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Acronyms and Abbreviations

Acronym/Abbreviation
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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

Definition

Acronym/Abbreviation

cfs cubic feet per second

CHa methane

CHRIS California Historical Resources Information System
CMP Congestion Management Program

CNEL community noise equivalent level
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CRMTP Cultural Resource Monitoring and Treatment Plan
CRPR California Rare Plant Rank

CTMP Construction Traffic Management Plan
CWA Clean Water Act
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DAF U.S. Department of the Air Force
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DIF development impact fee
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DTSC Department of Toxic Substances Control
EA Environmental Assessment

EIR Environmental Impact Report

EIS Environmental Impact Statement
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EMWD Eastern Municipal Water District

EO Executive Order

EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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GHG greenhouse gas
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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

gpm gallons per minute

GVWR gross vehicle weight rating

GWP global warming potential

H&SC California Health and Safety Code

HAP hazardous air pollutant

HARP Hotspots Analysis and Reporting Program
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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

Acronym/Abbreviation

Definition
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MMT million metric ton
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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

Acronym/Abbreviation

Definition
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PPV peak particle velocity
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psi pounds per square inch
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Acronym/Abbreviation

Definition

TWA time-weighted average

UPL obligate upland

USACE U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
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I Preface

.1 Purpose

The March Joint Powers Authority (“March JPA”) is a joint powers agency comprised of the County of Riverside, the
City of Riverside, the City of Moreno Valley, and the City of Perris (collectively, the “Member Agencies”) created by a
Joint Powers Agreement dated September 7, 1993 to act as the federally recognized reuse authority,
redevelopment agency, and airport authority for the former March Air Force Base. Pursuant to Government Code
section 6502 and section 1 of the Joint Powers Agreement, as amended, the Member Entities delegated to March
JPA the power and authority to operate and manage the March Inland Port Airport Authority and its civilian airport
and having all the rights, powers, and duties related thereto including authority for airport master planning and
authority to collect and retain, for airport purposes, any and all lease revenues from airport properties.

In April 2023, the Member Agencies entered into the 14t Amendment to the Joint Powers Agreement, which
transferred land use authority of non-airport property to the County of Riverside (“14thAmendment”). Specifically,
through operation of the 14th Amendment, post-July 1, 2025, the March Inland Port Airport Authority, a California
airport authority, established by the March Joint Powers Commission of the March JPA (“MIPAA”) now exercises
land use authority over the MIPAA territory as shown in Exhibit B to the 14th Amendment, and retains control over
the operations and development of the March Inland Port Airport, including the Meridian D-1 Gateway Aviation
Center Project site.

On May 23, 2024, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) the March JPA published a Draft
Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) for the Project. The Draft EIR (SCH Number 2021040012) states that the
March JPA is the “lead agency” for the Project, but, per the 14th Amendment, as of July 1, 2025, MIPAA (who prior
to July 1, 2025 had land use authority and control over development of the March Inland Port Airport as a part of
the March JPA) is now the more appropriate lead agency. As such, and consistent with case law, MIPAA is utilizing
the environmental documents prepared by March JPA. Gentry v. City of Murrieta (1995) 36 Cal.App.4th 1359,
1383 (court held it was proper for the city to utilize the CEQA documents prepared by the county prior to
incorporation); see also, State CEQA Guidelines § 15052.

This Final EIR has been prepared by MIPAA for the Meridian D-1 Gateway Aviation Center Project (Proposed Project).
This Final EIR has been prepared in conformance with the CEQA statute (California Public Resources Code, Section
21000 et seq., as amended) and implementing guidelines (14 CCR 15000 et. seq.).

Before approving a project, CEQA requires the lead agency to prepare and certify a Final EIR. MIPAA has the principal
responsibility for approval of the Proposed Project and is therefore considered the lead agency under CEQA Section
21067. According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15132, the Final EIR shall consist of the following:

= The Draft EIR or a revision of the Draft EIR

=  Comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR either verbatim or in summary

= Alist of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR

= The responses of the lead agency to significant environmental points raised in the review and
consultation process

= Any other information added by the lead agency
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1.2 Format of the Final EIR

This Final EIR consists of the May 2024 Draft EIR and the following four chapters:
| Preface. This chapter summarizes the contents of the Final EIR and the environmental review process.

Il Responses to Comments. During the public review period for the Draft EIR, 221 comment letters were received.
This chapter contains these comment letters and MIPAA’s responses to the comments.

lll Errata. Comments that are addressed in Chapter Il may have resulted in minor revisions to the information
contained in the May 2024 Draft EIR. Where necessary, deletions to the text are shown in strikeeut and additions
to the Draft EIR text are shown in double underline in this chapter.

IV Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. This section of the Final EIR provides the mitigation monitoring
and reporting program (MMRP) for the Proposed Project. The MMRP is presented in table format and identifies
mitigation measures for the Proposed Project, the implementation period for each measure, the implementing
party, and the enforcing agency. The MMRP also provides a section for recordation of mitigation reporting.

Appendices are included to support the Responses to Comments and revisions in the Errata, as follows:

= Appendix N-5: EMWD Sewer Capacity Study

= Appendix N-6: Correspondence with WMWD

=  Appendix N-7: WMWD Conditions of Approval for Proposed Project

=  Appendix P: Meridian D-1 Project Aviation CNEL Scenarios

= Appendix Q: Regional Air Cargo Capacity Overview

= Appendix R: Riverside County ALUC Consistency Finding Letter, dated March 13, 2025
= Appendix S-1: Alternative 3 AQ/GHG/Energy/HRA Analysis

= Appendix S-2: Alternative 4 AQ/GHG/Energy/HRA Analysis

= Appendix S-3: Alternative 6 AQ/GHG/Energy Analysis

1.3 Environmental Review Process

.3.1 Notice of Preparation

March JPA determined that an EIR would be required for the Proposed Project and issued an NOP, which was
distributed to the State Clearinghouse, interested agencies, and groups on March 31, 2021. Pursuant to
Section 15082 of the CEQA Guidelines, recipients of the NOP were requested to provide responses within 30 days
after their receipt of the NOP. The 30-day NOP public review period ended April 29, 2021. Comments received
during the NOP public review period were considered during the preparation of this EIR. The NOP and NOP
comments are included in Appendix A of the Draft EIR.
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1.3.2 Noticing and Availability of the Draft EIR

The Draft EIR was made available for public review and comment pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15087. The
45-day public review period for the Draft EIR occurred from May 23, 2024, through July 9, 2024, and was extended
to July 22, 2024, for a total of 60 days. At the beginning of the public review period, an electronic copy of the Draft
EIR and an electronic copy of the Notice of Completion were submitted to the State Clearinghouse. Relevant state
agencies, including CARB, Caltrans, CDFW, California NAHC, State Office of Historic Preservation, California
Department of Parks and Recreation, CEC, SWRCB and RWQCB, California Natural Resources Agency, CalRecycle,
Department of General Services, Department of Housing and Community Development, DTSC, and California
Department of Water Resources also received electronic copies of the documents. A Notice of Availability was
distributed to all owners of property within a 300-foot radius of the project site and filed with the Riverside County
Clerk. The Notice of Availability described where the document was available and how to submit comments on
the Draft EIR. The Notice of Availability and Draft EIR were also made available for public review, by appointment,
at the March JPA offices (14205 Meridian Parkway, Suite 140, Riverside, California 92518). Additionally, the
document was available to be viewed on the March JPA website at:

https://marchjpa.com/meridian-d1-gateway-aviation-center-project/

The 60-day public review period provided interested public agencies, groups, and individuals the opportunity to
comment on the contents of the Draft EIR.

1.3.3 Final EIR

The Final EIR addresses the comments received during the public review period and includes minor changes to the
text and figures of the Draft EIR. This Final EIR will be presented to the March Joint Powers Commission for potential
certification as the environmental document for the Proposed Project. All agencies who commented on the Draft
EIR will be provided with a copy of the Final EIR, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088(b). The Final EIR will
also be posted on the March JPA website at:

https://marchjpa.com/meridian-d1-gateway-aviation-center-project/

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15091, the March Joint Powers Commission shall make findings for each of
the significant effects identified in this EIR and shall support the findings with substantial evidence in the record.
After considering the Final EIR in conjunction with making findings under Section 15091, the lead agency may
decide whether or how to approve or carry out the Proposed Project. When a lead agency approves a project that
will result in the occurrence of significant effects that are identified in the Final EIR but are not avoided or
substantially lessened, the agency is required by CEQA to state in writing the specific reasons to support its action
based on the Final EIR and/or other information in the record. Because the Proposed Project would result in
significant and unavoidable impacts, a statement of overriding considerations will be prepared pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines Section 15093 and supported by substantial evidence in the record.

