 
Specific Plan (SP), there are a number of features in the Draft SP that may affect air quality that 
warrant comments at this early planning stage.  For example, the Draft SP already has specified 
buffer zones between trucking activities and homes before presenting an air quality analysis 
demonstrating that the setback appropriately protects public health.  Further, the Draft SP 
contains no discussion of alternative fueling infrastructure for trucks (such as natural gas or 
electricity), or onsite renewable power generation.  Lastly, specific requirements could be added 
to the Draft SP that will help minimize any potential air quality impacts such as support services 
for truckers and limits on trucking activity that coincide with the EIR analysis.  Details regarding 
these comments are attached below.  AQMD staff recommends that the lead agency consider the 
attached comments and incorporate them as appropriate into the Specific Plan and the 
Environmental Impact Report. 
 
Please provide the AQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the 
adoption of the Final Specific Plan.  Further, staff is available to work with the lead agency to 

   

South Coast 
Air Quality Management District 
21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4182 
(909) 396-2000 • www.aqmd.gov   
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address these issues and any other questions that may arise.  Should you have any questions 
regarding these comments, please contact me at (909) 396-3244. 
 
      

Sincerely, 

 
     Ian MacMillan 
     Program Supervisor, CEQA Inter-Governmental Review 
     Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources 
 
Attachment 
 
RVC120413-10 
Control Number 
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1) Buffer Zones Between Trucking Areas and Homes 
Based on a review of the Draft Specific Plan (e.g., Street Sections B, C, and E), it appears that 
areas with heavy duty diesel trucking activity (such as roadways and loading dock areas) may be 
planned as close as approximately 250 feet from homes.  In addition, Sections 8 and 9 of the 
Draft Specific Plan describe setback distances between buildings and residences or streets, but do 
not include specific setbacks from areas of diesel trucking activity.  According to the California 
Air Resources Board guidance1, without more project-specific information, sensitive land uses 
such as homes should maintain a buffer zone of up to 1,000 feet from distribution centers with 
more than 100 trucks per day or 40 trucks per day with operating diesel transportation 
refrigeration units.  AQMD staff recommends that an air quality Health Risk Assessment (HRA) 
be prepared that analyzes the cumulative impact of all approved and proposed warehouses in the 
vicinity before determining the appropriate buffer zone distances.  Further, setback distances 
should be specified between areas of diesel trucking activity and sensitive land uses. 

2) Alternative Fueling/Energy Infrastructure 
The Draft Specific Plan contains some details regarding utility infrastructure such as natural gas 
lines and electrical infrastructure.  Because this logistics center is proposed to be a major new 
destination and/or origin of goods movement in the region, AQMD staff encourages the lead 
agency to begin planning now for alternative fueling infrastructure for the trucks serving this 
development.  This could include natural gas fueling infrastructure and/or electrical charging 
infrastructure.  As an example, the 2012 Regional Transportation Plan includes a proposal for a 
zero or near zero emissions freight corridor parallel to State Route 60 between I-710 and I-15.  
As many of the trucks serving the proposed project will likely use this route, there should be 
infrastructure in place onsite that will help facilitate these alternatively fueled trucks.  AQMD 
staff recommends that the Specific Plan include requirements that infrastructure for alternative 
fueling be provided at project start up. 
 
Further, the Draft Specific Plan estimates that the development may need up to 147 MW of 
electrical demand.  In order to reduce the demand on local power generating stations (that have 
emissions of air pollution), the project should require that the abundant roof space of these high 
cube warehouses be used for solar energy generation such as photovoltaic panels.  Lastly, the 
Draft Specific Plan should require that any facilities served by trucks with transportation 
refrigeration units (TRUs) include electrical infrastructure so that the TRUs can plug in and run 
off of electrical power instead of diesel while at the facility.  The estimated electrical usage value 
of 147 MW should also be reviewed to determine if more is needed to serve electric TRU’s and 
electric trucks. 

3) Truck Trip Rates 
In order to ensure that the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) prepared for this project does not 
underestimate air quality impacts, the lead agency should put a requirement in the Specific Plan 
that places a limit on the number of trucks that serve the project site at a plan level to not exceed 
what is analyzed in the EIR. 

                                                 
1 Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective,  
available here: http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf  

http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf
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4) Trucking Industry Support Services 

The proposed project includes only two land use designations for the logistics portion of the 
project including a Logistics Development category and a Light Logistics category.  Neither of 
these land use categories permits any support services for the trucking industry such as food, 
fueling, lodging, truck repair, etc.  Consistent with the Western Riverside Council of 
Governments guidance2, AQMD staff recommends that the lead agency provide these kinds of 
services onsite in order to reduce the amount of trucking activity (with its associated emissions) 
outside of the project site.   

 

                                                 
2 Good Neighbor Guidelines for Siting New and/or Modified Warehouse/Distribution Facilities 
Available here: http://www.wrcog.cog.ca.us/downloads/Good+Neighbor+Policies+Final-091205.pdf  

http://www.wrcog.cog.ca.us/downloads/Good+Neighbor+Policies+Final-091205.pdf
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Regional Group of the San Gorgonio Chapter serving Moreno Valley 
 
 

 
 
 

John Terell        March 26, 2012 
City of Moreno Valley 
14177 Frederick Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 
 
Dear Mr. Terell: 
 
Re:  Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Logistic Center (WLC) 
 
The Sierra Club appreciates this opportunity to comment on this NOP.  We have several 
concerns and questions we want addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), 
but probably most of our concerns are about Global Warming, Climate Change, Greenhouse Gas 
Pollution and Air Pollutant emissions. These concerns can be read below and we expect this 
project to do everything possible to eliminate and mitigate these problems in our non-attainment 
area. 
 
During attendance at the NOP meeting, the Sierra Club realized that more needed to be done.  
The Skechers NOP meeting also had more than 30 in attendance, and this project is just as 
divisive.  You had less than a dozen NOP handouts.  When you were notified that significantly 
more were needed, they were not forthcoming.  Therefore, at least 80% of those in attendance 
did not have what little information you provided during the meeting.  Arriving early, I was able 
to obtain one of the few documents, and on the backside of the cover page, it reads “at this 
meeting, agencies, organizations, and members of the public will be provided a brief presentation 
on the project and will be able to review the proposed project …”  Most people were not able to 
review the project, and I would be surprised if all had access to a computer or even know the 
NOP document was available somewhere online. 
 
Environmental justice requires informed “public participation.”  What is described above does 
not qualify.  Moreno Valley’s population is more than 54% persons of Latino/Hispanic origin, 
according to the 2010 census.  How can you truly have public participation without all 
documents related to the World Logistic Center (WLC) available in both English and Spanish?  
The same is true for all meetings.  There must be enough headsets and interpreters for everyone 
to know what is said  by everyone else at all meetings related to the WLC.  In the Kettleman City 
case, the California Superior Court ruled that “meaningful involvement in the CEQA process 
was effectively precluded by the absence of Spanish translations.” 
 
The Sierra Club strongly recommends that you begin the NOP process anew because the City’s 
failure to translate crucial documents and meetings has effectively excluded many residents from 
exercising their statutory right to participate in the decision-making process.  The Sierra Club 
also expects all documents related to the WLC to avoid highly technical language and to make 
them comprehensible to the average Moreno Valley resident. 
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The Sierra Club also believes the NOP document provided to the public did not provide enough 
information and was misleading.  The information does not “provide sufficient information 
describing the project and the potential environmental effects to enable responsible agencies to 
make a meaningful response. At a minimum, the information shall include:  (c) Probable 
environmental effects of the project.”  (CA Code of Regulation EIR Process Section 15082) 
 
The NOP the City provided does not address potential environmental impacts or even an easily 
understood location and number of homes that will be impacted.  Your map of open space is 
misleading.  The maps on Pages 5 and 6, as well as Page 7, give the impression that existing 
Department of Fish and Game (DFG) lands, as well as those of San Diego Gas & Electric, are 
part of the project and, therefore, the project description is not accurate for NOP commenters.  
Those DFG lands are part of the San Jacinto Wildlife Area (SJWA), which is a cornerstone of 
the Riverside County Multi-Species Plan, and the NOP fails to mention any potential 
environmental impacts to these significant lands for the NOP commenters.  Potential impacts to 
our two-lane SR 60 should have been mentioned, similar to the concerns expressed by the 
executive director of the Southern California Association of Governments:  “ ‘You are talking 
about a huge amount of warehousing, and you don’t have the infrastructure to support that,’ 
Ikhrata said.” (Press-Enterprise, 3-10-2012) 
 
For all of the above reasons, the Sierra Club strongly believes that the WLC NOP process needs 
to be improved, then recirculated to all agencies and organizations, as well as to members of the 
public.  We also believe that for such a large and regionally significant project that all interested 
parties need more than 30 days. 
 
