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1. Introduction 

1.1 Project Description 

The City of Moreno Valley (City), in cooperation with the California Department of 

Transportation (Caltrans) District 8, proposes to reconstruct and improve the State Route 

60 (SR-60)/Theodore Street interchange. A segment of Theodore Street has been 

renamed to World Logistics Center Parkway (WLC Pkwy). The SR-60/Theodore Street 

Interchange Project will now be referred to as the SR-60/World Logistics Center Parkway 

Interchange Project (Project). The purpose of the project is to improve geometry at the 

current interchange, and to provide standard vertical clearance for the WLC Pkwy 

overcrossing, to alleviate existing and future traffic congestion at the SR-60/WLC Pkwy 

interchange ramps during peak hours, and to improve traffic flow along the freeway and 

through the interchange. 

The project is currently funded with a variety of funding sources including federal and 

local funds through the Project Approval and Environmental Document (PA/ED) phase 

and, as such, will be required to comply with both the California Environmental Quality 

Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Caltrans will be the Lead 

Agency for CEQA, the City is a Responsible Agency under CEQA. Caltrans, as assigned by 

the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), is the federal Lead Agency for NEPA. The 

environmental review, consultation, and any other action required in accordance with the 

applicable federal laws for this project will be carried out by Caltrans under its 

assumption of responsibility pursuant to 23 United States Code (USC) 327. Therefore, 

preparation of the NEPA compliance documents, including the technical studies and the 

environmental document, will have oversight by Caltrans District 8. An Environmental 

Impact Report/Environmental Assessment (EIR/EA) (joint CEQA/NEPA document) is being 

prepared and is anticipated to result in a Final EIR/Finding of No Significant Impact (Final 

EIR/FONSI). Scoping (described below) and public involvement are required as part of the 

EIR process. 

1.2 Scoping 

“Scoping” is the process by which lead agencies solicit input from the public and 

interested agencies on the nature and extend of the impacts and issues to be addressed 

in the EIR/EA, and the methods by which they will be evaluated. Scoping helps to identify 

the range of actions, alternatives, environmental effects, methods of assessment, and 

mitigation measures to be analyzed in depth, and eliminates from detailed study those 

issues that are not important to the decision at hand. Scoping is also an effective way to 

bring together and resolve the concerns of interested federal, state, and local agencies; 

the proponent of the action; and other interested persons, including opponents of the 
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project. (40 C.F.R. 1501.7, 1506.6; CEQA Guidelines 15083; Department Standard 

Environmental Reference [SER], Volume 1, Chapter 2, Section 6) 

Tools used to determine the scope of an EIR include early public and inter-agency 

consultation, the CEQA notice of preparation (NOP) that an EIR is being prepared, and 

scoping meetings with agencies and the public. Of these tools, only the NOP is 

mandatory under CEQA.  

 

This Scoping Report provides a description and summary of the following scoping and 

public involvement actions conducted to date: 

 

• Early public and inter-agency consultation 

• NOP distribution and review 

• Scoping meeting 

This Scoping Report also includes a summary of all the public and agency comments 

received by Caltrans during the NOP review period.  

1.3 Previous Public Meetings and Outreach 

Early and continuing coordination with the general public and appropriate public 

agencies is an essential part of the environmental process. It helps planners determine 

the necessary scope of environmental documentation and the level of analysis required, 

as well as identify potential impacts and avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation 

measures, and related environmental requirements. Agency and tribal consultation and 

public participation for the project have been accomplished through a variety of formal 

and informal methods, including Project Development Team meetings, interagency 

coordination meetings, and consultation with interested parties. 

 

The City held a business briefing meeting on July 23, 2018. The purpose of the business 

briefing was to provide local businesses and community members the opportunity to ask 

questions related to the project. Concerns were discussed during the business briefing. 

 

2. Scoping Process 

The scoping process for the EIR/EA included distribution of the NOP to respective federal 

and state offices, distribution of the scoping notice to interested and potentially 

interested parties, and the Scoping Meeting.  
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2.1 NOP and NOP Distribution 

The NOP formally states that an EIR/EA is being prepared. This is an important step in the 

environmental scoping process, which is designed to solicit input to determine the range 

of issues to be addressed in an EIR/EA. Pursuant to CEQA Section 21080.4(a), responsible 

and trustee agencies are asked to provide in writing the scope and content of the 

environmental information that is germane to their statutory responsibilities, as these 

agencies will need to use the EIR/EA prepared by the lead agency when considering 

permits or other approvals for the proposed project. California law requires that a NOP 

be filed with the State Clearinghouse. The NOP was submitted to the State Clearinghouse 

on November 22, 2019, but was held for posting until November 25, 2019. The NOP was 

distributed (via FedEx) to state and local agencies with potential interest, expertise, 

and/or authority over the proposed project. See Appendix A for the NOP and NOP 

distribution list.  

The NOP review period was 39 days from November 25, 2019 to January 3, 2020. Nine (9) 

extra days were provided beyond the minimum 30-day review period to account for 

national holidays. Late comments were accepted for the project record. There will be 

ongoing agency input as needed during preparation of the EIR/EA.  

2.2 Scoping Notice Distribution 

A scoping notice, which was similar to the NOP but intended for the general public and 

other relevant entities, was distributed to notify people of the project, invite their 

comments on the project and EIR/EA process, and invite them to a public scoping 

meeting being held for the project on December 16, 2019. Notices for the public scoping 

meeting were also placed in local newspapers. The scoping meeting notices are included 

in Appendix B. 

The scoping meeting notice was mailed approximately one month prior to the December 

16, 2019 meeting to contacts from the project database. The mailing list included 

property occupants, owners and absentee owners along the contiguous project footprint 

of improvements. Additionally, the mailing list included, key stakeholders, and individuals 

who attended previous meetings or otherwise asked to be informed about the project. 

The distribution list is included in Appendix C. 

The scoping notice with the date and location of the scoping meeting was advertised in 

two local newspapers in the project area. The advertisements summarized the proposed 

project, stated Caltrans’ intention to prepare a Draft EIR/EA, and requested comments 

from the agencies and the interested parties. Table 2-1 shows the published 

advertisements. (See Appendix D for proof of publications).  

An updated public notice was prepared for round 3 of the newspaper publication only 

and was not redistributed in the mail. The updated public notice provided additional 

information regarding the availability of the NOP. 
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Table 2-1. Newspaper Advertisements 

Round 1 Publication 

Press Enterprise 
183,830 Daily 

Readership 

Display Ad Quarter Page 
11/17/2019 

La Prensa 
110,000 weekly 

readership 

Display Ad Quarter Page 
11/22/2019 

Round 2 Publication 

Press Enterprise 
183,830 Daily 

Readership 

Display Ad Quarter Page 
12/6/2019 

La Prensa 
110,000 weekly 

readership 

Display Ad Quarter Page 
12/6/2019 

Round 3 Publication 

Press Enterprise 
183,830 Daily 

Readership 

Display Ad Quarter Page 
12/13/2019 

La Prensa 
110,000 weekly 

readership 

Display Ad Quarter Page 
12/13/2019 

2.3 Social Media 

Caltrans and the City posted information regarding the project and the public scoping 

meeting on their social media accounts. (See Appendix E) 

2.4 Scoping Meeting 

Caltrans and the City sponsored a public scoping meeting on Monday, December 16, 

2019, to provide an additional forum to share project information, answer questions and 

accept comments. The scoping meeting was held from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. at the 

Moreno Valley Conference and Recreation Center (Rooms A & B) in the City of Moreno 

Valley, located at 4075 Frederick St., Moreno Valley, CA 92553. A total of 19 individuals 

signed-in. Some attendees did not elect to sign-in. See Appendix F for the scoping 

meeting sign in sheet. Attendees who signed in will be added to the distribution list.  

The scoping meeting was open to the public and held in an open house format without a 

formal presentation. Each meeting attendee received a project fact sheet and a comment 

card. Information material was provided in both English and Spanish where possible. For 

instances where only English was provided (such as some exhibit boards), a certified 

English-Spanish translator was present to provide translation services.  

After signing-in and receiving meeting materials, attendees were invited to view a brief 

PowerPoint overview of the project and informational display boards located around the 

room. The display boards depicted the project overview, background, environmental 
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review process, proposed alternatives, and other information about the project. Several 

Project Development Team staff were present to answer questions and discuss the 

project environmental review process. The following Project Development Team 

members attended the scoping meeting: 

Caltrans, District 8: 

• Antonia Toledo, Caltrans 

• Boniface Udotor, Caltrans  

• Jessica Chavez, Caltrans 

• Junior Abella, Caltrans 

• Aysha Habib, Caltrans 

• Matthew Sapp, Caltrans 

• Emily Leinen, Caltrans 

City of Moreno Valley: 

• Michael Wolfe, City of Moreno Valley 

• Henry Ngo, City of Moreno Valley 

• Margery Lazarus, City of Moreno Valley 

• Chris Ormsby, City of Moreno Valley 

Consultants: 

• Rebecca Young, Michael Baker 

• Alex Tapia, Michael Baker 

• King Thomas, LSA  

• Colin Valles, Arellano Associates 

• Kaitlyn Norris, Arellano Associates 

• William Ringland, Arellano Associates 

Other: 

• English-Spanish translator 

• Court reporter 

Each meeting attendee was encouraged to complete and submit a comment card, either 

at the meeting or by mail. Stamps were provided. Project Development Team members 

attending the meeting informed the attendees of the duration for which comments are 

accepted (November 25, 2019 to January 3, 2020), and the options for submitting 

comments. The options included 1) submitting comment cards at the scoping meeting, 2) 

mailing comment card after the scoping meeting, 3) leaving a comment with a court 

reporter at the scoping meeting, and 4) emailing comments to Boniface Udotor 

boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov through Friday, January 3, 2020. 

Appendix G includes the meeting materials provided at the meeting.  
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2.5 Agency and Public Comments Received 

The scoping period was November 25, 2019 to January 3, 2020. Options for submitting 

comments included 1) submitting comment cards at the scoping meeting, 2) mailing 

comment card after the scoping meeting, 3) leaving a comment with a court reporter at 

the scoping meeting, and 4) emailing comments to Boniface Udotor 

boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov through Friday, January 3, 2020. 

Table 2-2 summarizes the total number of comments received by method of comment. 

Note that some comments may contain sub-comments. Refer to Table 2-3 for more detail 

on the comments.  

Table 2-2. Totals of Comments Received by Method of Comment 

Method of Comment Comments Received 

Comment card (at scoping meeting) 7 

Court reporter (at scoping meeting) 2  

E-mail 15 

E-mail (late) 4 

TOTAL 28 

Note: Late comments were accepted for the project record and file. 

 

Table 2-3 presents written comments received from the public, agencies and other 

interested parties in response to the project notice and scoping meeting. Comments 

were summarized except for Comment No. 9 and Comment No 26, which were copied 

verbatim. For all verbatim comments, see Appendix H. Note the following abbreviations: 

 

SCAG – Southern California Association of Governments 

DED – Draft Environmental Document 

RCDWR – Riverside County Department of Waste Resources 

DEIR – Draft Environmental Impact Report 

SCAQMD – South Coast Air Quality Management District 

RTA – Riverside Transit Agency 

WMWD – Western Municipal Water District 

 

Individuals and agencies/organization who provided comments but did not leave a 

mailing address were contacted by a Project Development Team member for their 

mailing address. Individuals and agencies/organizations who provided a mailing address 

will be sent the public notice of availability for the public review of the Draft EIR/EA. 
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Table 2-3. Public Comments Received during the Scoping Period (Written) 
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1 Individual 1 Favors Alternative 1 while the WLC Development project is still in litigation. x x

2 Why SR-60/WLC Pkwy over SR-60/Moreno Beach or SR-60/Redlands? x

3 Remove improvements to Eucalyptus (responsibility of developer), or provide 

direction that releases developer of this responsibility.
x x

4 Include multi-use trails. x x

5 Why cloverleaf configuration for the large projected truck/vehicle forecasts. x x

6 Additional traffic/noise/pollution for residents on Theodore and Highland, how is 

this addressed?
x

7 Ironwood will need improved to handle the additional trucks. x x x x

8 Describe in detail funding sources, specific to the sign replacement, the 

interchange, and the $1M required of the developer.

9 Provide complete fiscal analysis of this project. x x

10 Are soundwalls proposed to mitigate noise? x

2 Friends of the 

Northern San 

Jacinto Valley

1 Provide extension for NOP comments until 1/10/2020.

(Comment provided on 1/3/2020)

x

3 SCAG 1 Send DED to SCAG's LA office. x

4 Individual 1 Concerned about air and traffic impacts to neighborhood from 15,000 trucks x

2 How will all the truck traffic affect SR-60/Nason x

3 What mitigation will be proposed for project impacts. x

5 Individual 1 Analyze impacts from west of SR-60/I-215 x

2 What are the health and safety concerns for those living, commuting, and 

attending religious service adjacent to the borrow site?
x

3 What are health impacts due to noise and traffic, and what are the best way to 

mitigate exposure to impacts?
x

4 How will commute times be impacted from the additional traffic? x

5 What are the likely impacts to the City's street conditions that are a result of this 

project?
x x

6 What are ways to mitigate exposure to cancer causing agents from the project? x

6 Friends of the 

Northern San 

Jacinto Valley

1 Provide extension for NOP comments until 1/10/2020.

(Comment provided on 1/2/2020)

x

7 RCDWR 1 Waste delivery vehicles primarily access the landfill from SR-60/WLC Pkwy IC x

2 Provide advanced notification to RCDWR for any closures, limited access of the 

SR-60/WLC Pkwy IC to avoid interruptions/impacts to waste delivery.
x

3 Consider the following measures to reduce solid waste:

-use mulch and/or compost

-Xeriscaping and the use of drought tolerant low maintenance vegetations

-Hazardous materials are not accepted at the Riverside County landfills

x

4 Provide the DEIR on CD to RCDWR. x

Comment Category

Co.  

No.

Co. 

Sub 

No.

Comment Summary
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8 Individual 1 Include multi-purpose trails, with suitable walking surface and protective barrier.
x x

2 Include multi-purpose trail on Eucalyptus. x x

3 Re-evaluate cloverleaf geometry to accommodate trucks. Request geometry to 

be evaluated by trucking firms. 
x x

4 Suggest an Urban Interchange and/or run WB Gilman Springs traffic through 

Theodore to avoid on/off conflict (reference I-10 between Tennessee and 

Alabama). 

x x

5 Traffic impacts must go at least 15 miles west and east of project area to include I-

215/SR-60,  SR-60/SR-91/I-215, and I-10/SR-60 merge. 
x

6 Address growth inducing aspects of the project (interchange will enhance viability 

of WLC development, increase traffic, and increase need for freeway expansion). x x

7 Address capacity of SR-60 through Moreno Valley beginning at SR-60/I-215 and if 

more lanes are needed. If traffic intended for this project would mandate extra 

lanes, how will Caltrans provide them?

x

8 Will off-ramps include long queue lanes and acceleration lanes outside the 

through traffic lanes on the mainline. If so, how long will they be?
x x

9 Address impacts to Redlands Blvd, north of SR-60 through San Timoteo Canyon 

(Recent fatal accidents and two-lane roadway without passing).
x

10 Address truck and passenger traffic going northbound on Theodore Street 

continuing up Highland Street to Redlands Boulevard.
x

11 Alternative 6 seems favorable for truck drivers. Verify the design works for 

intended user.
x

12 Proposed roundabouts will impact the current land uses in the WLC Specific Plan. 

What land use changes will be made. No access easement should be required 

between the north and south roundabouts. 

x x

13 Define Caltrans access control north and south of SR-60. x

14 Traffic counts show SR-60/Redlands experiences 10x traffic compared to SR-

60/WLC Pkwy. Why SR-60/WLC Pkwy instead of SR-60/Redlands Boulevard. 
x x

15 When will SR-60/Redlands Blvd Interchange be improved? x x

16 When will improvements to SR-60/Redlands Blvd be completed that were a 

condition of the Prologic warehouse development? Specifically improvements to 

SR-60 EB off-ramp at Redlands, and widening of Redlands Boulevard south to 

Eucalyptus. 

x

17 Close the through access on Eucalyptus from WLC Pkwy to Redlands Blvd. 

Intended for emergency access only, but is currently used by cars and semi-

trucks. 

x

18 Describe how much development can be constructed before certain traffic 

improvements are needed. Set mitigation measures for X amount of square feet 

of warehouse before the interchange needs constructed. 

x x

19 Address the detour plan for closures during construction x

20 Justify public expenditure of money while WLC Development is still in litigation. 
x

21 Provide fiscal impact analysis for fair share of all nearby future development. x x

22 What are funding sources for SR-60/WLC Pkwy interchange. If not enough, will 

City pursue bonds or long term commitment of Measure A?
x x

23 Will the results of RCTC's recent Study for a Logistics Mitigation Fee be applied to 

the WLC Development project?
x x

24 Comment included example of TUMF fee calculation relative to WLC 

Development at buildout. Will TUMF fee cover appropriate share of interchange 

improvements?

x x x

25 Provide air quality evaluation that addresses slower trucks movement and longer 

queuing that may cause unhealthy air quality. 
x

26 How will this project prejudice land uses in the general plan update currently in 

progress?
x

27 There is no evidence the majority of Moreno Valley residents are in favor of the 

WLC Development or the SR-60/WLC Pkwy Interchange improvement project. x x x
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9 Moreno Valley 

Group of the 

Sierra Club

1 Since the World Logistic Center (WLC) is still being litigated by the Sierra Club and 

other groups, we protest the expenditure of public money for a project which 

may not be built or built in its current form.  Both the WLC developer and his 

council members who he supported with $10,000’s have done what they can to 

make sure the WLC was never brought to a vote of the people of Moreno Valley.  