1.4 Revisions to the Draft EIR

The comments received during the public review period for the Draft EIR resulted in several clarifications and
modifications in the text and figures of the May 2024 Draft EIR. In addition, minor editorial corrections have been
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made in sections of the Draft EIR. These changes are included as part of the Final EIR, to be presented to the March
Joint Powers Commission for certification prior to Proposed Project approval.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5 identifies when a lead agency must recirculate an EIR. A lead agency is required
to recirculate an EIR when significant new information is added to the EIR after public notice is given of the
availability of the Draft EIR but before certification of the Final EIR. Information includes changes in the project or
environmental setting, as well as additional data or other information. New information added to an EIR is not
considered significant unless the EIR is changed in a way that deprives the public of a meaningful opportunity to
comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect of the project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such
an effect (including a feasible project alternative) that the project’s proponents have declined to implement. As
defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5(a), significant new information requiring recirculation includes
the following:

1. A new significant environmental impact would result from the project or from a new mitigation measure
proposed to be implemented.

2. Asubstantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result unless mitigation measures
are adopted that reduce the impact to a level of insignificance.

3. Afeasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others previously analyzed
would clearly lessen the environmental impacts of the project, but the project’s proponents decline to
adopt it.

4. The draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in nature that meaningful
public review and comment were precluded.

As stated in CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5(b), “recirculation is not required where the new information added
to the EIR merely clarifies or amplifies or makes insignificant modifications in an adequate EIR.” The minor
clarifications, modifications, and editorial corrections that were made to the Draft EIR are shown in Chapter Ill of
this Final EIR. As demonstrated in this Final EIR, none of the clarifications, modifications, or editorial corrections
presented in this Final EIR constitute significant new information warranting recirculation of the EIR as set forth in
CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5.
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Il Responses to Comments

The Draft EIR for the Meridian D-1 Gateway Aviation Center Project (Proposed Project) was circulated for a 45-day
public review from May 23, 2024, to July 9, 2024, in accordance with Section 15105(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. It
should be noted that, although not required by CEQA guidelines, the public review period was extended to July 22,
2024, as requested by the public.

A total of 211 written comment letters were received on the EIR from agencies, organizations, and individuals, as
shown in Sections II.1 through IL.5 of this Final EIR. Each of the written comment letters has been assigned an
alphanumeric label, and the individual comments within each written comment letter are bracketed and numbered.
For example, Comment Letter A-1 contains six comments that are numbered A-1.1 through A-1.6.

In response to various comments received on the EIR, the responses included in this chapter include responses to
Form Letters, as well as responses to Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs). Responses to Form Letters address
identical comment letters received from different individuals and responses to FAQs address commonly raised
guestions so as not to be repeated in each individual response, but rather cross-referenced in individual letter
responses where applicable.

The responses to each comment on the EIR represent a good-faith, reasoned effort to address the environmental
issues identified by the comments. Pursuant to Section 15088(a) of the CEQA Guidelines, MIPAA, as lead agency,
is not required to respond to all comments on the EIR, only those comments that raise significant environmental
issues. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Sections 15088 and 15204, MIPAA has independently evaluated the
comments and prepared, or caused to be prepared, the attached written responses to any significant environmental
issues raised.

1.1 Responses to Form Letter A Comments
I-4 Karen Jakpor 7/1/2024
I-5 Patty Huddleston 7/1/2024
-6 Peter Pettis 7/1/2024
-8 Michele Muehls 7/1/2024
-9 Kirk Wolf 7/1/2024
I-11 Ira Long 7/1/2024
-12 Janice Oien 7/1/2024
-13 Jonathan Peaslee 7/1/2024
I-14 Jennifer Guzman 7/1/2024
I-15 John W. Hagmann 7/1/2024
I-17 Gayle DiCarlantonio 7/1/2024
I-18 Fera S. Momtaz 7/1/2024
I-19 Eunhee Kim 7/1/2024
I-20 Deb Whitney 7/1/2024
-21 Dennise Jimenez 7/1/2024
-22 Richard Stalder 7/1/2024
I-23 Carolyn Rasmussen 7/1/2024
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[I.7 - RESPONSES TO FORM LETTER A COMMENTS

Comment Letter Individual Commenter Name Date
I-24 Christine Martin 7/1/2024
I-25 Candy Blokland 7/1/2024
I-26 Brian Wardle 7/1/2024
I-27 Betty Hao 7/1/2024
I-28 Beverly Arias 7/1/2024
I-29 Ann Marchand 7/1/2024
I-30 Amber Peaslee 7/1/2024
I-31 Jessica McDermott 7/1/2024
[-32 Abby Banning 7/1/2024
I-33 Aaron Bushong 7/1/2024
I-34 John Viafora 7/1/2024
I-35 Abdallah Karim 7/1/2024
I-36 Joe Aklufi 7/1/2024
[-37 Ajay Shah 7/1/2024
I-38 Lenora Mitchell 7/1/2024
-39 K. Doty 7/1/2024
I-40 Josie Sosa 7/1/2024
-41 Jade Sasser 7/1/2024
[-42 Matt Silveous 7/1/2024
I-43 Melissa Suarez 7/1/2024
I-44 Mary Viafora 7/1/2024
I-45 Nicole Bernas 7/1/2024
I-46 Molly Nazeck 7/1/2024
I-47 Milo J. Rivera 7/1/2024
I-48 Steve Huddleston 7/1/2024
1-49 Victoria Belova 7/1/2024
I-50 Shaan Saigol 7/1/2024
I-51 Sue Nipper 7/1/2024
I-52 Suzanne Page 7/2/2024
I-54 Maria Rodriguez 7/2/2024
I-55 Laura Sandidge 7/2/2024
I-57 Holly Wolf 7/2/2024
I-58 Linda Tingley Rivera 7/2/2024
I-59 Linlin Zhao 7/2/2024
I-60 David Drexler 7/2/2024
1-62 Ana Ramirez 7/2/2024
I-63 Anthony Scimia Jr. 7/2/2024
I-65 Corinne Perez 7/2/2024
I-66 Steven Balmer 7/2/2024
1-68 Steve and Patty Huddleston 7/3/2024
1-69 Julie Weatherford 7/4/2024
I-70 Candi Erwin 7/4/2024
I-72 Carlos Lliguin 7/6/2024
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[I.7 - RESPONSES TO FORM LETTER A COMMENTS

Comment Letter Individual Commenter Name Date
I-74 Frank and Michelle Erdodi 7/8/2024
-77 Teresa Alcala 7/9/2024
1-92 Ying Shen 7/18/2024
I-100 Clinton Clark 7/21/2024
-101 Clinton Clark 7/21/2024
I-102 Cynthia Jessen 7/21/2024
I-103 Deb Whitney 7/21/2024
I-104 Eunhee Kim 7/21/2024
I-106 Franco Pacheco 7/21/2024
I-107 Fernando Sosa Jr. 7/21/2024
[-108 Gary Barnes 7/21/2024
I-110 Gayle DiCarlantonio 7/21/2024
-111 Jennifer A. Diaz 7/21/2024
I-112 Greg Morris 7/21/2024
-113 Joseph Aklufi 7/21/2024
-114 John Farnsworth 7/21/2024
I-115 Kerry Hanson 7/21/2024
I-116 Greg Renne 7/21/2024
I-117 John N. Chizo 7/21/2024
-118 Jonathan Peaslee 7/21/2024
I-119 Mark Jessen 7/21/2024
[-120 Mark Lien 7/21/2024
-122 Matt Silveous 7/21/2024
-123 Sharon Barnes 7/21/2024
I-124 Sandi Cabrera 7/21/2024
I-125 Shirley Ng 7/21/2024
I-126 Josie Sosa 7/21/2024
-127 Michael Hampton 7/21/2024
-128 Maria Estabrooks 7/21/2024
I-129 Michele Muehls 7/21/2024
I-130 Veronica Juarez 7/21/2024
-131 William Landa 7/21/2024
[-138 Chris Schulte 7/22/2024
1-139 Jeannine Sabel 7/22/2024
-141 Gale Schulte 7/22/2024
-146 Frank and Michelle Erdodi 7/22/2024
-151 Corinne Perez 7/22/2024
I-156 Don Schulte 7/22/2024
I-163 Jillian Menez 7/22/2024
[-182 Ruth Ann Ryan 7/22/2024
-188 Dawn Villavicencio 7/22/2024
[-192 Ajay Shah 7/23/2024
[-194 Carlos Lliguin 7/24/2024
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Form Letter A
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[I.7 - RESPONSES TO FORM LETTER A COMMENTS

FL-A.1

FL-A.2

FL-A.3

This comment raises general concerns about the analysis in the EIR. Specific comments are addressed
in the following responses.