The WLC is displacing – not replacing – 7,300 to 7,800 housing units that were part of the 20-
year-old un-built Moreno Highlands project and are still shown on the Moreno Valley General 
Plan as part of our fair share of the region’s housing stock.  The DEIR and any General Plan 
amendments for the project must show the alternative placement for these houses in Moreno 
Valley.  The DEIR must include these displaced units in the air quality and traffic analyses as 
well as all other impacts analyzed, or the document will be inadequate. 
 
The analysis of the WLC’s impacts to SR 60 must go well beyond the city limits of Moreno 
Valley.  They must include the interchanges with the I-10, I-215, and SR 91, as well as all of SR 
60 between those locations.  The DEIR must show where all bottlenecks exist along SR 60, such 
as that at the I-215 interchange and west of the SR 60/SR 91/I-215 interchange to the Santa Ana 
River, as well as the SR 60 east of Redlands Blvd. to the city of Banning.  The DEIR must list all 
of the physical impediments to the widening of SR 60 to its ultimate width between the Santa 
Ana River and the city of Banning, as well as indicating which ones will not be eliminated as 
impediments within 5, 10 and 15 years, or the traffic analysis will be inadequate.  The Level of 
Service needs to be shown at each of the impediments during the years listed above, as well as at 
the WLC’s build-out.  What will be the background traffic during each of the above calculations? 
 
The DEIR must have a traffic analysis of Moreno Valley’s city streets and, probably, those of 
neighboring cities where there is a blockage on SR 60 at any point between the Santa Ana River 
and the city of Banning.  The traffic analysis needs to show what happens at each off-ramp/city 
streets between these two points where a semi-truck caused a freeway-closing accident, or the 
DEIR will be inadequate.  Gilman Springs Road is a two-lane death trap.  What improvements 
will be made to this road to make it safer?  Redlands Blvd and the San Timoteo Canyon roads 
are no better.  Since these dangerous roadways are the alternative routes when SR 60 is closed in 
the Badlands, what will be done to more safely allow the many thousands of trucks the WLC will 
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attract to use these winding two-lane roads that are popular with commuters.  Since the majority 
of warehouses have peak times during the year—such as getting ready for the opening of schools 
and the holiday season—the traffic analysis as well as all others such Air Quality/ Greenhouse 
Gas must show the worst case scenario possible. 
 
The DEIR must include those projects that will add to the cumulative impacts of the WLC. This 
must include not only the projects approved but not yet built, but also those that are in the 
pipeline but not yet approved.  These projects cannot be limited to ones within Moreno Valley 
but must include all those in neighboring communities/lands that will impact the same road 
systems and air quality that the WLC will impact, or the DEIR will be inadequate. 
 
The WLC will have significant impacts to the San Jacinto Wildlife Area (SJWA) and all of its 
wonderful resources.  The DEIR must show what type of buffer the WLC will provide to protect 
the SJWA’s resources.  There are several threatened/endangered species at the SJWA, as well as 
others that fall under the protection of Western Riverside County’s Multi-Species Habitat 
Conservation Plan (MSHCP) – both plants and animals.  The toxic diesel emissions will float 
above the SJWA and settle on the habitat, plants, animals and ponds.  The DEIR will be 
inadequate if it does not explain the impacts of these toxic emissions on the habitat, plants, 
animals and water resources of the SJWA, private hunting clubs, and the Lake Perris SRA over 
at least a ten-year period.  Because environmental stresses impact each species in a different 
way, the DEIR must explain how toxic diesel emissions and other environmental stressors such 
as light and noise impact each of the species covered by the MSHCP as well as the Stephens 
Kangaroo Rat, on the SJWA, private hunting club lands, and the Lake Perris SRA over at least a 
ten-year period.  How will public and private hunting resources be impacted by the toxic diesel 
emissions, run-off, lights and noise? 
 
The DEIR must show all county and city trails within five miles of the WLC and how the project 
will facilitate their interconnection as well as where it will cause a breakage in the trail system.  
How will the project accommodate public transit and make sure the proper decision makers 
provide it for this area of the city?   This is a major requirement to gain points under LEED 
certification, and the WLC must make sure that the workers have easy access to this form of 
transportation.  Bike trails also need to be totally integrated into the WLC’s Specific Plan.  They 
should be Class 1 bike paths to protect the riders from the 18-wheelers.  They should also be 
integrated into any regional plans as well as a slowly improving City plan. 
 
Since building near sensitive receptors is considered unacceptable because of the toxic diesel 
emissions, the DEIR must analyze the health impacts on the well-being of warehouse workers 
within the WLC Specific Plan. 
 
The DEIR needs to show how building all warehouses to each level of LEED certification  
(certified through Platinum) reduces both the short-term and long-term environmental impacts of 
the project. The DEIR also needs to give a definition of  “modern high-cube logistics facilities” 
to be used throughout the Specific Plan.  When you explain or show the number of acres set 
aside for jobs on behalf of Moreno Valley residents, you must include our fair share of the March 
Inland Port acres or your data will not be valid.  Any economic analysis must include the efforts 
which “are underway to establish mega-warehouse complexes off Interstate 15 in the Adelanto 
and Barstow areas in San Bernardino County.” (Press-Enterprise 3-10-12)  The cost of 
improving the infrastructure to an acceptable Level of Service for the public needs to be factored 
into the same economic analysis.  “ A new railroad spur might have to be built, or Highway 60 
could need a new lane in each direction on the 17-mile stretch between Interstate 215 in 
Riverside and the I-10 in Beaumont, Ikhrata said” (Press-Enterprise 3-10-12) The viability of the 
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WLC being built needs to analyzed in light of the Panama Canal being widened to allow the 
shipping of goods directly to the eastern portions of the United States.  To combat this, most 
West Coast ports have banded together with Western railroads to eliminate thousands of trucks 
from the local goods movement.  The Jobs 1st Alliance fears that the ports of Los Angeles and 
Long Beach could lose as many as 100,000 jobs when the Panama Canal overhaul allows much 
larger ships to bypass California.  “ ‘Worst case, there could be a 25% diversion from the Los 
Angeles-Long Beach,’ said Paul Bingham, the group’s chief economist. ‘That’s upwards of 3 
million cargo containers.  That’s a lot of dockworkers who don’t get work, truckers with less to 
haul and trains that don’t run.’ ” (Los Angeles Times 12-28-2011)   The economic analysis must 
address the above concerns and how they could easily impact the short-term as well as long-term 
viability of this project.  The Sierra Club will also expect to hear these real concerns addressed 
during presentations on the WLC. 
 
What are your plans for the homes the WLC has decided to include within their Specific Plan? 
The Sierra Club believes transitional uses need to be near these and other nearby homes.  If the 
your plan does not show these transitional uses, are we to assume that the City will use eminent 
domain to acquire lands from unwilling sellers?  Will the City use eminent domain in connection 
with the WLC?  Many of these same homes have great views, and their owners need to be able to 
tell from the DEIR if those views will remain after the build out of the WLC. 
 
With 45-50 million square feet of warehousing in the immediate area, will there be a truck stop 
planned within the WLC Specific Plan?  The social and environmental impacts of a potential 
truck stop must be analyzed in this DEIR and not later as some planned after-thought. 
 
