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1.0 INTRODUCTION  

1.1 Purpose of the Revised Final Environmental Impact Report 

The City of Moreno Valley (City), as the Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act 

(CEQA), has prepared this Revised Final Program Environmental Impact Report (Revised Final EIR) for the 

MoVal 2040 Project (Project) (State Clearinghouse [SCH] No. 2020039022). This document, in conjunction 

with the Revised Draft Program Environmental Impact Report (Revised Draft EIR), comprises the Revised 

Final EIR for the Project.  

As described in CEQA Guidelines Sections 15088, 15089, 15090 and 15132, the Lead Agency must evaluate 

comments received on the Revised Draft EIR and prepare written responses and consider the information 

contained in a [Revised] Final EIR before approving a project. Pursuant to the California Environmental 

Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15132, a [Revised] Final EIR consists of: (a) the [Revised] Draft EIR 

or a revision of the Draft; (b) comments and recommendations received on the [Revised] Draft EIR either 

verbatim or in summary; (c) a list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the 

[Revised] Draft EIR; (d) the responses of the Lead Agency to significant environmental points raised in the 

review and consultation process; and (e) any other information added by the Lead Agency. 

1.2 Project Summary 

The Project consists of three long-term plans that will be implemented as policy documents guiding future 

development activities and related City actions, including:  

• The 2024 General Plan Update (GPU) 

• Associated Zoning Text Amendments to Title 9 of the City’s Municipal Code (Planning & Zoning) 
and Zoning Atlas Amendments 

• 2024 Climate Action Plan (CAP)  

California Government Code Section 65300 et seq. mandates that all counties and cities prepare a general 

plan that establishes policies and standards for future development, housing affordability, and resource 

protection. State law encourages cities to keep general plans current through periodic updates. The 

Project includes an update to the 2006 General Plan that will guide future land use decisions in the City, 

provide a long-term vision for the City, and provide policies and implementing actions that will allow the 

City to achieve this vision through 2040, the life of the General Plan. The General Plan will be the primary 

policy document guiding growth and development within the City through the planning horizon year of 

2040. Together with the Zoning Ordinance and related sections of the Municipal Code, the Project will 

serve as the basis for planning-related decisions made by City staff, the Moreno Valley Planning 

Commission, and the Moreno Valley City Council. 

The Project also includes preparation of a CAP. The proposed CAP is a community-wide strategy for 

reducing greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions for the purpose of adapting to the effects of climate change. 
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Preparation of the CAP includes establishing the City’s GHG reduction targets, as well as specific strategies 
and implementing actions to achieve these targets. 

The Project’s environmental impacts were analyzed in a program EIR. As described in CEQA Guidelines 

Section 15168, program-level environmental review documents are appropriate when a project consists 

of a series of actions related to the issuance of rules, regulations, and other planning criteria. In 2020 and 

2021, the City prepared and circulated a Draft Program EIR for the Project (2021 GPU EIR) for public 

review. 

In June 2021, the Project and the 2021 GPU EIR were approved and certified, respectively, by the City of 

Moreno Valley City Council. Subsequently, on October 28, 2021, a CEQA lawsuit was filed by the Sierra 

Club in Riverside County Superior Court challenging the validity of the CAP and the 2021 GPU EIR (Sierra 

Club v. The City of Moreno Valley, Case No. CVRI2103300). On March 5, 2024, the Court issued a Statement 

of Decision, embodied in a judgment and Writ issued on May 6, 2024 (Statement of Decision and Writ) 

which granted the petition limited to the issues of baseline (existing conditions analysis), air quality, 

climate change (GHG emissions), and energy use, but rejected and denied the arguments regarding the 

issues of land use analysis and zoning. Specifically, the Statement of Decision and Writ identified the 

following deficiencies: 

• Baseline: the baseline used in the 2021 GPU EIR failed to describe the Project’s environmental 

impacts as they existed at the time that the notice of preparation of the 2021 GPU EIR was 

published. 

• Air Quality: the Air Quality section failed to compare the Project’s environmental impacts against 
existing conditions and instead compared them to assumed impacts under the former General 

Plan, which understated the impacts from the present Project;  

• Energy: the Energy section failed to compare the Project’s environmental impacts against existing 
conditions and instead compared them to assumed impacts under the former General Plan, which 

understated the impacts from the present Project; and  

• GHG Emissions: the GHG emissions section failed to include mitigation measures, relying instead 

on an inadequate CAP that failed to comply with requirements of the CEQA Guidelines. 

The Revised Draft EIR was prepared to correct the deficiencies identified in the March ruling. While the 

Revised Draft EIR includes all 18 topical areas previously included in the 2021 GPU EIR, the topical areas 

that were not found to be deficient in the Statement of Decision and Writ were not revised and the 

analysis remained unchanged from the analysis presented in the 2021 GPU. As such, pursuant to CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15088.5(f)(2), public review of the Revised Draft EIR was limited to only the revised 

sections:  

• Section 4.3, Air Quality  

• Section 4.6, Energy 

• Section 4.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions  
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In addition, although not required by the Court ruling, the following sections were revised to reflect new 

information identified in the responses to the deficiencies identified by the Court:  

•  Section 4.13, Noise 

• Section 4.16, Transportation  

Section 4.5, Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources, was also slightly revised to add the dates of 

consultation and communications with various Tribes. 

Section 1.3, Overview of the CEQA Public Review Process for the Revised Draft EIR, below, includes a 

description of the public review process of the Revised Draft EIR, and Section 1.4, Organization of the 

Revised Final EIR, provides an overview of what is included in this Revised Final EIR.    

1.3 Overview of the CEQA Public Review Process for the Revised 

Draft EIR 

In compliance with the CEQA Guidelines, the City, as the Lead Agency for the Project, has provided 

opportunities for the public to participate in the environmental review process. As described below, 

throughout the environmental review process, an effort was made to inform, contact and solicit input 

from the public and various State, regional, and local government agencies and other interested parties 

on the Project. 

Notice of Preparation 

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15082, a Notice of Preparation (NOP) was distributed to 

initiate the City’s CEQA review process for the Project, identify and seek public input for the Project’s 
potential environmental effects, and identify a date for the Project’s public scoping meeting. The NOP was 

published on July 30, 2024 with a public review period ending on August 28, 2024 in compliance with the 

State’s mandatory 30-day public review period. 

Scoping Meeting 

A scoping meeting was held to discuss the Project on August 14, 2024, at 6:00 PM at the City Hall Council 

Chambers, located on 14177 Frederick Street, Moreno Valley, California. A presentation was provided, 

including an overview of the Project and the CEQA process. Following the presentation, participants were 

encouraged to provide oral or written comments to aid the City in refining the scope of issues to be 

addressed in the Revised Draft EIR. 

Five individuals from the public attended the scoping meeting. A total of 24 comment letters were 

received in response to the NOP and scoping meeting. The NOP and the comment letters received in 

response to the NOP and scoping meeting are provided in Appendix A of the Revised Draft EIR. 
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Revised Draft EIR  

In accordance with the provision of CEQA Guidelines Sections 15085(a) and 15087(a), the City, serving as 

the Lead Agency: (1) prepared and transmitted a Notice of Completion (NOC) on July 7, 2025 to the State 

Clearinghouse; (2) published a Notice of Availability (NOA) of a Revised Draft EIR on July 7, 2025, which 

indicated that the Revised Draft EIR was available for public review and inspection during the Public 

Review Period at City Hall, located on 14177 Frederick Street, Moreno Valley, California; (3) provided 

copies of the NOA and Revised Draft EIR on July 7, 2025 to the City’s three public library branches at Main 
Branch located at 25480 Alessandro Boulevard, Mall Branch located at 22500 Town Circle, and Iris Plaza 

Branch located at 16170 Perris Boulevard; (4) posted the NOA and the Revised Draft EIR on the Community 

Development Department’s Current Projects webpage at: http://www.moreno-

valley.ca.us/cdd/documents/about-projects.html on July 7, 2025; and (5) posted the NOA in the Press 

Enterprise on July 7, 2025. The Revised Draft EIR was circulated for public review from July 7, 2025, 

through August 21, 2025.  

During the Draft EIR public review period, the County received 26 comment letters on the Draft EIR from 

agencies, organizations, and individuals. All written comments received during the public review period 

are presented, and responses are provided in Section 2.0, Comment Letters and Responses to Comments, 

of this Revised Final EIR.  

1.4 Organization of the Revised Final EIR 

The Revised Final EIR is organized as follows: 

• Section 1.0: Introduction. Describes the process and purpose of the Revised Final EIR, provides a 
summary of the Project, summarizes the Revised Final EIR public review process, and presents the 
contents of the Revised Final EIR. 

• Section 2.0: Comment Letters and Responses to Comments. Presents all comments received by 
the City during the 46-day public review period of the Revised Draft EIR (July 7, 2025 to August 
21, 2025). Also provides responses to all comments received that are related to the contents of 
the Revised Draft EIR. 

• Section 3.0: Corrections and Additions to the Revised Draft EIR. Includes revisions to the Revised 
Draft EIR that represent minor changes to the Project Description, changes or additions in 
response to comments received on the Revised Draft EIR, and additional edits to provide 
clarification to the Revised Draft EIR text. Changes to the Revised Draft EIR are shown with 
strikethrough text for deletions and double underline text for additions. The changes do not add 
significant new information that would affect the analysis or conclusions presented in the Revised 
Draft EIR.  

• Section 4.0: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. The Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program (MMRP) is the document that will be used by the enforcement and monitoring 
agencies responsible for the implementation of the Project’s mitigation measures. Mitigation 
measures are listed by environmental topic. 

• Appendices. Contains appendices as referenced throughout the Revised Final EIR. These 
appendices include: 
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of  th is  Revised Final EIR.

1.4  Organizat ion o f  t he  Revised Final EIR

The Revised Final EIR is organized as follows:

e Section 1.0:  Introduct ion.  Describes the  process and purpose of  the  Revised Final EIR, provides a
summary of  the  Project, summarizes t he  Revised Final EIR public review process, and presents t he
contents of  the  Revised Final EIR.

e Section 2.0: Comment Letters and Responses to  Comments. Presents all comments received by
the  City during the  46-day public review period of  t he  Revised Draft EIR (July 7,  2025 to  August
21, 2025). Also provides responses t o  all comments received tha t  are related to  t he  contents of
the  Revised Draft EIR.

e Section 3.0: Corrections and Additions to  the Revised Draft EIR. Includes revisions to  the Revised
Draft EIR tha t  represent minor  changes to the  Project Description, changes o r  additions i n
response to comments received on  t he  Revised Draft EIR, and additional edits to  provide
clarification t o  t he  Revised Draft EIR text. Changes to t he  Revised Draft EIR are shown with
strikethrough text  for  deletions and double underline text for  additions. The changes do  no t  add
significant new  information tha t  would affect t he  analysis o r  conclusions presented i n  t he  Revised
Draft EIR.

e Section 4.0: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. The Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (MMRP) is t he  document  tha t  will be used by  t he  enforcement  and  monitoring
agencies responsible for  t he  implementation of  t he  Project's mitigation measures. Mitigation
measures are listed by  environmental  topic.

e Appendices. Contains appendices as referenced throughout t he  Revised Final EIR. These
appendices include:
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• Appendix A: Comments Received on the Revised Draft EIR  

• Appendix B: EMFAC Modeling  

• Appendix C: GHG/Energy Modeling  

• Appendix D: Other Supporting Documentation  
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o Appendix A: Comments Received on the Revised Draft EIR

eo Appendix  B:  EMFAC Modeling

e Appendix C: GHG/Energy Modeling

eo Appendix  D :  Other Supporting Documentation
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Table 2-1 

Summary of Comments on the MoVal 2040 Revised Draft Program EIR 

No. Name Date Received 

Environmental Category 

Air Quality / 

Health Risk CAP Energy GHG Noise Transportation Other 

Agency 

A1 
Will Liao 
Southern California Gas Company  

July 11, 2025       X 

A2 
Yecenia Casa 
Riverside Airport Land Use Commission 

July 21, 2025       X 

A3 
Amy McNeil  
Riverside Flood Control & Water Conservation District  

August 15, 2025       X 

A4 
Anthony Budicin  
Eastern Municipal Water District 

August 20, 2025       X 

A5 
Sam Wang 
South Coast Air Quality Management District 

August 20, 2025 X X X X    

A6 
Janki Patel 
California Department of Transportation 

August 21, 2025      X  

A7 
Aaron Echols 
California Native Plant Society  

August 21, 2025       X 

Organization 

B1 
Chris Rice 
Moreno Badlands Conservancy 

August 21, 2025 X X X X    

B2 
Chris Rice 
Moreno Badlands Conservancy 

August 21, 2025 X  X     

B3 
Chris Rice 
Moreno Badlands Conservancy 

August 21, 2025  X      

B4 
Chris Rice 
Moreno Badlands Conservancy 

August 21, 2025  X      

B5 
Marven Norman 
Center for Community Action and Environmental Justice 

August 21, 2025 X     X X 

B6 
Maria Lum 
Sierra Club  

August 21, 2025       X 

B7 
Abigail Smith  
Sierra Club  

August 21, 2025 X  X X   X 
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Tab le  2 -1
Summary o f  Co: en ts  on  t he  MoVal 2040 Rev ised  Draft Program E IR

Environmental  Category

Air Quality /

Agency

A l  Southern California Gas Company u l y  11, 2025 '
A2 RiversideAirport Land Use Commission July 21,2025 '
A3 Riverside.Food Control & Water Conservation District August 15, 2025 ’
Ad Erstemntomiciol Water District August 20, 2025 '
AS o th  Co  A i r  Quality Management District August 20,  2025 X § ”

Ab  p i Department of  Transportation August 21,  2025 ’

A7 Cattoreia Native Plant Society August 21, 2025 'Organization

B1 MorenoSadiands Conservancy August 21, 2025 ” ! ’
B2 MorenoBadlands Conservancy August 21, 2025 x ”

B3 Moronsasdiands Conservancy August 21, 2025

B4 MorenoSadiands Conservancy August 21, 2025

BS Center for Comunity Action and Environmental Justice August 21, 2025 X ’ ’BG pana on  August 21, 2025 
X

87 Abigail Sith August 21, 2025 X X X X
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Table 2-1 

Summary of Comments on the MoVal 2040 Revised Draft Program EIR 

No. Name Date Received 

Environmental Category 

Air Quality / 

Health Risk CAP Energy GHG Noise Transportation Other 

Individuals 

C1 George Hague  August 1, 2025       X 

C2 George Hague  August 8, 2025  X  X    

C3 Shelley Lindekugel  August 11, 2025       X 

C4 Charles Horn August 16, 2025       X 

C5 Belinda Cramer August 19, 2025       X 

C6 Dusan Stancic August 20, 2025       X 

C7 Linda Jimenez August 20, 2025       X 

C8 Mike McCarthy  August 20, 2025 X   X  X X 

C9 George Hague August 21, 2025 X X  X  X X 

C10 George Hague August 21, 2025       X 

C11 Lindsay Robinson August 21, 2025     X  X 

C12 Oscar Alvarez August 21, 2025  X X X X  X 
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. GH _

Individuals

[ou George Hague August 1,  2025 X
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[of] Charles Horn August 16, 2025 X

cs  Belinda Cramer August 19, 2025 X

C6 Dusan Stancic August 20,  2025 X

c7 Linda Jimenez August 20, 2025 X

C8 Mike McCarthy August 20, 2025 X X X X

co George Hague August 21,  2025 X X X X

C10 | George Hague August 21,  2025 X

C11 | Lindsay Robinson August 21, 2025 X X

C12 | Oscar Alvarez August 21,  2025 X X X X

2-4















MoVal 2040 Revised Final Program EIR  2.0 Comment Letters and Responses to Comments 

 

 2-11  

toxic air contaminants near sensitive receptors based on specified thresholds. The Revised Draft EIR also 

found that future construction and operational emissions associated with development projects would 

conflict with the implementation of the AQMP. However, at a programmatic level of analysis, there are 

no feasible mitigation measures that would reduce air quality impacts associated with development 

facilitated by the Project to a less than significant level. With the implementation of MM AQ-1 through 

MM AQ-5, the Project would still result in significant and unavoidable impacts to air quality.  

The Project would also implement MM CUL-1 through MM CUL-11, which protect cultural resources by 

requiring evaluations of historic structures to assess buildings over 50 years old for historical significance 

and archaeological resource assessments to identify and mitigate impacts on archaeological resources, 

retaining an archaeologist to monitor ground-disturbing activities, conducting tribal consultation, 

preparing Cultural Resources Management Plans, and establishing requirements for handling discoveries, 

such as stopping work and assess any unexpected finds, including human remains, based on specified 

thresholds. However, at a programmatic level of analysis, there are no feasible mitigation measures that 

would reduce cultural resources and tribal cultural resources impacts associated with development 

facilitated by the Project to a less than significant level. With the implementation of MM CUL-1 through 

MM CUL-11, the Project would still result in significant and unavoidable impacts to cultural resources and 

Tribal cultural resources. 

Implementation of MM GHG-1 and MM GHG-2 would commit the City to ongoing monitoring, annual 

reporting, and periodic updates of its CAP to meet GHG reduction targets aligned with SB 32 (2016) and 

AB 1279 (2022), including preparing a fully updated CAP by 2030 and every five years thereafter. 

Additionally, discretionary projects under CEQA must complete a GHG Emissions Analysis Compliance 

Checklist, incorporate or propose suitable GHG reduction measures, or demonstrate that they will not 

hinder the City's emission reduction goals, ensuring consistent progress toward the 2040 and 2045 

targets. Implementation of these mitigation measures would result in less than significant impacts related 

to GHG emissions.   

Traffic noise impacts are significant and unavoidable for existing sensitive land uses due to the lack of 

retrofit programs. MM NOS-1 and MM NOS-2 require new developments to comply with interior noise 

standards. Construction noise controls include restricted hours, equipment maintenance, and alternative 

low-noise methods. Projects near fragile structures require noise and vibration analyses to ensure 

compliance with Federal Transit Administration thresholds. However, at a programmatic level of analysis, 

there are no feasible mitigation measures that would reduce air quality impacts associated with 

development facilitated by the Project to a less than significant level. With the mitigation proposed, the 

Project would still result in significant and unavoidable impacts related to noise.  

Additionally, the Project has incorporated Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) reducing goals and policies to the 

extent feasible. Specifically, the Project includes Transportation Demand Management (TDM) policies and 

actions under goals C-2 and C-3 of the 2024 GPU Circulation Element that promote complete streets 

design to accommodate all transportation modes and encourage connectivity through an integrated 

network; improve walkability and community integration by providing walkable access to daily needs and 
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toxic air contaminants near sensitive receptors based on  specified thresholds. The Revised Draft  EIR also

found t ha t  fu ture construction and operational emissions associated w i th  development projects would

conflict w i t h  t he  implementat ion of  the AQMP. However, a t  a programmatic level o f  analysis, there are

no  feasible mitigation measures tha t  would  reduce air quality impacts associated w i th  development

facilitated by  t he  Project to  a less than significant level. Wi th  the  implementation of  MM AQ-1 through

MM  AQ-5, the  Project would still result i n  significant and unavoidable impacts to  air  quality.

The Project would  also implement MM  CUL-1 through MM  CUL-11, which protect cultural resources by

requir ing evaluations of  historic structures to  assess buildings over 50  years o ld  for  historical significance

and archaeological resource assessments to  identify and mitigate impacts on  archaeological resources,

retaining an archaeologist to  monitor ground-disturbing activities, conducting tr ibal consultation,

preparing Cultural Resources Management Plans, and  establishing requirements fo r  handling discoveries,

such as stopping work  and assess any unexpected finds, including human remains, based on  specified

thresholds. However, a t  a programmatic level o f  analysis, there are no  feasible mitigation measures tha t

would reduce cultural resources and tr ibal cultural resources impacts associated w i th  development

facilitated by  t he  Project to  a less than significant level. Wi th  t he  implementat ion of  MM  CUL-1 through

MM  CUL-11, the  Project would still result i n  significant and unavoidable impacts to  cultural resources and

Tribal cultural resources.