Therefore please do not every write that the interchange is what the residents of 

Moreno Valley want.

x x x x

2 The Draft EIR must fully explain the justification of spending public funds for the 

sole benefit of the WLC.
x x x

3 This project will impact a long stretch of SR-60 and the Draft EIR/EA must analyze 

all the traffic as if the WLC would be built as well as all the background traffic 

from west of the 215/SR-60 interchange to the I-10/SR-60 interface.  Induced 

traffic must be part of the analysis as well as all foreseeable projects.   Traffic 

impacts within 12 miles need to be analyzed.

x x

4 Impact to Redlands Blvd from San Timoteo Canyon to Alessandro Blvd must also 

be analyzed.  What additional trucks will use this route and impact health of 

families who live within 500 feet of Redlands Blvd.  Highland Street must not be 

used in your trucks routes.

x x x

5 How will this project impact animal movement? While there are a few animal 

linkages under SR-60 well east of the project, there needs to be one near this 

location because there is almost none within the Moreno Valley City limits. The 

Draft EIR/EA must show all such locations within the City of Moreno Valley.  Will 

the project provide an off-site linkage under SR-60 if the project site in not 

appropriate?  How will this project lead to further direct/indirect, cumulative and 

growth inducing loss of raptor foraging?

x

6 The City of Moreno Valley has a trail system as does Riverside County.  Both 

systems are not far from the project site.  The Draft EIR needs to show how the 

proposed project and interconnecting roads will impact either trail system —  

directly and/or indirectly.

x x

7 How long will accelerations lane be to allow merging into the flow of traffic of SR-

60?  At what speed will they allow full semi-trucks reach before merging?  Will 

that speed allow cars that follow trucks on the acceleration lane to safely merge 

onto SR-60?  The Draft EIR/EA must have a chart of acceleration lane lengths in 

50 ft increments which show the speed of a full semi-truck at each increment 

until 55 MPH is reached.  

x x

8 How many lanes will SR-60 need to be to accommodate future growth?  When do 

you see this happening?  How will this project be modified to accommodate the 

increasing lanes to SR-60?

x x

9 How many semi-trucks will the cueing lines be able to hold before they interfere 

with the flow of traffic on SR-60?  The WLC will have more than 50,000 daily 

vehicle trips which includes more than 12,000 daily diesel truck trips.  What 

efforts are being made on both cueing lines and acceleration lanes to 

accommodate this amount of traffic as well as that of homeowners and other 

businesses that may use this project.

x x x

10 The Sierra Club assumes that the regular flow of traffic on SR-60 and nearby 

roads will be interrupted during construction.  The Draft EIR/EA needs to explain 

this impact and all others in words the average person can understand. Where 

and for how long will traffic be diverted? What will be the trigger for the project 

to begin construction.  Will it begin before the WLC does any improvements?  

Will it begin after a certain percentage of the WLC is built? The Draft EIR/EA 

needs to explain the time line for construction of the project so the public knows 

how long their lives will be interrupted.  Will it be done during certain times of 

the year so there is less impact on biological resources?

x x x x x

11 There are threatened and endangered plants and animals not too far from the 

project site and maybe on site.  How will this project impact them 

directly/indirectly as well as cumulatively and growth inducing?

x
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12 How will the construction add to our already unhealthy air?  Will only Tier IV and 

higher rated off road equipment be used during construction?  Please explain 

what percentage of Tier IV or higher construction equipment will be used.  How 

will greenhouse gas impacts and particulate pollution increase as a result of not 

using the highest rated construction equipment.  How will diverting and 

detouring regular traffic during all phases of construction add to our poor air 

quality and greenhouse gas?

x

13 The Sierra Club expects this project to prejudice land uses and zoning during the 

City's current general plan update.  How much of the land within a half mile of 

the project is outside the WLC, but owned by its developer?  Will the interchange 

be giving a monetary windfall in the form of major up-zoning?  Your agency 

needs to look into this to make sure you are not being used to benefit the WLC 

developer and those connected to the WLC.

x

14 Since many people in Moreno Valley and user of SR-60 speak Spanish and have 

trouble reading EIR/EA’s in English, all documents related to this project need to 

be in Spanish.

x

15 The Sierra Club looks forward to reading the Draft EIR/EA for this project.  Please 

use the contact information below my name and this email address to 

inform/send us information on future meetings as well as all documents related 

to this project.

x

10 Individual 1 Complete project fast x

2 Include truck lanes x

11 Individual 1 Concerned about projects impact on air, water, and noise pollution. Existing 

warehouses have increased traffic and added more commuter traffic to rural 

roads, leading to accidents. 

x

2 Completing the project would add more ozone emissions and noise to the area x

3 Public money should not be spent to make improvements until the developer can 

provide proof of lease or occupancy.
x x x

4 Until the air quality improves, no new projects which would increase emissions 

should be approved. 
x

12 SCAQMD 1 Send DEIR/EA all appendices or technical documents related to air quality, health 

risk, and greenhouse gas analysis and electronic versions of all air quality 

modeling and health risk assessment files. These include emission calculations 

spreadsheets and modeling input and output files (not PDF files). Any delay in 

the complete data request will require additional review time. 

x x

13 RTA 1 What is the timeline for the project? x

2 Will you move forward with the Alternative 6 proposal, if so, do you have plans 

you can send over?
x

14 Native 

American 

Heritage 

Commission

1 Follow AB 52 and SB 18

x

15 WMWD 1 WMWD does not provide services in the project area, therefore has no 

comments on NOP. EMWD provides service to the area. 
x

16 Individual 1 Agree with Alternative 6 x

17 Individual 1 Supports project and Alternative 6 x
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18 Individual 1 Agree with Alternative 6 x

2 Eucalyptus does not need to be constructed because Alessandro and Ironwood 

exist. 
x

3 Other alternatives are preferred from earlier drafts not selected by the City 

Council.
x

4 Identify funding to do all interchanges now. x x

5 Construct Eucalyptus when available with private funding, as it's not needed 

now. 
x x

19 Individual 1 Study traffic area should include impacts on SR-60 north of City and I-15 west of 

City with solutions provided. 
x

2 What solutions will you provide to limit the impact air quality? Air quality in City 

is already between moderate and unhealthy. 
x

20 Individual 1 How is the timing of the project affected by the status of the WLC Development?
x x

2 Greenhouse gasses resulting from 12,000-14,000 trucks generated by the WLC 

Development use the overpass. EIR should clearly include the environmental 

affects of this project. 

21 Individual 1 Agree with Alternative 6 x

22 Individual 1 Supports project and Alternative 6. x

23 Individual 1 Other projects need completed and other roads need improved before the SR-

60/WLC Pkwy interchange.
x x

24 Individual 1 Supports project (including bike lanes, trails, and turnabouts [roundabouts?]).
x

25 Moreno Valley 

Group of the 

Sierra Club

1 Add the following newspaper article, two amicus briefs, and the public notices of 

a current WLC Development environmental document to the previously 

submitted Sierra Club comment.

x

2 Will the attached articles prejudice the general plan update process? Will current 

vacant lands on both sides of SR-60 bring in more particulate 

pollution/greenhouse gas?

x x

3 The interchange will be growth inducing with direct/indirect impacts and also 

result in cumulative impacts that are very serious. 
x x

4 The attached briefs explain why the WLC Development should not be built as 

currently proposed. This proposed interchange should not be 

conceived/studied/analyzed and definitely not built until WLC Development is 

approved without any further court challenges. 

x

26 Friends of the 

Northern San 

Jacinto Valley

1 We are both discouraged and dismayed by Caltrans, District 8’s poor 

implementation of its obligations under CEQA and its assigned federal NEPA 

environmental review for the SR-60/WLC Interchange Project. We do not know 

whether these deficiencies are limited to Caltrans, District 8 or are representative 

of Caltrans statewide execution of these important and necessary state and 

federal environmental review laws.

x x

2 The SR-60 WLC Parkway Interchange Project is intended to provide the primary 

access for the City of Moreno Valley project known as the World Logistics Center 

(WLC). The massive WLC project [40 million square feet of warehouses] remains 

in litigation (Appellate Court review) after the February 2018 Riverside County 

Superior Court Judgement found the WLC Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 

was deficient with respect to its treatment of Biological Resources, Energy, Noise, 

Agriculture and Cumulative Impacts (Case No: RIC 1510967 MF). The City of 

Moreno Valley prior WLC EIR deficiencies must not be replicated by Caltrans and 

must be viewed as significant indirect impacts of the Caltrans construction of the 

SR-60 WLC Parkway Interchange Project (CEQA Guidelines 15064 (d)(2)).

x x x
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3 We are particularly concerned regarding the indirect and cumulative impacts to 

Biological Resources including Endangered Species, MSHCP/NCCP Covered 

Species, and San Jacinto Wildlife Area, the primary MSHCP/NCCP Conservation 

Area located directly on the southern boundary of the proposed WLC Specific 

Plan site. The federal Endangered Species Act (ESA) prohibits the “take” (kill, 

capture or habitat destruction) of listed endangered or threatened species. In a 

like manner, the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) prohibits the “take”of 

endangered or threatened species listed by the California Fish and Game 

Commission. Under the 2004 Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat 

Conservation Plan (MSHCP) / Natural Communities Conservation Plan (NCCP Act) 

the “take” of 146 plant and animal species is permitted for 75 years throughout 

western Riverside County, in exchange for the assembly and management of 

coordinated MSHCP/NCCP Conservation Areas. The most prominent is the 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) San Jacinto Wildlife Area 

located on the southern boundary of the proposed World Logistics Center (WLC).

x

4 Both the federal and state endangered species statutes provide for exceptions to 

their “take” prohibitions. The federal exception requires applicants to submit a 

Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP). If approved by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

the applicant will be issued an incidental “take” permit (MSHCP). The California 

“take” exception is authorized pursuant to the Natural Community Conservation 

Planning Act (NCCP Act - Fish and Game Code §§ 2800-2835). After approval of a 

NCCP Act Conservation Plan, the CDFW permits the “take” of covered species 

whose conservation and management is provided for in the NCCP approved by 

CDFW. The NCCP Act section 2826 provides: “ Nothing in this chapter exempts a 

project proposed in a natural community planning area from Division 13 

(commencing with section 21000) of the Public Resources Code [CEQA - California 

Environmental Quality Act] or otherwise alters the applicability of that division. ” 

The California Supreme Court has bolstered this legislative intent. [“CESA can be 

harmonized with CEQA”] (Mountain Lion Foundation v. Fish and Game 

Commission (1997) 16 Cal. 4th 105, 111)

x

5 In enacting the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) the legislature 

declared it is the policy of the state to “Prevent the elimination of fish and wildlife 

species due to man’s activities, insure that fish and wildlife populations do not 

drop below self- perpetuating levels, and preserve for future generation 

representative of all plant and animal communities.” (Public Resources Code § 

21001(c)) “Public agencies should not approve projects if there are feasible 

alternative or feasible mitigation measures available, which would substantially 

lessen significant environmental effects (Public Resources Code § 21002). “The 

purpose of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is to identify the the Significant 

effects on the environment, to identify alternatives to the project, and to indicate 

the manner in which those Significant effects can be mitigated or avoided (Public 

Resources Code § 21001.1(a)).

x

6 The Public Notice for the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental 

Impact Report (EIR)/ Environmental Assessment (EA) for the State Route 

60/World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project indicates: “An Initial Study 

(IS) was drafted for the project; Caltrans determined through the IS process that 

an EIR/EA was recommended and would be prepared. ” After receiving the Public 

Notice, we asked Caltrans, District 8 for a copy of the Initial Study (IS) to assist in 

the preparation of our NOP response letter [the Initial Study functions as an 

evidentiary document containing information which supports Caltrans District 8 

conclusions the project will or will not have a significant environmental impact]. 

Caltrans District 8 responded to our request for the IS as follows: “An 

administrated draft Initial Study was in preparation for the project. It was not 

approved/finalized for public disclosure. ”

x
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7 We believe Caltrans District 8 sought to circumvent/avoid the Mandatory 

Findings of Significance under CEQA Guidelines 15065. CEQA requires [the law 

requires] an agency contemplating an action having the potential “to...reduce the 

number or restrict the range of an endangered species” must find that the 

project “may have a significant effect on the environment. ” The initial failure of 

Caltrans District 8 to identify the “take” of MSHCP/NCCP Covered species as a 

Significant Impact corrupts the entire subsequent CEQA review [examination of 

alternatives and mitigation measures for the “take” of MSHCP/NCCP covered 

species]. It ultimately allows Caltrans District 8 to avoid making the required 

Findings under CEQA Guideline § 15091: “No Public agency shall approve or carry 

out a project for which an EIR has been certified which identifies one or more 

significant environmental effects [direct, indirect and cumulative effects] of the 

project unless the public agency makes one or more written findings for each of 

the significant effects..”. These CEQA procedural errors require correction.

x x

8 We also question Caltrans District 8 use of the NEPA Environmental Assessment 

(EA) rather than a NEPA Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) the equivalent to 

the proposed CEQA Environmental Impact Report (EIR). We believe Caltrans 

District 8 is seeking to circumvent/avoid the FHWA Section 4(f) requirements to 

preserve and protect the state managed San Jacinto Wildlife Area (SJWA) - 

MSHCP/NCCP Conservation Area immediately adjacent to the proposed World 

Logistics Center (WLC) site the SR-60/WLC Parkway Interchange Project is 

intended to service. The necessary 4(f) evaluation of “Constructive Use” of the 

SJWA - MSHCP/NCCP Conservation Area requires evaluation in a more thorough 

NEPA Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) rather than a cursory Environmental 

Assessment (EA) - Findings of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

x x

9 We are requesting the Caltrans District 8 CEQA/NEPA procedural errors identified 

above be corrected prior to the release of any draft environmental document for 

public review. Thank you for your consideration of our NOP comments on the SR-

60/World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project. Please ensure we receive 

notice of the availability of the Draft Environmental Document and all public 

hearings for this important project. 

x x

27 Moreno Valley 

Group of the 

Sierra Club

1 Confirming attachments are included in formal comment. 

x

28 Individual 1 Attached article titled "Attorney General Becerra, CARB, Challenge Moreno 

Valley's Attempt to Sidestep its Responsibility to Regulate Emissions from 

Warehouse Project". Stop wasting public funds on environmentally disastrous 

project (WLC Development).

x x x

2 The WLC Development and interchange project are examples of environmental 

injustice.
x x
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3. Next Steps in the Environmental 

Process 

Following the receipt of public scoping comments, Caltrans and the City will continue to 

draft the EIR/EA. Public review of the DEIR/EA is planned for Spring 2020. At that time, a 

public meeting/hearing will be scheduled during the public review period. The EIR/EA is 

planned to be approved in Summer 2020. 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) District 8, in cooperation with the City of 
Moreno Valley (City), proposes to reconstruct and improve the SR-60 (SR-60)/World Logistics Center 
Parkway (WLC Pkwy) interchange. Theodore Street has been renamed to WLC Pkwy between 
Hemlock Avenue and its southern terminus at Alessandro Boulevard. Therefore, the SR-60/Theodore 
Street Interchange Project will now be referred to as the SR-60/WLC Pkwy Interchange Project 
(project). The purpose of the project is to enhance safety by upgrading the geometry at the existing 
interchange, to provide standard vertical clearance for the WLC Pkwy overcrossing, to alleviate 
future traffic congestion at the SR-60/WLC Pkwy interchange ramps during peak hours, and to 
improve traffic flow along the freeway and through the interchange. The City has identified 
Alternative 6 as the locally preferred alternative.  

Caltrans will be the lead agency for the proposed project under the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) as assigned by the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA). 

The document for environmental analysis of this project under CEQA and NEPA was originally 
scoped as an Initial Study/Environmental Assessment (IS/EA) anticipated to result in a Mitigated 
Negative Declaration/Finding of No Significant Impact (MND/FONSI). Following completion of the 
environmental technical studies and the Screencheck Draft IS/EA, Caltrans, as the CEQA lead agency, 
determined that an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) would be the most appropriate level of 
environmental document under CEQA to address potentially significant impacts. Therefore, a joint 
EIR/EA is anticipated to be prepared in accordance with CEQA and NEPA.  

LOCATION OF STUDY AREA 

The majority of the project site is located in the City of Moreno Valley. The northeast quadrant of 
the site is located within unincorporated Riverside County, and within the City’s Sphere of Influence. 
The total length of the project on SR-60 is 2 miles between SR-60 Post Mile (PM) 20.0 and PM 22.0. 
The attached figure shows the project location and project vicinity. 

ALTERNATIVES 

In addition to the No Build Alternative (Alternative 1), two Build Alternatives (Alternatives 2 and 6) 
and design variations (Design Variations 2a and 6a) are under consideration. Alternatives 1, 2, 6, and 
Design Variations 2a and 6a are described in further detail below.  

Alternative 1 (No Build) 

The No Build Alternative assumes that no improvements will be made to the freeway mainline or to 
the existing SR-60/WLC Pkwy interchange. Without the planned improvements proposed as part of 
the project (e.g. upgrading to current geometric design standards and improving the existing vertical 
clearance over SR-60), the desired safety benefits would not be realized. In addition, the traffic Level 
of Service at the on- and off-ramps and traffic operations at the interchange would continue to 
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worsen over time resulting in increased delays. For these reasons, Alternative 1 would not meet the 
project purpose and need.  

Build Alternative 2 (Modified Partial Cloverleaf Interchange) 

Alternative 2 proposes to reconstruct the SR-60/WLC Pkwy interchange in a modified partial 
cloverleaf configuration. Improvements under Alternative 2 include the construction of a new 
westbound direct on-ramp and a new westbound loop off-ramp in the northwest quadrant of the 
interchange, in a cloverleaf configuration. A new eastbound direct off-ramp, a new eastbound loop 
on-ramp, and a new eastbound direct on-ramp would be constructed in the southwest and 
southeast quadrants, in a partial cloverleaf configuration. The westbound on-ramp is widened from 
one to three 12-foot lanes and all other proposed ramps are widened from one to two 12-foot 
lanes. 

Alternative 2 removes and replaces the existing two through lane (one lane in each direction) WLC 
Pkwy overcrossing with a new four through lane (two through lanes in each direction) overcrossing 
that is approximately 137 ft wide and 298 ft long. Included within the proposed overcrossing width 
are two 12-foot left-turn lanes in the northbound direction and one 17-foot right-turn lane in the 
southbound direction. In total, the proposed bridge accommodates seven (7) lanes of traffic 
(through lanes and turn lanes). The proposed minimum bridge vertical clearance over SR-60 is 18’-
10”. 

Additional improvements as part of Alternative 2 include the installation of signals at both the 
proposed eastbound and westbound ramp intersections, as well as at the intersection of Eucalyptus 
Ave/WLC Pkwy. Bike lanes are provided on both sides of WLC Pkwy throughout the project limits. 
On WLC Pkwy north of the Eucalyptus Avenue intersection and on Eucalyptus Avenue, bike lanes are 
provided on both sides within the width of the proposed shoulders. 

Design Variation 2a (Alternative 2 with Design Variation) 

Design Variation 2a will have the same features as Alternative 2 with the exception of the location of 
the Eucalyptus Avenue/WLC Pkwy intersection. Design Variation 2a will consist of moving the 
current Eucalyptus Avenue/WLC Pkwy intersection approximately 900 ft south of its current 
location. The shift will cause a partial realignment of Eucalyptus Avenue from approximately 2,600 ft 
west of WLC Pkwy to connect with the west side of WLC Pkwy and align with the continuation of 
Eucalyptus Avenue east of WLC Pkwy. The design variation will be moved forward with the build 
alternatives to PS&E (as applicable) and studied until it is removed from consideration. 