The DEIR must show how toxic runoff from the project will be handled.  The document must 
first identify what toxic runoff will be expected from 41,600,000 square feet of warehouses and 
quantify it.  The project’s lands divide the flow of water with some heading eastward and some 
within the Specific Plan heading westward.  The DEIR needs to explain the problems presented 
by this as well as the solution.  The project needs to show how it plans to deal with the 
significant flooding in the area and what will happen to those waters.  There are places where the 
ground water is quite shallow and the DEIR needs to show how these large buildings will deal 
with this problem.  The reliance of our area on ground water is becoming more and more 
evident.  What will the project do to avoid decreasing the amount of ground water these acres 
within the Specific Plan area presently provide?  The DEIR needs to explain the net decrease of 
ground water as a result of the WLC.  The Sierra Club expects you to have proof that there will 
be at least a 20-year supply of water -- after build-out -- without impacting the San Jacinto 
Wildlife Area. 
 
Your NOP should have mentioned that the consumption of electricity by all these warehouses 
“would generate air pollutant emissions.”  During the “Forum” the word “green” was used again 
and again to describe the WLC.  The Sierra Club expects all buildings WLC buildings to match 
or exceed the Gold LEED certification recently agreed to by the Alessandro Business Center 
warehouse in the City of Riverside.  Through the installation of solar panels and other LEED 
ideas, you could avoid generating air pollutants with the electricity you consume.  The DEIR 
must also explain what other aspects of the project will be “green” and if they are going to be 
required or just included to the “greatest extend possible,” which mean very little.  Agreeing to 
require that at least 90% of your off-road construction equipment meet Tier III standards would 
also significantly help our non-attainment city and county.  Continuing to pave over prime 
agricultural lands as well as those of local and state importance must be mitigated.  Having 
locally grown products also cuts down on the climate change problems mentioned above and 
below.  As you know, a developer recently donated $100,000 to the Riverside Land Conservancy 
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to help mitigate for the loss of agricultural lands.  Please consider how your project will seriously 
mitigate your impacts to agriculture and to raptor foraging.  This valley is world renowned for 
having more than 20 species of raptors.  
 
You should also make sure your parking provides ample reserved spaces for several form of cars 
using alternative fuels.  The parking areas also need to be made of porous material to help with 
ground water recharge and to lessen run off. 
 
Since some of Moreno Valley’s designated truck routes pass by schools and their playgrounds, 
the Sierra Club expects the NOP to explain what requirements will be placed on the tenants as 
well as the truckers who will deliver/pickup products for your warehouse to avoid this very toxic 
situation. How will the WLC increase the toxic level of any school within 1,500 feet of 
designated truck routes within our City? The project’s distance from homes needs to be easily 
understood as well as all the paths trucks could take to the warehouse.  How will you protect the 
workers from breathing toxic diesel emissions throughout their workday?  What equipment, 
including gardening equipment, will you make sure is electric instead of diesel or gasoline in 
order to lessen pollution and better protect the workers?  The DEIR needs to explain how noise 
barriers used during the construction and use of the warehouse could lessen impacts identified in 
the Initial Study. Impacts to our local streets as well as our very crowded freeways need to be 
explained so the average citizen will understand.  The DEIR -- not just appendices -- needs to 
show the length of trips and the routes the diesel trucks will be taking when driving to and from 
the warehouse.  We need to know the maximum number of trucks that will use these warehouses 
each workday and not just after the first year, but when the warehouse is being used to its 
maximum capacity.   
 
The land should not be disked for at least six months prior to doing the Burrowing Owl survey. 
Otherwise many will believe you are just making it difficult on this special animal as well as 
making it more likely that it will be listed as endangered. The Sierra Club believes the DEIR will 
be inadequate unless our concerns and issues found throughout this letter are thoroughly 
addressed within the DEIR document. 
 
I. THE DEIR MUST ADEQUATELY ADDRESS THE IMPACTS OF GLOBAL 
WARMING AND CLIMATE CHANGE 
As a potential significant impact, the Draft EIR must thoroughly evaluate alternatives and 
mitigation measures that would reduce the Project’s greenhouse gas emissions. Curbing 
greenhouse gas emissions to limit the effects of climate change is one of the most urgent 
challenges of our time. Fortunately, the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”), Cal. 
Pub. Res. Code §§ 21000 et seq., 14 Cal. Code Regs. § 15000 et seq. (“Guidelines”), set forth a 
clear and mandatory process to address the Project’s greenhouse gas and global warming 
impacts. This letter sets forth how this analysis should be completed. 
 
A. THE DEIR MUST ADEQUATELY SET FORTH THE THREAT OF 
GREENHOUSE GAS POLLUTION AND GLOBAL WARMING 
The DEIR should discuss the grave threats posed by global warming to California and the 
world. Current scientific consensus on climate change has now determined that the link between 
greenhouse gas emissions and global warming is highly certain. In California, elected leaders, 
through Executive Order S-03-05 and the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB 
32), have also squarely linked greenhouse gases with global warming. 
In order to conform to CEQA’s informational mandates and properly inform the public 
and decision makers of the significance of the Project’s contribution to greenhouse gases, the 
DEIR must first adequately discuss the threat posed by greenhouse gas emissions and avoid 
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minimizing or discounting the severity of global warming’s impacts. See Guidelines § 15151. 
See, e.g., Laurel Heights Improvement Ass’n v. Regents of Univ. of Cal. (“Laurel Heights I”), 47 
Cal.3d 376, 392 (1988) (EIR is intended “to demonstrate to an apprehensive citizenry that the 
agency has, in fact, analyzed and considered the ecological implications of its action.”); 
Guidelines § 15151 (requiring an EIR be detailed, complete, and reflect a good faith effort at full 
disclosure). A discussion of global warming impacts need not be lengthy, but should, at a 
minimum, convey the magnitude of the threat posed by global warming to humans and the 
environment. For the City’s convenience, a scientific background on global warming and the 
specific threats posed to California is provided below. 
 
i. Scientific Background on Climate Change 
There is no longer credible scientific dispute that the climate is warming. In its most 
recent assessment, the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (“IPCC”) concluded that 
“[w]arming of the climate is unequivocal, as is now evident from observations of increases in 
global average air and ocean temperatures, widespread melting snow and ice, and rising mean 
sea level.” (IPCC 2007a). Expressed as a global average, surface temperatures have increased by 
about 0.74°C over the last hundred years, with 11 of the 12 warmest years on record having 
occurred in the past 12 years (IPCC 2007a). In September 2007, Arctic sea ice plummeted to a 
record-low level not anticipated by most climate models until 2050, leading scientists to predict 
that the Arctic could be ice-free in summer by 2030 (National Snow & Ice Data Center 2007).1 

Other observed consequences of the warming climate include sea level rise, increased frequency 
of droughts, floods, and heat waves and substantial increases in the duration and intensity of 
hurricanes (IPCC 2007a). 
The IPCC now states with “very high confidence” that most of the warming observed 
over the past 50 years is the result of human generation of greenhouse gases, including carbon 
dioxide, methane, and nitrous oxide2 (IPCC 2007a). The rapid warming observed since the 
1970s has occurred in a period when the increase in greenhouse gases has dominated over all 
other factors (IPCC 2007a). The largest known contribution to global warming is from carbon 
dioxide (IPCC 2007a). Fossil fuel combustion is responsible for more than 75% of human caused 
carbon dioxide emissions with the remainder due to land-use change (primarily 
deforestation) (IPCC 2007a). The global atmospheric concentration of carbon dioxide has 
increased from a pre-industrial value of about 280 parts per million (ppm) to 379 ppm in 2005, a 
level that has not been exceeded during the past 650,000 years (during which carbon dioxide 
concentrations remained between 180 and 300 ppm). (IPCC 2007a; Canadell et al. 2007). In 
2006, carbon dioxide concentrations reached a new high of 381.2 ppm (World Metrological 
Organization 2007). As greenhouse gas concentrations increase, more heat reflected from the 
earth’s surface is absorbed by these greenhouse gases and radiated back into the atmosphere and 
to the earth’s surface.3 Consequently, the higher the level of greenhouse gas concentrations, the 
larger the degree of warming experienced. 
At current growth rates and continued reliance on fossil fuels, atmospheric concentrations 
of carbon dioxide would likely exceed 1,000 ppm by the end of the century, resulting in an 