This comment raises concerns regarding health impacts of noise, specifically insomnia, substance
abuse, and cardiovascular disease. Goal 2 of the March JPA General Plan Noise/Air Quality Element
aims to “minimize incompatible noise level exposures throughout the Planning Area, and where
possible, mitigate the effect of noise incompatibilities to provide a safe and healthy environment.” In
2008, the National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine released “Effects of Aircraft
Noise: Research Update on Select Topics,”t which stated “[t]rying to identify, measure, and quantify
any potential effects of aviation noise on health is a complex and difficult field of study. Variations on
how to identify and/or measure the noise exposure itself (single dose, long-term average, number of
events above a certain level, etc.), and attempting to separate the effects from other life events are
difficult at best. For example, lifestyles, life’s stressors, hereditary factors, and genetic composition are
just a few factors that may distort potential results of an aviation noise health effects study.” The
report reviewed:

= Cardiovascular effects: “Some studies have identified a potential correlation between
increased hypertension and aviation or road noise above certain noise thresholds; however,
other studies contradict such findings. Occupational noise often becomes an
intricate concern.”

= Effects on children: “Neither psychiatric disorders nor environmental factors showed any
relationship to noise; however, psychophysiological parameters (e.g., heart rate and muscle
tension) did demonstrate some relationship to noise.”

= Hospitals and care facilities: “Most airport noise and land-use compatibility guidelines list
hospitals and care facilities as noise-sensitive uses, although there are no studies that have
identified health effects associated with aviation noise.”

= Hearing impairment: “recent studies conclude aviation noise does not pose a risk factor for
child or adolescent hearing loss, but perhaps other noise sources (personal music devices,
concerts, motorcycles, or night clubs) are a main risk factor. Because aviation and typical
community noise levels near airports are not comparable to the occupational or recreational
noise exposures associated with hearing loss, hearing impairment resulting from community
aviation noise has not been identified.”

In consideration of public input, the applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation
Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not
include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce
the Proposed Project’s significant and unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with
mitigation incorporated. For a further discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this
Final EIR.

This comment raises concerns about noise impacts to residential neighborhoods to the west of 1-215
and northwest of March ARB/Inland Port Airport. As discussed in Section 3.11, Noise, of the EIR, all the
flights throughout the year (including type of aircraft, time of day, direction, landing/takeoff) are

1 National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine. 2008. Effects of Aircraft Noise: Research Update on Select Topics.
Washington, DC: The National Academies Press. https://doi.org/10.17226/14177.
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[I.7 - RESPONSES TO FORM LETTER A COMMENTS

FL-A.4

FL-A.5

FL-A.6

modeled to develop baseline aircraft noise contours. The EIR utilized the aircraft noise modeling
presented in the January 2024 Revised Draft KC-46A EIS, which disclosed existing civilian and military
aircraft noise. The existing operations data used in the KC-46A EIS was obtained in June 2022. As
shown in Figure 3.11-3 of the EIR, the residential neighborhoods identified by the comment, Mission
Grove, Canyon Crest, Orangecrest, and Woodcrest, are outside the 60 dBA contour line. The 2018
March ARB AICUZ noise contours, Figure 3.11-4 of the EIR, does show the 60 dBA contour line curving
west over the identified neighborhoods. However, the 2018 AICUZ noise contours were developed
assuming a noisier aircraft mix and full utilization of the allowed civilian flight operations (21,000 flight
operations), as well as 31,172 additional annual flight operations from an assortment of military and
other aircraft that include the following: C-17 (14,078), F-15E (1,216), KC-135R (5,810), MQ-9 (2,272),
PC12 (602), AS350 (300), Cessna 172 (2,994), Cessna 182 (996), and “Transient” (2,904). The
baseline noise contours shown in Figure 3.11-3 of the EIR are based upon the KC-46A EIS Figure 3-1
noise contours, which the KC-46A EIS acknowledges as being different from the 2018 AICUZ noise
contours (EIR Figure 3.11-4) due to “reflecting a smaller number of C-17 operations” and “a much
smaller number of civilian aircraft operations.” As shown in Figures 3.11-11 (non-peak operations) and
3.11-12 (peak operations) of the EIR, the addition of the proposed Project’s aircraft noise would not
expand the 60 dBA contour line over or near the residential neighborhoods of Mission Grove, Canyon
Crest, Orangecrest, or Woodcrest.

The comment further raises concerns about March cargo operations in 2005-2008, apparently
referring to DHL operations which are no longer occurring. As approved, DHL did not have restricted
hours of operation, with most flight operations occurring during the nighttime and early morning hours.
Further, DHL’s aircraft mix included several DC-9s.2 As of 2024, there were fewer than 20 DC-9s still
in service.3 Developed in the 1960s prior to international and FAA noise standards, the DC-9 was noisier
than the 767-300 aircraft evaluated for the Proposed Project.# This Project is not related to past cargo
operations and is separate from the 2005-2008 DHL cargo flights.

In consideration of public input, the applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation
Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not
include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce
the Proposed Project’s significant and unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with
mitigation incorporated. For a further discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter I, Errata, of this
Final EIR.

This comment generally claims the EIR contains “numerical errors and omissions” but does not identify
any specific concerns.

This comment raises general concerns regarding claims made by past developers and March JPA but
does not identify any specific claims. The comment does not raise any specific questions, issues, or
concerns regarding the adequacy of the environmental analysis in the EIR.

This comment raises general concerns about the EIR’s analysis of the Proposed Project and suggests
the consideration of alternatives but does not provide any specific concerns or recommendations.

https://www.freightwaves.com/news/dhl-considers-replacing-noisy-aircraft-at-riverside-operation
https://simpleflying.com/dc-9-operators-2024/
4 https://www.pressenterprise.com/2018/08/01/amazon-air-cleared-for-5-cargo-flights-a-day-from-march-air-reserve-base/
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[I.7 - RESPONSES TO FORM LETTER A COMMENTS

Chapter 5, Alternatives, of the EIR analyzes four alternatives for potential impacts. Additionally, the
Proposed Project is separate from, and not related to, the 2005-2008 cargo flights.

In consideration of public input, the applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation
Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not
include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce
the Proposed Project’s significant and unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with
mitigation incorporated. For a further discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this
Final EIR.
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[I.2 - RESPONSES TO FORM LETTER B COMMENTS

1.2

Responses to Form Letter B Comments

Comment Letter Individual Commenter Name

-84 April Alvarado 7/17/2024
-85 Cesar Collazo 7/17/2024
I-86 Edith Gingerich 7/17/2024
I-87 Frances Sladek, PhD 7/17/2024
I-88 Margarit Curras-Collazo 7/17/2024
1-91 Tara and Mark Byerly 7/18/2024
1-93 Marita Schleicher 7/19/2024
1-94 Bernd Schleicher 7/19/2024
[-97 Elaine Miller 7/20/2024
1-98 Michelle Calanchini 7/20/2024
1-99 Catherine Barrett-Fischer 7/21/2024
I-109 Mike and Kerrie Hudson 7/21/2024
-121 Scott Rose 7/21/2024
[-189 Rural Association of Mead Valley, Debbie Walsh 7/22/2024
[-195 Jimmy Calanchini 7/24/2024
I-196 Kathleen Bocian 7/24/2024
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Form Letter B
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[I.2 - RESPONSES TO FORM LETTER B COMMENTS

FL-B.1

FL-B.2

FL-B.3

This comment raises general opposition to the Proposed Project. The comment raises no specific
issues, questions, or concerns about the analysis in the EIR.