Alternative 6 (Modified Partial Cloverleaf with Roundabout Intersections) 

Alternative 6 proposes to reconstruct the SR-60/WLC Pkwy interchange in a modified partial 
cloverleaf configuration. Improvements under Alternative 6 would include the construction of a new 
westbound direct on-ramp and a new westbound loop off-ramp in the northwest quadrant, in a 
partial cloverleaf configuration. New eastbound direct off- and on-ramps would be constructed in 
the southwest and southeast quadrants, respectively, in a partial cloverleaf configuration. The 
westbound on-ramp is widened from one to three 12-foot lanes and all other proposed ramps are 
widened from one to two 12-foot lanes. 
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Alternative 6 removes and replaces the existing two through lane (one lane in each direction) WLC 
Pkwy overcrossing with a new four through lane (two through lanes in each direction) overcrossing 
that is approximately 90 ft wide and 245 ft long. The proposed minimum bridge vertical clearance 
over SR-60 is 20’-3½”. Roundabouts are proposed at the eastbound and westbound ramp 
intersections, as well as at Eucalyptus Avenue/WLC Pkwy. On WLC Pkwy north of the Eucalyptus 
Avenue intersection and on Eucalyptus Avenue, bike lanes are provided on both sides within the 
width of the proposed shoulders. Through the roundabouts, bicyclists have the option to either 
merge with vehicular traffic or cross the roundabout with pedestrian traffic. Lighting and signage 
will be determined during final design to provide pedestrian and trail user safety. 

Design Variation 6a (Alternative 6 with Design Variation) 

Design Variation 6a will have the same features as Alternative 6 with the exception of the alignment 
of Eucalyptus Avenue on the west side of WLC Pkwy and the location of the Eucalyptus Avenue/WLC 
Pkwy intersection. The design variation consists of moving the current Eucalyptus Avenue/WLC 
Pkwy intersection approximately 900 ft south from its current location, in order to align the roadway 
with the existing Eucalyptus Ave on the east side of WLC Pkwy. The shift would result in a partial 
realignment of Eucalyptus Avenue from approximately 2600 ft west of WLC Pkwy to connect to the 
west side of WLC Pkwy. Construction of the roundabout at WLC Pkwy and Eucalyptus Avenue east 
would result in one residential displacement in the southeast quadrant of WLC Pkwy and Eucalyptus 
Avenue east. The design variation will be moved forward with the build alternatives to final design 
(as applicable) and studied until it is either selected or removed from consideration.  

POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS 

Various environmental and community resources are known to exist within the limits of the study 
area and the potential effects to these resources will be studied in the Environmental Impact 
Report/Environmental Assessment (EIR/EA). Environmental effects anticipated for study include, but 
are not limited to: Land Use, Farmlands, Growth, Community Impacts, Utilities and Emergency 
Services, Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities, Visual/Aesthetics, Cultural 
Resources, Water Quality and Stormwater Runoff, Hydrology and Floodplains, 
Geology/Soils/Seismicity/Topography, Paleontology, Hazardous Waste/Materials, Air 
Quality/Greenhouse Gas Emissions/Climate Change, Noise, Mineral Resources, Wildfire, Energy, 
Biological Resources, and Cumulative Impacts. Of these environmental resources, further study may 
determine potentially significant impacts to climate change due to new State policy regarding 
Greenhouse Gases (GHG). It is anticipated that the project will have a less than significant impact on 
all other environmental resources.  
 
PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 

Caltrans will hold a public scoping meeting to provide an overview of the project, present a 
summary of the environmental process and issues addressed, and receive input regarding 
environmental issues and the suggested scope and content of the EIR/EA. The scoping meeting will 
be held on Monday, December 16, 2019 from 6:00pm to 8:00pm at the Moreno Valley Conference 
and Recreation Center: 14075 Frederick St., Moreno Valley, CA 92553, Room A&B. 
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State Route 60/World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project EIR/EA 1 

Notice of Preparation – Distribution List 

This Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report/Environment Assessment (EIR/EA) will be distributed to the federal, State, 
regional, and local agencies and legislators and Native American Tribal 
Representatives listed in the distribution list below.  

6.1 Agencies 

6.1.1 Federal Agencies 

Veronica Li, Environmental Protection 
Specialist/Project Manager  
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Los Angeles District  
915 Wilshire Blvd., Ste 1101 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 
 

 U.S. Department of Transportation 
Federal Highway Administration 
California Division  
650 Capitol Mall, Ste 4-100 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

 Karin Cleary-Rose, Chief 
San Bernardino and Riverside Counties 
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
Palm Springs Fish & Wildlife Office 
777 E. Tahquitz Canyon Way, Ste 208 
Palm Springs, CA 92262 

U.S. Dept. of Agriculture 
Natural Resource Conservation Service 
c/o Bob Hewitt 
950 N. Ramona Blvd., Ste #6 
San Jacinto, CA 92582-2571 

    

 

6.1.2 State Agencies 

Heather Pert, Environmental Scientist 
California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife Inland Desert Region 
3602 Inland Empire Blvd. , Suite C-220 
Ontario, CA 91764 
 

 Kimberly Gazzaniga, 
Chief of Environmental Site Assessment 
Department of Water Resources  
3500 Industrial Blvd 
West Sacramento, CA 95691 

 California Native American Heritage 
Commission 
1550 Harbor Blvd, Suite 100 
West Sacramento, CA 95691 

State of California Dept. of Water 
Resources 
Attn: Monique Getts 
1416 9th Street, Ste 1311 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 

 The Governor’s Office of Planning and 
Research 
State Clearinghouse  
1400 10th Street, Ste 12  
Sacramento, CA 95814 

 California Dept. of Conservation 
801 K Street, MS 24-01 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

California Dept. of Transportation 
District 12 
1750 E. 4th Street, Ste 100 
Santa Ana, CA 92705 

 California Dept. of Transportation 
District 8  
464 W. 4th Street, MS 830 
San Bernardino, CA 92401 

 California Dept. of Toxic Substances 
Control 
9211 Oakdale Ave. 
Chatsworth, CA 91311 

 

6.1.3 Regional Agencies 

Rongsheng Lou, Program Manager  
Dept. of Compliance and Performance 
Monitoring  
Division of Planning & Programs 
Land Use and Environmental Planning 
Southern California Association of 
Governments 
900 Wilshire Blvd., Ste 1700 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

 

 Marc Brown 
California Regional Water Quality 
Control Board 
Santa Ana Region 8 
3737 Main Street, Ste 500  
Riverside, CA 92501-3348 

 Western Riverside Council of  
Governments 
c/o Barbara Spoonhour 
3390 University Ave., Ste 450 
Riverside, CA 92501 

 

South Coast Air Quality Management 
District  
21865 Copley Drive 
Diamond Bar, CA 91765 
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6.1.4 County Agencies 

Kecia Harper-Ihem 
Riverside County Clerk of the Board 
4080 Lemon Street, 1st Floor  
Riverside, CA 92501 

 Charles Landry, Director 
Western Riverside County Regional 
Conservation Authority 
Riverside Centre Building 
3403 10th Street, Ste 320 
Riverside, CA 92501 
 

 County of Riverside Planning 
Department  
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92502 

County of Riverside Transportation and 
Land Management Agency  
Attention: Kevin Tsang 
4080 Lemon Street, 8th Floor  
Riverside, CA 92502-1629 
 

 Ryan Roth, Principal Planner 
Riverside County Waste Management 
Department 
14310 Frederick Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 

 Rohan Kuruppu, Director of Planning 
Riverside Transit Agency 
1825 3rd Street 
Riverside, CA 92517-1968 

Shelli Lamb, District Manager  
Riverside-Corona Resource 
Conservation District 
4500 Glenwood Drive, Bldg. A 
Riverside, CA 92501 
 

 Riverside County Board of Supervisors 
4080 Lemon Street 
Riverside, CA 92501 

 Riverside County Flood Control and 
Water Conservation District 
1995 Market Street 
Riverside, CA 92501 

Anne Mayer, Executive Director 
Riverside County Transportation 
Commission  
4080 Lemon Street, 3rd Floor  
Riverside, CA 92501 

 County of Riverside Transportation and 
Land Management Agency 
Attention: Susan Vombaur 
3525 14th St 
Riverside, CA 92501 

  

 

6.1.5 Local Agencies 

City of Moreno Valley 
Planning Department 
14177 Frederick Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 
 

 City of Perris  
Attn: Planning Department  
101 North “D” Street 
Perris, CA 92570 

 City of Riverside 
Attn: Planning Department  
3900 Main Street 
Riverside, CA 92522 

City of San Jacinto 
Attn: Planning Division 
595 S. San Jacinto Ave. 
San Jacinto, CA 92853 

 City of Beaumont 
Attn: Planning Department 
550 E. Sixth Street 
Beaumont, CA 92223 

 Moreno Valley Unified School District 
25634 Alessandro Blvd. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 

 

6.2 Federal Legislators 

Senator Kamala Harris 
501 I Street, Ste 7-600  
Sacramento, CA 95814 

 Senator Dianne Feinstein 
11111 Santa Monica Blvd., Ste 915 
Los Angeles, CA 90025 

 Mark Takano, Congress Member 
U.S. House of Representatives, 
District 41 
1507 Longworth House Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

 

6.3 State Legislators 

Richard Roth 
State Senator, 31st District 
5225 Canyon Crest Drive, Ste 360 
Riverside, CA 92507 

 Jose Medina, State Representative 
61st Assembly District 
1223 University Ave., Ste 230 
Riverside, CA 92507 
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6.4 Local Elected Officials 

6.4.1 Riverside County 

Kevin Jefferies, Supervisor 
Riverside County Board of Supervisors, 
First District 
4080 Lemon Street, 5th Floor  
Riverside, CA 92501 
 

 Karen Spiegel, Supervisor 
Riverside County Board of Supervisors, 
Second District 
4080 Lemon Street, 5th Floor  
Riverside, CA 92501 

 Chuck Washington, Supervisor 
Riverside County Board of Supervisors, 
Third District 
4080 Lemon Street, 5th Floor  
Riverside, CA 92501 

Manuel Perez, Supervisor 
Riverside County Board of Supervisors, 
Fourth District 
4080 Lemon Street, 5th Floor  
Riverside, CA 92501 

 Jeff Hewitt, Supervisor 
Riverside County Board of Supervisors, 
Fifth District 
4080 Lemon Street, 5th Floor  
Riverside, CA 92501 

  

 

6.4.2 City of Moreno Valley 

Dr. Yxstian Gutierrez, Mayor 
14177 Frederick Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 
 

 Victoria Baca, Mayor Pro Tem 
City Councilmember, District 1 
14177 Frederick Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 
 

 Dr. Carla J. Thornton 
City Councilmember, District 2 
14177 Frederick Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 

David Marquez 
City Councilmember, District 3 
14177 Frederick Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 

 Ulises Cabrera 
City Councilmember, District 4 
14177 Frederick Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 

 Moreno Valley Main Library 
25480 Alessandro Blvd 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 

 

6.4.3 City of Perris 

Michael M. Vargas, Mayor 
101 North “D” Street 
Perris, CA 92570 
 

 Marisela Magana, Mayor Pro Tem 
101 North “D” Street 
Perris, CA 92570 

 Malcom Corona, Councilmember 
101 North “D” Street 
Perris, CA 92570 

David Starr Rabb, Councilmember 
101 North “D” Street 
Perris, CA 92570 

 Rita Rogers, Councilmember 
101 North “D” Street 
Perris, CA 92570 

  

 

6.4.4 City of Riverside 

Mayor Rusty Bailey 
3900 Main Street 
Riverside, CA 92522 

 Mike Gardner, Ward 1  
Councilmember 
3900 Main Street 
Riverside, CA 92522 
 

 Andy Melendrez, Ward 2 
Councilmember 
3900 Main Street 
Riverside, CA 92522 

Mike Soubirous, Ward 3  
Councilmember 
3900 Main Street 
Riverside, CA 92522 
 

 Chuck Conder, Ward 4  
Councilmember 
3900 Main Street 
Riverside, CA 92522 
 

 Chris MacArthur, Ward 5  
Councilmember 
3900 Main Street 
Riverside, CA 92522 

Jim Perry, Ward 6  
Councilmember 
3900 Main Street 
Riverside, CA 92522 

 Steve Adams, Ward 7  
Councilmember 
3900 Main Street 
Riverside, CA 92522 
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6.4.5 City of San Jacinto 

Mayor Russell Utz 
595 S. San Jacinto Ave. 
San Jacinto, CA 92583 

 Mayor Pro Tem Andrew Kotyuk 
595 S. San Jacinto Ave. 
San Jacinto, CA 92583 

 Councilmember Alonso Ledezma 
595 S. San Jacinto Ave. 
San Jacinto, CA 92583 
 

Councilmember Crystal Ruiz 
595 S. San Jacinto Ave. 
San Jacinto, CA 92583 

 Councilmember Joel Lopez 
595 S. San Jacinto Ave. 
San Jacinto, CA 92583 

  

 

6.4.6 City of Beaumont 

Mayor Julio Martinez 
550 E. 6th Street 
Beaumont, CA 92223 
 

 Mayor Pro Tem Rey S.J. Santos 
550 E. 6th Street 
Beaumont, CA 92223 

 Councilmember Mike Lara 
550 E. 6th Street 
Beaumont, CA 92223 

Councilmember Lloyd White 
550 E. 6th Street 
Beaumont, CA 92223 

 Councilmember Nancy Carroll 
550 E. 6th Street 
Beaumont, CA 92223 

  

 
 

6.5 Tribal Representatives 

Pechanga Band of Mission Indians 
Mark Macarro, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 1477  
Temecula, CA 92593 
 

 Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians 
Scott Cozart, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 487  
San Jacinto, CA 92581 

 Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians  
Jeff Grubbe, Chairperson 
5401 Dinah Shore Drive  
Palm Springs, CA 92264  

Pechanga Cultural Resources 
Department 
Anna Hoover, Cultural Analyst 
P.O. Box 2183 
Temecula, CA 92593 
 

 Ramona Band of Cahuilla Mission 
Indians 
Joseph Hamilton, Chairman 
P.O. Box 391670 
Anza, CA 92539 

 Cahuilla Band of Indians 
Luther Salgado, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 391760 
Anza, CA 92539 

Morongo Band of Mission Indians 
12700 Pumarra Road 
Banning, CA 92220 

 Ernest H. Silva 
Morongo Band of Mission Indians, 
Tribal Elder 
9570 Mias XCanyon Road 
Banning, CA 92220 
 

 Santa Rosa Band of Mission Indians 
John Marcus, Chairman 
P.O. Box 391820 
Anza, CA 92539 

San Manuel Band of Mission Indians 
Daniel McCarthy, M.S., Director-CRM 
Dept. 
28569 Community Center Drive 
Highland, CA 92346 

 Serrano Nation of Mission Indians 
Goldie Walker, Chairwoman 
P.O. Box 343 
Patton, CA 92369 
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PUBLIC NOTICE 
 

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)/ 
Environmental Assessment (EA) for the  

State Route 60/World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project 
 

Announcement of Public Scoping Meeting (Open House Format) 

 

WHAT’S 
BEING 
PLANNED? 

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), in cooperation with the City of Moreno Valley (City), proposes to 
reconstruct and improve the State Route (SR-60)/World Logistics Center Parkway (WLC Pkwy) interchange. The project 
site is located in the City, with the northeast quadrant located within unincorporated Riverside County within the City’s 
Sphere of Influence. The purpose of the project is to address existing geometric deficiencies, to alleviate future traffic 
congestion, and to improve connectivity at the SR-60/WLC Pkwy interchange by improving traffic operations. Three 
Alternatives are evaluated: Alternative 1 (No Build Alternative), Alternative 2 (Modified Partial Cloverleaf), and Alternative 6 
(Modified Partial Cloverleaf with Roundabout Intersections). There are two design variations for each Build Alternative that 
realign a portion of Eucalyptus Avenue where it intersects with WLC Pkwy. The City has identified Alternative 6 as the 
locally preferred alternative. The length of the project on SR-60 is 2 miles. The project also adds one auxiliary lane in each 
direction on SR-60 between Redlands Boulevard and Gilman Springs Road.  

WHY THIS 
AD? 

This public notice is to inform the public of the availability of the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR)/Environmental Assessment (EA). An Initial Study (IS) was drafted for the project; Caltrans determined 
through the IS process that an EIR/EA was recommended and would be prepared. Additionally, a date, time and location 
has been identified for a public scoping meeting (open house format) to provide an opportunity to talk about features of the 
project with Caltrans staff before the Draft EIR/EA is prepared. A future public meeting (open house format) will be 
scheduled once the Draft EIR/EA is prepared and available for public review.  

WHAT’S 
AVAILABLE? 

The NOP will be available starting on November 25, 2019 for review and copying (for a fee) at the Caltrans District 8 Office, 
464 W 4th Street, MS-830,San Bernardino, CA 92401, on weekdays from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. The NOP is also available 
at the following locations during normal business hours: 
 
• Moreno Valley City Hall: 14177 Frederick Street, Moreno Valley, CA 92553 
• Moreno Valley Main Library: 25480 Alessandro Boulevard, Moreno Valley, CA 92553 

WHERE YOU 
COME IN 

Please submit comments in writing no later than 5:00 p.m., January 3, 2020 to Boniface Udotor, Senior Environmental 
Planner, Caltrans District 8, Division of Environmental Analysis, 464 W 4th Street, San Bernardino, CA 92401, or via e-mail 
to boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov 
 
The date we will begin accepting comments is November 25, 2019. Please note additional review days were provided to 
account for national holidays.  

WHEN & 
WHERE? 

A public scoping meeting (open house, no formal presentation will be given) will be held on the following date and location 
to give you an opportunity to talk about the project with Caltrans and City staff:  
 
December 16, 2019, 6:00pm to 8:00pm at the Moreno Valley Conference and Recreation Center: 14075 Frederick St., 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553, Room A&B 
 
Individuals who require special accommodation (American Sign Language interpreter, accessible seating, documentation in 
alternate formats, etc.) are requested to contact Colin Valles at 909-247-1034, SR60WLCPkwy@arellanoassociates.com) 
at least 14 days prior to the scheduled meeting date. TDD users may contact the California Relay Service TDD line at 1-
800-735-2929 or Voice Line at 1-800-735-2922. 