                                                 
1 Based on the startling loss of sea ice in 2007, some scientists have predicted that “the Artic Ocean could be nearly 
ice-free at the end of the summer by 2012.” Seth Borenstein, Ominous Arctic Melt Worries Experts, Associated 
Press, Dec. 11, 2007. 
2 IPCC, 2007: Summary for Policymakers, in CLIMATE CHANGE 2007: THE PHYSICAL SCIENCE BASIS, 
CONTRIBUTION OF WORKING GROUP I TO THE FOURTH ASSESSMENT REPORT OF THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL PANEL 
ON CLIMATE CHANGE at 4 (Susan Solomon et al. eds., Cambridge Univ. Press 2007) at 2-3. “Very high confidence” 
is defined at “at least a 9 out of 10 chance of being correct.” Id. at 3 n.7. 
3 Greenhouse gases have a warming effect because, when solar radiation is reflected by the earth, greenhouse gases 
capture this thermal radiation and reradiate it back to earth, much like the effect of a common garden greenhouse 
resulting in the “greenhouse effect.” 
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average global temperature increase of more than 5°C (United Nations Foundation & Sigma XI 
2007). This is equivalent to the change in temperature since the last ice age – an era in which 
Europe and North America was under more than one kilometer of ice (United Nations 
Foundation & Sigma XI 2007). The growing consensus among climate scientists is that the 
threshold for dangerous climate change, whereupon a potential “tipping point” is reached and 
ecological changes become dramatically more rapid and out of control, is estimated at a 
temperature increase of around 2°C from pre-industrial levels, or an atmospheric concentration 
of carbon dioxide of approximately 450 ppm (United Nations Foundation & Sigma XI 2007; 
IPCC 2007c). In 2006, Dr. James E. Hansen, Director of the NASA Goddard Institute for Space 
Studies, and NASA’s top climate scientist, stated: “In my opinion there is no significant doubt 
(probability > 99%) that . . . additional global warming of 2° C would push the earth beyond the 
tipping point and cause dramatic climate impacts including eventual sea level rise of at least 
several meters, extermination of a substantial fraction of the animal and plant species on the 
planet, and major regional climate disruptions” (Hansen et al. 2006). More recently however, 
given the recent unpredicted and extreme rate of loss of arctic ice observed in 2007, Dr. Hansen 
concluded that “the safe upper limit for atmospheric CO2 is no more than 350 ppm” (McKibben 
2007). Moreover, according to Hansen, just 10 more years of “business-as-usual” global 
emissions will make it difficult, if not impossible, to keep atmospheric concentrations of 
greenhouse gases at levels necessary to avoid a temperature increase above 2°C (Hansen et al. 
2007). 
Keeping the climate within the 2°C threshold requires significant reductions in the 
world’s greenhouse gas emissions. To reach this objective, it is estimated that developed 
countries would have to target an emissions peak between 2012 and 2015, with 30 percent cuts 
by 2020 and 80 percent cuts from 1990 levels by 2050 (United Nations Foundation & Sigma XI 
2007). In recognition of need for immediate action, California has committed itself though 
Executive Order S-3-05 and the California Global to reduce the state’s emissions to 1990 levels 
by 2020 and by 80% reductions from 1990 levels by 2050. Ca. Health & Safety Code § 38550; 
Cal. Executive Order S-3-05 (2005). 
The costs of taking no action to reduce greenhouse gas emissions far outweigh the costs 
of stabilizing emissions. The Stern Review of the Economics of Climate Change, a 
comprehensive report commissioned by the British government, recently concluded that 
allowing current emissions trajectories to continue unabated would eventually cost the global 
economy between 5 to 20 percent of GDP each year within a decade, or up to $7 trillion, and 
warned that these figures should be considered conservative estimates (Stern 2006). By contrast, 
measures to mitigate global warming by reducing emissions were estimated to cost about one 
percent of global GDP each year, and could save the world up to $2.5 trillion per year (Stern 
2006). The Stern Report determined that if no action is taken to control greenhouse gas 
emissions, each ton of CO2 emitted causes damage worth at least $85 (Stern 2006). 
 
ii. Impacts to California from Global Warming 
Climate change poses enormous risks to California. Scientific literature on the impact of 
greenhouse gas emissions on California is well developed.4 The California Climate Change 
Center (“CCCC”) has evaluated the present and future impacts of climate change to California 
and the project area in research sponsored by the California Energy Commission and the 
California Environmental Protection Agency (Cayan et al. 2007). The severity of the impacts 
facing California is directly tied to atmospheric concentrations of greenhouse gases (Cayan et al. 
2007; Hayhoe et al. 2004). According to the CCCC aggressive action to cut greenhouse gas 
emissions today can limit impacts, such as loss of the Sierra snow pack to 30%, while a 
businessas-usual approach could result in as much as a 90% loss of the snowpack by the end of  
                                                 
4 Additional reports issued by California agencies are available at http://www.climatechange.ca.gov, and IPCC 
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the century. As aptly noted in a report commissioned by the California EPA: 
Because most global warming emissions remain in the atmosphere for decades or 
centuries, the choices we make today will greatly influence the climate our children and 
grandchildren inherit. The quality of life they experience will depend on if and how 
rapidly California and the rest of the world reduce greenhouse gas emissions (Cayan et al. 
2007). 
Some of the types of impacts to California and estimated ranges of severity – in large part 
dependent on the extent to which emissions are reduced – are summarized as follows: 
• A 30 to 90 percent reduction of the Sierra snowpack during the next 100 years, 
including earlier melting and runoff. 
• An increase in water temperatures at least commensurate with the increase in air 
temperatures. 
• A 6 to 30 inch rise in sea level, before increased melt rates from the dynamical 
properties of ice-sheet melting are taken into account. 
• An increase in the intensity of storms, the amount of precipitation and the proportion 
of precipitation as rain versus snow. 
• Profound impacts to ecosystem and species, including changes in the timing of life 
events, shifts in range, and community abundance shifts. Depending on the timing 
and interaction of these impacts, they can be catastrophic. 
• A 200 to 400 percent increase in the number of heat wave days in major urban 
centers. 
• An increase in the number of days meteorologically conducive to ozone (O3) 
formation. 
• A 55 percent increase in the expected risk of wildfires (Cayan et al. 2007). 
By providing details as to the ranges of proposed impacts, and indicating that the higher-range of 
impact estimates are projected if greenhouse gas emissions continue to increase under a 
“business as usual” scenario, decision-makers and the public will be better informed of the 
magnitude of the climate crisis and the urgency with which it must be addressed. 
Finally, the DEIR should also include a brief discussion of other laws to address climate 
change, including California’s mandate to reduce emissions to 1990 levels by 2020 and goal of 
further reducing emissions to 80% below 1990 levels by 2050. Achievement of state mandated 
emissions reductions will be severely impeded if agencies across the state continue to approve 
new projects without incorporating measures to reduce the added emissions created by these. 
 