Implementation of  MM GHG-1 and MM GHG-2 wou ld  commit the  City t o  ongoing monitoring, annual

reporting, and periodic updates of  i ts CAP to  meet  GHG reduction targets aligned w i t h  SB 32 (2016) and
AB 1279 (2022), including preparing a ful ly updated CAP by 2030 and every f ive years thereafter.

Additionally, discretionary projects under CEQA must complete a GHG Emissions Analysis Compliance

Checklist, incorporate o r  propose suitable GHG reduction measures, o r  demonstrate tha t  they will no t

hinder t he  City's emission reduction goals, ensuring consistent progress toward t he  2040 and 2045

targets. Implementat ion o f  these mit igation measures wou ld  result  i n  less than  significant impacts related

to  GHG emissions.

Traffic noise impacts are significant and unavoidable for  existing sensitive land uses due to  t he  lack of

retrof i t  programs. MM NOS-1 and MM NOS-2 require new  developments to  comply w i th  inter ior noise

standards. Construction noise controls include restricted hours, equipment  maintenance, and alternative

low-noise methods. Projects near fragile structures require noise and vibration analyses to ensure

compliance w i t h  Federal Transit Administration thresholds. However, a t  a programmatic level o f  analysis,

there are no  feasible mitigation measures tha t  wou ld  reduce air quality impacts associated w i th

development facilitated by  t he  Project to  a less than significant level. Wi th  t he  mitigation proposed, t he

Project would still result i n  significant and unavoidable impacts related to  noise.

Additionally, t he  Project has incorporated Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) reducing goals and  policies to  the

extent  feasible. Specifically, t he  Project includes Transportation Demand Management  (TDM) policies and

actions under goals C-2 and C-3 of  the  2024 GPU Circulation Element tha t  promote complete streets

design t o  accommodate all transportation modes and encourage connectivity through an integrated

network; improve walkability and community integration by  providing walkable access to  daily needs and
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special provisions for pedestrians and bicycles; and traffic and parking management plans to utilize travel 

demand management strategies encouraging transit and other alternatives to single-occupant vehicles. 

Additionally, TDM policies and actions under goals C-4 and C-5 of the 2024 GPU Circulation Element 

outline goals and policies for improving transportation in the City by providing convenient and safe 

connections between neighborhoods and destinations and enhancing transportation operations while 

reducing VMT. Specifically, these policies and actions promote the development of high-speed transit 

linkages and express routes, improving access and connectivity to key destinations, establishing a Transit 

Center/Mobility Hub in the Downtown Center, ensuring sidewalks and pedestrian safety in new 

developments, expanding transit facilities into newly developed areas, encouraging bicycling and other 

non-automotive modes and implementing TDM strategies on a project-level. These goals and policies 

reflect a programmatic approach to reducing VMT impacts in the General Plan Area. However, even with 

the implementation of these VMT reducing goals, impacts related to transportation remain significant and 

unavoidable.  

As demonstrated above, the Revised Draft EIR contains mitigation measures that are specific, include 

performance standards, and are enforceable either by the City or another agency while also maintaining 

a programmatic application. As such, no additional mitigation measures are required. However, all 

comments will be provided to City decision-makers for their review and consideration. 
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Additionally, TDM policies and actions under goals C-4 and C-5 of  t he  2024 GPU Circulation Element

outl ine goals and policies for  improving transportation i n  t he  City by providing convenient and safe

connections between neighborhoods and destinations and enhancing transportation operations while

reducing VMT. Specifically, these policies and actions promote t he  development of  high-speed transit

linkages and express routes, improving access and connectivity to  key destinations, establishing a Transit

Center/Mobility Hub i n  t he  Downtown Center, ensuring sidewalks and pedestrian safety i n  new

developments, expanding transit facilities in to  newly developed areas, encouraging bicycling and other

non-automotive modes and implementing TDM strategies on  a project-level. These goals and policies

reflect a programmatic approach t o  reducing VMT  impacts i n  t he  General Plan Area. However, even w i th

the  implementat ion of  these VMT  reducing goals, impacts related to  transportation remain significant and

unavoidable.

As demonstrated above, t he  Revised Draft EIR contains mitigation measures tha t  are specific, include

performance standards, and are enforceable either by  t he  City o r  another agency while also maintaining

a programmatic application. As such, no  additional mitigation measures are required. However, all

comments will be  provided to  City decision-makers for  their  review and consideration.
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unadjusted EMFAC2017 emissions. Therefore, to be conservative, the EMFAC2021 emissions were 

multiplied by the inverse of the CARB adjustment factors for this analysis.  

Table 2-2, Revised Draft EIR Operational Criteria Pollutant Emissions, below includes the operational 

criteria pollutant emissions as shown in the Revised Draft EIR for 2040 using EMFAC2021. Table 2-3, 

Revised Final EIR Operational Criteria Pollutant Emissions, shows operational criteria pollutant emissions 

with the EMFAC2021 adjustments. Table 2-4, Operational 2040 Total Emissions (Maximum Pounds Per 

Day), shows the percentage change. The adjustment factors and calculations can be found in Appendix B 

of this Revised Final EIR.  

Table 2-2 

Revised Draft EIR Operational Criteria Pollutant Emissions 

Source 

Maximum Pounds Per Day 1 

VOC NOX CO SOX PM10 PM2.5 

2024 Existing  

Area  4,902 142 16,392 1 1 1 

Energy  33 1,111 263 4 45 45 

Mobile 2  3,298 3,890 31,941 73 4,240 1,102 

Total Emissions  8,233 5,142 48,596 78 4,286 1,148 

2040 Operations  

Area  5,956 200 23,223 1 1 1 

Energy  59 1,573 457 7 82 82 

Mobile 2 2,721 2,509 27,936 78 6,024 1,536 

Total Emissions  8,736 4,283 51,617 86 6,107 1,620 

Net  +503 -859 +3,020 +8 +1,821 +472 

VOC = Volatile Organic Compounds; NOX = Nitrogen Oxides; CO = Carbon Monoxide; SOx = Sulfur Dioxide; PM10 = Particulate Matter 10 

microns in diameter or less; PM2.5 = Particulate Matter 2.5 microns in diameter or less.  

1. Total emissions may be off due to rounding.  

2. The mobile emissions include brake wear, tire wear, re-entrained road dust, and vehicle exhaust. 

Refer to Appendix B of the Revised Final EIR for calculations.  
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Maximum Pounds Per  Day !
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2024 Existing

Area 4,902 142 16,392 1 1 1

Energy 33 1 ,111 263 4 45  45

Mobile? 3,298 3,890 31,941 73  4,240 1,102

Total Emissions 8,233 5,142 48,596 78  4,286 1 ,148

2040 Operations

Area 5,956 200 23,223 1 1 1

Energy 59  1,573 457 7 82  82

Mobile? 2,721 2,509 27,936 78  6,024 1,536

Total Emissions 8,736 4,283 51,617 86  6,107 1,620
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VOC = Volatile Organic Compounds; NOx = Ni t rogen  Oxides; CO = Carbon Monox ide ;  SOx = Sulfur Dioxide; PM10  = Part iculate Ma t t e r  10
mic rons  i n  diameter o r  less; PM2 .5  = Par t icu la te  Ma t t e r  2 .5  m ic rons  i n  d i ame te r  o r  less.

1. Total emissions may be off due t o  rounding.
2.  The  mobile emissions i nc l ude  b rake  wear, t i r e  wear, r e -en t ra ined  road  dus t ,  and  vehicle exhaust.

Refer to  Appendix B of  the  Revised Final EIR for  calculations.
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Response to Comment A4-3 

This comment does not pertain to any significant environmental issues or impacts or any measures to 

avoid or mitigate any identifiable significant environmental impact.  As such, no response to this comment 

is warranted or required. 

Comment A4-4 

This comment is a copy of the Notice of Availability of the MoVal 2040 Revised Draft EIR.  

Response to Comment A4-4 

The comment is noted. No environmental issue is raised. 

MoVal 2040 Revised Final Program EIR 2.0 Comment Letters and Responses to  Comments

Response to  Comment A4-3

This comment does no t  pertain t o  any significant environmental issues o r  impacts o r  any measures to

avoid o r  mit igate any identifiable significant environmental impact. As such, no  response to  this  comment

is warranted o r  required.

Comment A4-4

This comment is a copy of  t he  Notice of  Availability o f  t he  MoVal 2040 Revised Draft EIR.

Response to  Comment A4-4

The comment is noted.  No  environmental issue is raised.

2-26

















http://www.aqmd.gov/home/permits/emergency-generators#Fact4
https://onbase-pub.aqmd.gov/publicaccess/PublicAccessProvider.ashx?action=ViewDocument&overlay=Print&overrideFormat=PDF
https://onbase-pub.aqmd.gov/publicaccess/PublicAccessProvider.ashx?action=ViewDocument&overlay=Print&overrideFormat=PDF






























MoVal 2040 Revised Final Program EIR  2.0 Comment Letters and Responses to Comments 

 

 2-49  

For information regarding the Encroachment Permit application and submittal requirements, contact: 

Caltrans Office of Encroachment Permits 
464 West 4th Street, Basement, MS 619 

San Bernardino, CA 92401-1400 
(909) 383-4526 

D8.E-permits@dot.ca.gov 
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/traffic-operations/ep 

Important Note: All new permit applications must now be submitted 
through our new CEPS Online Portal at: https://ceps.dot.ca.gov/ 

Response to Comment A6-10 

The comment is noted. No environmental issue is raised.  

Comment A6-11 

Thank you again for including Caltrans in the review process. Should you have any questions regarding 

this letter, or for future notifications and requests for review of new projects, please email LDR-

D8@dot.ca.gov or call 909-925-7520. 

Response to Comment A6-11 

This comment does not pertain to any significant environmental issues or impacts or any measures to 

avoid or mitigate any identifiable significant environmental impact.  As such, no response to this comment 

is warranted or required. Notwithstanding, as requested, the commenter will be added to the list of 

contacts that the lead agency will send any additional Project information that may have not been 

available at the time of this response. 
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For information regarding t he  Encroachment Permit application and submittal requirements, contact:

Caltrans Office of  Encroachment Permits
464 West 4 th  Street, Basement, MS  619

San Bernardino, CA 92401-1400
(909) 383-4526

D8.E-permits@dot.ca.gov
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/traffic-operations/ep

Important  Note:  All  new  permit applications must  now  be  submitted
through our new CEPS Online Portal at: https://ceps.dot.ca.gov/

Response to  Comment A6-10

The comment is noted.  No  environmental issue is raised.

Commen t  A6-11

Thank you again for  including Caltrans i n  t he  review process. Should you have any questions regarding

this letter,  o r  for  fu ture notifications and requests for  review of new projects, please email  LDR-

D8@dot.ca.gov o r  call 909-925-7520.

Response to  Comment A6-11

This comment does no t  pertain to  any significant environmental issues o r  impacts o r  any measures to

avoid o r  mit igate any identifiable significant environmental impact. As such, no  response to  this  comment

is warranted o r  required. Notwithstanding, as requested, the  commenter will be added t o  t he  list o f
contacts tha t  t he  lead agency will send any additional Project information tha t  may have no t  been

available a t  t he  t ime  of  this response.
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Response to Comment A7-10 

The comment is noted. Please refer to Response to Comment A7-4. No further response is warranted or 

required. 
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Response to  Comment A7-10

The comment is noted.  Please refer to  Response to  Comment A7-4. No  fur ther  response is warranted o r

required.
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Comment B1-9 

VII. Implications for Energy and Fuel Demand  

The Energy appendix understates fossil fuel consumption by assuming accelerated ZEV penetration. CEQA 

Appendix F requires accurate disclosure of project-related energy use. The analysis instead rests on 

assumptions now legally impossible. 

Response to Comment B1-9 

As previously discussed, the Revised Draft EIR used EMFAC2021, which included approximately 11.5 

percent heavy-duty trucks in 2040 as electric (page 8 of Appendix F, Energy Calculations, of the Revised 

Draft EIR) due to the ACT. Topical Response 5, Federal Implications to the EMFAC2021 Forecasts Utilized 

in the Revised Draft EIR, included in Section 2.1, Topical Responses, of the Revised Final EIR discusses the 

federal regulatory changes that revoked the ACT and Heavy-Duty Omnibus Low-NOX Rules following the 

release of the Revised Draft EIR. It discusses the methodology utilized to remedy the modeling to 

accurately forecast emissions without the benefit of these regulations.  

Additionally, Table 2-5, Heavy Duty Truck Fuel Consumption, below shows the heavy-duty truck fuel 

consumption assuming the same rate of zero emission vehicle (ZEV) penetration as EMFAC2021 2024 

scenario (approximately 0.25 percent for Riverside County).  

Table 2-5 

Heavy Duty Truck Fuel Consumption 

Fuel Type  

Fuel Consumption (gallons)  Total VMT  
Mile per Gallon 

(MPG) Revised Draft EIR  
Revised 

Final EIR  
Revised Draft 

EIR  
Revised 

Final EIR  
Diesel 1,366,592 1,538,836 182,605 205,619 7.48 
Gasoline 45 179 9 36 4.93 
Natural Gas  17,322 20,680 2,603 3,108 6.65 

As noted in Section 3.0, Corrections and Additions to the Revised Draft EIR, of this Final Revised EIR, Table 

2-6 (Revised Table 4.6-10), 2024 GPU Buildout Transportation Fuel Consumption, of the Revised Draft EIR 

will be updated to reflect this analysis as shown below. No further response is warranted or required.  

Table 2-6 (Revised Table 4.6-10) 

2024 GPU Buildout Transportation Fuel Consumption 

Vehicle Fuel Type  
Existing 2024  Proposed 2021 GPU 

(2040) 
Net Change  

Gallons  

Diesel 1,276,186 
1,752,111 
1,988,111 

+475,925 
+711,925 

Gasoline1 148,722,926 
243,947,394 
244,014,548 

+95,224,468 
+95,291,622 

Liquefied Natural Gas  10,985 
18,490 
23,073 

+7,505 
+12,088 

Total 150,010,097 
245,717,995  

246,035,732 

+95,707,898  

+96,025,635 

1. Includes gasoline consumption by plug -in hybrid vehicles.  
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Commen t  B1-9

VII. Implications for  Energy and Fuel Demand

The Energy appendix understates fossil fuel  consumption by  assuming accelerated ZEV penetration.  CEQA

Appendix F requires accurate disclosure of  project-related energy use. The analysis instead rests on

assumptions now  legally impossible.

Response to  Comment B1-9

As previously discussed, t he  Revised Draft EIR used EMFAC2021, which included approximately 11.5

percent heavy-duty trucks i n  2040 as electric (page 8 of  Appendix F, Energy Calculations, o f  t he  Revised

Draft  EIR) due t o  t he  ACT. Topical Response 5,  Federal  Implications to the EMFAC2021 Forecasts Utilized

in the Revised Draft EIR, included i n  Section 2.1, Topical Responses, o f  t he  Revised Final EIR discusses the

federal regulatory changes tha t  revoked t he  ACT and Heavy-Duty Omnibus Low-NOx Rules fol lowing t he

release of  t he  Revised Draft EIR. I t  discusses t he  methodology util ized to remedy the  modeling to

accurately forecast emissions wi thout  t he  benefit o f  these regulations.

Additionally, Table 2-5, Heavy Duty Truck Fuel Consumption, below shows the  heavy-duty truck fuel

consumption assuming the  same rate of  zero emission vehicle (ZEV) penetration as EMFAC2021 2024

scenario (approximately 0.25 percent for  Riverside County).

Table  2-5
Heavy  Duty Truck Fue l  Consumpt ion

Fuel Consumption (gallons) Total  VMT
Revised Revised Draft Revised Mile per Gallon

.—.  Type Revised Draft EIR | Final EIR EIR Final EIR MPG)
Diesel 1,366,592 1,538,836 182,605 205,619 7.48

Gasoline 45 179 9 36 4.93

Natural Gas 17,322 20,680 2,603 3,108 6.65

As noted i n  Section 3.0, Corrections and  Additions to the Revised Draft EIR, of  this Final Revised EIR, Table

2-6 (Revised Table 4.6-10), 2024 GPU Buildout Transportation Fuel Consumption, o f  t he  Revised Draft  EIR

will be  updated t o  reflect this analysis as shown below.  No  fur ther  response is warranted o r  required.

Table  2-6 (Rev ised  Tab le  4.6-10)
PU  Bu i ldout  Transpor ta t ion Fue l  Consum

Existing 2024 Proposed 2021 GPU Net Change
Vehicle Fuel Type (2040)

Gallons

1452111 +475;925
i 1,276,186 ’ ’ ’

Diesel  2 1,988,111 +711,925
243,947,394 +95,;224.468

Gasoline! 148,722,926 ’ ’ ’ ’
aso tne  155  244,014,548 +95,291,622

18,490 +7505
Liquefied Natural Gas 10,985 93.073 +19 088

245;17,995 +95,707,898
Total 150,010,097 ’ ’ ’ ’

o r  SE 246 ,035 ,732  196 ,025 ,635

1 .  Includes gasoline consumption by  plug- in hybrid vehicles.
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Response to Comment B1-22 

This comment is noted. No environmental issue is raised. 
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Response to  Comment B1-22

This comment is noted.  No  environmental issue is raised.

2-69



















MoVal 2040 Revised Final Program EIR  2.0 Comment Letters and Responses to Comments 

 

 2-78  

Response to Comment B3-2 

The comment is noted for the record. Please refer to Topical Response 5, Federal Implications to the 

EMFAC2021 Forecasts Utilized in the Revised Draft EIR, included in Section 2.1, Topical Responses, of the 

Revised Final EIR. Topical Response 5 discusses the federal regulatory changes that revoked the Advanced 

Clean Trucks Regulation (2020) and Heavy-Duty Omnibus Low-NOX Rules (2016) following the release of 

the Revised Draft EIR. It discusses the methodology utilized to remedy the modeling to accurately forecast 

emissions without the benefit of these regulations. Ultimately, it concludes that remodeling does not 

result in any significant changes to the disclosure of emissions in the Revised Draft EIR or its significance 

findings. 

Additionally, Section 3.0, Corrections and Additions to the Revised Draft EIR, of this Revised Final EIR, 

includes revisions to the Table 2-7, Existing (2024) Operational Electricity, energy calculations (page 4 of 

Appendix F, Energy Calculations, to the Revised Draft EIR); Table 2-8, Existing (2024) Operational Natural 

Gas (page 5 of Appendix F); and Table 2-9, (Revised) Annual Electricity Usage, and Table 2-10, (Revised) 

Annual Natural Gas Usage, energy calculations (page 10 of Appendix F) to show the revised energy 

calculations. These tables are also shown below. 