CONTACT For more information about this project or any transportation matter, please contact the Caltrans District 8 Office of Public 
Affairs at 1(909) 383-4631. For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document may be made available in Braille, large 
print, audiocassette, or a computer disk. To obtain a copy in one of these formats, please write to Colin Valles (909-247-
1034), SR60WLCPkwy@arellanoassociates.com). TDD users may contact the California Relay Service TDD line at 1-800-
735-2929 or Voice Line at 1-800-735-2922.  

 

mailto:boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov
mailto:SR60WLCPkwy@arellanoassociates.com
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AVISO PÚBLICO 
Aviso de preparación de un borrador del Reporte de impacto ambiental 
(EIR) y Evaluación ambiental (EA) para el Proyecto del cruce de la Ruta 

estatal 60 y World Logistics Center Parkway 
       Anuncio de reunión pública (foro abierto) 

 

¿QUÉ SE 
PLANEA 
HACER? 
 

El Departamento de Transporte de California (Caltrans), en cooperación con la Ciudad de Moreno Valley (Ciudad), propone 
reconstruir y mejorar el cruce entre la Ruta estatal (SR-60) y World Logistics Center Parkway (WLC Pkwy). El proyecto está ubicado 
principalmente en la Ciudad, con el cuadrante al noreste situado en área no incorporada del Condado de Riverside, pero dentro de 
la Zona de influencia de la Ciudad. El propósito del proyecto es mejorar las deficiencias geométricas existentes, aliviar la futura 
congestión de tráfico y mejorar la conexión en el cruce de la SR-60 y WLC Pkwy a través de mejoras en las operaciones de tráfico. 
Se evalúan tres alternativas: Alternativa 1 (alternativa sin construcción), Alternativa 2 (trébol parcial modificado) y Alternativa 6 
(trébol parcial modificado con intersecciones en forma de glorieta). Hay dos variaciones de diseño para cada alternativa de 
construcción que realinean una parte de Eucalyptus Avenue, en el lugar donde se cruza con WLC Pkwy. La Ciudad ha identificado 
la Alternativa 6 como la preferida localmente. La longitud del proyecto en SR-60 es de 2 millas. El proyecto también agrega un carril 
auxiliar, en cada dirección, de la SR-60 entre Redlands Boulevard y Gilman Springs Road. 

¿POR QUÉ 
HACEMOS 
ESTE 
ANUNCIO? 

Este aviso público es para informarle sobre la disponibilidad del Aviso de preparación (NOP) de un borrador del Reporte de impacto 
ambiental (EIR) y Evaluación ambiental (EA). Se preparó un Estudio inicial (IS) para el proyecto, y Caltrans determinó, a través de 
ese proceso, que la elaboración de un EIR y EA es recomendado. Además, se ha identificado la fecha, hora y lugar para una 
reunión de alcance público (formato foro abierto) con fin de ofrecer la oportunidad para hablar sobre las características del proyecto 
con el personal de Caltrans antes de preparar el Borrador del EIR y EA. Una vez que el Borrador del EIR y EA esté preparado y 
disponible para revisión pública, se programará una nueva reunión pública (formato foro abierto). 

¿QUÉ ESTÁ 
DISPONIBLE? 
 

El NOP estará disponible a partir del 25 de noviembre de 2019 para su revisión y copia (a cierto costo) en la Oficina del 
Distrito 8 de Caltrans, 464 W 4th Street, San Bernardino, CA 92401, entre semana de 8:00 a.m. a 4:00 p.m. El NOP 
también está disponible en las siguientes ubicaciones durante las horas laborales: 

• Moreno Valley City Hall: 14177 Frederick Street, Moreno Valley, CA 92553 
• Moreno Valley Main Library: 25480 Alessandro Boulevard, Moreno Valley, CA 92553 

¿DÓNDE 
PUEDE 
COMENTAR? 

Favor de enviar sus comentarios por escrito antes de las 5:00 p.m. el 3 de enero de 2020, dirigidos a Boniface Udotor, 
Planificador Ambiental Principal, Distrito 8 de Caltrans, División de Planificación Ambiental, 464 W 4th Street, MS-830, San 
Bernardino, CA 92401, o por correo electrónico a: boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov. 

Comentarios serán aceptados a partir del 25 de noviembre de 2019. Tome en cuenta que se han proveído días adicionales 
para revisión del NOP dado los días feriados nacionales. 

¿CUÁNDO Y 
DÓNDE? 

Se llevará a cabo una reunión pública (formato foro abierto, sin una presentación formal) en la siguiente fecha y lugar para darle la 
oportunidad de hablar sobre el proyecto con el personal de Caltrans y de la Ciudad: 

16 de diciembre de 2019, desde las 6:00 p.m. hasta las 8:00 p.m., en el Conference and Recreation Center de Moreno Valley, 
ubicado en: 14075 Frederick St., Moreno Valley, CA 92553, Sala A&B. 

Las personas que requieran arreglos especiales (intérprete de lenguaje de señas estadounidense, asientos accesibles, documentos 
en formatos alternativos, etc.) deben contactar a Colin Valles al 909-247-1034, SR60WLCPkwy@arellanoassociates.com, al menos 14 
días antes de la fecha de la reunión programada. Los usuarios de TDD pueden comunicarse con la línea TDD del Servicio de 
retransmisión de California al 1-800-735-2929 o la Línea de voz, al 1-800-735-2922. 

CONTACTO Para obtener más información sobre este proyecto o cualquier asunto de transporte, comuníquese con la Oficina de Relaciones  
Públicas del Distrito 8 de Caltrans al 1 (909) 383-4631. Para personas con discapacidades sensoriales, este documento puede 
estar disponible en Braille, letra grande, casete de audio o un disco compacto. Para obtener una copia en uno de estos formatos, 
escriba a Colin Valles (909-247-1034), SR60WLCPkwy@arellanoassociates.com). Los usuarios de TDD pueden comunicarse con 
la línea TDD del Servicio de retransmisión de California al 1-800-735-2929 o la Línea de voz al 1-800-735-2922. 
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PUBLIC NOTICE 
 

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)/ 
Environmental Assessment (EA) for the  

State Route 60/World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project 
 

Announcement of Public Scoping Meeting (Open House Format) 

 

WHAT’S 
BEING 
PLANNED? 

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), in cooperation with the City of Moreno Valley (City), proposes to 
reconstruct and improve the State Route 60 (SR-60)/World Logistics Center Parkway (WLC Pkwy) interchange. The project 
site is located in the City, with the northeast quadrant located within unincorporated Riverside County within the City’s 
Sphere of Influence. The purpose of the project is to address existing geometric deficiencies, to alleviate future traffic 
congestion, and to improve connectivity at the SR-60/WLC Pkwy interchange by improving traffic operations. Three 
Alternatives are evaluated: Alternative 1 (No Build Alternative), Alternative 2 (Modified Partial Cloverleaf), and Alternative 6 
(Modified Partial Cloverleaf with Roundabout Intersections). There are two design variations for each Build Alternative that 
realign a portion of Eucalyptus Avenue where it intersects with WLC Pkwy. The City has identified Alternative 6 as the 
locally preferred alternative. The length of the project on SR-60 is 2 miles. The project also adds one auxiliary lane in each 
direction on SR-60 between Redlands Boulevard and Gilman Springs Road.  

WHY THIS 
AD? 

This public notice is to inform the public of the availability of the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR)/Environmental Assessment (EA). An Initial Study (IS) was drafted for the project; Caltrans determined 
through the IS process that an EIR/EA was recommended and would be prepared. Additionally, a date, time and location 
has been identified for a public scoping meeting (open house format) to provide an opportunity to talk about features of the 
project with Caltrans staff before the Draft EIR/EA is prepared. A future public meeting (open house format) will be 
scheduled once the Draft EIR/EA is prepared and available for public review.  

WHAT’S 
AVAILABLE? 

The NOP will be available starting on November 25, 2019 for review and copying at the Caltrans District 8 Office, 464 W 4th 
Street, MS-830, San Bernardino, CA 92401, on weekdays from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. The NOP is also available to view, 
receive by email, or download at the following locations during normal business hours: 
 
• Moreno Valley City Hall: 14177 Frederick Street, Moreno Valley, CA 92553 
• Moreno Valley Main Library: 25480 Alessandro Boulevard, Moreno Valley, CA 92553 
• Request a copy from Boniface Udotor at boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov 
• Download a copy by going to the City of Moreno Valley’s website: http://www.moval.org 

WHERE YOU 
COME IN 

Please submit comments in writing no later than 5:00 p.m., January 3, 2020 to Boniface Udotor, Senior Environmental 
Planner, Caltrans District 8, Division of Environmental Analysis, 464 W 4th Street, San Bernardino, CA 92401, or via e-mail 
to boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov 
 
The date we will begin accepting comments is November 25, 2019. Please note additional review days were provided to 
account for national holidays.  

WHEN & 
WHERE? 

A public scoping meeting (open house, no formal presentation will be given) will be held on the following date and location 
to give you an opportunity to talk about the project with Caltrans and City staff:  
 
December 16, 2019, 6:00pm to 8:00pm at the Moreno Valley Conference and Recreation Center: 14075 Frederick St., 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553, Room A&B 
 
Individuals who require special accommodation (American Sign Language interpreter, accessible seating, documentation in 
alternate formats, etc.) are requested to contact Colin Valles at (909) 247-1034, SR60WLCPkwy@arellanoassociates.com 
at least 14 days prior to the scheduled meeting date. TDD users may contact the California Relay Service TDD line at 1-
800-735-2929 or Voice Line at 1-800-735-2922. 

CONTACT For more information about this project or any transportation matter, please contact the Caltrans District 8 Office of Public 
Affairs at (909) 383-4631. For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document may be made available in Braille, large 
print, audiocassette, or a computer disk. To obtain a copy in one of these formats, please write to Colin Valles (909-247-
1034), SR60WLCPkwy@arellanoassociates.com. TDD users may contact the California Relay Service TDD line at 1-800-
735-2929 or Voice Line at 1-800-735-2922.  

 

mailto:boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov
http://www.moval.org
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AVISO PÚBLICO 
Aviso de preparación de un borrador del Reporte de impacto ambiental 
(EIR) y Evaluación ambiental (EA) para el Proyecto del cruce de la Ruta 

estatal 60 y World Logistics Center Parkway 
       Anuncio de reunión pública (foro abierto) 

 

 

¿QUÉ SE 
PLANEA 
HACER? 

El Departamento de Transporte de California (Caltrans), en cooperación con la Ciudad de Moreno Valley (Ciudad), propone 
reconstruir y mejorar el cruce entre la Ruta estatal 60 (SR-60) y World Logistics Center Parkway (WLC Pkwy). El proyecto 
está ubicado principalmente en la Ciudad, con el cuadrante al noreste situado en área no incorporada del Condado de 
Riverside, pero dentro de la Zona de influencia de la Ciudad. El propósito del proyecto es mejorar las deficiencias 
geométricas existentes, aliviar la futura congestión de tráfico y mejorar la conexión en el cruce de la SR-60 y WLC Pkwy a 
través de mejoras en las operaciones de tráfico. Se evalúan tres alternativas: Alternativa 1 (alternativa sin construcción), 
Alternativa 2 (trébol parcial modificado) y Alternativa 6 (trébol parcial modificado con intersecciones en forma de glorieta). 
Hay dos variaciones de diseño para cada alternativa de construcción que realinean una parte de Eucalyptus Avenue, en el 
lugar donde se cruza con WLC Pkwy. La Ciudad ha identificado la Alternativa 6 como la preferida localmente. La longitud del 
proyecto en SR-60 es de 2 millas. El proyecto también agrega un carril auxiliar, en cada dirección, de la SR-60 entre 
Redlands Boulevard y Gilman Springs Road. 

¿POR QUÉ 
HACEMOS 
ESTE 
ANUNCIO? 

Este aviso público es para informarle sobre la disponibilidad del Aviso de preparación (NOP) de un borrador del Reporte de 
impacto ambiental (EIR) y Evaluación ambiental (EA). Se preparó un Estudio inicial (IS) para el proyecto, y Caltrans 
determinó, a través de ese proceso, que la elaboración de un EIR y EA es recomendado. Además, se ha identificado la 
fecha, hora y lugar para una reunión de alcance público (formato foro abierto) con fin de ofrecer la oportunidad para hablar 
sobre las características del proyecto con el personal de Caltrans antes de preparar el Borrador del EIR y EA. Una vez que el 
Borrador del EIR y EA esté preparado y disponible para revisión pública, se programará una nueva reunión pública (formato 
foro abierto). 

¿QUÉ ESTÁ 
DISPONIBLE? 

El NOP estará disponible a partir del 25 de noviembre de 2019 para su revisión y copia en la Oficina del Distrito 8 de 
Caltrans, 464 W 4th Street, MS-830 San Bernardino, CA 92401, entre semana de 8:00 a.m. a 4:00 p.m. El NOP también está 
disponible para ser repasado, transmitido a través de correo electrónico o descargado en las siguientes ubicaciones durante 
horas laborales: 
 

• Moreno Valley City Hall: 14177 Frederick Street, Moreno Valley, CA 92553 
• Moreno Valley Main Library: 25480 Alessandro Boulevard, Moreno Valley, CA 92553 
• Solicite una copia del Sr. Boniface Udotor al correo: boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov  
• Descargue una copia ingresando al sitio de internet de la ciudad: http://www.moval.org  

¿DÓNDE 
PUEDE 
COMENTAR? 

Favor de enviar sus comentarios por escrito antes de las 5:00 p.m. el 3 de enero de 2020, dirigidos a Boniface Udotor, 
Planificador Ambiental Principal, Distrito 8 de Caltrans, División de Planificación Ambiental, 464 W 4th Street, MS-830, San 
Bernardino, CA 92401, o por correo electrónico a: boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov. 
 

Comentarios serán aceptados a partir del 25 de noviembre de 2019. Tome en cuenta que se han proveído días adicionales 
para revisión del NOP dado los días feriados nacionales. 

¿CUÁNDO Y 
DÓNDE? 

Se llevará a cabo una reunión pública (formato foro abierto, sin una presentación formal) en la siguiente fecha y lugar para 
darle la oportunidad de hablar sobre el proyecto con el personal de Caltrans y de la Ciudad: 
 

16 de diciembre de 2019, desde las 6:00 p.m. hasta las 8:00 p.m., en el Conference and Recreation Center de Moreno 
Valley, ubicado en: 14075 Frederick St., Moreno Valley, CA 92553, Sala A&B. 
 

Las personas que requieran arreglos especiales (intérprete de lenguaje de señas estadounidense, asientos accesibles, 
documentos en formatos alternativos, etc.) deben contactar a Colin Valles al 909-247-1034, 
SR60WLCPkwy@arellanoassociates.com, al menos 14 días antes de la fecha de la reunión programada. Los usuarios de 
TDD pueden comunicarse con la línea TDD del Servicio de retransmisión de California al 1-800-735-2929 o la Línea de voz, 
al 1-800-735-2922. 

CONTACTO Para obtener más información sobre este proyecto o cualquier asunto de transporte, comuníquese con la Oficina de 
Relaciones  Públicas del Distrito 8 de Caltrans al 1 (909) 383-4631. Para personas con discapacidades sensoriales, este 
documento puede estar disponible en Braille, letra grande, casete de audio o un disco compacto. Los usuarios de TDD 
pueden comunicarse con la línea TDD del Servicio de retransmisión de California al 1-800-735-2929 o la Línea de voz al 1-
800-735-2922. 

 

mailto:boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov
http://www.moval.org
mailto:boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov.
mailto:SR60WLCPkwy@arellanoassociates.com
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State Route 60/World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project IS/EA 1 

Public Scoping Notice - Distribution List 

95 total. All to be sent via regular 1st class mail, with the exception of Sierra Club 
(Fedex). 

 

6.1 Utilities and Emergency Services 

Southern California Edison 
Local Government Affairs/Land Use/
Environmental Coordinator  
2244 Walnut Grove Ave. 
Quad 4C, 474B 
Rosemead, CA 91770 
 

 Eastern Municipal Water District  
Attn: Customer Services  
P.O. Box 8300  
Perris, CA 92572-8300 

 Waste Management of the Inland 
Empire 
Attn: William J. Arlington, Jr.  
17700 Indian Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92551 

Verizon Communications 
Attn: Engineering Dept./Control Desk 
9 S. Fourth Street 
Redlands, CA 92373 

 Ida Peterson 
Public Affairs Manager 
Southern California Gas Company 
3460 Orange Street 
Riverside, CA 92501 
 

 Chief Abdul Ahmad 
Fire Administration 
Moreno Valley Fire Department 
22850 Calle San Juan De Los Lagos 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 

Officer Darren Meyer 
Border Division 
California Highway Patrol 
195 Highland Springs Avenue 
Beaumont, CA 92223-2511 
 

 Captain Joel Ontiveros 
Riverside County Sheriff’s Department 
Moreno Valley Station 
22850 Calle San Juan de Los Lagos 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553  
 

 Officer Christina Wood, Inland Division 
California Highway Patrol 
8118 Lincoln Avenue  
Riverside, CA 92504-4347 

Bruce Barton 
Director of EMS 
Riverside County EMS Agency 
4210 Riverwalk Pkwy., Ste 300 
Riverside, CA 92505 
 

 Moreno Valley Electric Utility 
14331 Frederick Street  
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 

 Riverside County Waste Management 
Engineering Badlands 
14310 Frederick Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 

AT&T 
3073 Adams Street 
Riverside, CA 92504 
 

 Charter Communications 
7337 Central Ave. 
Riverside, CA 92504 

 Sunesys 
226 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Corona, CA 92882 

Metropolitan Water District of Southern 
California 
700 N. Alameda Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

 Western Municipal Water District 
14205 Meridian Pkwy.  
Riverside, CA 92518 

 Questar Southern Trails Pipeline 
Company 
5762 Bolsa Ave., Ste 201 
Huntington Beach, CA 92649 

 

6.2 Property Owners with Mailing Addresses 

Adam Hall 
12891 Redlands Blvd. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

   Ryan Tax Compliance Services 
P.O. Box 460049, Dept. 501 
Houston, TX 77056  
 

  Alta Dena Dairy 
c/o Henrietta Lee 
4299 Macarthur Blvd., Ste 211 
Newport Beach, CA 92660 

 Amritpal S. Dhanjal 
c/o Hardev S. Dhanjal 
6663 Alfonso Drive  
Chino, CA  91710 
 

   
Anthem Energy  
2640 Camino Del Sol 
Fullerton, CA 92833 

 Avoian Prop 
c/o Albert Avoian 
4824 Garnet Street 
Torrance, CA 90503 
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State Route 60/World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project IS/EA 2 

Axar 
2640 Camino Del Sol 
Fullerton, CA 92833 
 

 Bc Mv Land 
P.O. Box 2241 
Portola, CA 96122 

  