B. The EIR the Project Must Include an Inventory and Analysis of the Project’s 
Projected Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
The first step in determining a project’s greenhouse gas pollution impact is to complete a 
full inventory of all emissions sources. In conducting such an inventory, all phases of the 
proposed project must be considered. See 14 Cal. Code Regs. § 15126. A basic requirement of 
CEQA is that “[a]n EIR should be prepared with a sufficient degree of analysis to provide 
decision-makers with information which enables them to make a decision which intelligently 
takes account of environmental consequences.” 14 Cal. Code Regs. § 15151. The greenhouse 
gas inventory for a project must include a complete analysis of all of a project’s substantial 
sources of greenhouse gas emissions, from building materials and construction emissions to 
operational energy use, vehicle trips, water supply and waste disposal. 
A greenhouse gas inventory for the project must include the project’s direct and indirect 
greenhouse gas emissions. See 14 Cal. Code Regs § 15358(a)(1) (Indirect or secondary effects 
may include effects related to induced changes in the pattern of land use, population density, or 
growth rate, and related effects on air and water and other natural systems, including 
ecosystems.). Consequently, a complete inventory of a project’s emissions should include, at 
minimum, an estimate of emissions from the following: 
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• Fugitive emissions of greenhouses gases, such as methane, from the proposed 
project; 
• Emissions during construction from vehicles and machinery; 
• Manufacturing and transport of building materials; 
• Electricity generation and transmission for the heating, cooling, lighting, and 
other energy demands of the project; 
• Water supply and transportation to the project; 
• Vehicle trips and transportation emissions generated by the project; 
• Wastewater and solid waste storage or disposal, including transport where 
applicable; and 
• Outsourced activities and contracting. 
Methodologies are readily available to inventory the emissions from the proposed project. 
In its recent white paper, CEQA & Climate Change, Evaluating and Addressing Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions from Projects Subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (Jan. 2008), the 
California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) set forth methodologies for 
analyzing greenhouse gas pollution (CAPCOA 2008) The California Office of Planning and 
Research (“OPR”) has also released technical guidance on the preferred approach for analyzing 
greenhouse gas emissions and climate change entitled “Technical Advisory, CEQA and Climate 
Change: Addressing Climate Change through California Environmental Quality Act Review” 
(California OPR 2008). OPR also provides references to methodologies to quantify greenhouse 
gas emissions. In addition to the methodologies set forth by CAPCOA and OPR, ICLEI’s Clean 
Air/Climate Protection (CACP) software allows cities to calculate emissions reductions, track 
and quantify emission outputs, and develop emissions scenarios to inform the planning process.5 

As noted in the ICLEI Climate Action Handbook, “Expertise in climate science is not necessary” 
to conduct an emissions inventory and compare this inventory against a forecast year (ICLEI). 
“A wide range of government staff members, from public works to environment and facilities 
departments, can conduct an inventory” (ICLEI). ICLEI also provides technical assistance and 
training to local government using the CACP software. It is incumbent on the City to “disclose 
all it can” about project impacts and educate itself on methodologies that are available to 
measure project emissions. Berkeley Keep Jets Over the Bay Comm. v. Board of Port Comm’rs 
(“Berkeley Jets”), 91 Cal. App. 4th 1344, 1370 (2001). 
As with any other project under CEQA, the baseline used for analyzing the impacts of a 
project is the existing on the ground environmental conditions at the time of the NOP. See 
Environmental Planning & Information Council v. County of El Dorado (EPIC), 131 Cal.App.3d 
350, 355 (1982) (effect of general plan amendment must be compared against actual 
environment, not assumptions in existing general plan). Accordingly, the DEIR should compare 
emissions from existing conditions with those that would result from the development of the 
project, as well as those that would occur under any proposed alternative scenarios. Because the 
Project envisions development over a long period, the EIR should also provide data on the 
trajectory for emissions in the planned community and under each proposed alternative in five-
year increments. 
Without a complete inventory, the DEIR cannot adequately inform the public and 
decision-makers about the Project’s impacts. Similarly, without a complete inventory and 
analysis of greenhouse gas emissions that will result from the project, there is simply no way that 
The EIR can then adequately discuss alternatives, avoidance, and mitigation measures to reduce 
                                                 
5 ICELI’s Clean Air/Climate Protection software is available at http://www.cacpsoftware.org/ ICLEI-Local 
Governments for Sustainability is an international association of more than 650 local governments. Cities, counties, 
towns and villages around the world are members of ICLEI. ICLEI's mission is to improve the global environment 
through local action. On the issue of global warming, for example, ICLEI provides resources, tools, peer 
networking, best practices, and technical assistance to help local governments measure and reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions in their communities. 
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those impacts. 
 
C. THE EIR MUST ADDRESS THE IMPACT GLOBAL WARMING WILL HAVE 
ON THE PROJECT 
California’s temperatures are expected to rise “dramatically” over the course of this 
century (Cayan 2007). These factors will impact the planned project, as well as exacerbate its 
own environmental impacts. 
The rise in temperatures resulting from global warming will create a more conducive 
environment for air pollution formation (Cayan 2007). This will intensify the adverse effects the 
proposed project will already have on air quality in the project area and threaten residents’ health 
(Cayan 2007). 
Significantly for the state, as well as the project area, is global warming’s impact on 
water supply. The IPCC specifically identified the American West as vulnerable, warning, 
“Projected warming in the western mountains by the mid-21st century is very likely to cause 
large decreases in snowpack, earlier snow melt, more winter rain events, increased peak winter 
flows and flooding, and reduced summer flows” (IPCC 2007b). Recently, researches found that 
an increase in atmospheric greenhouse gases has contributed to a “coming crisis in water supply 
for the western United States” (Barnett 2008). Using several climate models and comparing the 
results, the researches found that “warmer temperatures accompany” decreases in snow pack and 
precipitation and the timing of runoff, impacting river flow and water levels (Barnett 2008). 
These researchers concluded with high confidence that up to 60 percent of the “climate related 
trends of river flow, winter air temperature and snow pack between 1950-1999” are human- 
induced. 
(Barnett 2008). This, the researchers wrote, is “not good news for those living in the 
western United States” (Barnett 2008). 
The California Center on Climate Change has also recognized the problem global 
warming presents to the state’s water supply and predicts that if greenhouse gas emissions 
continue under the business-as-usual scenario, this snowpack could decline up to 70-90 percent, 
affecting winter recreation, water supply and natural ecosystems (Cayan 2007). Global warming 
will affect snowpack and precipitation levels, and California will face significant impacts, as its 
ecosystems depend upon relatively constant precipitation levels and water resources are already 
under strain (Cayan 2007). The decrease in snowpack in the Sierra Nevada will lead to a 
decrease in California’s already “over-stretched” water supplies (Cayan 2007). It could also 
potentially reduce hydropower and lead to the loss of winter recreation (Cayan 2007). All of this 
means “major changes” in water management and allocation will have to be made (Cayan 2007). 
Thus, global warming may directly affect the City’s ability to supply clean, affordable water to 
the residents, or force the City to change how it will utilize water, and it may also impact other 
activities outside the project area, such as agriculture. 
Scientists indicate that climate change will also exacerbate the problem of flooding by 
increasing the frequency and magnitude of large storms, which in turn will cause an increase in 
the size and frequency of flood events (NRDC 2007). The increasing cost of flood damages and 
potential loss of life will put more pressure on water managers to provide greater flood 
protection (NRDC 2007). At the same time, changing climate conditions (decreased snowpack, 
earlier runoff, larger peak events, etc.) will make predicting and maximizing water supply more 
difficult (NRDC 2007). These changes in hazard risk and water supply availability must be 
considered during environmental review. 
Water quality, in addition to water quantity and timing, will also be impacted. Changes in 
precipitation, flow, and temperature associated with climate change will likely exacerbate water 
quality problems (NRDC 2007). Changes in precipitation affect water quantity, flow rates, and 
flow timing (Gleick 2000). Shifting weather patterns are also jeopardizing water quality and 
quantity in many countries, where groundwater systems are overdrawn (Epstein 2005). 
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Decreased flows can exacerbate the effect of temperature increases, raise the concentration of 
pollutants, increase residence time of pollutants, and heighten salinity levels in arid regions 
(Schindler 1997). 
These are only examples of how global warming will impact the proposed project and 
intensify the environmental impacts the project will already have. It is not an exhaustive list. 
Thus, when assessing the impact of the Project on air quality, water supply, flood hazards, and 
biological resources, the EIR must take into account global warming. To ignore the impact of 
global warming on the Project and the resources impacted by the Project would significantly 
understate Project impacts. 
 