Table 2-7 

Existing (2024) Operational Electricity 

Operational Electricity  

Land Use  Size  Size 

Unit  

Energy Use 

Intensity 

(Gwh/size/year)  

Electricity 

(GWh)  Annual MTCO2e 

Residential   53,048  DU  0.0051  272.7  46,359 
Commercial/ Retail/Office   7,753,.268  1,000 SF  0.000039  301.5  51,254 

Industrial    33,746,.988  1,000 SF  0.000001  39.9  6,789 
Total Residential  272.7  46,359  

Total Non-Residential  341.4  58,042 
Notes: 
Du = dwelling unit 
SF = Square feet 
Gwh = gigawatt hours 
MTCO2e = metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent 

 
Table 2-8 

Existing (2024) Operational Natural Gas 

Operational Natural Gas 

Land Use  Size  Size 

Unit  

Energy Use 

Intensity 

(therms/size/year)  
Gas (therms) 

Annual 

MTCO2e 

Residential   53,048  DU  342.1377  18,149,722.45 96,030  
Commercial/ Retail/Office   7,753,.268  1,000 SF 0.284116 280 2,202,824.00 2,170,915 11,486 

Industrial  33,746.988  1,000 SF 429.50 14,494,432 76,690 
Total Residential  18,149,722.45 96,030 

Total Non-Residential  2,202,824.00 
16,665,348  88,176 

Notes: 
Du = dwelling unit 
SF = Square feet 
therms = energy content of approximately 100 cubic feet of natural gas at standard temperature and pressure 
MTCO2e = metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent 
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Response to  Comment B3-2

The comment is noted for  t he  record. Please refer t o  Topical Response 5, Federal Implications to the

EMFAC2021 Forecasts Utilized in the Revised Draft EIR, included i n  Section 2.1, Topical Responses, o f  t he

Revised Final EIR. Topical Response 5 discusses t he  federal regulatory changes tha t  revoked t he  Advanced

Clean Trucks Regulation (2020) and Heavy-Duty Omnibus Low-NOx Rules (2016) following the release of
t he  Revised Draft EIR. I t  discusses t he  methodology util ized to  remedy t he  modeling to  accurately forecast

emissions wi thout  t he  benefit o f  these regulations. Ultimately, i t  concludes tha t  remodeling does no t

result i n  any significant changes to  t he  disclosure of  emissions i n  t he  Revised Draft EIR o r  i ts significance

findings.

Additionally, Section 3.0, Corrections and  Additions to the Revised Draft EIR, of  this Revised Final EIR,

includes revisions to  t he  Table 2-7, Existing (2024) Operational Electricity, energy calculations (page 4 of

Appendix F, Energy Calculations, to  the  Revised Draft  EIR); Table 2-8, Existing (2024) Operational Natural

Gas (page 5 of Appendix F); and Table 2-9, (Revised) Annual Electricity Usage, and Table 2-10, (Revised)
Annual  Natural Gas Usage, energy calculations (page 10  of  Appendix F) to  show the  revised energy

calculations. These tables are also shown below.

Tab le  2-7
Ex i s t i ng  (2024) Opera t iona l  E lec t r i c i t y

Operat ional  Electr ic i ty
. Energy Use .

Land Use S ize  Size Intensity EAE  Annual MTCOze
(Gwh/sizelyear)

Residential 53,048 DU 0.0051 272.7 46,359
Commercial/ Retail/Office | 7,753;.268 [1,000 SF  0.000039 301.5 51,254

Industrial 33,746;.988 | 1,000 SF  0.000001 39.9 6,789
Total Resident ia l  272.7 46,359

Total Non-Resident ial  341.4 58,042
Notes:
Du = dwelling unit
SF = Square feet
Gwh = gigawatt hours
MTCO.e = metric tons of  carbon dioxide equivalent

Tab le  2-8
Ex i s t i ng  (2024) Opera t iona l  Na tura l  Gas

Operat ional  Natural  Gas

S ize  Energy Use Annual
Land Use S ize  . Intensity Gas  (therms) bp——Unit . MTCOze

(therms/sizel/year)
Residential 53,048 DU 342.1377 18,149,722-45 96,030

Commercial/ Retail/Office | 7,753;.268 |1,000 SF  0:284116 280 2.202.824.00 2,170,915 11,486
Industrial 33,746.988 [1,000 SF  429.50 14,494,432 76,690

Total Resident ia l  18,149,722-45 96,030

Total Non-Resident ial  16.665.348 88,176

Notes:
Du = dwelling unit
SF = Square feet
therms = energy content of  approximately 100 cubic feet of  natural gas at standard temperature and pressure
MTCO;e = metric tons o f  carbon dioxide equivalent

2-78



MoVal 2040 Revised Final Program EIR  2.0 Comment Letters and Responses to Comments 

 

 2-79  

Project (2040) Operational Electricity and Natural Gas 

Table 2-9 

(Revised) Annual Electricity Usage 

Land Use  Size  Size Unit  Electricity Rate 

(kWh/size/ year)  

Annual 

Electricity Usage 

(kWh/year)  

Annual 

Electricity Usage 

(GWh/year)  

Annual 

MTCO2e  

Single Family   7,320  dwelling 
unit   9,339.2  68,362,944 68.36  11,622 

Multi -Family   26,542  dwelling 
unit  6,846.8  181,727,766 181.73  30,894 

Total Residential  250,090,710  250.09  42,515 
Commercial/ 

Retail   1,953.2  1,000 sq ft   9,758.4  19,059,765  19.06  3,240 

Office  1,921.7  1,000 sq ft   17,443.2  33,521,295  33.52  5,699 
Industrial   41,137.5   1,000 sq ft   9,569.1  393,648,526  393.65  66,920 

Total Non-Residential  446,229,586  446.23  75,859 
Notes: 
kWh = kilowatt hours 
rate from Source: CalEEMod, Appendix G-28, Annual Energy Use by Land Use Subtype and EDFZ  
EDFZ = 11 (Eastern), Source: CalEEMod, Appendix D-5, Analysis of Building Energy Use Data  

 
Table 2-10 

(Revised) Annual Natural Gas Usage 

Land Use  Size  Size Unit  
Natural Gas 

Rate (kBtu/size 

unit/year) 

Annual 

Electricity 

Natural Gas 

Usage 

(kBtu/year) 

Annual 

Electricity 

Natural Gas 

Usage 

(therms/year) 

Annual 

MTCO2e  

Single Family   7,320  dwelling 
unit   35,564.3 260,330,676 2,603,307 13,774 

Multi -Family   26,542  dwelling unit  16,970.2 450,423,048 4,504,230 23,832 

Total Residential  710,753,724 7,107,537 37,606 

Commercial/ 
Retail   1,953.2  1,000 sq ft   5,922.2 11,567,034 115,670 612 

Office  1,921.7  1,000 sq ft   27,586.7 53,014,465 530,145 2,805 
Industrial   41,137.5   1,000 sq ft   42,950.3 1,766,866,506 17,668,665 93,485 

Total Non-Residential  1,831,448,005 18,314,480 96,902 

Notes:  
kBtu = kilo British thermal units  
Rate Source: CalEEMod, Appendix G-28, Annual Energy Use by Land Use Subtype and EDFZ  
EDFZ = 11 (Eastern), Source: CalEEMod, Appendix D-5, Analysis of Building Energy Use Data 

As shown in these tables, annual industrial GHG emissions resulting from electricity consumption would 

increase by 66,920 equivalent metric tons of CO2 (MTCO2e) and natural gas by 93,485 MTCO2e over 

baseline. This includes a conservative estimate as no project-specific mitigation measures are assumed 

from individual specific plans and projects in the City. See also the revisions to Table 4.6-11, Moreno Valley 

Existing and Future Annual Electricity and Natural Gas Use, in Table 2-11, below. 
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Project (2040) Operational Electricity and Natural Gas

Tab le  2-9
(Rev ised)  Annual  Electr ici ty Usage

Annual Annual

kWh = kilowatt hours
rate from Source: CalEEMod, Appendix G-28, Annual Energy Use by Land Use Subtype and EDFZ
EDFZ = 11  (Eastern), Source: CalEEMod, Appendix D-5, Analysis of  Building Energy Use Data

Land Use S ize  S ize  Uni t  s y  a Electr ic i ty  Usage  | Electr ic i ty Usage Sona l
S1ze l  year  (kWh/year) (GWh/year) ASAE

Single Family | 7,320 dwelling 9,339.2 68,362,944 68.36 11,622

Multi-Family | 26,542 dwelling 6,846.8 181,727,766 181.73 30,894

Total Resident ial  | 250,090,710 250.09 42,515

Commerciall | 4 g r 9 11000  sq ft 9,758.4 19,059,765 19.06 3,240Retail
Office 1,921.7 [1,000 sq ft 17,443.2 33,521,295 33.52 5,699

Industrial [41,137.5 [1,000 sq ft 9,569.1 393,648,526 393.65 66,920
Total Non-Resident ial  446,229,586 446.23 75,859

Notes:

Tab le  2-10
(Rev ised)  Annual  Natura l  Gas  Usage

kBtu = kilo British thermal units
Rate Source: CalEEMod, Appendix G-28, Annual Energy Use by Land Use Subtype and EDFZ
EDFZ = 11 (Eastern), Source: CalEEMod, Appendix D-5, Analysis of Building Energy Use Data

Annual Annual
Natural  Gas Eleetrieity Eleetricity A 1

Land Use S ize  S ize  Uni t  | Rate (kBtu/size Natural  Gas Natural Gas Annual
. EE  TE  =1 . . .  | MTCOseunit/year) Usage Usage =

(kBtu/year) (therms/year)

Single Family | 7,320 dwelling 35,564.3 260,330,676 2,603,307 13,774

Multi-Family 26,542 |dwelling unit] 16,970.2 450,423,048 4,504,230 23,832

Total Resident ial  | 710,753,724 7,107,537 37,606

Commercial 1,953.2 | 1,000 sq ft 5,922.2 11,567,034 115,670 612
Office 1,921.7 1,000 sq  ft 27,586.7 53,014,465 530,145 2,805

Industrial 41,137.5 | 1,000 sq  ft 42.,950.3 1,766,866,506 17,668,665 93,485
Total Non-Residential| 1,831,448,005 18,314,480 96,902

Notes:

As shown in  these tables, annual industrial GHG emissions resulting f rom electricity consumption would

increase by 66,920 equivalent metr ic tons of  CO, (MTCOe) and natural gas by 93,485 MTCO,e over

baseline. This includes a conservative estimate as no  project-specific mit igation measures are assumed

from  individual specific plans and  projects i n  t he  City. See also t he  revisions to  Table 4.6-11, Moreno Valley

Existing and  Future Annual  Electricity and  Natural  Gas Use, i n  Table 2-11, below.
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Response to Comment B3-10 

Please refer to Response to Comments B3-1 through B3-9 as well as Topical Response 2, Recirculation Not 

Required for the Revised Draft EIR, included in Section 2.1, Topical Responses, of this Revised Final EIR. No 

further response is warranted or required. 
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Response to  Comment B3-10

Please refer  to  Response to  Comments B3-1  through B3-9 as well as Topical Response 2,  Recirculation Not

Requiredfor the Revised Draft  EIR, included i n  Section 2.1, Topical Responses, o f  this  Revised Final EIR. No

further response is warranted o r  required.
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https://califaep.org/docs/AEP-2016_Final_White_Paper.pdf


https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/publisheddocs/published/g000/m090/k845/90845985.pdf








https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/classic/cc/reporting/ghg-rep/regulation/subpart_a_rule_part98.pdf
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/ghg-gwps
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See Response to Comment B4-1 regarding the purpose of the proposed CAP. In light of the foregoing, no 

further response to this comment is warranted or required. 

Comment B4-8 

VII. Contingent and Speculative Measures 

Several measures rely on funding or ordinances not yet adopted. For example, the CAP assumes 95% 

compliance with all-electric new construction starting in 2026 (pp. 55, 99), though no such ordinance has 

been passed. CEQA does not allow credit for reductions from speculative measures (Vineyard Area Citizens 

v. Rancho Cordova, 40 Cal.4th 412). 

Requested Revision: Credit should not be claimed until measures are formally adopted and funded. 

Response to Comment B4-8 

This comment suggests that the proposed CAP relies, in part, on speculative measures solely because 

some measures include actions related to building ordinances and funding that have not yet been 

adopted. To make this argument, commenter relies upon Vineyard Area Citizens for Responsible Growth, 

Inc. v. City of Rancho Cordova, a 2007 California Supreme Court case looking at the availability of water 

for projects.  The court found that, when looking at future water supplies, there must be a likelihood of 

proving to be available.  (Vineyard, 40 Cal.4th 412, 432). Here, unlike in Vineyard, the adoption of an 

ordinance and the securing of funding are within the capacity and authority of the Lead Agency. 

Additionally, these actions are part of the project, and under CEQA it is not speculative to assess the 

potential increases or decreases of actions or measures contained within the Project. 

Center for Biological Diversity v. California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) (2015) 224 Cal.App.4th 

1105 (Newhall Ranch case) also addressed the use of a CAP under § 15183.5 for streamlining, finding the 

use of a CAP created under § 15183.5(b) for streamlining of analysis is appropriate, stating:  

[A] separate plan to reduce greenhouse gas emissions may, if sufficiently detailed and adequately 

supported, be used in later project-specific CEQA documents to simplify the evaluation of the 

project's cumulative contribution to the effects of greenhouse gas emissions (Center for Biological 

Diversity v. Department of Fish & Wildlife (2015) 62 Cal.4th 204, 230, citing Guidelines, § 15183.5, 

subds. (a), (b), emphasis added.) 

More recent cases continue to support the use of a Plan created under § 15183.5(b) for streamlining 

purposes and agree that each future project must analyze whether it is consistent with §15183.5, the CAP, 

and identify reduction measures from the plan that apply to the project. If those measures are not 

otherwise binding, then the future project must include those measures as mitigation (McCann v. City of 

San Diego (2021) 70 Cal.App.5th 51, 97). In McCann, the Court reaffirmed that a CAP does not excuse or 

eliminate future CEQA analysis of GHG impacts but instead provides guidance and establishes measures 

that individual projects may utilize to focus that analysis and eliminate recreating the process each and 

every time. 

MoVal 2040 Revised Final Program EIR 2.0 Comment Letters and Responses t o  Comments

See Response to  Comment B4-1  regarding t he  purpose of  t he  proposed CAP. In  l ight  o f  t he  foregoing, no

further response to  this  comment is warranted o r  required.

Commen t  B4-8

VII. Contingent and Speculative Measures

Several measures rely on  funding o r  ordinances no t  yet adopted. For example, t he  CAP assumes 95%

compliance with all-electric new  construction starting i n  2026 (pp.  55, 99), though no  such ordinance has

been passed. CEQA does no t  a l low  credit for  reductions f rom  speculative measures (Vineyard Area Citizens

v. Rancho Cordova, 40 Cal.4th 412).

Requested Revision: Credit should no t  be  claimed until  measures are  formally adopted andfunded.

Response to  Comment B4-8

This comment suggests tha t  t he  proposed CAP relies, i n  part,  on  speculative measures solely because

some measures include actions related to building ordinances and funding tha t  have no t  yet been

adopted. To make this argument,  commenter relies upon Vineyard Area Citizens for Responsible Growth,

Inc. v. City o f  Rancho Cordova, a 2007 California Supreme Court case looking a t  t he  availability of  water

for  projects. The court  found that ,  when looking a t  fu ture  water  supplies, there must  be  a likelihood of

proving t o  be available. (Vineyard, 40  Cal.4t™ 412, 432). Here, unlike i n  Vineyard, t he  adoption of  an

ordinance and t he  securing of  funding are wi th in  t he  capacity and authori ty of  the  Lead Agency.

Additionally, these actions are part  o f  t he  project, and under CEQA i t  is not  speculative to  assess the
potential increases o r  decreases of  actions o r  measures contained wi th in  t he  Project.

Centerfor Biological Diversity v. California Department o fFish and  Wildlife (CDFW) (2015) 224 Cal.App.4th
1105 (Newhall Ranch case) also addressed t he  use of  a CAP under § 15183.5 for  streamlining, f inding t he

use of  a CAP created under § 15183.5(b) fo r  streamlining of  analysis is appropriate, stating:

[A] separate plan to  reduce greenhouse gas emissions may, i f  sufficiently detailed and  adequately

supported, be used in  later project-specific CEQA documents t o  simplify t he  evaluation of  t he

project's cumulative contribution t o  t he  effects of  greenhouse gas emissions (Center for  Biological

Diversity v. Department of Fish & Wildlife (2015) 62 Cal.4th 204, 230, citing Guidelines, § 15183.5,
subds. (a), (b}, emphasis added.)

More recent cases continue t o  support t he  use of  a Plan created under § 15183.5(b) for  streamlining

purposes and agree tha t  each future  project  must  analyze whether  i t  is consistent w i th  §15183.5, t he  CAP,

and identify reduction measures f rom the  plan tha t  apply t o  t he  project. I f  those measures are no t

otherwise binding, then  t he  fu ture  project must  include those measures as mitigation (McCann v. City o f

San Diego (2021) 70  Cal.App.5th 51, 97). I n  McCann, the  Court reaff irmed tha t  a CAP does no t  excuse o r

eliminate future  CEQA analysis of  GHG impacts bu t  instead provides guidance and establishes measures

tha t  individual projects may utilize to  focus tha t  analysis and el iminate recreating t he  process each and

every time.
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https://citizenportal.ai/articles/5604331/Moreno-Valley/Riverside-County/California/City-Council-Adopts-2025-California-Energy-Code-for-Residential-Air-Conditioners/
https://citizenportal.ai/articles/5604331/Moreno-Valley/Riverside-County/California/City-Council-Adopts-2025-California-Energy-Code-for-Residential-Air-Conditioners/


mailto:marven.n@ccaej.org
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Comment B5-8 

  

Figure 1. Caltrans contextual guidance for bicycle facilities 1 

Footnote 1: https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-

planning/documents/office-of-smart-mobility-and-climate-change/planning-contextual-guidance-

memo-03-11-20-a11y.pdf 

Response to Comment B5-8 

The comment is noted. No environmental issue is raised. 
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Commen t  B5-8

Attachment A

Ca l t r ans  Con tex tua l  Gu idance  f o r  Pre fe r red  B i cyc le  Faci l i t ies™

Posted Speed
Place Type andSurrounding Land-Use 15-20 25-30 1 ]

Urban Areas & Suburban Main Streets <2,500 Standard Shoulder o r  Standard Shoulder o r  Class I l  o f  Class IV
, 2,500-5,000 Shared Lane Shared Lane Class IV

| 15,000-10,000 Class l l  o r  Class IV Class l l  o r  Class IV Class IV
10,000 Class IV Class IV ass

Rural Areas (Developing Corder) 5 15-20 ES I
r l  <2,500

& 2,500-5,000 . i ”A 5,000-10,000 Standard Shoulder (may be designated as a Class I l l  facility):

3 >10,000

| 520 EE EE
Rural Main Streets <2,500 Standard Shoulder o r

2,500-5,000 Shared Lane Class II
5,000-10,000 hace Cass lI Class l o r  IV

>10,000 Class |,  ll,or lV

1 Highway Design Manual (HDM] Index 81.3

2 HOM,Tablaz 302.1and  307.2

** Chart is not a repk foreng 1g  jud, ded for planning toidentify p bikeway facility under different place type,volume and speedconditions.

Figure 1.  Caltrans contextual guidance for  bicycle facilities *
Footnote 1:  https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-
planning/documents/office-of-smart-mobility-and-climate-change/planning-contextual-guidance-
memo-03-11-20-al ly.pdf

Response to  Comment B5-8

The comment is noted.  No  environmental issue is raised.
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Comment B6-3 

Attached is the correct map of the SJWA and Surround Conserved Lands as of June 2025 (GreenInfo 

Network). 
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Commen t  B6-3

Attached is t he  correct map of  t he  SJWA and Surround Conserved Lands as of  June 2025 {GreenlInfo

Network).
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If you need further assistance, reach out to Scott Sewell, Senior Supervisor and Wildlife Area Manager, 

San Jacinto Wildlife Area at scott.sewell@wildlife.ca.gov. 
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California Department of  Fish and Wildlife
Inland Deserts Region

SAN JACINTO WILDLIFE AREA
Riverside County

ICALIFOR\A
Fed
VILLE

Approximately 8 mi
B to Riverside

4

v 5
Moreno kh:
Valley J

® £Moreno

Lake Perris Stale
Recreation Area

Homeland

79

San Jacinto)
Reservoir “el

Beaumont

San Jacinto

74

74 Hemet

B l  vidiie Area w= State Highway

/ }  State Recreation Area =m Interstate Highway

o—e— Aqueduct Local Road A 1
5 Miles

Disclaimer: Boundaries are approximate.
Maps are intended for general purposes only.