    Chandresh & Dharmistha Ravaliya 
2640 Camino Del Sol 
Fullerton, CA 92833 

     
Cindy Romero 
P.O. Box 9376 
Moreno Valley, CA 92552 
 

 City of Moreno Valley 
P.O. Box 88005 
Moreno Valley, CA 92552 

  

     
Dolores O’Sullivan 
4280 Leisure Lane 
Placerville, CA 95667 
 

 Douglas L. & Deanna R. Sadler 
12150 Theodore Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

  

Eastern Municipal Water District 
c/o Don Simpson 
P.O. Box 8300 
Perris, CA 92572 
 

   Eastgate Prop Partners 
17780 Collins Ave. 
Sunny Isles Beach, FL 33160 

Edward W. & Penny L. Fithian 
12318 Redlands Blvd. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 
 

 Frank M. & Maryan R. Rocchi 
12286 Redlands Blvd. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

  

Genaro Bautista 
12130 Theodore Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 
 

   Gregory Freeman Sawyer 
11935 Redlands Blvd. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

HF Educational Partners 
17780 Collins Ave. 
Sunny Isles Beach, FL 33160 
 

 HF Logistics SKX T1 
17780 Collins Ave. 
Sunny Isles Beach, FL 33160 

 HF Logistics SKX T2 
17780 Collins Ave 
Sunny Isles Beach, FL 33160 

HF Prop 
c/o Highland Fairview Prop 
14225 Corporate Way 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 
 

 Hfm Prop Partners 
17780 Collins Ave. 
Sunny Isles Beach, FL 33160 

 Highland Fairview Prop 
17780 Collins Ave. 
Sunny Isles Beach, FL 33160 

     
    Jan Akre 

c/o Conchita Marusich 
P.O. Box 3005 
Napa, CA 94558 

Jane V. McClung 
c/o Mary Loe 
80733 Mountain Mesa Drive 
Indio, CA 92201 
 

   Jeronimo G. Madrigal 
Olivares Salvador 
13200 Theodore Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

  Jimmy Dean & Nedra Jeannine Davis 
12140 Theodore Drive 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

 Johnny & Sharon L. Taylor 
12405 Redlands Blvd. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 
 

    Jose Louis Bahens 
c/o Dave Krattenmaker 
2813 S. Monterey Ave. 
Ontario, CA 91761 
 

    LCTH Investment, LP 
1000 Dove Street, Ste 300 
Newport Beach, CA 92660 
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Living Gospel 
6601 Compton Ave. 
Los Angeles, CA 90001 
 

 Mabon Prop Partners 
17780 Collins Ave. 
Sunny Isles Beach, FL 33160 

  

    Marla L. Gallegos 
1755 Papaya Tree Street 
Hemet, CA 92545 

Melvin & Charlsee Mae Long 
13100 Theodore Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 
 

    

Mildred F. & Milton F. Sawyer 
P.O. Box 1587 
Helendale, CA 92342 

  
 

  

  Moreno Valley Sp 
201 Wilshire Blvd., Ste 102 
Santa Monica, CA 90401 
 

  

  Metropolitan Water District 
c/o Asset Management 
P.O. Box 54153 
Los Angeles, CA 90054 
 

 Nala Prop 
269 S. Beverly Drive 
Beverly Hills, CA 90212 

Peter Panayotes & Vassiliki Georgitsis 
8213 Seranata Drive 
Whittier, CA 90603 

 Current Resident/Owner 
17780 Collins Ave. 
Sunny Isles Beach, FL 33160 
 

 Raceway Prop 
17780 Collins Ave. 
Sunny Isles Beach, FL 33160 

    Redlands 8 Prop 
c/o Chang Chung Yang 
10558 E. Live Oak Ave. 
Arcadia, CA 91007 

Ricardo & Margarita Aguayo 
12170 Theodore Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 
 

    

Robert J. & Mary Jan Pauw 
c/o Ruth Landis 
2052 Bronson Way 
Riverside, CA 92506 
 

 Robert J. Follman 
31911 Violeta Lane 
Trabuco Canyon, CA 92679 

 Roman Catholic Bishop of San 
Bernardino 
1201 E. Highland Ave. 
San Bernardino, CA 92404 

  Song Ramboldt 
2 Rolling View Lane 
Fallbrook, CA 92028 

 Southwest Bible College  
c/o Richard W. Carlson 
13890 Nason Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 
 

  Steven J. & Arely Duckett 
12314 Redlands Blvd. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 
 

 Steven V. & Kimberly C. Trinh 
30050 Eucalyptus Ave. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

Sunnymead Prop 
17780 Collins Ave. 
Sunny Isles Beach, FL 33160 

 Theodore Prop Partners 
c/o Billy Lillycrop 
18140 Collins Ave. 
Sunny Isles Beach, FL 33160 
 

 Thomas & Judy Chacon 
11841 Orange Grove Court 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 
 

     
  Troy D. Mullen 

28891 Grelck Drive 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

 W2 Land Inv 
P.O. Box 2015 
Del Mar, CA 92014 

Westcoast Prop Partners 
17780 Collins Ave. 
Sunny Isles Beach, FL 33160 
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6.3 Property Owners with Only Site Addresses 

  Current Resident 
12070 Theodore Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

 Current Resident 
12212 Redlands Blvd. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 
 

Current Resident 
12264 Redlands Blvd. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

 Current Resident 
12312 Redlands Blvd. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

 Current Resident 
12328 Redlands Blvd. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 
 

Current Resident 
12400 Theodore Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

    

 
 

 Current Resident 
13241 Theodore Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

 Current Resident 
13631 Nason Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

Current Resident 
26960 Alessandro Blvd. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 
 

    

Current Resident 
28720 Spruce Ave. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 
 

   Current Resident 
28826 Spruce Ave. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

Current Resident 
28855 Redlands Blvd. 
Mira Loma, CA 92555 
 

 Current Resident 
28900 Sunnymead Blvd. 
Mira Loma, CA 92555 

  

  Current Resident 
29800 Eucalyptus Ave.  
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

 Current Resident 
30050 Dracaea Ave. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

 
 

6.4 Interested Parties 

Moreno Valley Chamber of Commerce 
12625 Frederick Street 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 

 Greater Riverside Chamber of 
Commerce  
3985 University Ave. 
Riverside, CA 92501 

 Marcia Narog 
11475 Carrie Lane 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 
 
 

Barbara Baxter 
28010 Gerald Ln. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 
 

 Lindsay Robin 
28399 Black Oak Ave. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

 Robert Then 
27983 Morrey Ln 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

David Zeitz 
26386 Ironwood Ave. 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

   Sierra Club 
2101 Webster St Suite 1300 
Oakland, CA 94612 
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Project Summary and Overview
The City of Moreno Valley (City), in cooperation with the 
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), 
proposes to reconstruct and improve the State Route 60 
(SR-60)/World Logistics Center Parkway (WLC Pkwy) 
interchange. Along WLC Pkwy, the project limits are from 
Dracaea Avenue to the south and Ironwood Avenue to the 
north. Along SR-60, the project limits are from Redlands 
Boulevard (west) to Gilman Springs Road (east).

Current conditions of this interchange limit travel to 
one lane in each direction on WLC Pkwy. Existing SR-60 
between Redlands Boulevard and Gilman Springs Road 
consists of two mixed-�ow lanes in both directions. 

The proposed project will:

Increase the vertical clearance of the crossing 
over SR-60

Enhance safety and tra�c �ow

Provide future operational capacity

Alleviate future tra�c congestion 

O�er improved/direct connections to SR-60 

Enhance roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities

Provide a multi-use trail (pedestrian, bicycle, and 
equestrian) over SR-60

STATE ROUTE 60/WORLD LOGISTICS CENTER PARKWAY INTERCHANGE PROJECT

Project Facts

How can I be part of the process?
Public participation plays an important role in the environmental approval process. 
To be added to the project contact list and be updated on future project events, 
please email 0M590.Comments@dot.ca.gov.

Stay Involved

              Project Schedule*

Funding 
The project is funded in part by Measure A, 
Riverside County’s voter-approved half-cent 
sales tax for transportation improvements, 
and federal and local sources through the 
Project Approval and Environmental 
Document phase.

Cost
Total project cost is estimated at 
$70 million - $81 million.

Construction Start
2023

(Contingent upon funding)

Design & Right of Way 
Acquisition

2022
(Contingent upon funding)

Final Environmental Document
Summer 2020

Draft Environmental Document
Spring 2020

Scoping Meeting
2019

*Tentative



Project Alternatives

A total of seven alternatives were considered early in the project study. Four of the seven alternatives were 
determined to not be viable and were eliminated from further evaluation. Three alternatives were retained for 
additional study as part of this current environmental e�ort. These alternatives include:

Alternative 1 – No Build (this would maintain existing interchange conditions)

Alternative 2 – Modi�ed Partial Cloverleaf Interchange with Signalized Intersections

Alternative 6 – Modi�ed Partial Cloverleaf Interchange with Roundabout Intersections

Alternative 2
Modi�ed Partial Cloverleaf Interchange
with Signalized Intersections

Alternative 6
Modi�ed Partial Cloverleaf Interchange 
with Roundabout Intersections
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Five proposed ramps (including two eastbound on- 
ramps)

Four through lanes and three turn lanes on WLC Pkwy 
bridge

Westbound and eastbound SR-60 auxiliary lane 
between Redlands Boulevard and 
Gilman Springs Road

Multi-use trail along WLC Pkwy and on-street bicycle 
path

Three signalized intersections on WLC Pkwy

Four proposed ramps

Four through-lanes at bridge

Three roundabout intersections

Westbound and eastbound SR-60 auxiliary 
lane between Redlands Boulevard and 
Gilman Springs Road

Multi-use trail along WLC Pkwy and on-street 
bicycle path

STATE ROUTE 60/WORLD LOGISTICS CENTER PARKWAY INTERCHANGE PROJECT

Features Features

*Eucalyptus Avenue realignment studied as Design Variation 2a *Eucalyptus Avenue realignment studied as Design Variation 6a



Resumen del Proyecto
La Ciudad de Moreno Valley (Ciudad) en cooperación con 
el Departamento de Transporte de California (Caltrans), 
propone reconstruir y mejorar el intercambio de la Ruta 
Estatal 60 (SR-60)/World Logistics Center Parkway (WLC 
Pkwy). Sobre WLC Pkwy, los límites del proyecto son de 
Dracaea Avenue al sur y Ironwood Avenue al norte. Sobre 
SR-60, los límites del proyecto son de Redlands Boulevard 
al oeste y Gilman Springs Road al este.

Las condiciones actuales en este intercambio limitan el 
recorrido a un carril en cada dirección sobre WLC Pkwy. El 
recorrido existente sobre SR-60 entre Redlands Boulevard 
y Gilman Springs Road consiste en dos carriles de uso 
mixto en cada dirección. 

El proyecto propuesto permitirá:

Aumentar el espacio libre vertical del cruce por 
encima de SR-60

Mejorar la seguridad y el �ujo de trá�co

Proporcionar capacidad de operaciones futuras

Aliviar la futura congestión del trá�co 

Ofrecer mejorados conexiones directas a SR-60

Mejorar las instalaciones de carreteras, bicicletas y 
peatones

Proporcionar un sendero para multiusos (peatonal, 
bicicleta y ecuestre) por encima de SR-60

PROYECTO DEL CRUCE DE LA RUTA ESTATAL 60 Y WORLD LOGISTICS CENTER PARKWAY

Datos del Proyecto

¿Cómo puedo ser parte del proceso?
La participación pública desempeña un papel importante en el proceso de aprobación 
ambiental.Para ser añadido a la lista de contactos del proyecto y ser actualizado en 
futuros eventos del proyecto, por favor envíenos un correo electrónico a 
0M590.Comments@dot.ca.gov.

Involúcrese

Calendario del Proyecto*

Financiación 
El proyecto será �nanciado en parte por la
Medida A, medida aprobada por los votantes
del Condado de Riverside del medio centavo
del impuesto a las ventas para mejoras de
transporte, y recursos federales a través de la 
fase de Aprobación del Proyecto y 
Documento Ambiental.

Costo
El costo total del proyecto se estima en $70 
millones- $81 millones.

Inicio de la construcción
2023

(Depende de la �nanciación)

Diseño y adquisición de 
Derecho de Paso 2022

(Depende de la �nanciación)

Documento ambiental �nal
verano de2020

Borrador del documento ambiental
primavera de 2020

Reunión de la comunidad
2019

*Tentativo



Alternativas del Proyecto

Se evaluaron siete alternativas en la etapa inicial del estudio del proyecto. Se determinó que cuatro de las siete 
alternativas no eran viables y fueron eliminadas de las evaluaciones posteriores. Tres alternativas fueron retenidas 
para estudio adicional como parte de este esfuerzo ambiental actual. Estas alternativas incluyen:

Alternativa 1 – No Construcción (este mantendría las condiciones existentes del intercambio)

Alternativa 2 – Intersección en forma Parcial de Trébol Modi�cada con Intersecciones Señalizadas

Alternativa 6 – Intersección en forma Parcial de Trébol Modi�cada con Intersecciones con Rotonda

Alternativa 2
Intersección en forma Parcial de Trébol
Modi�cada

Alternativa 6
Intersección en forma Parcial de Trébol
Modi�cada con Intersecciones con Rotonda
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Cinco rampas propuestas (incluidas dos rampas de 
entrada hacia el este)

Cuatro carriles pasantes y tres carriles de giro en el 
puente WLC Pkwy

Carril auxiliar en las vías del SR-60 hacia el este y oeste 
entre Redlands Boulevard y Gilman Springs Road

Sendero de multiuso sobre WLC Pkwy y una ciclovía 
en la calle

Tres intersecciones señalizadas sobre WLC Pkwy

Cuatro rampas propuestas

Cuatro carriles de paso al puente

Tres intersecciones con rotonda

Carril auxiliar en las vías del SR-60 hacia el este y oeste 
entre Redlands Boulevard y Gilman Springs Road

Sendero de multiuso sobre WLC Pkwy y una ciclovía 
en la calle

PROYECTO DEL CRUCE DE LA RUTA ESTATAL 60 Y WORLD LOGISTICS CENTER PARKWAY

Características Características 

*Realineación de Eucalyptus Avenue estudiada como Variación de Diseño 2a *Realineación de Eucalyptus Avenue estudiada como Variación de Diseño 6a



 
 
 
 
 

 

 
State Route 60/World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project 
Proyecto del cruce de la Ruta estatal 60 y World Logistics Center Parkway 

Comment Card /Tarjeta de comentarios 
Monday, December 16, 2019 

 

 

 

Name/Nombre:  

Affiliation (i.e. organization, resident, 
business)/ Afiliación (es décir, 
organización, residente, negocio): 

 

Address/Domicilio:  

Phone/Número de telefono:  

Email/Correo electrónico:  

Thank you for your interest in the State Route 60/World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project. We welcome your 
comments. Gracias por su interés en el Proyecto del cruce de la Ruta estatal 60 y World Logistics Center Parkway. Sus 
comentarios son bienvenidos. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In addition, comments can be submitted by mailing this self-addressed form, or emailing 
boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov. Además, los comentarios pueden ser entregados enviando este 
formulario por correo, o enviando un correo electrónico a boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov. 

 



 
 

Fold Here 

Place 
Stamp 
Here 

Boniface Udotor 

Caltrans District 8, Division of Environmental Analysis 

464 W 4th Street MS-830 

San Bernardino, CA 92401 



State Route 60 (SR-60)/WLC Parkway Interchange Project 
Scoping Meeting – Monday, December 16, 2019 

 6:00 P.M. - 8:00 P.M.  
Moreno Valley Conference and Recreation Center 

14075 Frederick St., Moreno Valley, CA 92553, Room A&B 

Sign-in Sheet 
 

Name 
Nombre 

 

Affiliation 
Afiliación 

 

Address 
Domicilio 

 

Email 
Correo electrónico 

 

 
 

Phone 
Teléfono 

 
 

How did you hear about this 
public meeting? 

¿Cómo se enteró de esta reunión 

comunitaria? 

 

      

      

      

      

      

      

Traductores están disponibles para contestar cualquier pregunta en español. 

□ Email  
□ Direct Mail 
□ Social Media 

□ Newspaper  
□ Flyer 
□ Word of Mouth 

□ Email  
□ Direct Mail 
□ Social Media 

□ Newspaper  
□ Flyer 
□ Word of Mouth 

□ Email  
□ Direct Mail 
□ Social Media 

□ Newspaper  
□ Flyer 
□ Word of Mouth 

□ Email  
□ Direct Mail 
□ Social Media 

□ Newspaper  
□ Flyer 
□ Word of Mouth 

□ Email  
□ Direct Mail 
□ Social Media 

□ Newspaper  
□ Flyer 
□ Word of Mouth 

□ Email  
□ Direct Mail 
□ Social Media 

□ Newspaper  
□ Flyer 
□ Word of Mouth 

https://www.spanishdict.com/translate/el%20tel%C3%A9fono
https://www.spanishdict.com/translate/el%20tel%C3%A9fono


State Route 60 (SR-60)/WLC Parkway Interchange Project  

Scoping Meeting 
Monday, December 16, 2019 

Moreno Valley Conference and Recreation Center 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Traductores están disponibles para contestar cualquier pregunta en español. 
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STATE ROUTE 60 (SR-60)/WLC PARKWAY INTERCHANGE PROJECT

Welcome!
¡Bienvenidos!
Please sign-in here

Apúntese aquí
Traductores están disponibles para contestar cualquier pregunta en español.



STATE ROUTE 60 (SR-60)/WLC PARKWAY INTERCHANGE PROJECT

Thank you for 
coming!

¡Gracias por asistir!



Complete/return public comment card in the comment box at tonight’s scoping 
meeting

Submit comments via email to boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov by January 3, 2020

Leave a comment with the court reporter at tonight’s scoping meeting

Mail comments to Caltrans by January 3, 2020:
Boniface Udotor, Senior Environmental Planner
Caltrans - District 8, Division of Environmental Analysis
464 W 4th Street, MS-830
San Bernardino, CA 92401

STATE ROUTE 60 (SR-60)/WLC PARKWAY INTERCHANGE PROJECT

Please submit comments by January 3, 2020 using the following options:

Traductores están disponibles para contestar cualquier pregunta en español.



To obtain your feedback in scoping the Environmental Impact Report/Environmental 
Assessment for the proposed SR-60/WLC Parkway Interchange Project. The Notice of 
Preparation is currently in public review.

To answer your questions about the proposed improvements.

STATE ROUTE 60 (SR-60)/WLC PARKWAY INTERCHANGE PROJECT

Why are we here tonight?