This comment raises concerns regarding the impacts of noise on health, specifically insomnia,
substance abuse, and cardiovascular disease. Goal 2 from the March JPA General Plan Noise/Air
Quality Element aims to “minimize incompatible noise level exposures throughout the Planning Area,
and where possible, mitigate the effect of noise incompatibilities to provide a safe and healthy
environment.” In 2008, the National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine released
“Effects of Aircraft Noise: Research Update on Select Topics,”® which stated “[t]rying to identify,
measure, and quantify any potential effects of aviation noise on health is a complex and difficult field
of study. Variations on how to identify and/or measure the noise exposure itself (single dose, long-term
average, number of events above a certain level, etc.), and attempting to separate the effects from
other life events are difficult at best. For example, lifestyles, life’s stressors, hereditary factors, and
genetic composition are just a few factors that may distort potential results of an aviation noise health
effects study.” The report reviewed the following;:

= Cardiovascular effects: “Some studies have identified a potential correlation between
increased hypertension and aviation or road noise above certain noise thresholds; however,
other studies contradict such findings. Occupational noise often becomes an
intricate concern.”

= Effects on children: “Neither psychiatric disorders nor environmental factors showed any
relationship to noise; however, psychophysiological parameters (e.g., heart rate and muscle
tension) did demonstrate some relationship to noise.”

= Hospitals and care facilities: “Most airport noise and land-use compatibility guidelines list
hospitals and care facilities as noise-sensitive uses, although there are no studies that have
identified health effects associated with aviation noise.”

= Hearing impairment: “recent studies conclude aviation noise does not pose a risk factor for
child or adolescent hearing loss, but perhaps other noise sources (personal music devices,
concerts, motorcycles, or night clubs) are a main risk factor. Because aviation and typical
community noise levels near airports are not comparable to the occupational or recreational
noise exposures associated with hearing loss, hearing impairment resulting from community
aviation noise has not been identified.”

In consideration of public input, the applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation
Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not
include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce
the Proposed Project’s significant and unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with
mitigation incorporated. For a further discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this
Final EIR.

This comment raises concerns about noise impacts to residential neighborhoods to the west of 1-215
and northwest of March ARB/Inland Port Airport. As discussed in Section 3.11, Noise, of the EIR, all the
flights throughout the year (including type of aircraft, time of day, direction, landing/takeoff) are

5 National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine. 2008. Effects of Aircraft Noise: Research Update on Select Topics.
Washington, DC: The National Academies Press. https://doi.org/10.17226/14177.
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[I.2 - RESPONSES TO FORM LETTER B COMMENTS

FL-B.4

FL-B.5

FL-B.6

modeled to develop baseline aircraft noise contours. The EIR utilized the aircraft noise modeling
presented in the January 2024 Revised Draft KC-46A EIS, which disclosed existing civilian and military
aircraft noise. The existing operations data used in the KC-46A EIS was obtained in June 2022. As
shown in Figure 3.11-3 of the EIR, the residential neighborhoods identified by the comment, Mission
Grove, Canyon Crest, Orangecrest, and Woodcrest, are outside the 60 dBA contour line. The 2018
March ARB AICUZ noise contours, Figure 3.11-4 of the EIR, does show the 60 dBA contour line curving
west over the identified neighborhoods. However, the 2018 AICUZ noise contours were developed
assuming a noisier aircraft mix and full utilization of the allowed civilian flight operations (21,000 flight
operations), as well as 31,172 additional annual flight operations from an assortment of military and
other aircraft that include the following: C-17 (14,078), F-15E (1,216), KC-135R (5,810), MQ-9 (2,272),
PC12 (602), AS350 (300), Cessna 172 (2,994), Cessna 182 (996), and “Transient” (2,904). The
baseline noise contours shown in Figure 3.11-3 of the EIR are based upon the KC-46A EIS Figure 3-1
noise contours, which the KC-46A EIS acknowledges as being different from the 2018 AICUZ noise
contours (EIR Figure 3.11-4) due to “reflecting a smaller number of C-17 operations” and “a much
smaller number of civilian aircraft operations.” As shown in Figures 3.11-11 (non-peak operations) and
3.11-12 (peak operations) of the EIR, the addition of the proposed Project’s aircraft noise would not
expand the 60 dBA contour line over or near the residential neighborhoods of Mission Grove, Canyon
Crest, Orangecrest, or Woodcrest.

The comment further raises concerns about March cargo operations in 2005-2008, apparently
referring to DHL operations which are no longer occurring. As approved, DHL did not have restricted
hours of operation, with most flight operations occurring during the nighttime and early morning hours.
Further, DHL’s aircraft mix included several DC-9s.6 As of 2024, there were fewer than 20 DC-9s still
in service.” Developed in the 1960s prior to international and FAA noise standards, the DC-9 was noisier
than the 767-300 aircraft evaluated for the Proposed Project.8 The Proposed Project is not related to
past cargo operations and is separate from the 2005-2008 DHL cargo flights.

In consideration of public input, the applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation
Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not
include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce
the Proposed Project’s significant and unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with
mitigation incorporated. For a further discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter I, Errata, of this
Final EIR.

This comment generally claims the EIR contains “numerical errors and omissions” but does not identify
any specific concerns.

This comment raises general concerns regarding claims made by past developers and March JPA. The
comment does not raise any specific concerns, issues, or questions regarding the adequacy of the
environmental analysis in the EIR.

This comment generally states that cargo aircraft emit GHGs, CO2, oxides of NOx, and particulate matter.
Section 3.2, Air Quality, and Section 3.7, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, of the EIR discussed the sources
of emissions from the Proposed Project and disclosed that the Proposed Project would generate NOx,

https://www.freightwaves.com/news/dhl-considers-replacing-noisy-aircraft-at-riverside-operation
https://simpleflying.com/dc-9-operators-2024/
8  https://www.pressenterprise.com/2018/08/01/amazon-air-cleared-for-5-cargo-flights-a-day-from-march-air-reserve-base/
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[I.2 - RESPONSES TO FORM LETTER B COMMENTS

FL-B.7

FL-B.7

FL-B.8

FL-B.9

coarse particulate matter (PM1o), fine particulate matter (PM2s), and GHGs, including CO2. The
comment does not raise any specific concerns, issues, or questions regarding the adequacy of the
environmental analysis in the EIR.

This comment generally states that GHG emissions contribute to climate change. Section 3.7,
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, of the EIR discusses impacts of climate change. The comment does not
raise any specific concerns, issues, or questions regarding the adequacy of the environmental analysis
in the EIR.

This comment generally states that GHG emissions contribute to climate change. Section 3.7,
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, of the EIR discusses impacts of climate change. The comment does not
raise any specific concerns, issues, or questions regarding the adequacy of the environmental analysis
in the EIR.

This comment raises concerns regarding aircraft noise impacts to children’s academic performance. The
comment does not raise any specific concerns, issues, or questions regarding the adequacy of the
environmental analysis in the EIR. Nevertheless, as shown in Table 3.11-23 of the Draft EIR, three
elementary or middle schools (Rainbow Ridge Elementary, March Middle, and Serrano Elementary) east
of the project site currently experience aviation noise less than 50 dBA CNEL and remain geographically
well beyond the 60 dBA CNEL contour on Figures 3.11-11 and 3.11-12 that include contribution of
Proposed Project cargo flight operations to future aviation noise levels. Similarly, Mead Valley Elementary,
Manuel L. Real Elementary, Tomas Rivera Elementary, and Amelia Earhart Elementary, representing the
closest schools to the west, are also well beyond the 60 dBA CNEL contour. To the north, Edgemont
Elementary, Towngate Elementary, and Moreno Valley High School are the nearest schools to the project
site that are also beyond the 60 dBA CNEL contour; and the same can be said for Val Verde High School
to the south of the project site. Such exterior aviation noise levels are considered compatible (“normally
acceptable”) with schools per the California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research’s 2017 California
General Plan Guidelines and Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission’s compatibility criteria, as
shown in Tables 3.11-5 and 3.11-6 of the EIR, respectively.