D. THE PROJECT’S GREENHOUSE GAS IMPACTS ARE CLEARLY 
SIGNIFICANT 
The greenhouse gas emissions generated by a project of this size and scope will have a 
clearly significant cumulative impact. An impact is considered significant where its “effects are 
individually limited but cumulatively considerable.” Guidelines § 15065(a)(3). Climate change 
is the classic example of a cumulative effects problem; emissions from numerous sources 
combine to create the most pressing environmental and societal problem of out time. Ctr. for 
Biological Diversity, 508 F.3d 508, 550 (9th Cir. 2007) (“the impact of greenhouse gas emissions 
on climate change is precisely the kind of cumulative impacts analysis that NEPA requires 
agencies to conduct.”); Kings County Farm Bureau v. City of Hanford, 221 Cal. App. 3d 692, 
720 (1990) (“Perhaps the best example [of a cumulative impact] is air pollution, where thousands 
of relatively small sources of pollution cause a serious environmental health problem.”). While a 
particular project’s greenhouse gas emissions represent a fraction of California’s total emissions, 
courts have flatly rejected the notion that the incremental impact of a project is not cumulatively 
considerable because it is so small that it would make only a de minimis contribution to the 
problem as a whole. Communities for a Better Environment v. California Resources Agency. 103 
Cal.App.4th 98, 117 (2002); see also Kings County Farm Bureau, 221 Cal. App. 3d at 720 
(“[p]erhaps the best example of [a cumulative impact] is air pollution, where thousands of 
relatively small sources of pollution cause a serious environmental health problem.”). 
In addition. there is nothing speculative about the fact that higher levels of greenhouse 
gas pollution will lead to greater impacts, which is why the State of California has prioritized 
greenhouse gas pollution reductions under AB 32. Moreover, in the analogous context of the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the Ninth Circuit has already rejected the argument 
that “global warming is too speculative to warrant NEPA analysis.” Ctr. for Biological Diversity 
v. Nat'l Highway Traffic Safety Admin., 508 F.3d at 554. 
In addition, lack of established significance thresholds does not excuse an agency from its 
obligation under CEQA to determine the significance of a Project’s impacts. CEQA routinely 
calls for an agency to evaluate impacts in the absence of thresholds or to exercise its individual 
discretion in determining the significance of an impact. See, e.g., Protect the Historic Amador 
Waterways, 116 Cal. App. 4th at 1111 (agency required to assess potential impact not listed in 
CEQA checklist). The development of significance thresholds is “encouraged” and not a 
prerequisite for an impact analysis. Guidelines § 15064.7. Indeed, as noted in the CAPCOA 
white paper on CEQA and Climate Change, “[t]he absence of a threshold does not in any way 
relieve agencies of their obligations to address GHG emissions from projects under CEQA” 
(CAPCOA 2008). In fact, CEQA may require additional analysis even if a project meets an 
adopted standard, if other evidence indicates the project may nonetheless have a significant 
impact. See Berkeley Keep Jets Over the Bay Committee v. Board of Port Commissioners, 91 
Cal.App.4th 1344, 1380-82 (2001). 
As the lead agency, CEQA requires the City to determine the significance of the Project’s 
emissions with or without established significance thresholds. Guidelines § 15064. CAPCOA 
provides various means by which a lead agency can determine the significance of project 



 12

emissions (CAPCOA 2008). Importantly, a universally adopted methodology is not necessary to 
analyze project impacts. Berkeley Keep Jets, 91 Cal.App.4th at 1370 (“the fact that a single 
methodology does not exist…requires the [respondent] to do the necessary work to educate itself 
about the different methodologies that are available.”). 
“The determination of whether a project may have a significant effect on the environment 
calls for careful judgment on the part of the public agency involved, based to the extent possible 
on scientific and factual data.” Guidelines § 15064(b). Any determination of whether there is a 
fair argument that the project may have a significant impact must include the consideration of the 
California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB 32), wherein the State of California 
recognized that “global warming poses a serious threat to the economic well-being, public 
health, natural resources, and the environment of California” and required that existing levels of 
greenhouse gases be reduced to 1990 levels by 2020. Health & Safety Code §§ 38501(a), 38550. 
Because AB 32 establishes that existing greenhouse gas levels are unacceptable and must be 
substantially reduced within a fixed timeframe, any additional emissions that contribute to 
existing levels frustrate California’s ability to meet its ambitious and critical emissions reduction 
mandate. Ignoring emissions from smaller sources would be neglecting a major portion of the 
greenhouse gas inventory. 
In accordance with the scientific and factual data, the City should adopt a zero 
significance threshold for the Project’s greenhouse gas emissions. As noted by the Ninth Circuit 
in Center for Biological Diversity v. Nat'l Highway Traffic Safety Admin.: 
[W]e cannot afford to ignore even modest contributions to global warming. If global 
warming is the result of the cumulative contributions of myriad sources, any one modest 
in itself, is there not a danger of losing the forest by closing our eyes to the felling of the 
individual trees? 
508 F.3d 508, 550 (9th Cir. 2007). Accordingly, the City must unequivocally consider Project 
emissions to be a potentially significant impact. 
 
E. THE EIR MUST ANALYZE AND ADOPT ALL FEASIBLE MITIGATION 
MEASURES TO REDUCE THE PROJECT’S GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 
In addition to thoroughly evaluating project alternatives, because it is clear that the 
project’s greenhouse gas emissions will cumulatively contribute to global warming, “the EIR 
must propose and describe mitigation measures that will minimize the significant environmental 
effects that the EIR has identified.” Napa Citizens for Honest Gov’t v. Napa County Bd. of 
Supervisors, 91 Cal.App.4th 342, 360 (2001). CEQA requires that agencies “mitigate or avoid 
the significant effects on the environment of projects that it carries out or approves whenever it is 
feasible to do so.” Pub. Res. Code § 21002.1(b). Mitigation of a project’s significant impacts is 
one of the “most important” functions of CEQA. Sierra Club v. Gilroy City Council, 222 
Cal.App.3d 30, 41 (1990). Therefore, it is the “policy of the state that public agencies should not 
approve projects as proposed if there are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures 
which will avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects of such projects.” 
Pub. Res. Code § 21002. Importantly, mitigation measures must be “fully enforceable through 
permit conditions, agreements, or other measures” so “that feasible mitigation measures will 
actually be implemented as a condition of development.” Federation of Hillside & Canyon 
Ass’ns v. City of Los Angeles, 83 Cal.App.4th 1252, 1261 (2000). 
To the extent that the project moves forward as planned, there are many mitigation 
measures the City can consider, as described below. This is not an exhaustive list and the EIR 
should explore these and all other feasible mitigation measures that will reduce the project’s 
greenhouse gas emissions (CAPCOA 2008; California Office of the Attorney General 2008). 
 
i. Land Use Measures Reducing Traffic Flow 
The development plan for the proposed project should incorporate public transit into the 
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project design and should attempt to facilitate the use of public transit. (California Office of the 
Attorney General 2008). Additionally, the EIR should analyze ways of including pedestrian and 
bicycle only streets and plazas within the development and create routes that will allow residents 
to reach the commercial center, schools and parks by public transportation, bicycling and 
walking. 
 