Please view our displays and provide comments.

Traductores están disponibles para contestar cualquier pregunta en español.



STATE ROUTE 60 (SR-60)/WLC PARKWAY INTERCHANGE PROJECT

Court Reporter
Reportero de la corte



Project Schedule*

Construction Start 2023
(Contingent upon funding)

STATE ROUTE 60 (SR-60)/WLC PARKWAY INTERCHANGE PROJECT

Design and Right of Way Acquisition
2022

(Contingent upon funding) 

Final Environmental Document and Project Approval
Summer 2020

Address comments received during circulation
of the Draft Environmental Document, identify

Preferred Alternative, prepare Final Environmental Document

Public Meeting (Open house format)

Circulation and Public Review of Draft Environmental Document
Spring 2020

Preparation of Draft Environmental Document 
(Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment)

Technical studies in progress or completed include:
Air Quality
Cultural Resources
CIA

Energy
Growth
Hazardous Waste

Hydraulics
Natural 
Environment
Noise

Paleontological 
Resources
Visual/Aesthetics
Resources
Water Quality

Notice of 
Preparation 

and
Public 

Scoping 
Meeting

We are 
here

Estamos
aquí

Traductores están disponibles para contestar cualquier pregunta en español.
*Tentative
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Morales, Raquel

From: Chavez, Jessica@DOT <Jessica.Chavez@dot.ca.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 6, 2020 10:37 AM

To: Young, Rebecca; 'margeryl@moval.org'

Cc: Toledo, Antonia@DOT; Udotor, Boniface@DOT

Subject: EXTERNAL: FW: Comments on SR60/Theodore interchange

Attachments: Robinson interchange comments 1-3-19.pdf

Hello, 

 

Please see email below.  

 

Jessica Chavez 

Environmental Planner  

California Department of Transportation, District 8 

(909) 888-2360 

 

 

From: Lindsay Robinson <lr92555@gmail.com>  

Sent: Friday, January 3, 2020 3:31 PM 

To: Udotor, Boniface@DOT <boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov> 

Subject: Comments on SR60/Theodore interchange 

 

Dear Mr. Odotor, 

 

I have attached my comments from the December scoping meeting regarding the SR60/Theodore interchange. It's 

difficult to do as the meeting seemed to bring up more questions as the information from the city conflicted with what 

we were told by the CalTrans representatives in many instances. 

 

I would like to be notified of any future meetings/hearings related to this project. 

 

Thank you for your time and consideration, 

Lindsay Robinson 

28399 Black Oak 

Moreno Valley, CA 92555 



Boniface Udotor, Senior Environmental Planner 

CalTrans-District 8 

464 W 4th St. 

San Bernardino, CA 92401 

 

Comments regarding the SR60/Theodore interchange sent as a pdf via email to  

Boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov 

 

Dear Mr. Udotor, 

As per the instructions given to us at the December scoping meeting, I am emailing you my 

comments/questions regarding the Theodore interchange. 

 

Three alternatives were listed and I am requesting that Alternative 1- NO CHANGE be applied 

at this time. Skipping ahead to this interchange is premature as the wlc project is still in litigation 

and may never be built. Both Moreno Beach and Redlands interchanges are much more heavily 

used and should take precedence to best serve the residents and businesses in this area. 

Please provide valid rationale that shows this interchange should jump the queue. The city will 

not do so. 

 

Eucalyptus St on Mr. Benzeevi’s property need to be removed from this project as Highland 

Fairview/Iddo Benzeevi is responsible for improving Eucalyptus. If it’s needed to divert traffic 

than he needs to complete his obligation at his expense not ours. Please provide 

information/instructions from the city that release him from his financial obligation of improving 

this street.  

 

The diagrams do not clearly show the multi-use trails that are part of our master plan. Mr. 

Benzeevi had the original trail moved from Sinclair to Theodore when he rezoned the land for 

his first warehouse. This needs to be honored and a safe, wide overcrossing needs to be clearly 

shown as you’ve done with the roads. Having it written down is nice, but it needs to be on your 

plans to as well as its connection along Eucalyptus. 

 

Please better explain the rationale for using cloverleaves on an intersection that proposes to 

have 14,000 truck trips/day as well as regular vehicles. I watch large semi-trucks on both 

Redlands and Moreno Beach turning to enter the freeway westbound and it is not an easy task. 

It is a difficult turn with both exiting traffic as well as left turn vehicles and the trucks cannot get 

up to speed while turning and trying to merge onto the freeway. Long straight on and off ramps 

makes much more sense when related to large semi-trucks.  

 

Should this project move forward, what is going to be done to protect the residents on Theodore 

and Highland Blvd from all the additional traffic/noise/pollution? Ironwood on the east end of 

town is also only 2 lanes and the roads aren’t in very good shape to handle the additional 

trucks. I did not see these items addressed at the scoping meeting and it’s doubtful those 

residents were informed of the meeting. 

 

Probably the most important issue is to fully address where the funding is coming for this 

project. Many conflicting stories have been told regarding this interchange and who will be 

paying. The city claimed that CalTrans is paying for the freeway signs yet the CalTrans rep I 

mailto:Boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov


spoke with said this is not true. CalTrans is putting the signs up only. If the city is paying for 

them then it is another gift of public funds which will be reported to the District Attorney’s office. 

As your website was not user friendly, we were unable to reach anyone who could answer this 

for us and the city is uncooperative. Again if the tangled web of TUMF and DIF fees are used as 

the possible source of funding, these should be applied to Moreno Beach and Redlands first. 

The other funding discussion I heard is that taxpayers are paying for it now and will be 

reimbursed when something is built (simplified explanation). As the wlc may never be built the 

taxpayers will be funding the infrastructure to improve his property- another gift of public fund. 

He is supposed to be paying over $1 million towards the interchange. If warehouses are built 

their financial contribution will not be enough to cover their fair share. 

 

Please provide a complete fiscal analysis of this project so that we truly have all the facts and 

what it’s actually going to cost the taxpayers. They have a right to know the truth. 

 

Noise and air quality are going to be huge issues. The recent warehouses constructed east of 

the auto mall have had huge negative impacts on the quality of life for residents north of them 

with loud noise 24 hours a day. Please include in your study very tall noise walls that will help 

mitigate noise. They will need to be at least as tall as any warehouse and extend west to the 

Solaris paper company. Residents should not be subject to warehouse noise 24 hrs. /day 

especially as the east end was never intended for warehouses and the residents’ health and 

quality of life needs to come first.  

 

It’s in the best interest of the residents and CalTrans to adopt alternative 1- NO CHANGE- and 

not move forward at this time until all the financial facts are laid out for the public. Bypassing 

Moreno Beach and Redlands interchanges is not in the best interest of those who live here and 

pay taxes. Our council majority owes their seats to Highland Fairview’s financial backing and 

this is just one of many ways they are repaying him at our expense.  

 

Many more questions continue to arise, but with the holidays it was difficult to find time to finish 

this (which is what the unethical city council hoped for). 

 

Please notify me of all meetings/hearings etc. regarding this project. 

 

Thank you, 

 

Lindsay Robinson 

LR92555@gmail.com 
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Morales, Raquel

From: Chavez, Jessica@DOT <Jessica.Chavez@dot.ca.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 6, 2020 10:39 AM

To: Young, Rebecca; 'margeryl@moval.org'

Cc: Toledo, Antonia@DOT; Udotor, Boniface@DOT

Subject: EXTERNAL: Notice of Preparation (NOP) Draft EIR - SR-60/World logistics Center Parkway 

Interchange Project

Hello, 

 

Please see email below.  

 

Jessica Chavez 

Environmental Planner  

California Department of Transportation, District 8 

(909) 888-2360 

 

-----Original Message----- 

From: Tom <atpaul70@gmail.com>  

Sent: Thursday, January 2, 2020 10:40 AM 

To: Udotor, Boniface@DOT <boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov> 

Cc: Tom Paulek <atpaul70@gmail.com>; Susan Nash <snashlaw@gmail.com> 

Subject: Notice of Preparation (NOP) Draft EIR - SR-60/World logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project 

 

Good Morning Mr. Udotor:  Apparently I contracted a flu/cold bug on the flight from back East to visit family over the 

holidays. It is quite debilitating illness which I expect to clear in the next week.  Public comments on the NOP for the SR-

60 World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project are due to Caltrans January 3, 2020.  We have been working on 

our comments for this NOP but due to my illness we will not be able to meet the Catrans January 3rd comment deadline.  

I would like to request a one week extension on the submittal of our NOP comment Letter to January 10, 2020.  Thank 

you for your courtesy. 

 

Tom Paulek, Conservation Chair 

Friends of the Northern San Jacinto Valley 
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Morales, Raquel

From: Chavez, Jessica@DOT <Jessica.Chavez@dot.ca.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 6, 2020 10:37 AM

To: Young, Rebecca; 'margeryl@moval.org'

Cc: Toledo, Antonia@DOT; Udotor, Boniface@DOT

Subject: EXTERNAL: FW: SCAG Comments on the NOP of a DEIR for the State Route 60 (SR-60)/World 

Logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project [SCAG NO. IGR10072]

Attachments: IGR10072 State Route 60(SR-60) & World Logistics Center Parkway Intercha....pdf

Hello, 

 

Please see email below.  

 

Jessica Chavez 

Environmental Planner  

California Department of Transportation, District 8 

(909) 888-2360 

 

 

From: Anita Au <au@scag.ca.gov>  

Sent: Friday, January 3, 2020 1:53 PM 

To: Udotor, Boniface@DOT <boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov> 

Cc: Ping Chang <CHANG@scag.ca.gov> 

Subject: SCAG Comments on the NOP of a DEIR for the State Route 60 (SR-60)/World Logistics Center Parkway 

Interchange Project [SCAG NO. IGR10072] 

 

Good afternoon Mr. Udotor, 

 

Please find attached SCAG Comments on the NOP of a DEIR for the State Route 60 (SR-60)/World Logistics Center 

Parkway Interchange Project [SCAG NO. IGR10072]. 

 

Please contact me at (213) 236-1874 if you have any questions or difficulties with the attached file. 

 

Thank you, 

 

 

Anita Au 

Associate Regional Planner 

Tel: (213) 236-1874 

au@scag.ca.gov 

 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS 

900 Wilshire Blvd., Ste. 1700, Los Angeles, CA 90017 
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Morales, Raquel

From: Chavez, Jessica@DOT <Jessica.Chavez@dot.ca.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 6, 2020 10:38 AM

To: Young, Rebecca; 'margeryl@moval.org'

Cc: Toledo, Antonia@DOT; Udotor, Boniface@DOT

Subject: EXTERNAL: World Logistics Center Project in Moreno Valley, CA

Hello, 

 

Please see email below.  

 

Jessica Chavez 

Environmental Planner  

California Department of Transportation, District 8 

(909) 888-2360 

 

From: L Gaynor <lgaynor22@yahoo.com>  

Sent: Friday, January 3, 2020 11:36 AM 

To: Udotor, Boniface@DOT <boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov> 

Subject: World Logistics Center Project in Moreno Valley, CA 

 

January 3, 2020 

  

To Boniface Udotor, Senior Environmental Planner: 

  

Re:  The World Logistics Center Project, Moreno Valley, CA 

  

We are concerned about the impacts this project will have on the air quality and traffic quality in our neighborhood.  We 
would like to see a full Environmental Impact Report (EIR) detailing all of the impacts this project will have on our 
neighborhood and the traffic congestion it will cause on Ironwood Avenue and the 60 freeway and the surrounding 
neighborhoods.  We understand that the project will require 15,000 trucks to enter the area every day and we want to 
know how much air pollution this additional traffic will create, and how it will impact our health.  We want to know the 
impact this traffic will have on the interchange at Nason Ave and Highway 60.  We want to know what the city will require 
to mitigate any impacts the project will create.  It is our understanding that the EIR is required before the project is allowed 
to proceed, and the EIR should be available for the public to review.  It is our understanding that public hearings are 
required before a project is authorized.  Please include our email for any future information about this project and provide 
us with any information about the status of this project, and any hearings regarding this project. 

  

Thank you, 
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Laura Gaynor 

Helen Kiolbassa 

11945 Elahl Court 

Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

Lgaynor22@yahoo.com 
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Morales, Raquel

From: Chavez, Jessica@DOT <Jessica.Chavez@dot.ca.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 6, 2020 10:39 AM

To: Young, Rebecca; 'margeryl@moval.org'

Cc: Toledo, Antonia@DOT; Udotor, Boniface@DOT

Subject: EXTERNAL: FW: SR-60 WLC Project

Hello, 

 

Please see email below.  

 

Jessica Chavez 

Environmental Planner  

California Department of Transportation, District 8 

(909) 888-2360 

 

 

From: Paul C. <paul.claxton@gmail.com>  

Sent: Wednesday, January 1, 2020 5:44 AM 

To: Udotor, Boniface@DOT <boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov> 

Subject: SR-60 WLC Project 

 

Sir, 
 

I have some concerns about the projects involving the expansion of the Moreno Valley Freeway 

and Theodore interchange and the project that's driving that expense. I request the project's 

Environmental Impact Report analyze the impacts to SR-60 from west of the SR-60/I-215 

interchange. That report needs to address not only the interchange construction phase but the 

intended follow-on project the "World Logistics Center". The required intersection construction is 

tied to the World Logistic Center as night follows day. The two should be considered together for 

this vital impact report.  
 

My home is 1000 feet north of SR-60 in the area just west of the project.  
 

I attend one of the churches and temples next to the project's borrow site. When at church we 

will be burdened with the noise, dust, traffic impairment, and even exposure to the 

diesel equipment's fumes from the borrow site work. For a project of this scope there's likely 

impacts to my community, just not me but also the struggling, the weak, the very young and the 

very old. What are the health and safety concerns for those living, 

commuting, and attending religious services adjacent to the borrow site 

as annotated in the published project plan? 

 

Additionally, I live and work in the city approximately 4.5 miles from the center of the project's 

intersection. SR-60 traffic is already loud where I live without additional semi-truck rigs making 
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noise through my evening. As a resident what are the most likely impacts to my 

health due to the increased noise level due to the additional traffic the 

project's traffic will cause? What are the best ways to mitigate my 

exposure to those impacts?  
 

Traffic in and along SR-60 is already bad. I commute less than four miles from home to work and it 

takes 20 minutes or longer to make those few miles. Perris blvd. is full of semi-tractor traffic 

already. What are the impacts of the project upon the residences's 

commute times in that area? What impact will the additional traffic have 

upon the quality of our streets?   
 

Our Moreno Valley streets are in poor condition compared to neighboring cities. My tax dollars 

have to maintain those public streets. The city's streets already have many pot holes and other 

pavement surface problems that need attention. What are the likely impacts to the city of 

Moreno Valley's street conditions that are probable due to this project?  
 

Unfortunately I've seen the cancer study that was released years ago and I'm in the effect radius 

of the increase of cancer if the WTC project is approved in this former bedroom 

community.  What are several of the best ways to mitigate my exposure to 

the cancer causing agents of the project? Do those cancer risk 

mitigation agents come at an expense to the development of the project 

or to the residents in the neighborhoods like mine? What will that 

expense be per citizen mitigating their cancer exposure?  
 

Thank you.  

  
Paul Claxton 

Moreno Valley Resident since 2002.  



1

Morales, Raquel

From: Chavez, Jessica@DOT <Jessica.Chavez@dot.ca.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 6, 2020 10:36 AM

To: Young, Rebecca; 'margeryl@moval.org'; Toledo, Antonia@DOT; Udotor, Boniface@DOT

Subject: EXTERNAL: FW: Notice of Preparation (NOP) Draft EIR - SR-60/World logistics Center Parkway 

Interchange Project

Hello, 

 

Please see email below.  

 

Jessica Chavez 

Environmental Planner  

California Department of Transportation, District 8 

(909) 888-2360 

 

 

From: Toledo, Antonia@DOT  

Sent: Friday, January 3, 2020 4:33 PM 

To: Tom <atpaul70@gmail.com> 

Cc: Susan Nash <snashlaw@gmail.com>; Margery Lazarus, P.E. <margeryl@moval.org>; Udotor, Boniface@DOT 

<boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov>; Heidelberg, Kurt R@DOT <kurt.heidelberg@dot.ca.gov> 

Subject: RE: Notice of Preparation (NOP) Draft EIR - SR-60/World logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project 

 

Mr. Paulek, 

 

I am in receipt of your request to extend the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the SR-60/World Logistics Center Pkwy 

Interchange Project. Pursuant to CEQA Sections 15082 and 15103, an NOP was filed with the California State 

Clearinghouse allowing for a comment period starting November 25, 2019 and ending January 3, 2020; adding nine 

additional calendar days in consideration of the holidays. Public notices were posted in two newspapers of general 

circulation and an open-house public hearing was held on December 16, 2019. A court reporter was available for the 

entire duration of the hearing and all attendees were informed of his availability as well as the opportunity to submit 

comments in writing. Based on the public hearing sign-in sheet and my recollection of speaking with you, you did attend. 

 

In addition to Caltrans’ compliance with the CEQA mandates noted above, we are unable to extend the NOP public 

comment due to the short notice of your request. An extension of this nature would require that we extend the deadline 

to all agencies and the general public. Given that the comment period closes today, we do not have sufficient time to 

notify the State Clearinghouse or prepare and post new notices. 

 

Please note that you may still submit your comments and they will be included in the public record. Additionally, you will 

have the opportunity to review and comment on the Draft Environmental Document once it becomes available. 

 

If you have any further questions I may answer, please feel free to contact me. 

 

Best Regards, 

 

Antonia Toledo, MS 

Senior Environmental Planner 

Branch Chief – Environmental Studies D 
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Caltrans District 8 

464 W. 4th Street 

San Bernardino, CA 92401 

(909) 806-2541 

 

 

From: Tom <atpaul70@gmail.com>  

Sent: Friday, January 3, 2020 1:27 PM 

To: Toledo, Antonia@DOT <Antonia.Toledo@dot.ca.gov>; Heidelberg, Kurt R@DOT <kurt.heidelberg@dot.ca.gov> 

Cc: Tom Paulek <atpaul70@gmail.com>; Susan Nash <snashlaw@gmail.com> 

Subject: Fwd: Notice of Preparation (NOP) Draft EIR - SR-60/World logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project 

 

Please see emails below to Mr. Udotor, Beauchamp and Bricker.  The message to Mr Beachamp was blocked and Mr 

Bricker is apparently out of the office until 1-10-20. Can either of you respond to my request for an extension for our 

NOP Public comment submittal to January 10, 2020.  I’m recovering from the unexpected flu/cold which has been 

debilitating and would very much like to provide public comments on this important project.  Thank you for your 

courtesy. 