December 2014 - WLB

I f  you  need further assistance, reach ou t  to  Scott Sewell, Senior Supervisor and Wildlife Area Manager,

San Jacinto Wildlife Area a t  scott.sewell@wildlife.ca.gov.
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Response to Comment B6-3 

See Response to Comment B6-2. 

Comment B6-4 

This comment is a screenshot of the City of Moreno Valley 2040 Project website and attachments to the 

comment letter. 

Response to Comment B6-4 

This comment is noted. No environmental issue is raised.   

MoVal 2040 Revised Final Program EIR 2.0 Comment Letters and Responses to  Comments

Response to  Comment B6-3

See Response to  Comment B6-2.

Commen t  B6-4

This comment is a screenshot o f  t he  City o f  Moreno  Valley 2040 Project website and attachments t o  t he

comment letter.

Response to  Comment B6-4

This comment is noted.  No  environmental issue is raised.
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https://www.epa.gov/outdoor-air-quality-data/interactive-map-air-quality-monitors#:~:text=The%20AirData%20Air%20Quality%20Monitors,national%20parks%20and%20wilderness%20areas
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https://catc.ca.gov/-/media/ctc-media/documents/programs/sb671/092523-sb671-draft-assessment-a11y.pdf
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structures require noise and vibration analyses to ensure compliance with Federal Transit Administration 

thresholds. However, at a programmatic level of analysis, there are no feasible mitigation measures that 

would reduce noise impacts associated with development facilitated by the Project to a less than 

significant level.  

Regarding air quality or pollution, the Project would implement MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-5, which 

requires development projects, when identified, to assess and mitigate air quality impacts during 

construction and operation to comply with regulatory thresholds and protect public health. This includes 

analyzing air emissions, controlling fugitive dust, reducing construction emissions, coordinating 

concurrent projects, and conducting Health Risk Assessments for toxic air contaminants near sensitive 

receptors based on specified thresholds. The Revised Draft EIR also found that future construction and 

operational emissions associated with development projects would conflict with the implementation of 

the AQMP. However, at a programmatic level of analysis, there are no feasible mitigation measures that 

would reduce air quality impacts associated with development facilitated by the Project to a less than 

significant level. With the implementation of MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-5, the Project would still result 

in significant and unavoidable impacts to air quality. 

Regarding traffic, the Project would implement roadway and circulation improvements, new bicycle and 

pedestrian facilities, as well as the polices and actions listed under goals C-1 through C-3 in order to 

improve the circulation network through project buildout in 2040. Therefore, the Project would not 

conflict with a plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, and impacts would be less than 

significant. The General Plan includes policies and actions described above that would ensure future 

transportation facilities would not introduce hazards onto the circulation network, and future 

development and redevelopment would also be designed consistent with all safety requirements 

pertaining to ingress and egress onto the circulation network. Therefore, the project would not 

substantially increase hazards, and impacts would be less than significant. However, Implementation of 

the Project would result in an increase in VMT based on several metrics. As a result of some metrics that 

exceeded the significance criteria based on certain analysis methodologist, impacts would be significant. 

The project includes TDM goals, policies, and actions that would support VMT reductions; however, 

anticipated VMT reductions associated with proposed TDM measures would be large enough to guarantee 

that significant impacts could be fully mitigated.  

Finally, as discussed, in Response to Comment C5-2, comments on economic and social issues will not 

receive detailed responses in the Revised Final EIR. No further response is warranted or required.  

Comment C5-5 

The change to zoning will effect a very large area not far from my house and in return will eventually effect 

North East Moreno Valley. The only alternative to these changes would be not rezone. 

I would also, like to be informed of all future documents and meetings.  

MoVal 2040 Revised Final Program EIR 2.0 Comment Letters and Responses t o  Comments

structures require noise and vibration analyses to  ensure compliance w i th  Federal Transit Administration

thresholds. However, a t  a programmatic level o f  analysis, there are no  feasible mitigation measures tha t

would reduce noise impacts associated w i th  development facilitated by t he  Project to  a less than

significant level.

Regarding air quality o r  pollution, t he  Project wou ld  implement MM AQ-1  through MM AQ-5, which

requires development projects, when identified, to  assess and mitigate air quality impacts during

construction and operation t o  comply with regulatory thresholds and protect  public health. This includes

analyzing air emissions, controll ing fugitive dust, reducing construction emissions, coordinating

concurrent projects, and conducting Health Risk Assessments for  toxic air contaminants near sensitive

receptors based on  specified thresholds. The Revised Draft EIR also found tha t  fu ture  construction and

operational emissions associated w i th  development projects wou ld  conflict w i t h  t he  implementat ion of

t he  AQMP. However, a t  a programmatic level o f  analysis, there are no  feasible mitigation measures tha t

would reduce air quality impacts associated w i th  development facilitated by t he  Project to  a less than

significant level. Wi th  t he  implementat ion of  MM  AQ-1  through MM  AQ-5, t he  Project would still result

i n  significant and unavoidable impacts t o  air  quality.

Regarding traffic, t he  Project would  implement  roadway and circulation improvements, new  bicycle and

pedestrian facilities, as well as t he  polices and actions listed under goals C-1  through C-3 i n  order to

improve the  circulation network through project bui ldout i n  2040. Therefore, the  Project would  no t

conflict w i t h  a plan, ordinance, o r  policy addressing t he  circulation system, and  impacts wou ld  be  less than
significant. The General Plan includes policies and actions described above tha t  would  ensure fu ture

transportation facilities would no t  introduce hazards on to  t he  circulation network,  and future

development and redevelopment would  also be designed consistent w i t h  all safety requirements

pertaining t o  ingress and egress on to  t he  circulation network.  Therefore, t he  project wou ld  no t

substantially increase hazards, and impacts wou ld  be  less than significant. However, Implementation of

t he  Project would result i n  an increase i n  VMT  based on  several metrics. As a result of  some metrics tha t

exceeded t he  significance criteria based on  certain analysis methodologist, impacts would  be  significant.

The project includes TDM goals, policies, and actions tha t  would  support VMT reductions; however,

anticipated VMT  reductions associated w i th  proposed TDM  measures wou ld  be  large enough to  guarantee

tha t  significant impacts could be  ful ly  mitigated.

Finally, as discussed, i n  Response to  Comment C5-2, comments on  economic and social issues will not

receive detailed responses i n  t he  Revised Final EIR. No  fur ther  response is warranted o r  required.

Commen t  C5-5

The change t o  zoning will effect a very large area no t  far  from my  house and  i n  re turn  will eventually effect

North East Moreno  Valley. The only alternative to  these changes wou ld  be  no t  rezone.

| would  also, like to  be  in formed of  all fu ture  documents and meetings.
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Response to Comment C5-5 

This comment does not pertain to any significant environmental issues or impacts or any measures to 

avoid or mitigate any identifiable significant environmental impact.  As such, no response to this comment 

is warranted or required. Notwithstanding, as requested, the commenter will be added to the list of 

contacts that the lead agency will send any additional Project information that may have not been 

available at the time of this response. 

MoVal 2040 Revised Final Program EIR 2.0 Comment Letters and Responses to  Comments

Response to  Comment C5-5

This comment does no t  pertain to  any significant environmental issues o r  impacts o r  any measures to

avoid o r  mit igate any identifiable significant environmental impact. As such, no  response to  this  comment

is warranted o r  required. Notwithstanding, as requested, t he  commenter will be added t o  t he  list o f

contacts tha t  t he  lead agency will send any additional Project information tha t  may have no t  been

available a t  t he  t ime  of  this response.
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Response to Comment C6-3 

Please refer to Topical Response 1, Scope of the Revised Draft EIR, included in Section 2.1, Topical 

Responses, of this Revised Final EIR. 

Comment C6-4 

I live in the North East side of Moreno Valley near the Riverside County Line. All of our homes in these 

parts are on septic and this is a rural area with horses and livestock. This area lacks fundamental services 

such as public sewer systems, nearby groceries, pharmacies, and reliable transit access. Without these 

basics, high-density housing may degrade, not enhance, the daily lives of future residents. The idea to 

convert land use North of the 60 freeway and East of Moreno Beach Drive to R10, and to sandwich homes 

between commercial is not part of our current zoning and must be approved by both the Planning 

Commission and the City Council. 

Response to Comment C6-4 

Please refer to Topical Response 1, Scope of the Revised Draft EIR, included in Section 2.1, Topical 

Responses, of this Revised Final EIR. 

Comment C6-5 

I also feel the proposed development places high-density housing in areas inherently unsafe. Concerns 

include proximity to earthquake fault lines and wildfire-prone zones, coupled with limited emergency 

evacuation routes and scant infrastructure. Developers seem to be prioritizing density over safety, 

effectively putting vulnerable populations at risk. 

Response to Comment C6-5 

Please refer to Topical Response 1, Scope of the Revised Draft EIR, and Topical Response 3, The Revised 

Draft EIR is a Programmatic Document, included in Section 2.1, Topical Responses, of this Revised Final 

EIR. As noted therein, approval of the Project and certification of its Revised Final EIR does not entitle or 

environmentally clear any specific development project. Future development may be subject to additional 

analysis and mitigation measures as applicable. 

Comment C6-6 

The revised EIR for northeast Moreno Valley underscores a complex, multifaceted opposition. The 

development's risks span environmental threats, health and safety concerns, infrastructure deficiencies, 

and procedural shortcomings. Without significant revisions, grounded in transparent analysis, enforceable 

mitigation, and equitable community engagement, the proposal lacks the ethical and practical foundation 

needed to move forward.  

Please notify me of all future documents and meetings. 

MoVal 2040 Revised Final Program EIR 2.0 Comment Letters and Responses to  Comments

Response to  Comment C6-3

Please refer to  Topical Response 1,  Scope of  the Revised Draft EIR, included i n  Section 2.1, Topical

Responses, of  this Revised Final EIR.

Commen t  C6-4

| l ive i n  t he  Nor th  East side of  Moreno  Valley near t he  Riverside County Line. All of  our  homes i n  these

parts are on  septic and this is a rural  area w i th  horses and livestock. This area lacks fundamental services

such as public sewer systems, nearby groceries, pharmacies, and reliable transit access. Wi thout  these

basics, high-density housing may degrade, no t  enhance, t he  daily lives of  future residents. The idea to

convert land use North  o f  the  60  freeway and East o f  Moreno  Beach Drive to  R10, and to  sandwich homes

between commercial is no t  part  o f  our  current zoning and must  be approved by both  t he  Planning

Commission and t he  City Council.

Response to  Comment C6-4

Please refer to  Topical Response 1,  Scope of  the Revised Draft EIR, included i n  Section 2.1, Topical

Responses, of  this Revised Final EIR.

Comment C6-5

| also feel t he  proposed development places high-density housing i n  areas inherently unsafe. Concerns

include proximity t o  earthquake fault lines and wildfire-prone zones, coupled w i th  l imi ted emergency
evacuation routes and scant infrastructure. Developers seem to be prioritizing density over safety,

effectively put t ing  vulnerable populations a t  risk.

Response to  Comment C6-5

Please refer  t o  Topical Response 1,  Scope of  the Revised Draft EIR, and Topical Response 3, The Revised

Draft EIR is a Programmatic Document, included i n  Section 2.1, Topical Responses, of  this Revised Final

EIR. As noted therein,  approval o f  t he  Project and certification of  i ts Revised Final EIR does no t  entitle o r

environmentally clear any specific development project.  Future development  may  be  subject t o  additional

analysis and mit igation measures as applicable.

Commen t  C6-6

The revised EIR for northeast Moreno Valley underscores a complex, multifaceted opposition. The

development's risks span environmental threats, health and safety concerns, infrastructure deficiencies,

and procedural shortcomings. Wi thout  significant revisions, grounded i n  transparent analysis, enforceable

mitigation, and equitable community engagement, t he  proposal lacks t he  ethical and  practical foundation

needed t o  move  forward.

Please notify me of  all future documents and meetings.
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Response to Comment C6-6 

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15204(a), comments on the Revised Draft EIR should focus on the 

sufficiency of the identification and analysis of potentially significant environmental impacts and the 

adequacy of mitigation measures that have been designed to avoid or mitigate those impacts. This 

comment, however, does not raise or pertain to any such potential impacts or mitigation measures; rather 

it simply demands more data and additional studies. A lead agency is not required to conduct every test 

or perform all research, studies, or experimentation that may be sought by commenters. (PRC § 

21091(d)(2)(B); 14 CCR § 15204(a)). Notwithstanding, sufficient information related to mitigation 

measures has been included throughout the MoVal 2040 Revised Draft EIR and has been summarized in 

Table S-1: Summary of Environmental Impacts of the Executive Summary. Additionally, sufficient 

information about the 2021 MoVal Process, Ruling, and the MoVal 2040 Revised Draft EIR has been 

included in Chapter 2.0, Environmental Setting, of the Revised Draft EIR. In light of the foregoing, no 

further response is warranted or required. Notwithstanding, as requested, the commenter will be added 

to the list of contacts that the lead agency will send any additional Project information that may have not 

been available at the time of this response. 
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Response to  Comment C6-6

Pursuant t o  CEQA Guidelines Section 15204(a), comments on  the  Revised Draft EIR should focus on  t he

sufficiency of  t he  identif ication and analysis of  potentially significant environmental impacts and the

adequacy of  mitigation measures tha t  have been designed to avoid o r  mitigate those impacts. This

comment,  however, does no t  raise o r  pertain  to  any such potential impacts o r  mit igat ion measures; rather

i t  simply demands more  data and additional studies. A lead agency is no t  required to  conduct every test

o r  per form all research, studies, o r  experimentation tha t  may be sought by commenters. (PRC §

21091(d)(2)}(B); 14 CCR § 15204(a}). Notwithstanding, sufficient information related to mitigation
measures has been included throughout  t he  MoVal 2040 Revised Draft EIR and has been summarized i n

Table S-1: Summary of  Environmental Impacts of  t he  Executive Summary. Additionally, sufficient

information about t he  2021  MoVal Process, Ruling, and the  MoVal 2040 Revised Draft EIR has been

included in  Chapter 2.0, Environmental Setting, of  t he  Revised Draft EIR. In l ight of  t he  foregoing, no

further response is warranted o r  required. Notwithstanding, as requested, the commenter will be  added

to  t he  list of  contacts tha t  t he  lead agency will send any additional Project information tha t  may  have not

been available a t  t he  t ime  of  this response.
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Response to Comment C7-4 

See Response to Comment C1-2. 

MoVal 2040 Revised Final Program EIR 2.0 Comment Letters and Responses to  Comments

Response to  Comment C7-4

See Response to  Comment C1-2.
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Figure 1. The City of Moreno Valley and surrounding areas within 20 km with warehouses and potential 

future warehouse projects. Data from Warehouse CITY v1.23 (Phillips and McCarthy, 2024). 

Response to Comment C8-7 

Please refer to Response to Comment C8-5 above, which describes how cumulative impacts were analyzed 

in the Revised Draft EIR. Please also refer to Topical Response 3, The Revised Draft EIR Is a Programmatic 

Document, included in Section 2.1, Topical Responses, of this Revised Final EIR. Topical Response 3 

describes the programmatic nature of the Revised Final EIR given that the Project consists of long-term 

plans that will be implemented as policy documents guiding future development activities and related 

City actions. It also describes the level of detail required for the analysis and mitigation in a program EIR. 

As further discussed in Topical Response 3, all feasible mitigation appropriate for a programmatic 

document is included in the Revised Draft EIR, and no additional mitigation measures are required. 

However, all comments will be provided to City decision-makers for their review and consideration. No 

further response is warranted or required. 

Comment C8-8 

Additionally, the programmatic EIR includes almost no attempts at widescale electrification of either 

residential, industrial, or commercial projects as part of the EIR. Air quality problems in the basin are 

largely driven by the goods movement industry and its diesel emissions across trucks, hostlers, forklifts, 

trains, and ocean-going vessels. The City can require ambitious electrification targets as part of any new 

project as demonstrated by settlement agreements on recent warehouse projects. Please identify why no 

electrification targets are required for discretionary industrial projects under the EIR.  
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Figure 1 .  The City of  Moreno  Valley and surrounding areas wi th in  20  km  w i th  warehouses and potential

future warehouse projects. Data from Warehouse CITY v1.23 (Phillips and McCarthy, 2024).

Response to  Comment C8-7

Please refer  t o  Response to  Comment C8-5 above, which describes how  cumulative impacts were  analyzed

in  t he  Revised Draft EIR. Please also refer to  Topical Response 3,  The Revised Draft EIR Is a Programmatic
Document, included in  Section 2.1, Topical Responses, of  this Revised Final EIR. Topical Response 3

describes t he  programmatic nature of  t he  Revised Final EIR given tha t  t he  Project consists of  long-term

plans tha t  will be  implemented as policy documents guiding future development activities and related

City actions. I t  also describes t he  level of  detail required for  t he  analysis and mit igation i n  a program EIR.

As further discussed in  Topical Response 3, all feasible mitigation appropriate for  a programmatic

document is included i n  t he  Revised Draft EIR, and no  additional mitigation measures are required.

However, all comments will be  provided to  City decision-makers for  their  review and consideration. No

further response is warranted o r  required.

Commen t  C8-8

Additionally, t he  programmatic EIR includes almost no  attempts a t  widescale electrification of  either

residential, industrial, o r  commercial projects as par t  o f  the  EIR. Air quality problems i n  t he  basin are

largely driven by  t he  goods movement  industry and its diesel emissions across trucks, hostlers, forklifts,

trains, and ocean-going vessels. The City can require ambitious electrification targets as part  o f  any new

project  as demonstrated by  settlement agreements on  recent warehouse projects. Please identify why  no

electrification targets are required for  discretionary industrial projects under  t he  EIR.
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Response to Comment C8-14 

See Response to Comment C8-13 above. As discussed in Appendix E, VMT Assessment, to the Revised 

Draft EIR, the RIVTAM model was replaced by the RIVCOM model after the 2021 EIR was approved (refer 

to the VMT Assessment for a discussion of VMT analysis methodology). The latest RIVCOM model (Version 

4.0.1) was released in January 2024 and is utilized to estimate VMT for the analysis using a more detailed 

network and zone system model compared to RIVTAM.  