This comment raises concerns about the impact of the region’s geographic shape in relation to adverse
health conditions. The comment further states that regional warehousing is impacting the region’s
attempts to improve air quality. Section 3.2, Air Quality, of the EIR discusses the climate of the South
Coast Air Basin and how it impacts the dispersion of pollutants and the existing air quality. Details on
the improvement of air quality despite the continued growth of the region are provided in the Air Quality
Technical Report (Appendix B-1). Specifically, Section 2.8 of the Air Quality Technical Report highlights
the improvements of air quality with respect to ozone (03), PM1io and PMa2s, CO, and toxic air
contaminants. Section 3.2, Air Quality, of the EIR discusses the 2022 SCAQMD Air Quality Management
Plan and how it builds on measures already in place to control emissions and proposes new control
strategies such as zero-emission technologies, low NOx technologies, and other best management
practices to reduce emissions and achieve federal Os standards. MM-AQ-4 through MM-AQ-6 include
many of the strategies to help encourage cleaner vehicles and reduce stationary source emissions. The
comment discusses the increase in warehouses in the Inland Empire and how they are impacting air
quality and GHGs. SCAQMD has adopted Rule 2305, Warehouse Indirect Source Rule, to reduce NOx
and diesel particulate matter emissions from warehouses greater than 100,000 square feet. See
Section 3.2 for a full discussion of the Proposed Project’s air quality impacts. The comment does not
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raise any specific concerns, issues, or questions regarding the adequacy of the environmental analysis
in the EIR.

This comment raises concerns about DHL cargo operations in 2005-2008, which are no longer
occurring. As approved, DHL did not have restricted hours of operation, with most flight operations
occurring during the nighttime and early morning hours. Further, DHL'’s aircraft mix included several
DC-9s.2 As of 2024, there were fewer than 20 DC-9s still in service.10 Developed in the 1960s prior to
international and FAA noise standards, the DC-9 was noisier than the 767-300 aircraft evaluated for
the Proposed Project.11 The Proposed Project is not related to past cargo operations and is separate
from the 2005-2008 DHL cargo flights.

In consideration of public input, the applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation
Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not
include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce
the Proposed Project’s significant and unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with
mitigation incorporated. For a further discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this
Final EIR.

9 https://www.freightwaves.com/news/dhl-considers-replacing-noisy-aircraft-at-riverside-operation
10 https://simpleflying.com/dc-9-operators-2024/
11 https://www.pressenterprise.com/2018/08/01/amazon-air-cleared-for-5-cargo-flights-a-day-from-march-air-reserve-base/
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1.3

Comment Letter

Responses to Agency Comments

A-1 Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians May 30, 2024

A-2 Riverside Transit Agency May 31, 2024

A-3 DTSC June 26, 2024

A-4 Riverside County Flood Control and Water July 3 and July 5, 2024
Conservation District

A-5 CAL FIRE RCFD July 9, 2024

A-6 City of Moreno Valley July 9, 2024

A-7 Department of the Air Force July 19, 2024
Air Force Reserve Command

A-8 City of Riverside July 23, 2024
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A-1.1

A-1.2

A-1.3

A-1.4

A-1.5

A-1.6

Response to Comment Letter A-1

Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians
Claritsa Duarte
May 30, 2024

This comment is a transmittal email. Specific comments regarding the EIR are provided and
responded to below.

This comment is introductory in nature. Specific comments regarding the EIR are provided and
responded to below.

This comment requests the presence of an approved Agua Caliente Native American monitor with
the authority to halt construction during any ground-disturbing activities. MM-CUL-1 (Archaeological
Monitoring) requires the project applicant retain a qualified tribal monitor to monitor all initial ground-
disturbing activities through an agreement with the tribe(s). The tribal monitor will have the authority
to temporarily divert, redirect, or halt ground-disturbing activities to allow identification, evaluation,
and potential recovery of cultural resources. The Proposed Project will have a Cultural Resource
Monitoring and Treatment Plan in place prior to the commencement of ground-disturbing activities.

This comment questions the EIR’s omission of comments made by Patricia Garcia on September 17,
2020. The referenced letter is part of the AB 52 consultation and is on file with MIPAA. Section 3.4,
Cultural Resources, and Section 3.13, Tribal Cultural Resources, of the EIR reference the letter in relation
to the AB 52 consultation process. The 2020 letter requested the following: a copy of the records search,
a cultural resources inventory of the Project area by a qualified archaeologist, copies of any cultural
resource documentation, and the presence of an approved Agua Caliente Native American Cultural
Resource Monitor(s). As noted in Section 3.4.1, Existing Conditions, of the EIR, CRM TECH completed a
CHRIS search at the Eastern Information Center for the APE and the surrounding area within a 1-mile
radius on June 8, 2020 (Appendix E). This search included mapped prehistoric, historical, and
built-environment resources and properties designated as California Historical Landmarks, Points of
Historical Interest, or Riverside County Landmarks. Additional consulted sources included the NRHP, the
CRHR, and the California Historical Resources Inventory. The results of the records search are described
in detail in Section 3.4.1 of the EIR. Copies of the records search may be requested from MIPAA.

As discussed in Section 3.4 and Section 3.13 of the EIR, MIPAA has not identified any geographically
defined TCRs as intersecting the project site, but TCRs have been defined in the broader region. In
consideration of the broader landscape, MM-TCR-1 (Tribal Monitoring) is included as part of the
Proposed Project to provide for tribal monitoring for all initial ground-disturbing activities. MM-CUL-1
provides for archaeological monitoring of all initial ground-disturbing activities. MM-TCR-3 (Discovery of
Human Remains) provides protocol for dealing with inadvertent discovery of human remains, and
MM-CUL-3 (Cultural Resources Worker Sensitivity Training) requires cultural/historical sensitivity
training. Impacts would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

This comment requests the inclusion of Cahuilla background in the ethnographic setting. As requested,
the Final EIR includes the Cahuilla background in the ethnographic setting.

This comment is conclusory in nature and does not raise any specific issues, questions, or concerns
about the analysis in the EIR.
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Response to Comment Letter A-2

Riverside Transit Agency
Mauricio Alvarez
May 31, 2024

A-2.1 This comment states the Riverside Transit Agency has reviewed the EIR and has no comments. The
comment does not raise any specific issues, questions, or concerns about the analysis in the EIR.
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A-3.1

A-3.2

A-3.3

A-3.4

A-3.5

Response to Comment Letter A-3

DTSC
Dave Kereazis
June 26, 2024

The comment is introductory in nature and provides a summary of the Proposed Project and its
proximity to Site 7. The comment does not raise any specific issues, questions, or concerns related
to the adequacy of the analysis in the EIR.

This comment suggests further investigation of soil and soil vapor to ascertain there is no potential
for vapor intrusion in future workspaces due to the presence of volatile organic compounds and
perfluorooctane sulfonate. As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
EIR, MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan) requires the Proposed Project to have a
Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan that addresses potential impacts to soil, soil vapor, and
groundwater beneath the project site to ensure the health and safety of construction workers and
future occupants of the industrial uses on the site. The plan will be submitted to DTSC for approval
prior to ground-disturbing activities. Further, in response to agency concerns regarding potential
hazards related to Site 7 and requests for clearer delineation, the Proposed Project now includes a
parcel map to subdivide an existing 56.33-acre parcel of the D-1 property into two parcels (one
developable parcel and one constrained parcel) and a lettered lot for access and utility purposes
(Figure 2-11, Tentative Parcel Map, in the Final EIR). The western developable parcel will encompass
the Air Cargo Component of the Proposed Project and exclude all of Site 7. The eastern constrained
parcel, which fronts Heacock Street, will encompass part of Site 7, including the former fire training
and disposal/burn pit areas. The parcel map will have no physical effect on the environment. This
revision does not constitute new information under CEQA and does not impact the environmental
analysis in the EIR.

This comment notes that future remedial activities at Site 7 may extend into the project site and
cooperation and coordination with DTSC and March ARB will be required. Under the property’s
Environmental Restrictive Covenants, the Proposed Project operations cannot disrupt required
remedial investigation, response actions, or oversight activities, should any be required on the
property. As discussed in detail in Response A-3.2, above, the Proposed Project now includes a parcel
map to subdivide an existing 56.33-acre parcel of the D-1 property into two parcels (one developable
parcel and one constrained parcel) and a lettered lot for access and utility purposes (Figure 2-11 in the
Final EIR). The parcel map will have no physical effect on the environment. This revision does not
constitute new information under CEQA and does not impact the environmental analysis in the EIR.