 

Tom Paulek, Conservation Chair 

Friends of the Northern San Jacinto Valley 

 

 

Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: Tom <atpaul70@gmail.com> 

Subject: Fwd: Notice of Preparation (NOP) Draft EIR - SR-60/World logistics Center 
Parkway Interchange Project 
Date: January 3, 2020 at 12:53:07 PM PST 

To: michael.beauchamp@dot.ca.gov, David Bricker <david.bricker@dot.ca.gov> 

Cc: Tom Paulek <atpaul70@gmail.com>, Susan Nash <snashlaw@gmail.com> 

 

My January 2, 2020 email below to Mr. Udotor requesting an extension of the submittal date to January 

10, 2020 due to my flu/cold illness for the NOP Public Comments on the SR-60 World logistics Center 

Parkway Interchange Project was not responded to and I assume Mr Udotor is not in the office this 

week. Can either of you respond to the extension request in order that we can plan our work schedules 

accordingly. 

 

Thank you for courtesy. 

 

Tom Paulek, Conservation Chair 

Friends of the Northern San Jacinto Valley 

 

 

Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: Tom <atpaul70@gmail.com> 

Subject: Notice of Preparation (NOP) Draft EIR - SR-60/World logistics 
Center Parkway Interchange Project 
Date: January 2, 2020 at 10:40:21 AM PST 

To: boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov 

Cc: Tom Paulek <atpaul70@gmail.com>, Susan Nash <snashlaw@gmail.com> 
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Good Morning Mr. Udotor:  Apparently I contracted a flu/cold bug on the flight from 

back East to visit family over the holidays. It is quite debilitating illness which I expect to 

clear in the next week.  Public comments on the NOP for the SR-60 World Logistics 

Center Parkway Interchange Project are due to Caltrans January 3, 2020.  We have been 

working on our comments for this NOP but due to my illness we will not be able to meet 

the Catrans January 3rd comment deadline.  I would like to request a one week 

extension on the submittal of our NOP comment Letter to January 10, 2020.  Thank you 

for your courtesy. 

 

Tom Paulek, Conservation Chair 

Friends of the Northern San Jacinto Valley 

 

 



SENT VIA EMAIL ONLY 
Boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov 

January 2, 2020 

Boniface Udotor, Senior Environmental Planner 
Caltrans District 8, Division of Environmental Analysis 
464 W 4th Street 
San Bernardino, CA 92401 

RE: Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for 
the State Route 60 (SR60)/World Logistics Center Parkway (WLC Pkwy) 
Interchange Project (Project)  

Dear Mr. Udotor: 

The Riverside County Department of Waste Resources (RCDWR) has reviewed the NOP 
addressing a DEIR for the Project. The Project would reconstruct and improve the SR60/WLC 
Pkwy interchange.  RCDWR offers the following comments: 

1) The Badlands Landfill is located northeast of the City of Moreno Valley (City) at 31125
Ironwood Avenue.  The landfill is owned and operated by the County of Riverside and
has a permitted daily traffic volume of 612 vehicles.  Waste delivery vehicles primarily
access the landfill from SR60 at the WLC Pkwy interchange.

2) As the Project will likely require closure or limited access to the SR60/WLC Pkwy
interchange, to avoid interruptions/impacts to waste delivery, please provide advanced
notification to RCDWR regarding any closures or limited operations within the Project
area.

3) Additionally, you may wish to consider incorporating the following measures to help
reduce the Project’s anticipated solid waste impacts and enhance the City’s and County’s
efforts to comply with the State’s mandate of 50% solid waste diversion from landfilling:

• The use of mulch and/or compost in the development and maintenance of landscaped
areas within the Project boundaries is recommended. Recycle green waste through
either onsite composting of grass, i.e., leaving the grass clippings on the lawn, or
sending separated green waste to a composting facility.

• Consider xeriscaping and the use of drought tolerant low maintenance vegetation in
all landscaped areas of the Project.

• Hazardous materials are not accepted at the Riverside County landfills. Any
hazardous wastes, including paint, used during construction must be properly
disposed of at a licensed facility in accordance with local, state and federal



 

 

regulations. For further information regarding the determination, transport, and 
disposal of hazardous waste, please contact the Riverside County Department of 
Health, Environmental Protection and Oversight Division, at 1.888.722.4234. 

 
Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to comment on the NOP.  We would appreciate a 
copy of the Draft EIR on CD for review and comment when available. Please continue to include 
the RCDWR in future transmittals.  Please call me at (951) 486-3200 if you have any questions 
regarding the above comments. 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 
        Ryan Ross 
        Planning Division Manager 
 
 
cc:  Andy Cortez, RCDWR (via email) 
 Michael Wolfe, City (via email) 
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Morales, Raquel

From: Chavez, Jessica@DOT <Jessica.Chavez@dot.ca.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 6, 2020 10:38 AM

To: Young, Rebecca; 'margeryl@moval.org'

Cc: Toledo, Antonia@DOT; Udotor, Boniface@DOT

Subject: EXTERNAL: NOP Comments for SR-60/WLC Parkway Interchange

Attachments: Interchange Comments.docx; Interchange Comments.pdf

Hello, 

 

Please see email below.  

 

Jessica Chavez 

Environmental Planner  

California Department of Transportation, District 8 

(909) 888-2360 

 

 

From: Tom Thornsley <tomthornsley@hotmail.com>  

Sent: Friday, January 3, 2020 1:18 PM 

To: Udotor, Boniface@DOT <boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov> 

Cc: margeryl@moval.og 

Subject: NOP Comments for SR-60/WLC Parkway Interchange 

 

Dear Mr. Udotor, 

 

Attached you will find comments and questions pertaining to the Interchange project announced in the Notice 

of Preparation.  We hope you or Moreno Valley staff can address all of our concerns.  Feel free to contact me 

should you have any question.   

 

Please be sure to include me in any future announcements regarding this project or other Caltrans projects in 

Moreno Valley. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Tom Thornsley 

29170 Stevens Ave. 

Moreno Valley, CA 92555 

tomthornsley@Hotmail.com 



Residents for a Livable Moreno Valley - PO Box 6195 - Moreno Valley, CA 29556 

 
 
January 3, 2020 
 
 
 
 
Boniface Udotor, Senior Environmental Planner 
CalTrans – District 8 of Environmental Planning 
464 W 4th Street 
San Bernardino, CA 92401 
 

Sent Via Email: boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov 
 
 
Regarding: NOP for SR-60/World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange 
 
 
Mr. Udotor, 
 
We appreciated the time you and your staff took to present this project to the community 
this past December.  Many of use asked questions about the project so we could better 
understood what was being proposed and we came away with a lot more information 
we are interested in knowing.  It is our hope that the comments and questions that 
follow can be and will be addressed in the forthcoming Environmental Impact Report.  
 

Comments and Questions related to the  
SR-60/World Logistics Center Interchange 

 
1. Multi-purpose trail must remain a part of the project.  The finish of the crossing over 

the highway must include a suitable walking surface and protective barrier for 
equestrian use.  This is a designated multi-purpose trail linkage. 

 
2. Please make sure the City addresses the installation of the multi-purpose trail along 

the north side of Eucalyptus Avenue fronting the Sketchers facility.  This linkage is 
necessary for connectivity to the existing trail west of Redlands Boulevard. 

 
3. It would appear that the cloverleaf loops will be a burdening design for large truck.  

The radius turn will require trucks to travel at slower speeds thus congesting the 
interchange.  Requesting that these designs be evaluated by trucking firms and their 
drivers to best evaluate a more desirable design. 

 
4. Please address why an Urban Interchange is not proposed.  Heard that there would 

be off-ramp conflicts with Gilman Springs and Theodore, however the on and off 
ramps currently exist in a configuration that would be similar to that of an urban 
interchange off-ramp.  There is also the possibility of running the westbound Gilman 
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Springs traffic through to Theodore thus avoiding the on/off conflict.  Take a look at 
the westbound ramp configurations on I-10 between Tennessee and Alabama. 

 
5. The analysis for project traffic impacts must go at least 15 miles west and east of the 

project area to incorporate impacts to the 215/60 and the 60/91/215 interchanges 
and the I-10 SR-60 merge, otherwise your analysis will be inadequate. 

 
6. If this interchange is built it will enhance the viability of the World Logistics Center 

(WLC) thus fostering or inducing the growth of warehousing and their associated 
traffic.  It will also increase the need for freeway expansion and roadway expansions 
to handle the excessive traffic.  How do you plan to address the growth inducing 
aspect of this project? 

 
7. Address the roadway capacity of SR-60 through Moreno Valley beginning at the 

60/215 interchange and whether additional highway lanes can/should be added.  If 
the traffic intended for this project would mandate extra lanes how will Caltrans 
provide them? 

 
8. Will all the off-ramps include long cueing lanes and acceleration lanes outside of the 

through traffic lanes on the highway?  How long will they be? 
 
9. Address the likely impacts to Redlands Blvd. north of SR-60 through to San Timoteo 

Canyon.  Redland Boulevard and San Timoteo Canyon Road are both designated 
truck routes which are of limited capacity to serve as such.  The current condition of 
northern Redlands Blvd is a two-lane roadway without passing options.  During the 
last week of November 2019 there were two separate fatal car crashes with other 
injuries when drivers crossed the center line.  Future traffic conditions will only get 
worse and time lines need to be established for improvements beyond the 
interchange which would not be necessary if the interchange and the WLC are not 
built.  Expect to see recommendations or mitigation measures for outlying roadway 
expansion the City should implement as traffic increases with construction of this 
interchange. 

 
10. Address the likelihood of truck and passenger traffic going northbound on Theodore 

Street and continuing up Highland Street to Redlands Boulevard.  This is the 
shortest route through on a residential street. 

 
11. The roundabout designs seem more favorable if they are an acceptable design for 

truck drivers.  Please verify how the determination is made that the design works of 
the intended user. 

 
12. The roundabout design will impact the current land uses proposed in the World 

Logistics Center Specific Plan.  What compromise and/or re-evaluation of the land 
uses will be made?  This evaluation should consider the intended uses (a gas 
station was proposed) and what access points would be acceptable to the proposed 
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interchange and roadway configurations south of the interchange. No access 
easements should be required between the north and south round-abouts. 

 
13. Please define the extent of Caltrans’ authority beyond the interchange north and 

south of the highway.   
 
14. City provided traffic counts indicate that the Redlands interchange is currently 

experiencing traffic at 10 times that of Theodore.  Please evaluate the need and 
impacts likely to occur if improvements are not being made to the Redlands 
interchange in conjunction with or before Theodore improvements. 

 
15. At present the Redland Boulevard/SR-60 interchange experiences a fairly high level 

of peak AM and PM traffic that will only intensify in the next couple of years as 
tenants occupy the Prologis warehouses and the build out of the approved 
Sketchers expansion.  When will the Redlands interchange be improved to handle 
the existing and future impacts?   

 
16. It is my recollection that development of the Prologis warehouse included mitigation 

measures requiring improvements to the SR-60 eastbound off-ramp and the 
widening of Redland Blvd south to Eucalyptus.  The current traffic back up on the off 
ramp warrants two exiting lanes (left & right turn lanes).  When will these 
improvements be made?  

 
17. The east extension of Eucalyptus from Theodore connecting to Redland Boulevard 

is currently open to traffic despite it being built and intended for emergency access 
only.  It was not intended for use until such time that full improvements would be 
made with development of the N/E/C.  The emergency access gate was opened for 
vehicle use when the Theodore overcrossing was closed for repair a few years ago.  
Today cars and semi-trucks use this partial roadway to access Redland Blvd 
designated for only for right-turns.  However, this is not the case.  We are not aware 
of any signal triggering devices in the roadway, yet vehicles have been seen 
regularly going straight through or making left turn while the signal light is green for 
through traffic on Redlands Blvd.  This emergency access needs to be closed once 
again to void potential traffic collisions and liability to the City.  Please address this 
conflict intersection. 

 
18. Traffic Impact milestones must be established and defined that preclude continued 

development beyond a critical impact point until such time that the traffic impacts 
have actually been mitigated and the roadways can handle the traffic prior to project 
completion.  Currently, neither the Redlands nor the Theodore interchanges are 
capable of handling project capacity traffic.  Define what types of mitigation 
measures can be established that set milestone limits on the square feet of 
warehouse construction until interchange improvement milestones are met?   

 
19. It would appear that some form of traffic diversion will be necessary during the 

construction of the new overpass.  If Theodore is closed to through traffic during 
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construction will this traffic be rerouted to Redlands Boulevard?  Please address 
how this work. 

 
20. The World Logistic Center (WLC) is still in litigation with the outcome still in doubt.  

How is this expenditure of public money justified for a project that may never be built 
when there are other interchanges near or at their traffic capacity?  While this is true, 
the FEIR for this project must include all the traffic generated and induced by the 
WLC as well as all other current and foreseeable projects within at least 10 miles. 

 
21. Provide a fiscal impact analysis that addresses and evaluates the fair share of traffic 

mitigation fees that could and should be collected by all nearby future development 
based on land uses that would benefit from this project’s installation. 

 
22. The fiscal impact analysis needs to addresses the funding sources to pay for the 

cost of this project. Will enough funds be available?  Will the City be encumbering 
itself with improvement bonds or long term commitment of Measure A funds?   

 
23. The traffic mitigation fee (TUMF) established by Western Riverside Council of 

Governments (WRCOG) has established an artificially low fee for “high cube” 
warehouses which will apply to all of the WLC warehouses.  In May of 2019 the 
Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC) gave their approval for a 
Study for a Logistics Mitigation Fee.  Please verify whether this fee will be applied to 
the WLC warehouses once it is established.  If established can and will it be 
imposed on the WLC?  Do not want it to a waved by a WLC Development 
Agreement approved by a council majority financed into office by the developer. 

 
24. An example of the TUMF fees that could be collected to offset the interchange 

improvements are likely to fall far short of the project’s fair share as follows: 
 

WLC at buildout = 40,000,000 square feet 
Conceptually there could be 25 warehouses at 1,600,000 sf. each.  Therefore 
the TUMF formula: (1,600,000 sf – 200,000 sf) x .36 + 200,000 x $1.77 = fees 
paid/warehouse).  This calculates out per warehouse as: (1,600,000 – 
200,000 = 1,400,000) x .36 = 504,000 + 200,000 = 704,000 x $1.77 = 
$1,246,080).  Total project fees could be: $1,246,080 x 25 warehouses = 
$31,152,000.  Assuming at least 25 warehouses are built, will this cover the 
appropriate share of the interchange improvements? 

 
25. An air quality evaluation must be provided that includes the exhaust intensities 

expected at this interchange under both design scenarios and for the intensification 
of slow moving truck exhaust along SR-60 through Moreno Valley.  Shower truck 
movement and long cueing could create a very unhealthy zone that may need to 
require air quality mitigation to any facility built adjacent to it or even existing homes 
and business along SR-60.  This could include the adjacent warehouses 
themselves. 
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26. The City of Moreno Valley is in the initial stages of updating its General Plan.  There 
are large areas of vacant land near this project that will likely be targeted for land 
use changes.  Please address how the unknown land uses could be factored into 
this project’s overall evaluation.  There is a high probability the City’s preferred land 
uses will be more intensive than the current uses and thus diminish the EIR results 
and conclusions.  How will this project prejudice land uses in the general plan 
update currently in progress? 

 
27. While the council members who have been monetarily supported by the WLC 

developer may favor this proposed interchange, there is no evidence that the 
majority of Moreno Valley residents are in favor of the WLC or this project nor that it 
is a priority project for current traffic conditions elsewhere in the City.   In fact the 
council and the WLC developer have avoided and fought any effort to allow the 
public to vote on the WLC or its related elements. 

 
Should you have any questions about the preceding comments please contact me.  I 
would also like to make sure I am personally noticed for all further activities/events 
associated with this project.  My contact information is below. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tom Thornsley 
29170 Stevens Avenue 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 
tomthornsley@hotmail.com 
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Morales, Raquel

From: Chavez, Jessica@DOT <Jessica.Chavez@dot.ca.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 6, 2020 10:36 AM

To: Young, Rebecca; 'margeryl@moval.org'

Cc: Toledo, Antonia@DOT; Udotor, Boniface@DOT

Subject: EXTERNAL: FW: Comments on SR-60/World Logistic Center Parkway Interchange Project Draft EIR/EA

Hello, 

 

Please see email below.  

 

Jessica Chavez 

Environmental Planner  

California Department of Transportation, District 8 

(909) 888-2360 

 

 

 

 

-----Original Message----- 

From: George Hague <gbhague@gmail.com>  

Sent: Friday, January 3, 2020 4:55 PM 

To: Udotor, Boniface@DOT <boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov> 

Subject: Comments on SR-60/World Logistic Center Parkway Interchange Project Draft EIR/EA 

 

 

 

Boniface Udotor  

Senior Environmental Planner 

 

RE: Comments on SR-60/World Logistic Center Parkway Interchange Project Draft EIR/EA 

 

The Moreno Valley Group of the Sierra Club appreciate this opportunity to make comments on this premature project.  

Since the World Logistic Center (WLC) is still being litigated by the Sierra Club and other groups, we protest the 

expenditure of public money for a project which may not be built or built in its current form.  Both the WLC developer 

and his council members who he supported with $10,000’s have done what they can to make sure the WLC was never 

brought to a vote of the people of Moreno Valley.  Therefore please do not every write that the interchange is what the 

residents of Moreno Valley want. 

 

The Draft EIR must fully explain the justification of spending public funds for the sole benefit of the WLC. 

 

This project will impact a long stretch of SR-60 and the Draft EIR/EA must analyze all the traffic as if the WLC would be 

built as well as all the background traffic from west of the 215/SR-60 interchange to the I-10/SR-60 interface.  Induced 

traffic must be part of the analysis as well as all foreseeable projects.   Traffic impacts within 12 miles need to be 

analyzed. 

 

Impact to Redlands Blvd from San Timoteo Canyon to Alessandro Blvd must also be analyzed.  What additional trucks 

will use this route and impact health of families who live within 500 feet of Redlands Blvd.  Highland Street must not be 

used in your trucks routes. 
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How will this project impact animal movement? While there are a few animal linkages under SR-60 well east of the 

project, there needs to be one near this location because there is almost none within the Moreno Valley City limits. The 

Draft EIR/EA must show all such locations within the City of Moreno Valley.  Will the project provide an off-site linkage 

under SR-60 if the project site in not appropriate?  How will this project lead to further direct/indirect, cumulative and 

growth inducing loss of raptor foraging? 