It should also be noted that a lower baseline (2024) presents a more conservative analysis as part of the 

2024 GPU because the forecasted growth between the baseline and horizon year (2024) would be larger. 

Nevertheless, the analysis was performed during the post-COVID-19 pandemic conditions while using the 

baseline (2024) year and future (2040) year models developed during pre-COVID-19 conditions. The 

COVID-19 response has dramatically changed human activities and associated travel patterns. Performing 

more activities from home was already a growing trend due to the internet, but COVID-19 accelerated 

transitions to working and shopping from home, leading to the decrease in office employment and a shift 

towards commercial/retail or industrial employment. Additionally, e-commerce growth is captured as 

part of the industrial sector due to the increased demand for warehouses and fulfillment centers, as well 

as commercial/retail shops which offered delivery or pickup services. Therefore, the shifts in office, 

commercial/retail, and industrial employment between 2018 and 2024 in the RIVCOM model can be 

attributed to post-COVID-19 pandemic conditions, which resulted in more work from home and a shift to 

e-commerce as people shopped less in person.   
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Metric 2024 GPU Baseline | US Census CA Dept of 2040 Plan
{(RIVCOM]) (2024 o r  2023) | Finance Table E-1

and E-5
Population 205,620 213,919 211,389 298,440
Household 53,048 57,473 58,713 86,860

Response to  Comment C8-14

See Response t o  Comment C8-13 above. As discussed in  Appendix E, VMT Assessment, to  t he  Revised

Draft  EIR, t he  RIVTAM model was replaced by  t he  RIVCOM model after  t he  2021  EIR was approved (refer

to  t he  VMT  Assessment for  a discussion of  VMT  analysis methodology).  The latest RIVCOM model  (Version

4.0.1) was released i n  January 2024 and is utilized to  estimate VMT  for  t he  analysis using a more  detailed

network  and zone system model  compared to  RIVTAM.

I t  should also be  noted tha t  a lower baseline (2024) presents a more  conservative analysis as part o f  t he

2024 GPU because t he  forecasted growth between t he  baseline and horizon year (2024) would  be  larger.

Nevertheless, t he  analysis was performed during  t he  post-COVID-19 pandemic conditions while using the

baseline (2024) year and future (2040) year models developed during pre-COVID-19 conditions. The
COVID-19 response has dramatically changed human activities and associated travel patterns. Performing

more activities from home was already a growing t rend due to  the  internet, bu t  COVID-19 accelerated

transitions t o  working  and shopping from home,  leading to  t he  decrease i n  office employment  and  a shift

towards commercial/retail o r  industrial employment. Additionally, e-commerce growth is captured as

part o f  t he  industrial sector due to  t he  increased demand for  warehouses and fulfillment centers, as well

as commercial/retail shops which offered delivery o r  pickup services. Therefore, t he  shifts i n  office,
commercial/retail, and industrial employment between 2018 and 2024 in  t he  RIVCOM model can be

attributed t o  post-COVID-19 pandemic conditions, which resulted i n  more  work  from home  and a shift to

e-commerce as people shopped less i n  person.
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revised to show compliance and consistency with quantitative models (e.g., the Riverside County 

Transportation Model [RIVCOM]) which were adopted since 2021. However, the analysis of noise and 

transportation was not found inadequate. 

The Executive Summary of the Revised Draft EIR provides a summary of the impact discussion for each 

threshold evaluated as well as the mitigation measures that would be applied regarding the impact (if 

applicable) and its level of significance after mitigation. Traffic noise impacts are significant and 

unavoidable for existing sensitive land uses due to the lack of retrofit programs. MM NOS-1 and MM NOS-

2 require new developments to comply with interior noise standards. Construction noise controls include 

restricted hours, equipment maintenance, and alternative low-noise methods. Projects near fragile 

structures require noise and vibration analyses to ensure compliance with Federal Transit Administration 

thresholds. However, at a programmatic level of analysis, there are no feasible mitigation measures that 

would reduce air quality impacts associated with development facilitated by the Project to a less than 

significant level.  

Regarding air quality or pollution, the Project would implement MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-5, which 

requires development projects, when identified, to assess and mitigate air quality impacts during 

construction and operation to comply with regulatory thresholds and protect public health. This includes 

analyzing air emissions, controlling fugitive dust, reducing construction emissions, coordinating 

concurrent projects, and conducting Health Risk Assessments for toxic air contaminants near sensitive 

receptors based on specified thresholds. The Revised Draft EIR also found that future construction and 

operational emissions associated with development projects would conflict with the implementation of 

the AQMP. However, at a programmatic level of analysis, there are no feasible mitigation measures that 

would reduce air quality impacts associated with development facilitated by the Project to a less than 

significant level. With the implementation of MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-5, the Project would still result 

in significant and unavoidable impacts to air quality. 

Regarding traffic, the Project would implement roadway and circulation improvements, new bicycle and 

pedestrian facilities, as well as the polices and actions listed under goals C-1 through C-3 in order to 

improve the circulation network through project buildout in 2040. Therefore, the Project would not 

conflict with a plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, and impacts would be less than 

significant. The General Plan includes policies and actions described above that would ensure future 

transportation facilities would not introduce hazards onto the circulation network, and future 

development and redevelopment would also be designed consistent with all safety requirements 

pertaining to ingress and egress onto the circulation network. Therefore, the Project would not 

substantially increase hazards, and impacts would be less than significant. However, Implementation of 

the Project would result in an increase in VMT based on several metrics. As a result of some metrics that 

exceeded the significance criteria based on certain analysis methodologist, impacts would be significant. 

The project includes TDM goals, policies, and actions that would support VMT reductions; however, 

anticipated VMT reductions associated with proposed TDM measures would be large enough to guarantee 

that significant impacts could be fully mitigated.  
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revised t o  show compliance and consistency w i t h  quantitative models (e.g., t he  Riverside County

Transportation Mode l  [RIVCOM]) which were adopted since 2021. However, t he  analysis of  noise and

transportation was no t  found  inadequate.

The Executive Summary of  t he  Revised Draft EIR provides a summary of  t he  impact discussion for  each

threshold evaluated as well as t he  mitigation measures tha t  would  be applied regarding t he  impact (if

applicable) and its level o f  significance after mitigation. Traffic noise impacts are significant and

unavoidable for  existing sensitive land uses due to  t he  lack o f  retrofit programs. MM  NOS-1 and MM  NOS-
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restricted hours, equipment maintenance, and alternative low-noise methods. Projects near fragile

structures require noise and vibration analyses to  ensure compliance w i th  Federal Transit Administration

thresholds. However, a t  a programmatic level o f  analysis, there are no  feasible mitigation measures tha t

would reduce air quality impacts associated w i th  development facilitated by t he  Project to  a less than

significant level.

Regarding air quality o r  pollution, t he  Project wou ld  implement MM AQ-1  through MM AQ-5, which

requires development projects, when identified, to  assess and mitigate air quality impacts during

construction and operation t o  comply with regulatory thresholds and protect  public health. This includes

analyzing air emissions, controll ing fugitive dust, reducing construction emissions, coordinating

concurrent projects, and conducting Health Risk Assessments for  toxic air contaminants near sensitive

receptors based on  specified thresholds. The Revised Draft EIR also found tha t  fu ture  construction and
operational emissions associated w i th  development projects wou ld  conflict w i t h  t he  implementat ion of

t he  AQMP. However, a t  a programmatic level o f  analysis, there are no  feasible mitigation measures tha t

would reduce air quality impacts associated w i th  development facilitated by t he  Project to  a less than

significant level. Wi th  t he  implementat ion of  MM  AQ-1  through MM  AQ-5, t he  Project would still result

i n  significant and unavoidable impacts t o  air  quality.

Regarding traffic, t he  Project would  implement  roadway and circulation improvements, new  bicycle and

pedestrian facilities, as well as t he  polices and actions listed under goals C-1  through C-3 i n  order to

improve the  circulation network through project bui ldout i n  2040. Therefore, the  Project would  no t

conflict w i t h  a plan, ordinance, o r  policy addressing t he  circulation system, and  impacts would  be  less than

significant. The General Plan includes policies and actions described above tha t  would  ensure fu ture

transportation facilities would no t  introduce hazards on to  t he  circulation network,  and future

development and redevelopment would  also be designed consistent w i t h  all safety requirements

pertaining t o  ingress and egress on to  t he  circulation network. Therefore, the  Project would  no t

substantially increase hazards, and impacts wou ld  be  less than significant. However, Implementation of

t he  Project would result i n  an increase i n  VMT  based on  several metrics. As a result o f  some metrics tha t

exceeded t he  significance criteria based on  certain analysis methodologist, impacts would  be  significant.

The project includes TDM goals, policies, and actions tha t  would  support VMT reductions; however,

anticipated VMT  reductions associated w i th  proposed TDM  measures wou ld  be  large enough to  guarantee

tha t  significant impacts could be  ful ly  mitigated.
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Justice-related Legislation Applicable to the Project, included in Section 2.1, Topical Responses, of the 

Revised Final EIR. This comment does not pertain to any significant environmental issues or impacts or 

any measures to avoid or mitigate any identifiable significant environmental impact.  As such, no response 

to this comment is warranted or required. Notwithstanding, as requested, the commenter will be added 

to the list of contacts that the lead agency will send any additional Project information that may have not 

been available at the time of this response.  

Comment C9-37 

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT   

Center for Community Action and Environmental Justice v. City of Moreno Valley  

Riverside Superior Court Case No. CVR12200683 

Response to Comment C9-37 

The comment is noted. No environmental issue is raised.  
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Justice-related Legislation Applicable to the Project, included i n  Section 2.1, Topical Responses, of  t he

Revised Final EIR. This comment does no t  pertain to  any significant environmental issues o r  impacts o r

any measures t o  avoid o r  mit igate  any identifiable significant environmental  impact. As such, no  response

to  this  comment is warranted o r  required. Notwithstanding, as requested, t he  commenter will be  added

to  t he  list of  contacts tha t  t he  lead agency will send any additional Project information tha t  may have no t

been available a t  t he  t ime  of  this response.

Commen t  C9-37

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

Center for Community Action and  Environmental  Justice v. City o f  Moreno Valley

Riverside Superior Court Case No.  CVR12200683

Response to  Comment C9-37

The comment is noted.  No  environmental issue is raised.
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As discussed within Chapter 4.13, Noise, of the MoVal 2040 Revised Draft Program EIR, noise 

measurement sites were selected to be representative of the existing noise exposure within the Planning 

Area. Please refer to Table 4.13-2, Existing Noise Measurement Locations and Measurements, in the 

Revised Draft EIR for a list of locations and noise measurement data. Additionally, the Revised Draft EIR 

includes an analysis of 405 roadway segments located within the Planning Area (see Table 4.13-8).  

The Executive Summary of the Revised Draft EIR provides a summary of the impact discussion for each 

threshold evaluated as well as the mitigation measures that would be applied regarding the impact (if 

applicable) and its level of significance after mitigation. Traffic noise impacts are significant and 

unavoidable for existing sensitive land uses due to the lack of retrofit programs. MM NOS-1 and MM NOS-

2 require new developments to comply with interior noise standards. Construction noise controls include 

restricted hours, equipment maintenance, and alternative low-noise methods. Projects near fragile 

structures require noise and vibration analyses to ensure compliance with Federal Transit Administration 

thresholds. However, at a programmatic level of analysis, there are no feasible mitigation measures that 

would reduce noise impacts associated with development facilitated by the Project to a less than 

significant level.  

Regarding air quality or pollution, the Project would implement MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-5, which 

requires development projects, when identified, to assess and mitigate air quality impacts during 

construction and operation to comply with regulatory thresholds and protect public health. This includes 

analyzing air emissions, controlling fugitive dust, reducing construction emissions, coordinating 

concurrent projects, and conducting Health Risk Assessments for toxic air contaminants near sensitive 

receptors based on specified thresholds. The Revised Draft EIR also found that future construction and 

operational emissions associated with development projects would conflict with the implementation of 

the AQMP. However, at a programmatic level of analysis, there are no feasible mitigation measures that 

would reduce air quality impacts associated with development facilitated by the Project to a less than 

significant level. With the implementation of MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-5, the Project would still result 

in significant and unavoidable impacts to air quality. 

Regarding traffic, the Project would implement roadway and circulation improvements, new bicycle and 

pedestrian facilities, as well as the polices and actions listed under goals General Plan Update Circulation 

Goals C-1 through C-3 in order to improve the circulation network through project buildout in 2040. 

Therefore, the Project would not conflict with a plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation 

system, and impacts would be less than significant. The General Plan Update includes policies and actions 

described above that would ensure future transportation facilities would not introduce hazards onto the 

circulation network, and future development and redevelopment would also be designed consistent with 

all safety requirements pertaining to ingress and egress onto the circulation network. Therefore, the 

Project would not substantially increase hazards, and impacts would be less than significant. However, 

Implementation of the Project would result in an increase in VMT based on several metrics. As a result of 

some metrics that exceeded the significance criteria based on certain analysis methodologist, impacts 

would be significant. The Project includes TDM goals, policies, and actions that would support VMT 
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As discussed wi th in  Chapter 4.13, Noise, of  the  MoVal 2040 Revised Draft  Program EIR, noise

measurement sites were  selected to  be  representative o f  t he  existing noise exposure w i th in  the  Planning

Area. Please refer t o  Table 4.13-2, Existing Noise Measurement Locations and  Measurements, i n  t he

Revised Draft EIR for  a list o f  locations and noise measurement data. Additionally, t he  Revised Draft EIR

includes an analysis of  405 roadway segments located w i th in  the  Planning Area (see Table 4.13-8).

The Executive Summary of  t he  Revised Draft EIR provides a summary of  the  impact discussion for  each

threshold evaluated as well as t he  mitigation measures tha t  would  be applied regarding t he  impact ( i f

applicable) and its level o f  significance after mitigation. Traffic noise impacts are significant and

unavoidable for  existing sensitive land uses due to  t he  lack of  retrofit programs. MM  NOS-1 and MM  NOS-

2 require new  developments t o  comply w i th  inter ior  noise standards. Construction noise controls include

restricted hours, equipment maintenance, and alternative low-noise methods. Projects near fragile

structures require noise and vibration analyses to  ensure compliance w i th  Federal Transit Administration

thresholds. However, a t  a programmatic level o f  analysis, there are no  feasible mitigation measures tha t

would reduce noise impacts associated w i th  development facilitated by t he  Project to  a less than

significant level.

Regarding air quality o r  pollution, t he  Project wou ld  implement MM AQ-1  through MM AQ-5, which

requires development projects, when identified, to  assess and mitigate air quality impacts during

construction and operation t o  comply with regulatory thresholds and protect  public health. This includes

analyzing air emissions, controll ing fugitive dust, reducing construction emissions, coordinating
concurrent projects, and conducting Health Risk Assessments for  toxic air contaminants near sensitive

receptors based on  specified thresholds. The Revised Draft EIR also found tha t  fu ture  construction and

operational emissions associated w i th  development projects wou ld  conflict w i t h  t he  implementat ion of

t he  AQMP. However, a t  a programmatic level o f  analysis, there are no  feasible mitigation measures tha t

would reduce air quality impacts associated w i th  development facilitated by t he  Project to  a less than

significant level. Wi th  t he  implementat ion of  MM  AQ-1  through MM  AQ-5, t he  Project would still result

i n  significant and unavoidable impacts t o  air  quality.

Regarding traffic, t he  Project would  implement  roadway and circulation improvements, new  bicycle and

pedestrian facilities, as well as t he  polices and actions listed under  goals General Plan Update Circulation

Goals C-1 through C-3 i n  order to  improve the  circulation network through project bui ldout i n  2040.

Therefore, t he  Project would  no t  conflict w i th  a plan, ordinance, o r  policy addressing the  circulation

system, and impacts would be  less than  significant. The General Plan Update includes policies and actions

described above tha t  would  ensure fu ture  transportation facilities would  no t  introduce hazards on to  the

circulation network, and future  development and redevelopment would also be  designed consistent w i th

all safety requirements pertaining to ingress and egress on to  t he  circulation network. Therefore, t he

Project would  no t  substantially increase hazards, and impacts would be less than significant. However,

Implementation of  t he  Project would result i n  an  increase i n  VMT  based on  several metrics. As a result o f

some metrics tha t  exceeded the  significance criteria based on  certain analysis methodologist, impacts

would be significant. The Project includes TDM goals, policies, and actions tha t  would  support VMT
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City (that was a recommendation provided by the MVU Commission in 2018). Revisiting this issue is worth 

it if we still have it. 

(g) When will this (Feasibility #2 Study) be completed and available to the public? If it is not going to be 

conducted, please explain clearly why and justify your answer. 

Response to Comment C12-5 

The comment has been noted for the record and will be considered when the work scope is developed 

for the feasibility studies during implemented by the Lead Agency. The comment does not raise a new 

environmental issue or require further analysis pertaining to the Revised Draft EIR or proposed CAP. No 

revisions are necessary, and no further response is warranted or required.  

Comment C12-6 

The MVU has a power percentage limit on solar installation for large building loads. 

(h) Please provide an explanation (technical and/or otherwise) on why such a limit is required, and what 

is the MVU doing to maximize such a limit. It is important that large warehouses and other buildings are 

allowed to cover clos to 100% of their power needs, due to the air quality crisis experienced in Moreno 

Valley. 

Response to Comment C12-6 

This comment has been noted for the record. This comment is not directly related to the scope of the 

proposed CAP or the adequacy of the analysis contained in the Revised Draft EIR. See also Response to 

Comment C12-2 regarding the purpose of the proposed CAP. In light of the foregoing, no further response 

to this comment is warranted or required. 

Comment C12-7 

4. Environmental Justice - It is well chronicled in the news that the Inland Empire has one of the worst air 

qualities in the country, the American Lung Association gives routinely an F for air quality reports, and 

"Inland residents suffer higher rates of asthma and other ailments linked to air pollution" (The Press-

Enterprise, July 30, 2025, p. 6). Although the logistics industry brings needed jobs to the Inland Empire, 

the pollution from diesels exhaust created by big trucks and freight trains connecting to warehouses is 

contributing to our failing air quality and health. Fig. 2 below shows the pollution burden percentile for 

Moreno Valley - you can see that more than 50% of the City has a burden of 50% or higher, which indicates 

an area that is heavily impacted by pollution and environmental burdens due to its "proximity to highways, 

industrial operations, and the nearby Air Force base" (MV IRP, p.43) 

Fig. 2 Pollution Burden Percentile by Census Block in Moreno Valley (MV IRP, p. 44) 
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City (that  was a recommendation provided by t he  MVU  Commission i n  2018). Revisiting this issue is wor th

i t  i f  we  still have i t .

(g) When will this (Feasibility #2 Study) be completed and available to  the public? If  i t  is not going to  be
conducted, please explain clearly why  and  justify your  answer.

Response to  Comment C12-5

The comment has been noted for  t he  record and will be  considered when t he  work  scope is developed

for  t he  feasibility studies during implemented by  the  Lead Agency. The comment does no t  raise a new

environmental issue o r  require fur ther  analysis pertaining to  t he  Revised Draft EIR o r  proposed CAP. No

revisions are necessary, and no  further response is warranted o r  required.

Commen t  C12-6

The MVU  has a power  percentage l imi t  on  solar installation for  large building loads.

(h) Please provide an explanation (technical and/or  otherwise) on  why  such a l imi t  is required, and what

is t he  MVU doing to  maximize such a limit. I t  is important  tha t  large warehouses and other  buildings are

allowed t o  cover clos to  100% of  their  power  needs, due  to  t he  air quality crisis experienced i n  Moreno

Valley.

Response to  Comment C12-6

This comment has been noted for  t he  record. This comment is no t  directly related to  t he  scope of  t he

proposed CAP o r  t he  adequacy of  t he  analysis contained i n  the  Revised Draft EIR. See also Response to

Comment  C12-2 regarding t he  purpose of  t he  proposed CAP. In  l ight  o f  t he  foregoing, no  fur ther  response

to  this  comment is warranted o r  required.