This comment recommends all imported soil and fill material be tested to evaluate potential
contamination per DTSC’s Preliminary Endangerment Assessment Guidance Manual. The Proposed
Project will follow all rules and regulations with regard to the importation of soil and fill material. As
required by MM-HAZ-1, DTSC will review and approve the Proposed Project’s Hazardous Materials
Contingency Plan.

This comment provides recommendations and advice regarding fill import. The Proposed Project will
follow all rules and regulations with regard to the importation of soil and fill material. As required by
MM-HAZ-1, DTSC will review and approve the Proposed Project’'s Hazardous Materials
Contingency Plan.
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A-3.6 This comment recommends awareness of signs of contamination during construction, as well as waste
characterization for disposal, as necessary. MM-HAZ-1 requires preparation of a Hazardous Materials
Contingency Plan that addresses potential on-site contamination and must include procedures for
assessment, characterization, handling, and transportation of potentially contaminated media.

A-3.7 This comment recommends compliance with applicable or relevant and appropriate environmental
laws. As discussed in Section 3.8 of the EIR, the Proposed Project will comply with all applicable
environmental rules and regulations.

A-3.8 This comment is conclusory in nature. The comment does not raise any specific issues, questions, or
concerns related to the adequacy of the analysis in the EIR.
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A4.1

A-4.2

A-4.3

A-4.4

A-4.5

A-4.6

A4.7

Response to Comment Letter A-4

Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
Amy McNeill
July 3 and July 5, 2024

This comment is a transmittal email. Specific comments regarding the Proposed Project and EIR are
addressed below.

This comment provides an overview of Riverside County Flood Control’s role in development
entitlements. Specific comments regarding the Proposed Project and EIR are addressed below.

This comment states that the Proposed Project involves District-proposed Master Drainage Plan
facilities. However, as shown in the Proposed Project’'s Stormwater Infrastructure Plan, Figures 2-7a
and 2-7b of the EIR, the Proposed Project does not propose any Master Drainage Plan facilities.

This comment identifies that the project site is located within the limits of Riverside County Flood
Control’s Perris Valley Area Drainage Plan, for which drainage fees have been adopted. Per Riverside
County Flood Control’s request, applicable fees will be paid to Riverside County Flood Control prior to
issuance of grading or building permits.

This comment raises concerns that the Proposed Project could generate an increase in peak flows,
impacting downstream property owners, but that if the Proposed Project were to discharge to Perris
Valley Master Plan Line C, there would be no impact to downstream property owners. As discussed in
Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the EIR, the Proposed Project’s underground detention
systems are designed for a 100-year, 6-hour storm scenario and would result in a reduced 6-hour peak
discharge rate. Therefore, downstream property owners would not be impacted. Further, project site
stormwater runoff would discharge into Perris Valley Master Plan Line C (Appendix K-2). The comment
does not raise any specific issues, questions, or concerns related to the adequacy of the analysis in
the EIR.

This comment states that the Proposed Project may require a NPDES permit from the SWRCB. As
discussed in Section 3.9 in the EIR, the Proposed Project will comply with all applicable requirements
related to the NPDES permits. Because the Proposed Project would involve ground disturbance in
excess of 1.0 acre, a NPDES General Construction Permit would be obtained prior to development of
the Proposed Project.

The comment states that if a project is located within a FEMA mapped floodplain, then March JPA
should require the project applicant to evaluate impacts to meet FEMA requirements, require that a
Conditional Letter of Map Revision be obtained prior to issuance of a grading permit, and require that
a Letter of Map Revision be obtained prior to occupancy. As discussed in Section 3.9 of the EIR, FEMA
has determined that the project site is located within Zone D, per an updated Flood Insurance Rate
Study that became effective August 28, 2008. Zone D areas are defined as having possible, but
undetermined, flood hazards. A recent letter of map revision prepared by FEMA for areas along the
Perris Valley Channel-Lateral A indicates that the areas located between the project site and the Perris
Valley Channel-Lateral A are subject to a flood elevation of up to 1,486.4 feet NAVD 88 during a
100-year storm. The project site elevation ranges from approximately 1,490 to 1,495 feet NAVD 88.
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A-4.8

A-4.9

Because the elevation of the site is greater than the flood elevation identified in the recent letter of
map revision, the project site is located outside the 100-year flood zone for the Perris Valley Channel-
Lateral A. There are no other areas of known flooding located near the project site.

This comment states the project proponent must comply with all applicable mitigation measures
defined in the EIR and/or MMRP, including but not limited to MM-HYD-1 (Water Quality BMPs), as well
as all other federal, state, and local environmental rules and regulations. The EIR mitigation measures
will be enforced through the MMRP—see Chapter IV of this Final EIR.

The comment provides that in the event that a natural watercourse or mapped floodplain is impacted
by the Proposed Project, March JPA should require the applicant to obtain a Section 1602 Agreement
from CDFW, a Section 404 Permit from USACE, and Section 401 Water Quality Certification from
RWQCB (prior to issuance of the Section 404 permit). Jurisdictional waters and wetlands are discussed
in Section 3.3, Biological Resources, of the EIR. The Proposed Project anticipates permanent impacts
t0 0.35 acres (1,162 linear feet) of non-wetland waters of the United States and 0.10 acres of wetland
waters of the United States under USACE jurisdiction, 0.34 acres of non-wetland waters of the state
(1,130 linear feet) and 0.11 acres (22 linear feet) of wetland waters of the state under RWQCB
jurisdiction, and 0.49 acres (1,162 linear feet) of vegetated streambed under CDFW jurisdiction, as
shown in EIR Figure 3.3-6, Impacts to Aquatic Resources, USACE; Figure 3.3-7, Impacts to Aquatic
Resources, RWQCB; and Figure 3.3-8, Impacts to Aquatic Resources, CDFW. MM-BIO-5 (Jurisdictional
Waters Permitting and Regulatory Agency Permitting) requires mitigation through off-site
reestablishment credits to ensure no net loss of habitat, reducing impacts to less than significant.

As discussed further in Section 3.9 of the EIR, erosion control measures would be implemented during
construction as part of the SWPPP for the Proposed Project. Prior to the start of construction activities,
the Contractor is required to file a Notice of Intent with the SWRCB to obtain coverage under the NPDES
General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with the Construction and Land Disturbance
Activities (Order No 2009-009-DWQ, NPDES No. CAS000002) or the latest approved general permit.
This permit is required for earthwork that would result in the disturbance of 1 acre or more of total land
area, unless it is part of a larger plan of development. The required SWPPP will mandate the
implementation of BMPs to reduce or eliminate construction-related pollutants in the runoff, including
sediment. With the implementation of MM-BIO-5 and compliance with existing regulations, temporary
indirect impacts to wetlands would be reduced to less than significant.
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A-5.1

A-5.2

Response to Comment Letter A-5

CAL FIRE RCFD
Kevin Shin
July 9, 2024

This is a transmittal email. Specific comments regarding the Proposed Project and EIR are
addressed below.

This comment describes RCFD’s role in reviewing development projects and identifies the three closest
RCFD (and partner city) fire stations by response time to the project site: Station 90, Station 59, and
Station 91. The EIR and Initial Study (Appendix A-2) identified Station 65, Moreno Valley Station (15111
Indian Street), which is approximately 2 miles northeast of the project site, as the closest. RCFD’s Fire
Stations Map also identifies Station 65 as the closest fire station.12 The comment does not provide
Station 65’s response time. However, given that Station 65 is the closest station to the project
site (refer to Table 11.3-1 and Figure 11.3-1), it would likely have a faster response time than Stations
91, 90, and 59. No comments, questions, or concerns about the environmental analysis included
in the EIR are raised.

Table 11.3-1. RCFD Fire Stations

Station Name Approximate Distance to Project Site

Station 65 2 miles
Station 91 3 miles
Station 90 5 miles
Station 59 6 miles
A5.3 This comment raises concerns that the EIR does not accurately reflect the Proposed Project’s impacts

to response times from the closest fire station. As discussed in Response A-5.2, above, RCFD has
identified different fire stations than the EIR and Initial Study as closest to the project site. The EIR
presents the same information as was included in the Proposed Project’s Initial Study (Appendix A-2),
distributed for public review on March 31, 2021. RFCD provided a response on April 22, 2021
(Appendix A-3), stating that RFCD had no concerns with the information presented in the Initial Study
and did not have further comment.