 

The City of Moreno Valley has a trail system as does Riverside County.  Both systems are not far from the project site.  

The Draft EIR needs to show how the proposed project and interconnecting roads will impact either trail system —  

directly and/or indirectly. 

 

How long will accelerations lane be to allow merging into the flow of traffic of SR-60?  At what speed will they allow full 

semi-trucks reach before merging?  Will that speed allow cars that follow trucks on the acceleration lane to safely merge 

onto SR-60?  The Draft EIR/EA must have a chart of acceleration lane lengths in 50 ft increments which show the speed 

of a full semi-truck at each increment until 55 MPH is reached.   

 

How many lanes will SR-60 need to be to accommodate future growth?  When do you see this happening?  How will this 

project be modified to accommodate the increasing lanes to SR-60? 

 

How many semi-trucks will the cueing lines be able to hold before they interfere with the flow of traffic on SR-60?  The 

WLC will have more than 50,000 daily vehicle trips which includes more than 12,000 daily diesel truck trips.  What 

efforts are being made on both cueing lines and acceleration lanes to accommodate this amount of traffic as well as that 

of homeowners and other businesses that may use this project. 

 

The Sierra Club assumes that the regular flow of traffic on SR-60 and nearby roads will be interrupted during 

construction.  The Draft EIR/EA needs to explain this impact and all others in words the average person can understand. 

Where and for how long will traffic be diverted? What will be the trigger for the project to begin construction.  Will it 

begin before the WLC does any improvements?  Will it begin after a certain percentage of the WLC is built? The Draft 

EIR/EA needs to explain the time line for construction of the project so the public knows how long their lives will be 

interrupted.  Will it be done during certain times of the year so there is less impact on biological resources?  

 

There are threatened and endangered plants and animals not too far from the project site and maybe on site.  How will 

this project impact them directly/indirectly as well as cumulatively and growth inducing? 

 

How will the construction add to our already unhealthy air?  Will only Tier IV and higher rated off road equipment be 

used during construction?  Please explain what percentage of Tier IV or higher construction equipment will be used.  

How will greenhouse gas impacts and particulate pollution increase as a result of not using the highest rated 

construction equipment.  How will diverting and detouring regular traffic during all phases of construction add to our 

poor air quality and greenhouse gas? 

 

The Sierra Club expects this project to prejudice land uses and zoning during the City's current general plan update.  How 

much of the land within a half mile of the project is outside the WLC, but owned by its developer?  Will the interchange 

be giving a monetary windfall in the form of major up-zoning?  Your agency needs to look into this to make sure you are 

not being used to benefit the WLC developer and those connected to the WLC. 

 

Since many people in Moreno Valley and user of SR-60 speak Spanish and have trouble reading EIR/EA’s in English, all 

documents related to this project need to be in Spanish. 

 

The Sierra Club looks forward to reading the Draft EIR/EA for this project.  Please use the contact information below my 

name and this email address to inform/send us information on future meetings as well as all documents related to this 

project. 
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Sincerely, 

 

George Hague 

Sierra Club 

Moreno Valley Group 

 

26711 Ironwood Ave 

Moreno Valley, CA 92555 
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Morales, Raquel

From: Chavez, Jessica@DOT <Jessica.Chavez@dot.ca.gov>

Sent: Monday, December 30, 2019 12:40 PM

To: Young, Rebecca; 'margeryl@moval.org'

Cc: Toledo, Antonia@DOT; Udotor, Boniface@DOT

Subject: EXTERNAL: Comment Regarding: State Route 60/World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project 

Draft EIR/EA   

Hello, 

 

Please see NOP Comment below.  

 

Thank you, 

Jessica 

 

From: michael mccauley <mmccauley1@gmail.com>  

Sent: Monday, December 30, 2019 9:57 AM 

To: Udotor, Boniface@DOT <boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov> 

Subject:  

 

whatever is done to ease traffic due to ongoing progress and an economy that is booming i would hope that it would be 

speedy and include truck lanes over the years I've seen many roads rerouted and widened but by the time they are done 

it's too late please include this in any studies. thank you  
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Morales, Raquel

From: Chavez, Jessica@DOT <Jessica.Chavez@dot.ca.gov>

Sent: Monday, December 30, 2019 12:38 PM

To: Young, Rebecca

Cc: 'margeryl@moval.org'; Udotor, Boniface@DOT; Toledo, Antonia@DOT

Subject: EXTERNAL: FW: Comment Regarding: State Route 60/World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange 

Project Draft EIR/EA   

Hello, 

 

Please see NOP comment below. 

 

Thank you, 

 

Jessica Chavez 

Environmental Planner  

California Department of Transportation, District 8 

(909) 888-2360 

 

 

 

-----Original Message----- 

From: Keri Then <kerithen@earthlink.net>  

Sent: Monday, December 30, 2019 11:54 AM 

To: Udotor, Boniface@DOT <boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov> 

Subject: Comment Regarding: State Route 60/World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project Draft EIR/EA  

 

Dear Mr. Senior, 

 

Below are my comments regarding the Public Notice: State Route 60/World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange 

Project Draft EIR/EA.  

 

I live at 27983 Morrey Lane, a short distance from the proposed interchange project and I am very concerned about the 

impact this project will have on air, water, and noise pollution on my family and in my neighborhood. We are a rural 

community with 2 lane roads, livestock ranches, and crop farms. We have already seen an increase in large truck traffic 

in our community due to warehouses built on the south side of the freeway. These businesses have also added more 

commuter traffic to our rural roads which has led to car accidents, some of which were fatal.  

Our region suffers from the worst air quality in the nation. Completing this  Interchange project would only add more 

ozone emissions and noise to our area.  

In addition, there have been no approved businesses for the WLC Specific Plan due to judgements against the 

development and continuing litigation regarding environmental issues. Public money should not be spent to make 

improvements on the interchange until the developer can provide proof of lease or occupancy by new businesses.  

Most importantly, until the air quality improves in our region and specially for my area, no new projects, which would 

bring additional sources of emissions should be approved.  

 

//Signed// 

Keri A. Then 

27983 Morrey Lane 

Moreno Valley, CA  
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Morales, Raquel

From: Chavez, Jessica@DOT <Jessica.Chavez@dot.ca.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, December 18, 2019 3:48 PM

To: Young, Rebecca

Cc: margeryl@moval.org; Udotor, Boniface@DOT; Toledo, Antonia@DOT

Subject: EXTERNAL: FW: South Coast AQMD Staff NOP Comments for the State Route 60/World Logistics 

Center Parkway Interchange Project

Attachments: RVC191122-01 NOP State Route 60-World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project_

20191217.pdf

Hello Team, 

 

Please see the attached comment and email below. 

 

Thank you, 

Jessica 
 

 

From: Lijin Sun <LSun@aqmd.gov>  

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2019 7:26 AM 

To: Udotor, Boniface@DOT <boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov> 

Subject: South Coast AQMD Staff NOP Comments for the State Route 60/World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange 

Project 

 

Dear Mr. Udotor, 

 

Attached are South Coast AQMD staff’s comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report 

and Environmental Assessment for the State Route 60/World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project (South Coast 

AQMD Control Number: RVC191122-01). The original, electronically signed letter will be forwarded to your attention by 

regular USPS mail. Please contact me if you have any questions regarding these comments.   

 

Thank you, 

Lijin Sun, J.D. 

Program Supervisor, CEQA IGR 

South Coast Air Quality Management District 

21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765 

Direct: (909) 396-3308 

Fax: (909) 396-3324 

Please note that the South Coast AQMD is closed on Mondays. 

 



 
 
SENT VIA USPS AND E-MAIL:                        December 17, 2019 

boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov  

Boniface Udotor, Senior Environmental Planner 

California Department of Transportation, District 8 

Division of Environmental Analysis 

464 West 4t Street 

San Bernardino, CA 92401 

 

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report/ 

Environmental Assessment for the  

State Route 60/World Logistics Center Parkway Interchange Project 1 

 

South Coast Air Quality Management District (South Coast AQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to 

comment on the above-mentioned document. South Coast AQMD staff’s comments are recommendations 

regarding the analysis of potential air quality impacts from the Proposed Project that should be included in 

the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment (EIR/EA). Please send South Coast 

AQMD a copy of the Draft EIR/EA upon its completion and public release. Note that copies of the Draft 

EIR/EA that are submitted to the State Clearinghouse are not forwarded to South Coast AQMD. Please 

forward a copy of the Draft EIR/EA directly to South Coast AQMD at the address shown in the letterhead. 

In addition, please send with the Draft EIR/EA all appendices or technical documents related to the 

air quality, health risk, and greenhouse gas analyses and electronic versions of all air quality modeling 

and health risk assessment files2. These include emission calculation spreadsheets and modeling input 

and output files (not PDF files). Without all files and supporting documentation, South Coast AQMD 

staff will be unable to complete our review of the air quality analyses in a timely manner. Any delays 

in providing all supporting documentation will require additional time for review beyond the end of 

the comment period. 
 

Air Quality Analysis 

South Coast AQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 

1993 to assist other public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. South Coast AQMD 

recommends that the Lead Agency use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. 

Copies of the Handbook are available from South Coast AQMD’s Subscription Services Department by 

calling (909) 396-3720. More guidance developed since this Handbook is also available on South Coast 

AQMD’s website at: http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-

quality-handbook-(1993). South Coast AQMD staff also recommends that the Lead Agency use the 

CalEEMod land use emissions software. This software has recently been updated to incorporate up-to-date 

state and locally approved emission factors and methodologies for estimating pollutant emissions from 

typical land use development. CalEEMod is the only software model maintained by the California Air 

                                                 
1 The Proposed Project consists of construction of two auxiliary lanes along a two-mile segment of State Route 60 (SR-60) and 

improvements to the interchange of SR-60 and World Logistics Center Parkway. 
2 Pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15174, the information contained in an EIR shall include summarized technical data, 

maps, plot plans, diagrams, and similar relevant information sufficient to permit full assessment of significant environmental impacts 

by reviewing agencies and members of the public. Placement of highly technical and specialized analysis and data in the body of an 

EIR should be avoided through inclusion of supporting information and analyses as appendices to the main body of the EIR. 

Appendices to the EIR may be prepared in volumes separate from the basic EIR document, but shall be readily available for public 

examination and shall be submitted to all clearinghouses which assist in public review. 

mailto:boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-quality-handbook-(1993)
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-quality-handbook-(1993)
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Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) and replaces the now outdated URBEMIS. This model is 

available free of charge at: www.caleemod.com. 

 

South Coast AQMD has also developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. South Coast 

AQMD staff recommends that the Lead Agency quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the results 

to South Coast AQMD’s CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds to determine air quality 

impacts. South Coast AQMD’s CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds can be found here 

at: http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/scaqmd-air-quality-significance-thresholds.pdf. 

In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts, South Coast AQMD staff recommends calculating 

localized air quality impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LSTs can 

be used in addition to the recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality 

impacts when preparing a CEQA document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the 

Proposed Project, it is recommended that the Lead Agency perform a localized analysis by either using the 

LSTs developed by South Coast AQMD staff or performing dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for 

performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at: http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-

quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds.  

 

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

of the Proposed Project and all air pollutant sources related to the Proposed Project. Air quality impacts from 

both construction (including demolition, if any) and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air 

quality impacts typically include, but are not limited to, emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment 

from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving, architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources (e.g., heavy-

duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources (e.g., construction worker vehicle trips, material 

transport trips). In the event that the Proposed Project’s construction schedule indicates that overlapping 

construction activities would occur, and to avoid underestimating the air quality impacts from overlapping 

construction activities, it is recommended that the Lead Agency identify overlapping construction phases, 

quantify the emissions, and compare them to South Coast AQMD air quality CEQA significance thresholds 

for construction to determine the significance of impacts in the Draft EIR/EA.  

 

Operation-related air quality impacts may include, but are not limited to, emissions from stationary sources 

(e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe 

emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources, such as sources that generate or 

attract vehicular trips, should be included in the analysis. In the event that the Proposed Project will involve 

adding more lanes, it may generate or attract new or additional vehicular trips, which may lead to increases 

in criteria pollutants and air toxics emissions during operation. Therefore, South Coast AQMD staff 

recommends that the Lead Agency use its best efforts to quantify and disclose any potential adverse air 

quality impacts from any incremental increases in vehicle miles traveled generated by the new auxiliary lanes 

in each direction on SR-60. Additionally, in the event that some elements of the Proposed Project will be 

operational when other elements of the Proposed Project are still under construction, South Coast AQMD 

staff recommends that the Lead Agency use its best efforts to identify the overlapping years of construction 

and operational activities, combine construction emissions (including emissions from demolition) with 

operational emissions from the overlapping years, and compare the combined emissions to South Coast 

AQMD’s air quality CEQA operational thresholds of significance to determine the level of significance in 

the Draft EIR/EA. 

 

In the event that the Proposed Project generates or attracts vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-

fueled vehicles, it is recommended that the Lead Agency perform a mobile source health risk assessment. 

Guidance for performing a mobile source health risk assessment (“Health Risk Assessment Guidance for 

Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel Idling Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis”) can be 

found at: http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-toxics-

http://www.caleemod.com/
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/scaqmd-air-quality-significance-thresholds.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-toxics-analysis
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analysis. An analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to the use of equipment potentially generating 

such air pollutants should also be included.  

 

In addition, guidance on siting incompatible land uses can be found in the California Air Resources Board’s 

Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective, which can be found at: 

http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf. CARB’s Land Use Handbook is a general reference guide for 

evaluating and reducing air pollution impacts associated with new projects that go through the land use 

decision-making process. Guidance3 on strategies to reduce air pollution exposure near high-volume 

roadways can be found at: https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/rd_technical_advisory_final.PDF.  

 

Mitigation Measures 

In the event that the Proposed Project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that 

all feasible mitigation measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project 

construction and operation to minimize these impacts. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4 

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

available to assist the Lead Agency with identifying potential mitigation measures for the Proposed Project, 

including: 

 Chapter 11 “Mitigating the Impact of a Project” of South Coast AQMD’S CEQA Air Quality 

Handbook South Coast AQMD’s CEQA web pages available here: 

http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mitigation-measures-

and-control-efficiencies 

 South Coast AQMD’s Rule 403 – Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook for controlling 

construction-related emissions and Rule 1403 – Asbestos Emissions from Demolition/Renovation 

Activities 

 Provide and include clean vehicles preferential access lanes, if applicable and appropriate 

 South Coast AQMD’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP) for the 2016 Air Quality 

Management Plan (2016 AQMP) available here (starting on page 86): 

http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/Agendas/Governing-Board/2017/2017-mar3-035.pdf  

 California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA)’s Quantifying Greenhouse Gas 

Mitigation Measures available here:  

http://www.capcoa.org/wp-content/uploads/2010/11/CAPCOA-Quantification-Report-9-14-Final.pdf 

 
Alternatives 

In the event that the Proposed Project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires the 

consideration and discussion of alternatives to the project or its location which are capable of avoiding or 

substantially lessening any of the significant effects of the project. The discussion of a reasonable range of 

potentially feasible alternatives, including a “no project” alternative, is intended to foster informed decision-

making and public participation. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(d), the Draft EIR/EA shall 

include sufficient information about each alternative to allow meaningful evaluation, analysis, and 

comparison with the Proposed Project. 

                                                 
3 In April 2017, CARB published a technical advisory, Strategies to Reduce Air Pollution Exposure Near High-Volume Roadways: 

Technical Advisory, to supplement CARB’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective. This technical 

advisory is intended to provide information on strategies to reduce exposures to traffic emissions near high-volume roadways to assist 

land use planning and decision-making in order to protect public health and promote equity and environmental justice. The technical 

advisory is available at: https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/landuse.htm.   

http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-toxics-analysis
http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf
https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/rd_technical_advisory_final.PDF
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mitigation-measures-and-control-efficiencies
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mitigation-measures-and-control-efficiencies
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/Agendas/Governing-Board/2017/2017-mar3-035.pdf
http://www.capcoa.org/wp-content/uploads/2010/11/CAPCOA-Quantification-Report-9-14-Final.pdf
https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/landuse.htm
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Permits 

If implementation of the Proposed Project requires a permit from South Coast AQMD, South Coast AQMD 

should be identified as a Responsible Agency for the Proposed Project in the EIR/EA. For more information 

on permits, please visit South Coast AQMD’s webpage at: http://www.aqmd.gov/home/permits. If there are 

permitting questions, they can be directed to Engineering and Permitting Staff at (909) 396-3385. 
 

Data Sources 

South Coast AQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling South Coast 

AQMD’s Public Information Center at (909) 396-2001. Much of the information available through the Public 

Information Center is also available at South Coast AQMD’s webpage at: http://www.aqmd.gov. 

 

South Coast AQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project’s air quality and 

health risk impacts are accurately evaluated and mitigated where feasible. If you have any questions 

regarding this letter, please contact me at lsun@aqmd.gov. 

 

Sincerely, 

Lijin Sun 
Lijin Sun, J.D. 

Program Supervisor, CEQA IGR 

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources 
 

LS 

RVC191122-01 

Control Number 

http://www.aqmd.gov/home/permits
http://www.aqmd.gov/
mailto:lsun@aqmd.gov
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Morales, Raquel

From: Chavez, Jessica@DOT <Jessica.Chavez@dot.ca.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, December 18, 2019 9:53 AM

To: Young, Rebecca

Cc: margeryl@moval.org; Toledo, Antonia@DOT; Udotor, Boniface@DOT

Subject: EXTERNAL: FW: State Route 60/World Logistics Center Parkway Project

Hello, 

 

For your reference, please see comment below in regards to NOP. 

 

Thank you, 

Jessica 

 

From: Mauricio Alvarez <malvarez@riversidetransit.com>  

Sent: Wednesday, December 18, 2019 7:55 AM 

To: Udotor, Boniface@DOT <boniface.udotor@dot.ca.gov> 

Subject: State Route 60/World Logistics Center Parkway Project 

 

Good Morning Mr. Udotor, 

 

I received the public notice in regards to the Route 60/ WLC Parkway Project. Unfortunately, I was unable to attend the 

open house, however, I wanted to ask what the timeline is for this project? Will you move forward with the  Alternative 

6 proposal? If so, do you have the plans that you can send over? 

 

Any information you can provide is greatly appreciated. 

 

Thank you,  

 

Mauricio Alvarez, MBA 
Planning Analyst 

Riverside Transit Agency 

p: 951.565.5260 | e: malvarez@riversidetransit.com 

Website | Facebook | Twitter | Instagram 

1825 Third Street, Riverside, CA 92507 
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