Commen t  C12-7

4 ,  Environmental Justice - I t  is well chronicled i n  t he  news tha t  t he  Inland Empire has one  o f  t he  worst air

qualities i n  t he  country, t he  American Lung Association gives routinely an F for  air quality reports, and

"Inland residents suffer higher rates of  asthma and other  ailments l inked to air pol lut ion" {The Press-

Enterprise, July 30, 2025, p. 6). Although the  logistics industry brings needed jobs to  t he  Inland Empire,

t he  pollution f rom diesels exhaust created by big trucks and freight trains connecting to warehouses is

contributing t o  our  fail ing air quality and health. Fig. 2 below shows the  pollution burden percentile for

Moreno  Valley - you  can see tha t  more  than  50% of  t he  City has a burden of  50% o r  higher, which indicates

an area tha t  is heavily impacted by  pollution and environmental burdens due  t o  i ts  "proximity  to  highways,

industrial operations, and t he  nearby Air  Force base” (MV  IRP, p.43)

Fig. 2 Pollution Burden Percentile by  Census Block i n  Moreno  Valley (MV  IRP, p .  44)
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Furthermore, Fig. 3 below confirms what we already know, that "areas with large warehouses, or a large 

number of warehouses, ha[ve] higher levels of airborne contaminants than those with fewer or smaller 

warehouses" (The Press-Enterprise, July 30, 2025, p. A6). This proliferation of warehouses and its 

associated truck and freight rails are the "primary sources of pollutants like nitrogen oxides (NOx) and 

Particulate matter (PM), which disproportionally impact nearby [Disadvantaged Communities]", and there 

are already too many of those in the State. 

Fig. 3 Earth Observatory Website (accessed 8/12/25) - Where Warehouses are Built, Air Pollution Follows 
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Furthermore, Fig. 3 below confirms what  we  already know,  tha t  "areas w i t h  large warehouses, o r  a large

number of  warehouses, halve] higher levels of  airborne contaminants than those w i th  fewer  o r  smaller

warehouses" (The Press-Enterprise, July 30, 2025, p. A6). This proliferation of  warehouses and its

associated truck and freight rails are t he  "pr imary sources of  pollutants l ike nitrogen oxides (NOx) and

Particulate matter  (PM), which disproportionally impact  nearby [Disadvantaged Communities]"”, and there

are already too  many of  those i n  t he  State.

Fig. 3 Earth Observatory Website (accessed 8/12/25) - Where Warehouses are Built, Air  Pollution Follows
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CAP development process. As such, no revisions are necessary, and no further response is warranted or 

required. 

Comment C12-13 

6. Transportation System/Circulation - As noted above the current traffic along the 60 and 215 freeways 

is a nightmare, and with the upcoming extreme development of warehouses and associated number truck 

trips, such nightmare will be even worse. The transportation section of the draft EIR provides descriptions 

of regional and local streets and freeway improvements (pps. 572-577) and claims that there are no 

significant impacts found for the circulation system, but significant and unavoidable impacts for VMT. 

(a) Please provide answers to the following questions and include them in the body of the updated EIR: 

- How will the construction of transportation upgrades be handled to minimize disruptions on an already 

clogged freeway system? 

- What is our resort (alternative) as residents when significant and unavoidable impacts are found for a 

project? 

(b) GP EJ 1-9 (p. 8-9) and GP (p. 4-26, 27 and maps C-5/6): Please provide information on what actions is 

the City (or other regulatory agency) are taking to protect MV residents against the circulation issues that 

we have been experiencing on Heacock St., Iris Blvd, and Perris Blvd; these are used as toxic diesel truck 

routes that pass thru several playgrounds, parks, childcare and/or school facilities and this is plainly 

unacceptable, as they impact our health and those of our families and run counter to the intent of 

Assembly Bill 98 (AB 98). 

Response to Comment C12-13 

The comment is noted for the record. Please see Response to Comment C12-8. As concluded in Section 

4.16.7.1, Topic 1: Circulation System, of the Revised Draft EIR, the 2024 GPU would implement roadway 

and circulation improvements, new bicycle and pedestrian facilities, as well as the polices and actions 

listed under goals C-1 through C-3 in order to improve the circulation network through 2024 GPU buildout 

in 2040. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with a plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the 

circulation system, and impacts would be less than significant. The evaluation of impacts related to this 

threshold reviews the proposed circulation network and the 2024 GPU Circulation Element, which would 

implement the following goals, policies, and actions to improve the Planning Area circulation network 

under Topic 1: Circulation System (see pages 4.16-15 through 4.16-27 of the Revised Draft EIR).  

However, VMT is analyzed under a different threshold, Topic 2: Vehicle Miles Traveled, which modeled 

the VMT from the Project and concluded that some methods of analyzing VMT showed an increase in 

VMT based on several metrics (shown in bold in Table 4.16-5 of the Revised Draft EIR). As a result of some 

metrics that exceeded the significance criteria based on certain analysis methodologies, impacts would 

be significant (see analysis on pages 4.16-27 through 4.16-31). The 2024 GPU includes TDM goals, policies, 

and actions that would support VMT reductions; however, anticipated VMT reductions associated with 

MoVal 2040 Revised Final Program EIR 2.0 Comment Letters and Responses t o  Comments

CAP development process. As such, no  revisions are necessary, and no  fur ther  response is warranted o r

required.

Commen t  C12-13

6.  Transportation System/Circulation - As noted  above t he  current traffic along t he  60  and 215 freeways
is a nightmare, and w i th  t he  upcoming  extreme development  o f  warehouses and  associated number truck

trips, such nightmare will be  even worse. The transportation section of  t he  draf t  EIR provides descriptions

of  regional and local streets and freeway improvements (pps. 572-577) and claims tha t  there are no

significant impacts found  for  t he  circulation system, bu t  significant and unavoidable impacts for  VMT.

(a) Please provide answers t o  t he  following questions and include them  i n  t he  body of  t he  updated EIR:

- How  will t he  construction of  transportation upgrades be  handled to  minimize disruptions on  an  already

clogged freeway system?

- What is our  resort (alternative) as residents when  significant and unavoidable impacts are found for  a

project?

(b) GP EJ 1-9 (p. 8-9) and GP (p. 4-26, 27 and maps C-5/6): Please provide information on what actions is
t he  City (or  other  regulatory agency) are taking  to  protect  MV  residents against t he  circulation issues tha t

we  have been experiencing on  Heacock St., Iris Blvd, and Perris Blvd; these are used as toxic diesel truck
routes tha t  pass th ru  several playgrounds, parks, childcare and/or  school facilities and this is plainly

unacceptable, as they impact ou r  health and those of  our  families and run counter t o  t he  in tent  of

Assembly Bill 98 (AB 98).

Response to  Comment C12-13

The comment is noted for  t he  record. Please see Response to  Comment C12-8. As concluded i n  Section

4.16.7.1, Topic 1 :  Circulation System, of  t he  Revised Draft EIR, t he  2024 GPU would implement  roadway

and circulation improvements, new bicycle and pedestrian facilities, as well as t he  polices and actions

listed under  goals C-1  through C-3 i n  order  to  improve  t he  circulation network  through 2024 GPU buildout

in  2040. Therefore, t he  Project would  no t  conflict w i t h  a plan, ordinance, o r  policy addressing t he

circulation system, and impacts would  be  less than significant. The evaluation of  impacts related to  this

threshold reviews t he  proposed circulation network  and t he  2024 GPU Circulation Element, which would

implement t he  fol lowing goals, policies, and actions to  improve the  Planning Area circulation network

under  Topic 1 :  Circulation System (see pages 4.16-15 through 4.16-27 of  t he  Revised Draft  EIR).

However, VMT is analyzed under a dif ferent threshold, Topic 2: Vehicle Miles Traveled, which modeled

the  VMT f rom the  Project and concluded tha t  some methods of  analyzing VMT showed an increase i n

VMT  based on  several metrics (shown i n  bold  i n  Table 4.16-5 of  t he  Revised Draft  EIR). As a result o f  some

metrics tha t  exceeded the  significance criteria based on  certain analysis methodologies, impacts would

be  significant (see analysis on  pages 4.16-27 through 4.16-31). The 2024 GPU includes TDM  goals, policies,

and actions tha t  would  support VMT  reductions; however, anticipated VMT reductions associated w i th
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proposed TDM measures would not be large enough to guarantee that significant impacts could be fully 

mitigated. Therefore, projected VMT generated under buildout of the 2024 GPU would be inconsistent 

with CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3, subdivision (b). This would be considered a significant and unavoidable 

impact. 

Section 4.16, Transportation, of the Revised Draft EIR, includes a list of regional transportation projects 

listed below have broad regional significance and would reduce congestion within the Planning Area by 

increasing capacity of the regional transportation network (see Section 4.16.5.1, Topic 1: Circulation 

System, page 4.16-7). On a project level, future discretionary projects subject to (and not exempt) from 

CEQA would be required to analyze construction-related impacts related to transportation. As discussed 

in Section 4.16.5.4, Topic 4: Emergency Access, of the Revised Draft EIR, construction activities that may 

temporarily restrict vehicular traffic would be required to implement appropriate measures to facilitate 

the passage of persons and vehicles through/around any required road closures (see page 4.16-32 of the 

Revised Draft EIR). 

Under CEQA, a Statement of Overriding Considerations (SOC) is a written finding adopted by an agency to 

justify approving a project with significant and unavoidable environmental impacts that cannot be fully 

mitigated. The SOC must detail the specific reasons, based on substantial evidence in the Final Revised 

EIR and project record, why the project's social, economic, and other benefits outweigh its adverse 

environmental effects (CEQA Guidelines § 15093 and PRC § 21081). Should the City decide to adopt the 

Project and certify the Revised EIR, they will provide an SOC to the public.  

Please refer to Topical Response 3, The Revised Draft EIR Is a Programmatic Document, and Topical 

Response 4, Environmental Justice-related Legislation Applicable to the Project, included in Section 2.1, 

Topical Responses, of this Revised Final EIR. All comments will be provided to City decision-makers for 

their review and consideration.  See also Response to Comment C12-2 regarding the purpose of the 

proposed CAP. In light of the foregoing, no further response to this comment is warranted or required. 

Comment C12-14 

7. Parks and Public Services - The City has planned several park locations along Ironwood Ave. (GP p. 5-3, 

map PPS-1), and it appears to be thousands of acres behind schedule. 

(a) Parks are recognized by the City as important places for family and children to enjoy, and also to help 

with cleaning the air and improve the aesthetics of the City. We as residents need them as soon as possible 

- please provide a specific timeline for completion of all parks that are behind schedule, and include it in 

your GP. 

Response to Comment C12-14 

This comment is noted.  Please refer to Topical Response 1, Scope of the Revised Draft EIR, included in 

Section 2.1, Topical Responses, of this Revised Final EIR. Topical Response 1 provides a background of the 

CEQA lawsuit that was filed by the Sierra Club in Riverside County Superior Court challenging the validity 

of the 2021 GPU EIR and CAP, the Writ and Statement of Decision issued by the Court, and limited scope 
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proposed TDM measures would  no t  be  large enough t o  guarantee tha t  significant impacts could be  fully

mitigated. Therefore, projected VMT  generated under bui ldout of  t he  2024 GPU would  be inconsistent

w i th  CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3, subdivision (b). This wou ld  be  considered a significant and unavoidable

impact.

Section 4.16, Transportation, of  the  Revised Draft EIR, includes a list o f  regional transportation projects

listed below have broad regional significance and wou ld  reduce congestion wi th in  t he  Planning Area by

increasing capacity of  t he  regional transportation network (see Section 4.16.5.1, Topic 1 :  Circulation

System, page 4.16-7). On a project level, fu ture discretionary projects subject to  (and no t  exempt) from

CEQA would  be  required to  analyze construction-related impacts related to  transportation. As discussed

in  Section 4.16.5.4, Topic 4 :  Emergency Access, of  t he  Revised Draft EIR, construction activities tha t  may

temporarily restrict vehicular traffic wou ld  be  required to  implement  appropriate measures t o  facilitate

the  passage of  persons and vehicles through/around any required road closures (see page 4.16-32 of  t he

Revised Draft EIR).

Under CEQA, a Statement of  Overriding Considerations (SOC) is a wr i t ten  finding adopted by  an  agency to

justify approving a project w i th  significant and unavoidable environmental impacts tha t  cannot be  ful ly

mitigated. The SOC must  detail t he  specific reasons, based on  substantial evidence in  the  Final Revised

EIR and project record, why  t he  project's social, economic, and other benefits outweigh its adverse

environmental effects (CEQA Guidelines § 15093 and PRC § 21081). Should t he  City decide t o  adopt  t he

Project and certify t he  Revised EIR, they  will provide an SOC to  t he  public.

Please refer t o  Topical Response 3, The Revised Draft EIR Is a Programmatic Document, and Topical

Response 4,  Environmental Justice-related Legislation Applicable to the Project, included i n  Section 2.1,

Topical Responses, of  this Revised Final EIR. All comments will be provided t o  City decision-makers for

thei r  review and consideration. See also Response t o  Comment C12-2 regarding the  purpose of  the

proposed CAP. In  l ight o f  t he  foregoing, no  fur ther  response to  this comment is warranted o r  required.

Commen t  C12-14

7 .  Parks and  Public Services - The City has planned several park locations along I ronwood Ave. (GP p .  5-3,

map  PPS-1), and i t  appears t o  be  thousands of  acres behind schedule.

(a) Parks are recognized by  t he  City as important  places fo r  family and children t o  enjoy, and also to  help

w i th  cleaning t he  air  and improve  t he  aesthetics o f  t he  City. We  as residents need t hem  as soon as possible

- please provide a specific timeline for  completion of  all parks tha t  are behind schedule, and include i t  i n

your  GP.

Response to  Comment C12-14

This comment is noted. Please refer to  Topical Response 1 ,  Scope of  the Revised Draft EIR, included i n

Section 2.1, Topical Responses, of  this Revised Final EIR. Topical Response 1 provides a background of  t he

CEQA lawsuit tha t  was f i led by  t he  Sierra Club i n  Riverside County Superior Court challenging t he  validity

of  t he  2021  GPU EIR and CAP, the  Writ and Statement of  Decision issued by  t he  Court, and l imi ted  scope
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of the analysis prepared in the Revised Draft EIR. Only comments that specifically address the revisions 

made will receive a detailed response in the Revised Final EIR. However, all comments made on the 

Revised Draft EIR will be included in the administrative record and provided to City decision-makers for 

their review and consideration. No further response is warranted or required. 

Comment C12-15 

8. Noise - The Noise section of the draft EIR determines that noise levels where I live will increase and 

impacts will be significant beyond "conditionally acceptable", and there is no feasible mitigation, thus 

making impacts unavoidable (pps. 508-509). 

(a) Question with answer needed to be included in your updated EIR: 

- What is our resort alternative) as residents when significant and unavoidable impacts are found for a 

project? 

Response to Comment C12-15 

Please refer to Response to Comment C12-13 as well as Topical Response 3, The Revised Draft EIR Is a 

Programmatic Document, included in Section 2.1, Topical Responses, of this Revised Final EIR.  As further 

discussed in Topical Response 3, all feasible mitigation appropriate for a programmatic document is 

included in the Revised Draft EIR, and no additional mitigation measures are required. However, future 

discretionary project subject to (and not exempt from) CEQA would be reviewed on a project-level. As 

summarized in the Executive Summary of the Revised Draft EIR (see page S-25), the Project would 

implement MM NOS-1 and MM NOS-2, which require new developments to comply with interior noise 

standards. Construction noise controls include restricted hours, equipment maintenance, and alternative 

low-noise methods. Projects near fragile structures require noise and vibration analyses to ensure 

compliance with Federal Transit Administration thresholds. Regardless, all comments will be provided to 

City decision-makers for their review and consideration. No further response is warranted or required. 

Comment C12-16 

9. Public Workshops and Distribution of Information - With the new drafts proposed for the CAP, EIR and 

GP, the City of Moreno Valley has taken initial good and strong steps to do its part at the local, regional 

and state levels to address an existential issue of our times: the air pollution and its co-related impacts 

that are affecting our health, that of our families and our fellow human beings. 

The American Lung Association's "State of the Air" report (April 2025) shows Riverside County as one of 

the worst polluted places in the state with ozone levels of 113.7 (wgt. ave.) and with 205 unhealthy air 

quality and 91 of serious unhealthy air quality days, second only to our neighbor, San Bernardino County. 

This and other reports from the World Meteorological Organization (May 2025) and the United Nations 

(May 2025) indicate that climate change has had, and continues to have extreme adverse impacts on air 

quality and our environment (temperatures are expected to continue at record levels for the next five 

years and with all of its collateral damage). Thus comes the urgency to reduce the sources of emissions 

MoVal 2040 Revised Final Program EIR 2.0 Comment Letters and Responses t o  Comments

of  t he  analysis prepared i n  t he  Revised Draft EIR. Only comments tha t  specifically address t he  revisions

made will receive a detailed response i n  t he  Revised Final EIR. However, all comments made on  the

Revised Draft EIR will be  included i n  t he  administrative record and provided t o  City decision-makers for

their review and consideration. No  fur ther  response is warranted o r  required.

Commen t  C12-15

8 .  No ise  - The  Noise sect ion of  t he  draft EIR de te rm ines  t ha t  no ise  levels whe re  | l i ve  will increase and

impacts will be significant beyond "conditionally acceptable", and there is no  feasible mitigation, thus

making impacts unavoidable (pps. 508-509).

(a) Question w i t h  answer needed t o  be  included i n  your  updated EIR:

- What is our  resort alternative) as residents when  significant and unavoidable impacts are found for  a

project?

Response to  Comment C12-15

Please refer t o  Response t o  Comment C12-13 as well as Topical Response 3, The Revised Draft EIR Is a

Programmatic Document, included i n  Section 2.1, Topical Responses, o f  this Revised Final EIR. As further

discussed in  Topical Response 3, all feasible mitigation appropriate for  a programmatic document is

included i n  t he  Revised Draft EIR, and no  additional mitigation measures are required. However, future

discretionary project subject t o  (and no t  exempt from) CEQA wou ld  be  reviewed on  a project-level. As
summarized i n  t he  Executive Summary of  t he  Revised Draft EIR {see page S-25), t he  Project wou ld

implement MM NOS-1 and MM NOS-2, which require new  developments t o  comply with inter ior noise

standards. Construction noise controls include restricted hours, equipment  maintenance, and alternative
low-noise methods. Projects near fragile structures require noise and vibration analyses to ensure

compliance w i th  Federal Transit Administration thresholds. Regardless, all comments will be  provided to

City decision-makers for  their  review and consideration. No  further response is warranted o r  required.

Commen t  C12-16

9.  Public Workshops and  Distribution of  Information - Wi th  the  new  drafts proposed for  the  CAP, EIR and
GP, the City of Moreno Valley has taken initial good and strong steps to  do its part at the local, regional
and state levels t o  address an existential issue of  our  times: the  air pollution and its co-related impacts

tha t  are affecting our  health, tha t  o f  ou r  families and our  fellow human beings.

The American Lung Association's "State of  t he  Air"  report  (April 2025) shows Riverside County as one of

t he  worst polluted places i n  t he  state w i t h  ozone levels of  113.7 (wgt.  ave.) and w i th  205 unhealthy air

quality and 91  of  serious unhealthy air quality days, second only  to  our  neighbor,  San Bernardino County.