 
 
ii. Land Use and Energy 
The EIR should consider mitigation measures that will ensure the planned community 
will use energy efficiently and conservatively. In doing so, it should analyze incorporating 
“green building” in the development. Green buildings are those buildings that lower energy 
consumption, use renewable energy, conserve water, harness natural light and ventilation, use 
environmentally friendly materials and minimize waste (Commission for Environmental 
Cooperation 2008). 
Buildings create environmental impacts throughout their lifecycle, from the construction 
phase to their actual use to their eventual destruction (Commission for Environmental 
Cooperation 2008). In the United States, buildings account for 40 percent of total energy use, 68 
percent of total electricity consumption, and 60 percent of total non-industrial waste 
(Commission for Environmental Cooperation 2008). Buildings also significantly contribute to 
the release of greenhouse gases. In the U.S. they account for 38 percent of total carbon dioxide 
emissions (Commission for Environmental Cooperation 2008). More specifically, residential 
buildings cause up to 1,210 megatons of carbon dioxide, while commercial building create 
approximately 1,020 megatons (Commission for Environmental Cooperation 2008). This is 
because buildings require a lot of energy for their day to day operations. Most of the coal-fired 
power plants – one of the biggest sources of greenhouse gas emissions – slated for development 
in the United States will supply buildings with the energy they need. In fact, 76 percent of the 
energy these plants produce will go to operating buildings in the U.S. (Commission for 
Environmental Cooperation 2008). 
Using green building techniques, however, can substantially reduce buildings’ influence 
in increasing greenhouse gas emissions. Green buildings help reduce the amount of energy used 
to light, heat, cool and operate buildings and substitute carbon-based energy sources with 
alternatives that do not result in greenhouse gas emissions (Commission for Environmental 
Cooperation 2008). Currently green buildings can reduce energy by 30 percent or more and 
carbon emissions by 35 percent. (Commission for Environmental Cooperation 2008). The 
technologies available for green building are already in wide-use and include “passive solar 
design, high-efficiency lighting and appliances, highly efficient ventilation and cooling systems, 
solar water heaters, insulation materials and techniques, high-reflectivity building materials and 
multiple glazing (IPCC 2007c). Additionally, the U.S. Green Building Council (USGBC), a 
private, nonprofit corporation, has established a nationwide green building rating system, called 
Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (“LEED”). The LEED standard supports and 
certifies successful green building design, construction and operations. It is one of the most 
widely used and recognized systems, and to obtain LEED certification from the USGBC, project 
architects must verify in writing that design elements meet established LEED goals. 
Specific mitigation for the greenhouse gas emissions generated by the Project’s energy 
consumption include, but are not limited to: 
• Analyzing and incorporating the U.S. Green Building Council’s LEED (Leadership in 
Energy and Environmental Design) or comparable standards for energy efficient building during 
pre-design, design, construction, operations and management. 
• Designing buildings for passive heating and cooling, and natural light, including building 
orientation, proper orientation and placement of windows, overhangs, skylights, etc.; 



 14

• Designing buildings for maximum energy efficiency including the maximum possible 
insulation, use of compact florescent or other low-energy lighting, use of energy efficient 
appliances, etc. 
• Reducing the use of pavement and impermeable surfaces; 
• Requiring water re-use systems; 
• Installing light emitting diodes (LEDs) for traffic, street and other outdoor lighting 
• Limiting the hours of operation of outdoor lighting 
• Maximizing water conservation measures in buildings and landscaping, using droughttolerant 
plants in lieu of turf, planting shade trees; 
• Ensure that the Project is fully served by full recycling and composting services; 
• Ensure that the Project’s wastewater and solid waste will be treated in facilities where 
greenhouse gas emissions are minimized and captured. 
• Installing the maximum possible photovoltaic array on the building roofs and/or on the 
project site to generate all of the electricity required by the Project, and utilizing wind 
energy to the extent necessary and feasible; 
• Installing solar water heating systems to generate all of the Project’s hot water 
requirements; 
• Installing solar or wind powered electric vehicle and plug-in hybrid vehicle charging 
stations to reduce emissions from vehicle trips. 
 
iii. Mitigation Related to Project Construction 
• Utilize recycled, low-carbon, and otherwise climate-friendly building materials such as 
salvaged and recycled-content materials for building, hard surfaces, and non-plant 
landscaping materials; 
• Minimize, reuse, and recycle construction-related waste; 
• Minimize grading, earth-moving, and other energy-intensive construction practices; 
• Landscape to preserve natural vegetation and maintain watershed integrity; 
• Utilize alternative fuels in construction equipment and require construction equipment to 
utilize the best available technology to reduce emissions. 
iv. Transportation Mitigation Measures 
• Encourage and promote ride sharing programs through such methods as a specific 
percentage of parking spaces for ride sharing vehicles; 
• Create a car sharing program within the planned community; 
• Create a light vehicle network, such as a neighborhood electric vehicle (NEV) system; 
• Provide necessary facilities and infrastructure to encourage residents to use low or zero-
emission 
vehicles, for example, by developing electric vehicle charging facilities and 
conveniently located alternative fueling stations; 
• Provide a shuttle service to public transit within and beyond the planned community;• 

Incorporate bicycle lanes and routes into the planned community’s street systems. 
 
v. Carbon Offsets 
After all measures have been implemented to reduce emissions in the first instance, 
remaining emissions that cannot be eliminated may be mitigated through offsets. Care should be 
taken to ensure that offsets purchased are real (additional), permanent, and verified, and all 
aspects of the offsets should be discussed in the EIR. As demonstrated by the Office of the 
Attorney General offsets are a feasible CEQA mitigation measures6 once all feasible mitigation 

                                                 
6 The California Attorney General’s Office has adopted CEQA settlements calling for the auditing, reduction, and 
offsetting of greenhouse gas emissions related with a Project demonstrating that offsets are a feasible way to reduce 
a Project’s negative environmental effects on global warming. See 
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measures have been adopted to reduce the Project’s carbon footprint and produce energy using 
renewable sources. 
 
II. THE EIR MUST CONSIDER A REASONABLE RANGE OF ALTERNATIVES 
The EIR must consider a meaningful analysis of reasonable alternatives to the Project in 
order to lessen or avoid the Project’s significant impacts. CEQA mandates that significant 
environmental damage be avoided or substantially lessened where feasible. Pub. Res. Code § 
21002; Guidelines §§ 15002(a)(3), 15021(a)(2), 15126(d). A rigorous analysis of reasonable 
alternatives to the project must be provided to comply with this strict mandate. “Without 
meaningful analysis of alternatives in the EIR, neither courts nor the public can fulfill their 
proper roles in the CEQA process.” Laurel Heights Improvement Ass’n v. Regents of University 
of California, 47 Cal.3d 376, 404 (1988). Moreover, “[a] potential alternative should not be 
excluded from consideration merely because it ‘would impede to some degree the attainment of 
the project objectives, or would be more costly” even when that alternative includes Project 
development on an alternative site. Save Round Valley Alliance v. County of Inyo, 157 Cal. App. 
4th 1437, 1456-57 (2007) (quotations omitted).  In analyzing the no-project alternative, the EIR 
must discuss the need for this project and whether the uses that would potentially utilize the 
Project can be accommodated in existing areas. As CAPCOA states in its white paper, one way 
local governments can avoid significant increases in greenhouse gas emissions and help solve the 
problem of global warming is to “facilitate more efficient and economic use of the lands” already 
developed within the community (CAPCOA 2008). Reinvesting in existing communities is 
“appreciably” more efficient than new development and may even result in a net reduction of 
greenhouse gases (CAPCOA 2008). The EIR should consider an alternative that relies more on 
higher-density mixed commercial/residential development projects on existing disturbed lands in 
order to support the reduction of vehicle trips, promote alternatives to individual vehicle travel, 
and encourage efficient delivery of services and goods (Office of the California Attorney 
General 2008). 
 
An analysis of alternatives should also quantify the estimated greenhouse gas emissions, 
quantified impacts to biological resources, water resources-including water quality and water 
availability, as well as traffic resulting from each proposed alternative.  Selecting an alternative 
site closer to rail availability would be ideal.  
 