As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, and further supported in Appendix A-2 of the
EIR, the Proposed Project would not result in substantial adverse impacts associated with the provision
and/or need of new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable response ratios and response times.

As discussed in Chapter 4 of the EIR, operation of the Proposed Project would generate approximately
150 jobs, which it is assumed would be filled by the existing residential population from the greater
Riverside County area. The associated land uses would be similar to those in the surrounding
developments and would not be anticipated to require additional fire protection services beyond what

12 RCFD (Riverside County Fire Department). 2021. “Fire Stations Map.” https://www.rvcfire.org/resources/fire-stations-map.

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR 12675
DECEMBER 2025 1.3-27



[1.3 - RESPONSES TO AGENCY COMMENTS

A-5.4

is already provided. As such, the Proposed Project would not result in substantial population growth
within RCFD’s jurisdiction that would burden existing fire services, and impacts would be less than
significant. Therefore, mitigation is not required.

The Proposed Project is subject to the payment of a DIF related to fire protection in accordance with
Ordinance No. JPA 15-01. The payment of these fees would provide funding for capital improvements
such as land and equipment purchases and fire station construction. The DIF amount is roughly
proportional to the burdens and demands for fire services generated by the development of the
Proposed Project.

Separate from RCFD’s Mutual Aid Agreement with the March ARB Fire Department, pursuant to the
Joint Use Agreement, March ARB will respond to fire and crash and rescue emergencies involving civil
aircraft outside of hangars or other structures at the project site.

This comment states that the closest RCFD station exceeds the acceptable response time, which is
identified as 4-minute maximum. As discussed in Response A-5.2, above, RCFD has identified different
fire stations than the EIR and Initial Study (Appendix A-2) as closest to the project site. It is unclear what
regulation RCFD could be referring to that would require a 4-minute maximum response time for the
Proposed Project.

Policy 4.1 of the March JPA General Plan Safety/Risk Management Element states, “Ensure that law
enforcement and fire services, such as fire equipment and response time, are adequate and able to
response to a major disaster.”3 NFPA Standard 1710 recommends “First Engine on Scene Time” of 4
minutes. However, under the 2009 RCFD Strategic Plan,4 NFPA Standard 1710 is to be considered a
guideline, not a requirement. Further, as stated in the 2016 RCFD Operational, Standards of Cover,
and Contract Fee Analysis Final Report: “With respect to the urban response time goal, it should be
noted that very few fire departments in metropolitan areas meet the NFPA 1710 travel-time standard.
In fact, most are several minutes above the standard, calling into question whether the standard is
realistic for most departments. It may be helpful to think of NFPA 1710 as a desirable gold standard.”15
The RCFD report recommends a 4.5-minute travel time for urban areas, even though such a goal is
“still challenging.” In recommending an alternative staffing model in 2017, RCFD identified a response
time of 5 minutes or less for Heavy Urban land classifications. RCFD’s identified closest fire station,
Station 90, meets both of these response time goals.

The comment further states that mutual aid stations, such as the March ARB fire station, are not
included in determining primary fire services for new projects. As discussed in Response A-5.3,
separate from RCFD’s Mutual Aid Agreement with the March ARB Fire Department, pursuant to the
Joint Use Agreement, March ARB will respond to fire and crash and rescue emergencies involving civil
aircraft outside of hangars or other structures at the project site.

13 March JPA (Joint Powers Authority). 1999. General Plan of the March Joint Powers Authority. https://marchjpa.com/wp-
content/uploads/2023/03/General-Plan_03-07-2023.pdf.

14 RCFD. 2009. Strategic Plan: 2009-2019. November 2009. Accessed September 19, 2024.
https://www.rvcfire.org/pdf/strategic-planning/StrategicPlan2009.pdf?v=2963.

15 RCFD. 2016. Operational, Standards of Cover, and Contract Fee Analysis. Final Report. March 2016. Accessed September 19,
2024. https://www.rvcfire.org/pdf/strategic-planning/Standards%200f%20Cover.pdf?v=420.
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A-5.6

This comment states the closest fire station is operating at or above its optimal capacity. As discussed
in Response A-5.2, RCFD has identified different fire stations than the EIR and Initial Study as closest
to the project site. The comment does not provide Station 65’s operating capacity. As discussed in
Chapter 4 of the EIR, the Proposed Project is subject to the payment of a DIF related to fire protection.
The Proposed Project’s DIF amount for fire protection facility fees is determined based on Ordinance
No. JPA 15-01. The payment of these fees would provide funding for capital improvements such as
land and equipment purchases and fire station construction. The DIF amount is roughly proportional to
the burdens and demands for fire services generated by the development of the Proposed Project.
Adhering to existing regulations is not considered mitigation under CEQA. As discussed in Chapter 4
and further supported in Appendix A-2 of the EIR, the Proposed Project’s impacts to fire services would
be less than significant and therefore do not require mitigation

This comment requests that impacts regarding fire services be mitigated. As discussed in Chapter 4 of
the EIR, the Proposed Project is subject to the payment of a DIF related to fire protection. The Proposed
Project’s DIF amount for fire protection facility fees is determined based on Ordinance No. JPA 15-01.
The payment of these fees would provide funding for capital improvements such as land and equipment
purchases and fire station construction. The DIF amount is roughly proportional to the burdens and
demands for fire services generated by the development of the Proposed Project. Adhering to existing
regulations is not considered mitigation under CEQA. As discussed in Chapter 4 and further supported
in Appendix A-2 of the EIR, the Proposed Project’s impacts to fire services would be less than significant
and therefore do not require mitigation.
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A6.1

A-6.2

A-6.3

A-6.4

A-6.5

A-6.6

Response to Comment Letter A-6

City of Moreno Valley
July 9, 2024

This is a transmittal email. Specific comments, questions, or concerns about the Proposed Project and
EIR are addressed below.

This is a general introductory comment with a brief description of the Proposed Project and location.
No comments, questions, or concerns about the environmental analysis included in the EIR are raised.

This comment asserts the EIR’s aesthetics analysis relied on the Initial Study, which included a 14-foot
decorative concrete tilt-up screen wall and enhanced landscaping fronting Heacock Street as part of
the Proposed Project. However, the development footprint of the Proposed Project was substantially
reduced, eliminating Heacock Street frontage, after the release of the Initial Study (Appendix A-2 of the
EIR). Primary access to the site would occur at a new signalized entrance onto Heacock Street (refer to
Figure 2-5, Site Plan: Air Cargo Center Component, and Figure 2-10, Off-Site Development Plan, of the
EIR). The EIR does not rely on the Initial Study’s aesthetics analysis. Chapter 4, Other CEQA
Considerations, of the EIR, analyzed scenic vistas and visual character/quality impacts of the current
version of the Proposed Project and determined such impacts to be less than significant.

This comment requests a Line-of-Sight Plan to assess the Proposed Project’s visual impacts. As
discussed in Chapter 2, Project Description, of the EIR, the project site is situated between existing
logistics/warehouse to the northeast, east, and south so the Proposed Project would be visually
compatible with the surrounding environment. As discussed in Chapter 4 of the EIR, based on the
existing developed nature of the area, which supports numerous distribution and logistics warehouses
that are comparable to or of greater bulk and scale than the proposed Air Cargo Center Component, as
well as the prevalence of air navigation facilities associated with March ARB, implementation of the
Proposed Project would not create substantial visual contrast in the context of the existing visual
environment, and impacts to visual character and quality would be less than significant. As such, a
Line-of-Sight Plan is not required to fully evaluate the Proposed Project’s visual impacts.

This comment also requests that the analysis consider the City of Moreno Valley’s General Plan Goals
and Policies. However, the Proposed Project is located within the March JPA Planning Area and not the
City. Evaluation of the Proposed Project’s consistency with the applicable goals and policies of the
March JPA General Plan is completed within Section 3.10, Land Use and Planning, of the EIR.

This comment requests that the building, site wall, fencing, and landscaping plans be submitted to the
City. The Proposed Project will be conditioned to ensure that it provides the requested plans to the City
for the City’s records; however, MIPAA has approval authority of the requested plans.