This and other  reports from the  Wor ld  Meteorological Organization (May 2025) and the  United Nations

(May 2025) indicate tha t  cl imate change has had, and continues to  have extreme adverse impacts on  air

quality and our  environment (temperatures are expected to  continue a t  record levels for  t he  next f ive

years and w i th  all o f  i ts collateral damage). Thus comes t he  urgency t o  reduce t he  sources of  emissions
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obligated by either the State Constitution or CEQA to provide Project materials in any language other than 

English, and in light of the logistical challenges, the City will not be translating any of the Project materials 

or related environmental documents to any other language. As such, no further response to this comment 

is warranted or required. 
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obligated by  ei ther  t he  State Constitution o r  CEQA to  provide Project materials i n  any language other  than

English, and i n  l ight  o f  t he  logistical challenges, t he  City will no t  be  translating any of  t he  Project materials

o r  related environmental  documents to  any o ther  language. As such, no  fur ther  response to  this  comment

is warranted o r  required.
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2. Page 4.3-26, Table 4.3-9 is revised as follows: 

Table 4.3 -9 
Operational Criteria Pollutant Emissions  

Source 

Maximum Pounds Per Day 1 
VOC  NOX CO SOx PM10 PM2.5  

2024 Existing  
Area  4,902 142 16,392 1 1 1 

Energy  33 1,111 263 4 45 45 

Mobile 2  3,298 3,890 31,941 73 4,240 1,102 

Total Emissions  8,233 5,142 48,596 78 4,286 1,148 

2040 Operations  
Area  5,956 200 23,223 1 1 1 

Energy  59 1,573 457 7 82 82 

Mobile 2 2,741 
2,748 

2,509 
2,936 

27,936 78 6,024 
6,069 

1,536 
1,553 

Total Emissions  8,736 
8,763 

4,283 
4,709 

51,617 86 6,107 
6,152 

1,620 
1,636 

Net  +503 
+530 

-859 
-433 

+3,020 +8 +1,821 
+1,866 

+472 
+488 

VOC = Volatile Organic Compounds; NO X = Nitrogen Oxides; CO = Carbon Monoxide; SO x = 
Sulfur Dioxide; PM10 = Particulate Matter 10 microns in diameter or less; PM2.5 = Particulate 
Matter 2.5 microns in diameter or less.  
1. Total emissions may be off due to rounding.  
2. The mobile emissions include brake wear, tire wear, re -entrained road dust, and vehicle 
exhaust.  Includes EMFAC2021 adjustment factors.  
Refer to Appendix B for calculations.   

3. Page 4.3-32, Table 4.3-11 is revised as follows: 

� � � �

� � � �
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2. Page 4.3-26, Table 4.3-9 is revised as follows:

Table 4.3-9
Opera t iona l  C r i te r ia  Pol lu tant  Emiss ions

Maximum Pounds Per  Day!

Source voc | Nox | co | sO. | PM10 | PM25

2024 Existing
Area 4,902 142 16,392 1 1 1
Energy 33 1,111 263 4 45 45

Mobile? 3,298 3,890 31,941 73 4,240 1,102
Total  Emissions 8,233 5,142 48,596 78 4,286 1,148

2040 Operations

Area 5,956 200 23,223 1 1 1
Energy 59 1,573 457 7 82 82

. 2.741 2.509 27,936 78 6,024 1,536
Mobile? 2,748 2,936 6,069 1,553

Total  Emissions ’ ’ 51,617 86 ’ >8,763 4,709 6,152 1,636
Net +503 -859 +3,020 +8 +1821 +472

+530 -433 +1,866 +488
VOC  = Volatile Organic Compounds; NOx  = Nitrogen Oxides; CO  = Carbon Monoxide; SOx =
Sulfur Dioxide;  PM10  = Particulate Matter 10  microns in diameter or  less; PM2.5  = Particulate
Matter 2.5 microns in diameter or  less.
1. Total emissions may be off due to rounding.
2. The mobile emissions include brake wear, tire wear, re-entrained road dust, and vehicle
exhaust. Includes EMFAC2021 adjustment factors.
Refer to Appendix B for calculations.

3. Page 4.3-32, Table 4.3-11  is revised as follows:
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3. Page 4.6-18, Table 4.6-11, Moreno Valley Existing and Future Annual Electricity and Natural Gas 
Use, is revised as follows: 

Table 4.6 -11 
Moreno Valley Existing and Future Annual Electricity and Natural Gas Use  

Land Use Sector  Source 

Annual Energy Consumption  
Existing Conditions 

(2024) 
Total 2040 Citywide 

Consumption  
  Electricity (GWh/year)  
Residential  Area 1 272.70 522.79 
 Water 2 17.63 25.59 
 Total Electricity  290.33 548.38 
Nonresidential     
 Area 1 341.43 787.73 
 Water 2 52.05 113.64 
 Total Electricity  393.48 901.37 
Citywide Total  683.81 1,449.75 

 Natural Gas (therms/year)  

Residential  
18,149,722.45 

18,149,722 
25,257,259.45 

25,257,259 

Nonresidential (Commercial/Retail/Office)  
2,202,824.00 

2,217,915 
20,517,304.00 

2,863,730 
Nonresidential (Industrial)  14,491,433 32,163,098 

Citywide Total  
20,352,546.45 

34,859,070 
45,774,563.45 

60,248,087 
1. Existing electricity consumption calculated based on existing consumption data from SCE and 
MVU. Future electricity data and natural gas based on CalEEMod defaults. Energy consumption 
values do not account for reductions due to increases in energy effic iency from compliance with 
future Building Energy Efficiency Standards and updates to CALGreen.  

2. Indoor water consumption and associated electricity consumption for water conveyance based on 
CalEEMod defaults.  

Section 4.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
1. Page 4.8-6, Table 4-8.4 is revised as follows:  

Table 4.8 -4 
Moreno Valley GHG Emissions in 2024  

Source 
2024 Baseline Emissions  
MT CO 2e Percentage 

Transportation  758,601 52.4% 
Energy  (Non-Industrial)  404,213 27.9% 
Energy (Industrial) 1 86,479 6.0% 
Solid Waste  189,721 13.1% 
Water  6,724 0.5% 
Wastewater  1,027 0.1% 
Emergency Generators 1 919 0.1% 
Total  1,360,285  

1,447,684  
100% 

�
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3. Page 4.6-18, Table 4.6-11, Moreno Valley Existing and  Future Annual Electricity and  Natural Gas

Use, is revised as follows:

Table 4.6-11
Moreno  Val ley  Ex is t ing  and  Future Annual E lectr ic i ty  and  Natural  Gas Use

Annual Energy Consumption
Existing Conditions Total 2040 Citywide

Land Use Sector Source (2024) Consumption
Electricity (GWh/year)

Residential Areal 272.70 522.79
Water? 17.63 25.59
Total Electricity 290.33 548.38

Nonresidential
Areal 341.43 787.73
Water? 52.05 113.64
Total Electricity 393.48 901.37

Citywide Total 683.81 1,449.75
Natural Gas (therms/year)

Residential 18,149,722 25,257,259
2;202:824-00 20,517,:304-00

Nonresidential (Commercial/Retail/Office) 2,217,915 2,863,730
Nonresidential (Industrial) 14,491,433 32,163,098

Citywide Total 34,859,070 60,248,087
1. Existing electricity consumption calculated based on existing consumption data from SCE and
MVU. Future electricity data and natural gas based on CalEEMod defaults. Energy consumption
values do not account for reductions due to increases in  energy efficiency from compliance with
future Building Energy Efficiency Standards and updates to CALGreen.
2. Indoor water consumption and associated electricity consumption for water conveyance based on
CalEEMod defaults.

Sec t i on  4 .8 ,  G reenhouse  Gas Emiss ions

1.  Page 4.8-6, Table 4-8.4 is revised as follows:

Table 4.8-4
Moreno Val ley GHG  Emiss ions  i n  2024

2024 Baseline Emissions
Source MT  COze Percentagadl

Transportation 758,601 52.4%
Energy (Non-Industrial) 404,213 27.9%
Energy (Industr ial) !  86,479 6.0%
Solid Waste 189,721 13.1%
Water 6,724 0.5%
Wastewater 1,027 0.1%
Emergency Generators! 919 0.1%
Total 1,360,285

1,447,684 100%
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SOURCE: Rincon, 2025 . 
1.Industrial sources are excluded from the CAP  

2. Page 4.8-30, Table 4.8-6 is revised as follows: 

Table 4.8 -6 
Moreno Valley GHG Emissions Inventories and Efficiency Metrics without CAP 

Measures  

 
Backcasting 

(1990)2 

Baseline 
(2024) 

Interim 
(2030) 

Buildout 
(2040) 

Forecast 
(2045) 

Transportation  -- 758,601 780,447 846,207 906,109 
Building Energy  -- 404,213 428,976 385,318 404,791 
Building Energy 
(Industrial) 3 

-- 86,479 -- 246,884 -- 

Solid Waste  -- 189,721 224,336 282,026 310,872 
Wastewater  -- 1,027 1,183 1,400 1,530 
Water  -- 6,724 5,744 903 0 
Generators 3 -- 919 -- 1,091 -- 
Total (MT CO 2e)3  87,398 -- 247,975 -- 
Total (MT CO 2e) 1,401,312 1,360,285 1,440,687 1,515,855 1,623,302 
Population  118,779 205,620 240,428 298,440 327,446 
MT CO 2e Per Capita  11.80 6.62 5.99 5.08 4.96 
SOURCE: Rincon, 2025.  
1. Total emissions may be off due to rounding.  
2. Because a GHG emissions inventory for the City does not exist in 1990, historical emissions 
levels were estimated using a State -level emissions change metric. This was backcasted as a total 
and not individual emissions sectors.  
3. Industrial sources not included in CAP. Total includes building energy and emergency 
generators.  

3. Page 4.8-33, Table 4.8-9 is revised as follows: 

Table 4.8 -9 
2024 GPU GHG Emissions Reduction Pathway  

GHG Emission Scenario  

2030 GHG 
Emission  

(MT CO 2e) 

2040 GHG 
Emission 

(MT CO 2e) 

2045 GHG 
Emission  

(MT CO 2e) 
Projected GHG Emissions (Adjusted Forecast)  1,440,687 1,515,855 1,623,302 
Advanced Clean Truck Adjustments  977 10,418 11,852 
GHG Emissions Reduction from Measure 
Implementation  

454,115 1,090,223 
1,092,415  

1,478,141 

GHG Emissions Remaining  986,572 
987,550  

425,631 
987,550 

145,161 
157,013  

GHG Emissions Reduction Target Pathway  987,683 408,667 0 
Remaining GHG Emissions Reduction Gap  (1,111)  

(134)  

16,964 
25,1921 

145,161 
157,013  

Target anticipated to be met?  Yes No  No  

����� � �� � �� �

������� �� �� �� ��� ��

���������� ��� �� ���� ��

�
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SOURCE: Rincon, 2025,
1.Industr ial  sources are excluded from the CAP

2. Page 4.8-30, Table 4.8-6 is revised as follows:

Table 4.8-6
Moreno Valley GHG  Emissions Inventor ies and  Efficiency Metr ics without CAP

Measures
Backcasting Baseline Interim Buildout Forecast

(1990)2 (2024) (2030) (2040) (2045)
Transportation -- 758,601 780,447 846,207 906,109
Building Energy -- 404,213 428,976 385,318 404,791
Building Energy = 86,479 = 246,884 =
(Industrial) 3
Solid Waste -- 189,721 224,336 282,026 310,872
Wastewater -- 1,027 1,183 1,400 1,530
Water -- 6,724 5,744 903 0
Generators? -- 919 -- 1,091 -
Total MT  CO2e)3 87,398 = 247,975 =
Total (MT COze) 1,401,312 1,360,285 1,440,687 1,515,855 1,623,302
Population 118,779 205,620 240,428 298,440 327,446
MT  COze Per  Capita 11.80 6.62 5.99 5.08 4.96
SOURCE: Rincon, 2025.
1. Total emissions may be off due to rounding.
2. Because a GHG emissions inventory for the City does not exist in 1990, historical emissions
levels were estimated using a State-level emissions change metric. This was backcasted as a total
and not individual emissions sectors.
3. Industrial sources not included in  CAP. Total  includes building energy and emergency
generators.

3. Page 4.8-33, Table 4.8-9 is revised as follows:

Table 4.8-9
2024 GPU  GHG  Emiss ions  Reduct ion  Pathway

2030 GHG 2040 GHG 2045 GHG
Emission Emission Emission

ahakia MT _COze)
Projected GHG  Emissions (Adjusted Forecast) 1,440,687 1,515,855 1,623,302
Advanced Clean Truck Adjustments 977 10,418 11,852
GHG Emissions Reduction from Measure 454,115 1,090,223 1,478,141
Implementation 1,092,415
GHG  Emissions Remaining 86,572 425.631 M5161

987,550 987,550 157,013
GHG Emissions Reduction Target Pathway 987,683 408,667 0
Remaining GHG  Emissions Reduction Gap a1  16,964 145161

134) 25,1921 157,013
Target anticipated to  be  met? Yes No  No
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Appendix B, Air Quality Impact Assessment  
1. Page 57, the last bullet point is revised as follows: 

AQ-4: Prior to issuance of a grading permit, if two or more dust-generating construction projects 
occur within 1,000 meters of each other, which collectively will disturb 15 acres or more 
and which have demolition, excavation, or grading activity scheduled to occur 
concurrently, a Localized Significance Threshold analysis shall be prepared for 
construction and operations. If the LST analysis determines that the established Localized 
Significance Thresholds for NOx, PM2.5, or PM10 would be exceeded, then modifications 
to construction equipment profiles, modifications to construction schedules, or additional 
pollution reduction measures shall be implemented to ensure that none of the Thresholds 
will be exceeded. 

2. Page 46, Table 11: Operational Criteria Pollutant Emissions is revised as follows: 

Table  11: Operational Criteria Pollutant Emissions  

Source  

Maximum Pounds Per Day 1 
VOC  NO X CO SOx  PM10  PM2.5  

2024 Existing  
Area  4,902 142 16,392 1 1 1 

Energy  33 1,111 263 4 45 45 

Mobile 2 3,298 3,890 31,941 73 4,240 1,102 
Total Emissions  8,233 5,142 48,596 78 4,286 1,148 

2040 Operations  
Area  5,956 200 23,223 1 1 1 

Energy  59 1,573 457 7 82 82 

Mobile 2 
2,721 
2,748 

2,509 
2,936 27,936 78 

6,024 
6,069 

1,536 
1,553 

Total Emissions  
8,736 
8,763 

4,283 
4,709 51,617 86 

6,107 
6,152 

1,620 
1,636 

Net  +503 
+530 

-859 
-433 

+3,020 +8 +1,821 
+1,866 

+472 
+488 

VOC = Volatile Organic Compounds; NO X = Nitrogen Oxides; CO = Carbon Monoxide; SO x = 
Sulfur Dioxide; PM10 = Particulate Matter 10 microns in diameter or less; PM2.5 = Particulate 
Matter 2.5 microns in diameter or less.  
1. Total emissions may be off due to rounding.  
23. The mobile emissions include brake wear, tire wear, re -entrained road dust, and vehicle 
exhaust.  
Refer to Appendix A for calculations.   
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Appendix  B,  A i r  Qual i ty  Impact  Assessment

1.  Page 57, t he  last bullet point  is revised as follows:

AQ-4:

concurrently, a Localized Significance Threshold analysis shall be prepared fo r

construction and operations. I f  t he  LST analysis determines tha t  t he  established Localized

Significance Thresholds for  NOx, PM2.5, o r  PM10 would be  exceeded, t hen  modifications

to  construction equipment profiles, modifications to  construction schedules, o r  additional

pol lut ion reduction measures shall be  implemented to  ensure tha t  none of  t he  Thresholds

will be  exceeded.

2. Page 46,  Table 11:  Operational Criteria Pollutant Emissions is revised as follows:

Table 11 :  Operat ional Cri ter ia Pollutant Emissions
Maximum Pounds Per Day!

Source VOC NOx co SO. PM10 | PM
2024 Exist ing

Area 4,902 142 16,392 1 1 1
Energy 33 1,111 263 4 45 45
Mobile 2 3,298 3,890 31,941 73 4,240 1,102

Total Emissions 8,233 5,142 48,596 78  4,286 1,148

2040 Operat ions

Area 5,956 200 23,223 1 1 1
Energy 59 1,573 457 7 82 82

. 2721 2,509 6,024 1,536Mobile? 2.748 2.936 27,936 78 6.069 1.553

Total  Emissions ares 4200 51,617 86 6150 Tose

Net 120 Son +3,020 +8 11.866 a

VOC  = Volatile Organic Compounds; NOx  = Nitrogen Oxides; CO  = Carbon Monoxide; SOx =
Sulfur Dioxide;  PM10  = Particulate Matter 10  microns in diameter or  less; PM2.5  = Particulate
Matter 2.5 microns in diameter or less.
1. Total emissions may be off due to rounding.
23. The mobile emissions include brake wear, tire wear, re-entrained road dust,  and vehicle
exhaust.
Refer to Appendix A for calculations.
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Diesel 
452,606,815 
681,988,650 

4,520,334,504 

10.0%  
15.1% 

16.560 

Electricity 
532,354,272 
29,679,723 

11.8%  
0.7% 0.000 

Gasoline 
3,3435,828,175 
3,754,438,728 

76.0%  
83.1% 23.821 

Plug-in Hybrid 86,918,232 
28,366,369 

1.9%  
0.6% 

70.672 

Natural Gas 12,627,007 
25,861,033 

0.3%  
0.6% 

4.765 

Heavy Duty Trucks 

Diesel 
1,758,498,114 
1,980,128,131 

2,015,186,625 

87.26%  
98.6% 

7.484  
8.430 

Electricity 
231,533,931 
4,782,423 

11.49%  
0.24%  

Gasoline 
88,058  
350,259 

0.00%  
0.02% 

1.925  
19.590  

Natural Gas 25,066,522 
29,925,812 

1.24%  
1.49% 

6.655  
7.940 

Note: includes VMT from 2040 EMFAC2021 Scenario but 2024 VMT percentage fleet split to conservatively exclude ACT. 

6. Page 10, tables under Project (2040) Operational Electricity and Natural Gas are revised as 
follows: 

Annual Electricity Usage  

Land Use  Size  Size Unit  

Electricity 
Rate 

(kWh/size/ 
year)  

Annual 
Electricity 

Usage 
(kWh/year)  

 

Annual 
Electricity 

Usage 
(GWh/year)  

Annual 
MTCO 2e 

Single 
Family  7,320 dwelling 

unit  
9,339.2 68,362,944 68.36 11,621.7 

Multi -
Family  26,542 dwelling 

unit  6,846.8 181,727,766 181.73 30,893.7 

Total Residential  250,090,710  250.09 42,515.42 
Commercial/ 

Retail  1,953.2 1,000 sq ft  9,758.4 19,059,765 19.06 3,240.2 

Office 1,921.7 
 

1,000 sq ft  17,443.2 33,521,295 33.52 5,698.6 

Industrial  41,137.5 
 

1,000 sq ft  9,569.1 393,648,526 393.65 66,920.2 

Total Non -Residential  446,229,586  446.23 75,859.03 
Notes: 
kWh = kilowatt hours  
rate from Source: CalEEMod, Appendix G -28, Annual Energy Use by Land Use Subtype and EDFZ  
EDFZ = 11 (Eastern), Source: CalEEMod, Appendix D -5, Analysis of Building Energy Use Data  
0.017 MTCO 2e.MWh per SCE CO 2 Intensity.  
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452-606-815 10-60%
Diesel rm  16.560

681 ,988 ,650  15 .1%

532,354.22 11.8%
Electricity 0.000

29 ,679 ,723  0 .7%

3-3435.828- 17/5 76-:0%
G l i  ! ! ! 4,520,334,504 23 .821

aso l i ne  3,754,438,728 P2EES3% 83.1%
86,918,232 1.9%

Plug-in Hybrid 70.672
28 ,366 ,369  0 .6%

Natural Gas r e  ’ 4.765
25 ,861 ,033  0 .6%

Heavy Duty Trucks

Diesel SR 26% ’
1 ,980 ,128 ,131  98 .6% 8 .430

. 231,533,931 11.49%

Electricity 4,782,423 0.24%—— 2,015,186,625 ———
Gasoline ! 009 )

350 ,259  0 .02% 19 .590

Natural Gas
29 ,925 ,812  1 .49% 7 .940

Note: includes VMT from 2040 EMFAC2021 Scenario but 2024 VMT percentage fleet split to  conservatively exclude ACT.