CONCLUSION 
Thank you for your attention to these comments. The Sierra Club expects all growth inducing as 
well as cumulative direct and indirect impact to be fully addressed in the DEIR. We look forward  
to working with the City to assure that the EIR conforms to the requirements of CEQA to assure  
that all significant impacts to the environment are fully analyzed, mitigated or avoided. The  
Sierra Club wishes to be placed on the mailing list for all future notices and documents regarding 
this project. Please mail all notices to Sierra Club, San Gorgonio Chapter, Moreno Valley Group, 
26711 Ironwood Ave, Moreno Valley, CA. 92555. 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
George Hague 
Conservation Chair 
Moreno Valley Group 

                                                                                                                                                             
http://ag.ca.gov/newsalerts/release.php?id=1466&category=global%20warming See generally 
http://ag.ca.gov/globalwarming/ceqa.php 
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San Gorgonio Chapter  
Sierra Club 
951.924.0816 
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Thomas Thornsley 
29170 Stevens Avenue, Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

 
 
March 25, 2012 
 
 
City of Moreno Valley 
Community & Economic Development Department 
14177 Frederick Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92552 
Email: johnt@moval.org 
 
 
Subject: NOP of a DEIR for World Logistics Center Specific Plan 
 
Dear John C. Terell, Planning Official 
 
On March 12, 2012, I attended the public scoping meeting held by the Community and Economic 
Development Department in the hopes of learning a great deal more detail about the proposed General 
Plan Amendment and the proposed Specific Plan. However, none was forthcoming thus making a 
through assessment of what should be evaluated or commented on for inclusion in the Environment 
Impact Report (EIR) very difficult. It appears that the City is proceeding forward with a generic 
assessment of the speculative impacts that a project of this magnitude would likely bring. Based on 
what has been presented publicly, to date, it would be impossible to prepared all the appropriate 
mitigation measures necessary to limit a host of impacts that this project will bring to Moreno Valley. 
That said, I have prepared some comments and issues that should be addressed by the EIR. 
 
Air Quality – Provide a comprehensive assessment of all likely future impacts for not only this project 
but for the proposed land used in the surrounding communities. San Jacinto is proposing similar uses 
along its northwestern reaches with Gilman Spring Road, Highway 79, and Ramona Expressway. The 
City of Beaumont is also changing its land uses on its western boundary near the Highway 60 and 
Interstate 10. A full assessment should include air quality and prevailing winds and likely inversion 
layer areas in our and the surrounding valleys. 
 
Aesthetics – This item is completely arbitrary without known design standard for the proposed Specific 
Plan. However, of greatest concern is the massing of building (high-cube) abutting any residential 
property in the area. Size, proximity, appearance, lighting must all be fully documented and brought 
forth to the surrounding neighborhoods. There is no doubt that views will be lost but beyond that the 
rest is unknown and mitigation measures cannot be conceived. 
  
Drainage – The natural watershed drainage of the project area flows into the San Jacinto Wildlife Area 
(SJWA). Since development of the project area could limit natural percolation to just ten percent of the 
land area there will a tremendous volume of run-off and a need for water drainage systems, clarification 
basins, and retention systems that can limit impacts from project run-off pollutants. These systems must 
also address ground water recharge and any alterations to the flow rates into Mystic Lake and the San 
Jacinto River so as not to deplete or damage either. 
 
Energy Use and Conservation - Solar Capacity and Rooftop Skylight Design should be utilized to the 
greatest capacity possible. With 41 million square feet of rooftop space alone this project area could 



likely sustain itself electrically with the proper design features. Additionally, there are great 
opportunities to include ground mounted Solar Collection Systems for covered parking and thus limited 
the heat build up from parking lots. There are numerous other possibilities in the realm of project 
design that must be addressed and included in any viable proposal, and until such are purposed further 
comments can not be made. 
 
Land Use / Planning – This project proposal does not include any reference to the proposed land use 
designations currently listed in the City's General Plan that would be applied. It is therefore difficult to 
determine if one use or a mix of uses will be permitted throughout the Specific Plan area. Any 
development of this size with only one proposed use will limit its ability to provide itself with support 
services for future tenants and employees. A full list of uses should be disclosed that offer greater 
opportunities and diversity of employment within the community. Include analysis of the following: 
 

 Job mix by land use assessing the jobs per square foot is critical to maximizing jobs for this 
community. Support, service, and manufacturing opportunities should not be overlooked. 

 A Land Use mix should be offered that buffers the most intense uses from the existing 
residential neighborhoods and Redlands Boulevard. 

 Design Standards must be forthcoming to evaluate building size, locations, aesthetics, and 
views.  

 
Population / Housing – Please provide a full accounting with legal requirements of why the City 
would be required to replace housing lost to the demise of the Moreno Highlands Specific Plan. Clearly 
explain how housing counts are made and meet for this commitment. Should the City need to address 
such a large loss, fully explain how and where the City will be able to fulfill its obligation. If a 
replacement obligation is required then those areas subject to modification should be included in this 
project proposal to balance out the change and mitigate this projects impact all at the same time. 
 
Recreation – The Moreno Highlands Specific Plan provided the community with a mix of uses one of 
which was a large amount of accessible Open Space and trails. In the past decade a large portion of the 
Specific Plan was purchased by California Department of Fish and Game for habitat conservation 
which has restricted access and should never be reflected in any land use area references in the 
proposed Specific Plan.  For all intended purposes the 1,086 acres of CDFG Open Space should be 
listed as “not a part.”  It's only involvement in this whole process to formally change it's land use 
designation.  As the proposed Specific Plan moves forward it should allocate appropriate “usable” 
Open Space of its own and maintain trail system connections.  
 
Transportation – This item alone should place severe limits on any developments that generates traffic 
traveling on Highway 60.  A full assessment should include an analysis of future traffic from this 
project and what build-out would bring if the surrounding communities follow the same line of land use 
development (See comments in Air Quality.) At present California Department of  
Transportation has no plans for improvements/expansion to Highway 60 nor the interchanges affected 
by this project. Therefore, this section should also include the following: 
 

 Congestion Analysis for this project need to go well beyond the City and include scenarios for 
the possible development of similar uses in San Jacinto and Beaumont and Banning. The study 
should not be limited to development and existing land uses considering the current political 
climate and changes being proposed and discussed. 

 Railroad linkage feasibility should be fully assessed as a practical option to limit truck traffic 
and for more economical movement of goods. This would be a valid mitigation measure that 
should not be overridden.  A project of this size and scope is ill conceived without it and was a 



necessary element in the City's analysis presented by a regional economist.  
 Road Designations have yet to be defined nor have road standards been put forth. Those items 

along with a full evaluation of infrastructure needs and timing of these improvements should be 
addressed with limits on development tied directly to their completion. 

 Funding sources for these improvements must be outlined for their likely fiscal impact on the 
City of Moreno Valley. Further City funding of road improvements will likely impact other 
areas of service to this community. 

 Development Time Lines for highway improvements should be realistically assessed and 
included in this report to facilitate development schedules. 

 
Utilities / Service Systems – The project area lacks almost all levels of infrastructure necessary to 
serve future development. To date no master plans have been put forth to define the system(s) needs, 
cost, or funding source. For example, some areas of eastern Moreno Valley are not currently connected 
to sewer service. A full study of the waste water capacity needs to be analyzed to include not only those 
area but also the project area. Some portions of the project area are downhill from existing connection 
points and will likely require extensive improvements to meet future demand. Please provide a full 
accounting for installation of all relevant utilities. 
 
Economic Impact Report – This may not be considered a typical environmental category but if the 
development of this area is not financially sustainable for the City then it may have impacts on 
community services and thus compromise the quality of life for those residing in all of Moreno Valley. 
Of great concern is the City's financial involvement in the Specific Plan area development. The City is 
financially tight and has recently committed over one third of it's Measure A highway funds to another 
project limiting the City's ability to efficiently maintain existing roadway for the next 20 years.   Please 
be sure to address: 
 

 The City's financial involvement and ability to do so. 
 All Project alternatives and other best land uses beyond those envisioned by the City.  
 Potential property valuation impacts to surrounding residential properties. 

 
Alternatives – Since the City is undertaking a major land use revision to a substantial portion of the 
community it should also assess other potential uses for this area that could offer viable alternatives to 
the propose project. These alternatives should include things like Community Sustainability Uses such 
as Farmland, Greenbelt Buffers to surrounding communities, Rural Residential, and Residential/Work 
in Placed development. Building the most possible is not always the best alternative for creating a 
liveable community. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this upcoming project and please keep me informed of 
future progress. As more details about this project come to light I am sure I will have more questions 
and comments. Feel free to contact me should you have any questions regarding my comments and 
requests. I would like to be involve in future planning and scoping sessions related to this project.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Thomas Thornsley  
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