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1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

1.1 INTRODUCTION
The Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) (State-of California-Clearinghouse-No-—2012021045)-for

the World Logistics Center Project (proposed project) has been prepared to inform the decision-

makers and the public of the environmental effects associated with implementation of the proposed
project.

The Draft EIR was circulated for public review and comment on February 4, 2013. The comment
period on the Draft EIR closed on April 8, 2013, however the City has continued to receive and accept

letters and comments through April 2014. The comments and written responses are contained in
Volume 1 of this document.

This EIR is a program EIR. A program EIR is an EIR that may be prepared on a series of actions that
can be characterized as one large project, and are related either:

e Geographically,
e As logical parts in the chain of contemplated actions,

e In connection with issuance of rules, regulations, plans, or other general criteria to govern the
conduct of a continuing program, or

e As individual activities carried out under the same authorizing statutory or regulatory authority,
and having generally similar environmental effects which can be mitigated in similar ways.

The use of a program EIR can provide the following advantages. The program EIR can:

e Provide an occasion for a more exhaustive consideration of effects and alternatives than would
be practical in an EIR on an individual action,

e Ensure consideration of cumulative impacts that might be slighted in a case-by-case analysis,
e Avoid duplicative reconsideration of basic policy considerations,

o Allow the lead agency to consider broad policy alternatives and program wide mitigation
measures at an early time when the agency has greater flexibility to deal with basic problems or
cumulative impacts.

Act” (CEQA) and Sections 15120 through 15131 and 15161 of the Guidelines for California
Environmental Quality Act,” which regulate the preparation of EIRs. The DEIR (State of California

Clearinghouse No. 2012021045) has been prepared by LSA Associates, Inc. on behalf of the City of

Moreno Valley (City) to: 1) identify the proposed project’s impacts on the environment; 2) to discuss
alternatives to the proposed project; and 3) to propose mitigation measures that will offset, minimize

or otherwise avoid significant environmental impacts. Fhis-ElR-has-beenpreparedin-accordance-with

! California Environmental Quality Act, as of January 1, 20141, §§21000—2117821189.3, Public Resources Codg, State of
California.

2 Guidelines for California Environmental Quality Act, as amended-of January 1, 201468, §§15000-15387, California Code
of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 3, State of California.
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ElRs—Based on the potential impacts of the proposed project, including cumulative impacts, the City
determined that an EIR should be prepared to analyze potential impacts of the proposed project with
respect to the following environmental issues. The referenced environmental issues below are
individually addressed in the Environmental Analysis Section 4.0, of this report:

bl . . ; ion:
i L ion-and

i I . '
e Aesthetics; e Hydrology and Water Quality;
o Agricultural and Forest Resources; e Land Use and Planning;
e Air Quality; e Mineral Resources;
o Biological Resources; e Noise;
e Cultural Resources; e Population, Housing, and Employment;
e Geology and Soils; e Public Services including Recreation;
e Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Global o Traffic and Circulation; and

Climate Change;
e Hazards and Hazardous Materials;

o Utilities and Service Systems.
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1.2 PROJECT LOCATION AND SETTING

1.2.1 Project Site
The World LOgIStICS Center Sgecn‘lc Plan —H—dees—net—have—a—sﬁe—plan—shemmg—aetud—bwﬁmg

Associotionof Covernmenis (SCACY Ihe—prepesed—p#e}ec—t—y{e—s Iocated in Rancho Belago, th
eastern portion of the City of Moreno Valley, in northwestern Riverside County. As shown in Figure
1.1, the project site is immediately south of State Route 60 (SR-60), east-of between Redlands

Boulevard west-of and Gilman Springs Road (the easterly city limit), extending to to the southerly city southerly city

limit. The | major roads that currently provide access to the project site are Redlands Boulevard,

Theodore Street, Alessandro Boulevard, and Gilman Springs Road. The project site slopes gently

(approximately 2%) from north ef-the-SanJacinto\Wildlife-Area-to south, with elevations ranging
from approximately 1,760 feet above mean sea level (amsl) at the northeast corner to 1,480 feet

amsl at the southeast corner.

1.2.2 City of Moreno Valley

Moreno Valley is Riverside County’'s second largest city with a population of nearly 200,000 people
encompassing more than 46 square miles. Over the years, Moreno Valley has remained

overwhelmingly residential in character with only 9 percent of its land allocated for job-producing
uses. Today, Moreno Valley has one of the lowest jobs-to-housing ratios in the region (0.47

representing about one-third of the rate of its neighboring City of Riverside (1.41). As a result of

limited job opportunities in the City, a large number of Moreno Valley's residents commute great
distances to jobs outside the City, with an average daily commute of 76 minutes. Long commutes

result in more time in traffic, more time breathing polluted air, more stress, less time at home, and
less time with families.
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