6. Page 10,  tables under Project (2040) Operational Electricity and Natural Gas are revised as
follows:

Annual Electr icity Usage
An  1

Electricity nua AnnualElectricity . .. . . Rate Electricity Annual
Land Use Size S ize  Unit . Usage(kWh/size/ KWh/ Usage MTCO:ze

year) ( year) (GWh/year)

Single 7.320 | dwelling | gg399  68,362,944 68.36 11,621.7Family unit

Multi- 26,542 | IWOing | eg ies  | 181,727,766 181.73 30,893.7Family unit

Total  Residential  | 250,090,710 250.09 42,515.42

Commerciall | ; g55 9 | 1000 sq f t  | 9,758.4 19,059,765 19.06 3,240.2
Retail

1,921.7Office 1,000 sq ft 17,443.2 33,521,295 33.52 5,698.6

Industrial 41,137.5 1,000 sq ft 9,569.1 393,648,526 393.65 66,920.2

Total Non-Residential | 446,229,586 446.23 75,859.03
Notes:
kWh = kilowatt hours
rate  from Source: CalEEMod, Appendix G-28,  Annual Energy Use  by  Land Use  Subtype and EDFZ
EDFZ  = 11  (Eastern),  Source: CalEEMod, Appendix D -5 ,  Analysis of  Building Energy Use  Data
0.017 MTCOse. MWh per  SCE  CO;  Intensity.
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4.0 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Section 15097 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines requires that a Mitigation Monitoring 

and Reporting Program (MMRP) be adopted upon certification of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR; including 

associated Findings), to ensure that the associated mitigation measures are implemented. Table 4-1, Mitigation 

Monitoring and Reporting Program, identifies the mitigation measures and specifies the entity (or entities) 

responsible for monitoring and reporting. Pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21081.6, an MMRP is 

only required for impacts identified as significant or potentially significant in the EIR analysis. The environmental 

analysis resulted in the identification of a programmatic mitigation framework, which would reduce potentially 

significant impacts, but not to below a level of significance for all the environmental topics. Programmatic mitigation 

measures have been identified for air quality, biological resources, cultural and Tribal cultural resources, 

geology/soils, greenhouse gas emissions, and noise. 
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4.0 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Section 15097 of  t he  California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines requires t ha t  a Mi t igat ion Monitoring

and  Reporting Program (MMRP) be  adopted upon  certif ication o f  an  Environmental Impact Report (EIR; including

associated Findings), to  ensure t ha t  t he  associated mitigation measures are implemented.  Table 4-1, Mitigation

Monitoring and Reporting Program, identif ies t he  mitigation measures and specifies t he  ent i ty  (o r  entities)

responsible fo r  monitoring and reporting. Pursuant to  Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21081.6, an MMRP is

only required fo r  impacts identified as significant o r  potentially significant i n  t he  EIR analysis. The environmental

analysis resulted i n  t he  identif ication of  a programmatic mit igat ion f ramework,  which wou ld  reduce potentially

significant impacts, bu t  no t  t o  be low  a level o f  significance fo r  all  t he  environmental  topics. Programmatic mitigation

measures have been identified for  air quality, biological resources, cultural and Tribal cultural resources,

geology/soils, greenhouse gas emissions, and  noise.
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Table 4-1 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure 
Timing of Verification Responsible for 

Verification 
Status/Date/ 

Initials 

CUL-1  Prior to the issuance of any permit for a future development site-
specific project that would directly or indirectly affect a 
building/structure in excess of 50 years of age, the City or a qualified 
architectural historian shall determine whether the affected 
building/structure is historically significant. The evaluation shall be 
based on criteria such as age, location, context, association with an 
important person or event, uniqueness, or structural integrity, as 
indicated in the CEQA Guidelines. If the evaluation determines that 
building/structure is not historic, no further evaluation or mitigation 
would be required. If the building/structure is determined to be 
historically significant, the preferred mitigation would be to avoid the 
resource through project redesign. If the resource cannot be avoided, 
all prudent and feasible measures to minimize or mitigate harm to the 
resource shall be taken per recommendations of the qualified 
architectural historian. 

Technical analysis required 
prior to project approval. 

City/Qualified 
Architectural Historian 

 

CUL-2: Prior to issuance of any permit for a future site-specific project that 
would potentially have a direct or indirect affect an archaeological 
resource, the City shall require the following steps be taken to 
determine: (1) the presence of archaeological resources, and (2) the 
appropriate mitigation for any significant resources which may be 
impacted by project development. The following steps would help 
determine the presence or absence of archaeological resources.  
Step 1: An archaeologist shall conduct records and background 

research at the South Coastal Information Center (SCIC) for a 
list of recorded resources and request a sacred lands file 
search from the Native American Heritage Commission.  

Step 2: After review of this data, a pedestrian survey shall be 
conducted by a qualified archaeologist.  

Step 3: If through the research and the field survey, archaeological 
resources are identified, then an evaluation of significance 
shall be completed by a qualified archaeologist. The evaluation 
program generally will include excavation to determine depth, 
extent, integrity, and content of the subsurface cultural 
material.  

Technical analysis required 
prior to project approval. 

City/Qualified 
Archaeologist 
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Table 4 -1
Mi t iga t ion  Monitoring and  Report ing  Program

Timing of Verification Responsible for Status/Date/|
Mitigation Measure Verification Initials

CUL-1 Prior to  the issuance of any permit for a future development site- | Technical analysis required | City/Qualified
specific project t ha t  wou ld  directly o r  indirectly affect a | pr ior  t o  project  approval. Architectural Historian
bui lding/structure i n  excess o f  50  years o f  age, t he  City o r  a qualified
architectural historian shall determine whether  t he  affected
bui lding/structure is historically significant. The evaluation shall be
based on  criteria such as age, location, context,  association w i th  an
important person o r  event, uniqueness, o r  structural integrity, as
indicated i n  t he  CEQA Guidelines. I f  t he  evaluation determines t ha t
bui lding/structure is no t  historic, no  further evaluation o r  mitigation
wou ld  be  required. I f  t he  bui lding/structure is determined to  be
historically significant, t he  preferred mitigation would be  to  avoid t he
resource through project redesign. I f  t he  resource cannot be  avoided,
all prudent  and  feasible measures to  minimize o r  mitigate harm  to  t he
resource shall be  taken per recommendations o f  t he  qualified
architectural historian.

CUL-2: Prior to  issuance of any permit for a future site-specific project that | Technical analysis required | City/Qualified
wou ld  potentially have a direct o r  indirect affect an  archaeological | pr ior  t o  project  approval. Archaeologist
resource, t he  City shall require t he  following steps be  taken to
determine: (1) the presence of archaeological resources, and (2) the
appropriate mitigation fo r  any significant resources which may  be
impacted by  project development. The fo l lowing steps wou ld  help
determine  t he  presence o r  absence o f  archaeological resources.
Step  1 :  An  archaeologist shall conduct records and background

research a t  t he  South Coastal Informat ion Center (SCIC) fo r  a
list o f  recorded resources and request a sacred lands file
search from the Native American Heritage Commission.

Step 2 :  After review of  th is data, a pedestrian survey shall be
conducted by  a qualified archaeologist.

Step 3 :  I f  th rough t he  research and t he  f ield survey, archaeological
resources are identified, t hen  an  evaluation o f  significance
shall be  completed by  a qualified archaeologist. The evaluation
program  generally will include excavation to  determine  depth,
extent,  integri ty,  and content  of  t he  subsurface cultural
material.
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Table 4-1 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure 
Timing of Verification Responsible for 

Verification 
Status/Date/ 

Initials 

and Project Archaeologist will follow in the event of 
inadvertent cultural resources discoveries, including any 
newly discovered cultural resource deposits that shall be 
subject to a cultural resources evaluation. 

f. The type of recordation needed for inadvertent finds and the 
stipulations of recordation of sacred items. 

g. Contact information of relevant individuals for the project;  

CUL-6: In the event that Native American cultural resources are discovered 
during the course of ground disturbing activities (inadvertent 
discoveries), the following procedures shall be carried out for final 
disposition of the discoveries: 

a. One or more of the following treatments, in order of 
preference, shall be employed with the tribes. Evidence of 
such shall be provided to the City of Moreno Valley Planning 
Division: 
i. Preservation-In-Place of the cultural resources, if 

feasible. Preservation-In-place means avoiding the 
resources, leaving them in the place they were found 
with no grading or construction activities commencing 
that may potentially affect or otherwise impact the 
integrity of the resources. 

ii. Onsite reburial of the discovered items as detailed in the 
treatment plan required pursuant to Mitigation Measure 
CUL-3. This shall include measures and provisions to 
protect the future reburial area from any future impacts 
in perpetuity. Reburial shall not occur until all legally 
required cataloging and basic recordation have been 
completed. No recordation of sacred items is permitted 
without the written consent of all Consulting Native 
American Tribal Governments as defined in CUL-5 The 
location for the future reburial area shall be identified on 
a confidential exhibit on file with the City, and concurred 
to by the Consulting Native American Tribal 

During Construction City/Qualified 
Archaeologist/Consulting 
Tribe(s) 
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Timing of Verification Responsible for Status/Date/|
Mitigation Measure Verification Initials

and Project Archaeologist will fo l low  i n  t he  event  o f
inadvertent  cultural  resources discoveries, including any
newly discovered cultural  resource deposits t ha t  shall be
subject to  a cultural resources evaluation.

f .  The type  of  recordation needed for  inadvertent f inds and  t he
stipulations o f  recordation o f  sacred items.

g. Contact information o f  relevant individuals for  t he  project;
CUL-6: In the event that Native American cultural resources are discovered | During Construction City/Qualified

dur ing t he  course o f  ground disturbing activities (inadvertent Archaeologist/Consulting
discoveries), t he  following procedures shall be  carried ou t  for  final Tribe(s)
disposition o f  t he  discoveries:

a. One o r  more o f  t he  fo l lowing  treatments, i n  order  o f
preference, shall be  employed w i th  t he  tr ibes.  Evidence o f
such shall be  provided to  t he  City o f  Mo reno  Valley Planning
Division:
i .  Preservation-In-Place of  t he  cul tural  resources, i f

feasible. Preservation-In-place means avoiding t he
resources, leaving t hem  i n  t he  place they  were  found
w i th  no  grading o r  construction activities commencing
tha t  may  potentially affect o r  otherwise impact  t he
integrity of  t he  resources.

i i .  Onsite reburial o f  t he  discovered i tems as detai led i n  t he
t rea tment  plan required pursuant  to  Mitigation Measure
CUL-3. This shall include measures and  provisions to
protect t he  fu tu re  reburial area f rom  any  fu tu re  impacts
i n  perpetui ty.  Reburial shall no t  occur until all legally
required cataloging and  basic recordation have been
completed. No  recordation o f  sacred i tems is permitted
w i thou t  t he  written consent o f  all  Consulting Native
American Tribal Governments as def ined i n  CUL-5 The
location fo r  t he  fu tu re  reburial area shall be  identified on
a confidential exhibit on  f i le  w i th  t he  City, and  concurred
to  by  t he  Consulting Native American Tribal
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure 
Timing of Verification Responsible for 

Verification 
Status/Date/ 

Initials 

Government Code 6254 (r)., parties, and Lead Agencies, will be asked 
to withhold public disclosure information related to such reburial, 
pursuant to the specific exemption set forth in California Government 
Code 6254 (r). 

4.7 Geology/Soils    
PAL-1: Applications for future development, wherein the Community 

Development Director or his or her designee has determined a 
potential for impacts to paleontological resources, shall review the 
underlying geology and paleontological sensitivity of the site. If it is 
determined that the potential exists that sensitive paleontological 
resources are present, the applicant shall be required to comply with 
the following mitigation framework. 

 A qualified paleontological monitor shall be present during grading in 
project areas where a project specific geological technical study has 
determined that such monitoring is necessary due to the potential for 
paleontological resources to reside within the underlying geologic 
formations. The geologic technical study shall also provide specific 
duties of the monitor, and detailed measures to address fossil remains, 
if found.  

During Construction City/Qualified 
Paleontologist 

 

4.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions    
GHG-1: The City shall monitor implementation of the CAP and periodically update 

the CAP, adding or enhancing Actions and Measures to achieve City-specific 
reductions goals in line with SB 32 and AB 1279.  Specifically, the City shall: 

a) Monitor continuously and report annually on CAP 
implementation activities.  The annual monitoring report shall 
include the implementation status of each Action and Measure  

b) Calculate GHG emission reductions annually and monitor 
progress towards achieving the performance targets of each 
Action and Measure 

c) Update the City-wide GHG emissions inventories and targets 
aligned with SB 32 and AB 1279 every two to three years, in 
alignment with the five-year cycle specified below  

d) Prepare and adopt a fully updated CAP starting 2029, adopted 

Annually City  
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Mi t iga t ion  Monitoring and  Report ing  Program

Timing o f  Verification
Mitigation Measure

Responsible for
Verification

PAL-1:

GHG-1:

Government Code 6254 (r)., parties, and  Lead Agencies, will be  asked
to  wi thho ld  public disclosure in format ion related to  such reburial,
pursuant t o  t he  specific exemption set for th  i n  California Government
Code 6254 {r).

IE  ocy/s0ils
Applications for  fu tu re  development,  wherein t he  Community
Development Director o r  his o r  her  designee has determined a
potential for  impacts t o  paleontological resources, shall review t he
underlying geology and paleontological sensitivity o f  t he  site. I f  i t  is
determined t ha t  t he  potential exists t ha t  sensitive paleontological
resources are present, t he  applicant shall be  required to  comply w i th
the  fo l lowing mitigation framework.
A qualified paleontological monitor shall be  present dur ing  grading i n
project areas where  a project  specific geological technical study has
determined tha t  such monitoring is necessary due  to  t he  potential for
paleontological resources to  reside w i th in  t he  underlying geologic
formations. The geologic technical study shall also provide specific
duties of  t he  monitor, and  detailed measures to  address fossil remains,
i f  found.

IE :  house Gas Emissions
The City shall monitor implementation of  t he  CAP and periodically update
the  CAP, adding o r  enhancing Actions and Measures to  achieve City-specific
reductions goals i n  line wi th  SB 32  and AB 1279. Specifically, t he  City shall:

a) Monitor continuously and report annually on  CAP
implementation activities. The annual monitoring report shall
include the  implementation status of  each Action and Measure

b) Calculate GHG emission reductions annually and monitor
progress towards achieving the  performance targets of  each
Action and Measure

c) Update the  City-wide GHG emissions inventories and targets
aligned wi th  SB 32  and AB 1279 every two to  three years, i n
alignment with t he  five-year cycle specified below

d)} Prepare and adopt a fully updated CAP starting 2029, adopted

During Construction

Annually

City/Qualified
Paleontologist

City
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure 
Timing of Verification Responsible for 

Verification 
Status/Date/ 

Initials 

d. Locate noisy construction equipment away from 
surrounding noise-sensitive uses;  

e. Use sound aprons or temporary noise enclosures around 
noise-generating equipment;  

f. Position storage of waste materials, earth, and other 
supplies in a manner that will function as a noise barrier 
for surrounding noise-sensitive uses;  

g. Use the quietest practical type of equipment;  
h. Use electric powered equipment instead of diesel or 

gasoline engine powered equipment; Use shrouding or 
shielding and intake and exhaust silencers/mufflers; and  

i. Other effective and feasible strategies to reduce 
construction noise exposure for surrounding noise-
sensitive uses.  

4. For construction of buildings that require the installation of 
piles, an alternative to installation of piles by hammering 
shall be used. This could include the use of augured holes for 
cast-in-place piles, installation through vibration or hydraulic 
insertion, or another low-noise technique. 

NOS-2 Prior to issuance of a building permit for a project requiring pile driving 
during construction within 135 feet of fragile structures, such as 
historical resources, 100 feet of non-engineered timber and masonry 
buildings (e.g., most residential buildings), or within 75 feet of 
engineered concrete and masonry (no plaster); or a vibratory roller 
within 25 feet of any structure, the project applicant shall prepare a 
noise and vibration analysis to assess and mitigate potential noise and 
vibration impacts related to these activities. This noise and vibration 
analysis shall be conducted by a qualified and experienced acoustical 
consultant or engineer. The vibration levels shall not exceed Federal 
Transit Administration (FTA) architectural damage thresholds (e.g., 
0.12 inches per second [in/sec] peak particle velocity [PPV] for fragile 
or historical resources, 0.2 in/sec PPV for non-engineered timber and 
masonry buildings, and 0.3 in/sec PPV for engineered concrete and 
masonry). If vibration levels would exceed this threshold, alternative 

Technical analysis required 
prior to project approval. 

City  
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d .  Locate noisy construct ion equipment  away f rom
surrounding noise-sensitive uses;

e.  Use sound aprons o r  temporary noise enclosures around
noise-generating equipment;

f .  Position storage o f  waste materials, earth,  and  o ther
supplies i n  a manner  t ha t  w i l l  funct ion as a noise barrier
fo r  surrounding  noise-sensitive uses;
Use t he  quietest practical type  o f  equipment;
Use electric powered  equipment instead of  diesel o r
gasoline engine powered  equipment ;  Use shrouding o r
shielding and  intake and  exhaust silencers/mufflers; and

i .  Other effective and  feasible strategies t o  reduce
construction noise exposure for  surrounding noise-
sensitive uses.

4 .  For construction o f  buildings t ha t  require t he  instal lation o f
piles, an  alternative to  installation o f  piles by  hammer ing
shall be  used. This could  include t he  use o f  augured holes for
cast-in-place piles, instal lation through  vibrat ion o r  hydraulic
insertion, o r  another  low-noise technique.

NOS-2 Prior to  issuance of  a bui lding  permit fo r  a project  requir ing pile dr iv ing | Technical analysis required | City
dur ing construct ion w i th in  135 feet o f  fragile structures, such as | prior t o  project  approval.
historical resources, 100  feet of  non-engineered t imber  and  masonry
buildings (e.g., mos t  residential buildings), o r  w i th in  75  feet of
engineered concrete and masonry (no  plaster); o r  a vibratory roller
w i th in  25 feet o f  any structure, t he  project applicant shall prepare a
noise and  vibrat ion analysis to  assess and  mitigate potential noise and
vibrat ion impacts related to  these activities. This noise and vibration
analysis shall be  conducted by a qualified and  experienced acoustical
consultant o r  engineer. The vibrat ion levels shall no t  exceed Federal
Transit Administration (FTA) architectural damage thresholds (e.g.,
0.12 inches per second [in/sec] peak particle velocity [PPV] for fragile
o r  historical resources, 0.2 in/sec PPV for  non-engineered t imber  and
masonry buildings, and 0.3 in/sec PPV for  engineered concrete and
masonry). I f  v ibrat ion levels wou ld  exceed this threshold, alternative

=m
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Mitigation Measure 
Timing of Verification Responsible for 

Verification 
Status/Date/ 

Initials 

uses such as drilling piles as opposed to pile driving and static rollers as 
opposed to vibratory rollers shall be used. If necessary, construction 
vibration monitoring shall be conducted to ensure vibration thresholds 
are not exceeded. 
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Table 4 -1
Mi t iga t ion  Monitoring and  Report ing  Program

Responsible for Status/Date/Timing o f  Verification
Verification InitialsMitigation Measure

uses such as dri l l ing piles as opposed to  pile dr iv ing  and static rollers as
opposed to  vibratory rollers shall be  used. I f  necessary, construction
vibrat ion monitoring shall be  conducted to  ensure v ibrat ion  thresholds
are no t  exceeded.
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