This comment requests that the conceptual landscape plans identify drought-tolerant planting and use
of the Moreno Valley specified street tree, the Canary Island Pine, along the Heacock Street frontage
and that the City and MIPAA coordinate to ensure a unified streetscape on the landscape plan. As
discussed in Response A-6.3, the development footprint of the Proposed Project was substantially
reduced prior to publication of the EIR, eliminating the Heacock Street frontage. Figure 2-9, Landscape
Plan, has been revised in the Final EIR to remove proposed vegetation. As shown in the revised figure,
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A-B.7

A-6.8

A-6.9

landscaping will only include hardscape and soil binders. Hardscape along the Heacock Street
extension will include decorative boulders, gravel, and decomposed granite. The eastern parcel of the
Proposed Project, which fronts Heacock Street, is part of a superfund site known as Site FTOO7 or Site
7 and was a former fire training and disposal/burn pit area. Site 7 remediation efforts by March ARB
are ongoing. As discussed in Chapter 2 of the EIR, one of the Proposed Project objectives is to avoid
disturbance to Site 7. As such, Heacock Street cannot be widened further to accommodate the
requested streetscape as it would disturb Site 7.

This comment requests that the applicant participate in any special district formed to pay exclusively
for future installation and ongoing maintenance and installation of landscaping, bike paths, walking
trails, or any other amenities along Heacock Street. As discussed in Response A-6.3, the development
footprint of the Proposed Project was substantially reduced prior to publication of the EIR, eliminating
the Heacock Street frontage.

This comment requests to review the Hazardous Material Contingency Plan. MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous
Materials Contingency Plan) requires the plan be reviewed and approved by MIPAA, EPA, DTSC, and the
Santa Ana RWQCB. The Proposed Project will be conditioned to provide a copy of the plan to the City at
the time of submittal to MIPAA.

This comment requests the Proposed Project be conditioned to construct the Heacock Street extension
to Harley Knox Boulevard. The proposed Heacock Street extension south of the existing terminus at
Nandina Avenue to Harley Knox Boulevard is located within Clear Zone for March ARB Runway 14/32
(see Figure 5-2 of the March ARB 2018 AICUZ Study). The Clear Zone “is required for all active runways
and should remain undeveloped.”1¢ This restriction is further implemented through Table MA-2 of the
March ARB/MIP Airport ALUCP, which requires all existing open land to remain undeveloped. As
requested by the City, the proposed Heacock Street extension south of the existing terminus at Nandina
Avenue to Harley Knox Boulevard was included in the Joint Scoping Agreement (included as
Appendix 1.1 in Appendix M-1, Traffic Analysis, of the EIR); however, it is not feasible to provide a new
roadway extension along the Heacock Street alignment connecting to Harley Knox Boulevard within a
potential crash zone. March ARB does not support the extension of Heacock Street to the south.

Project trucks would utilize existing designated truck routes to access Harley Knox Boulevard. As
discussed in Section 3.12, Transportation, of the EIR, Heacock Street, San Michele Road, Indian Street,
and Harley Knox Boulevard are designated truck routes (refer to EIR Appendix M-1.1, Traffic Analysis
Report, Exhibits 3-14, 3-15, and 3-16). The March JPA truck routes are also provided in Figure 3.12-3,
March JPA Truck Routes, in the EIR. The Traffic Analysis Report evaluated traffic conditions without and
with the Heacock Street Extension. As such, there are analysis and findings that are made without the
extension in place, and the extension was not required to support the Proposed Project.

The comment further requests drive counts to be provided to the City. In response to this comment,
MM-TRA-2 (Project Truck Route on Heacock Street) has been revised in the Final EIR to incorporate the
City’s request for drive counts. Please see Chapter IV, MMRP, of this Final EIR for the revised language
of MM-TRA-2.

16 March ARB. 2018. Air Installations Compatible Use Zones Study, March Air Reserve Base, Riverside, California. Final.
February 2018. https://www.marchjpa.com/documents/docs_forms/AICUZ_2018.pdf.
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A-6.10

A6.11

A-6.12

A-6.13

A-6.14

This comment requests full improvements along the Proposed Project frontage of Heacock Street,
including curb, side, and gutter; landscaping and buffer (setback) areas; and turn pockets into the
project site. Further, in response to agency concerns regarding potential hazards related to Site 7 and
requests for clearer delineation, the Proposed Project now includes a parcel map to split the D-1
property into two parcels subdivide an existing 56.33-acre parcel of the D-1 property into two parcels
(one developable parcel and one constrained parcel) and a lettered lot for access and utility purposes
(Figure 2-11, Tentative Parcel Map, in the Final EIR). The western developable parcel will encompass
the Air Cargo Component of the Proposed Project and exclude all of Site 7. The eastern constrained
parcel, which fronts Heacock Street, will encompass part of Site 7, including the former fire training
and disposal/burn pit areas. The parcel map will have no physical effect on the environment and its
addition does not change the analysis in the EIR.

As noted in Section 2.4.1.1, Air Cargo Center Improvement, of the EIR, the only improvement on the
eastern parcel would be the access road in the south, which would widen an existing street that already
connects to Heacock Street and avoids the environmentally sensitive burn pits. As discussed in
Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Section 3.8.1, Existing Conditions, of the EIR, in 2007,
the property was transferred to March JPA using a quitclaim deed (provided in Appendix J-2, NETR
Environmental Lien Report, of the EIR) with environmental restrictions in an associated Covenant to
Restrict Use of Property, including prohibition of groundwater extraction and soil removal for non-
remediation purposes. The Proposed Project includes construction of a 225-foot right-turn pocket into
the existing access roadway along the southbound side of Heacock Street. Due to the deed restriction,
Heacock Street (and the Proposed Project access) along the entire frontage of the eastern parcel
boundary cannot be further widened.

This comment requests the Proposed Project provide a fair-share contribution for pavement
maintenance for specified roadways. PDF-TRA-1 has been revised in the Final EIR to reflect the City’'s
request for the applicant to pay a fair-share contribution for the pavement maintenance over a 30-year
cycle of the specified roadway segments. Although Project Design Features are already part of the
Proposed Project, they will also be included as separate conditions of approval and included in the
MMRP. MIPAA will monitor compliance through the MMRP. Please see Chapter IV of this Final EIR for
the revised language of PDF-TRA-1.

This comment requests a traffic management plan be prepared and submitted to MIPAA and the City
prior to occupancy. MM-TRA-2 has been revised in the Final EIR to indicate the preparation and
submittal of a Traffic Management Plan. Please see Chapter IV of this Final EIR for the revised language
of MM-TRA-2.

This comment requests applicable plans be submitted to the City for City right-of-way encroachments.
The Proposed Project will be conditioned to provide the engineering plans to the City Engineer for review
and approval as it relates to improvements identifying encroachments within the City’s right-of-way.

This comment requested specified improvements and fair-share contribution for off-site improvements.
The improvements described in this comment are already incorporated into the Proposed Project (see
Appendix M-1.1, Exhibit 1-5, Site Adjacent Roadway and Site Access Recommendations, of the EIR). As
provided in PDF-TRA-1, the Proposed Project’s fair-share contribution for off-site improvements would
be $281,498, of which $166,259 would be contributed to the City.
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A-6.15 This comment requests that the applicant engage in discussions with the City over incorporating a
community benefit for the City due to the identified significant and unavoidable noise/air quality
impacts. As discussed in the EIR, the Proposed Project would result in significant and unavoidable
operational air quality and aircraft noise impacts. In consideration of public input, the applicant has
elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed
Project operations by approximately 30% and not include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights between
10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce the Proposed Project’s significant and
unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with mitigation incorporated. For a further
discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this Final EIR. This comment does not raise
any comments, questions, or concerns about the adequacy of the environmental analysis of noise/air
quality included in the EIR.

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR 12675
DECEMBER 2025 11.3-40



[1.3 - RESPONSES TO AGENCY COMMENTS

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR 12675
DECEMBER 2025 11.3-41



[1.3 - RESPONSES TO AGENCY COMMENTS

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR 12675
DECEMBER 2025 1.3-42



[1.3 - RESPONSES TO AGENCY COMMENTS

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR 12675
DECEMBER 2025 1.3-43



[1.3 - RESPONSES TO AGENCY COMMENTS

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR 12675
DECEMBER 2025 11.3-44



[1.3 - RESPONSES TO AGENCY COMMENTS

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR 12675
DECEMBER 2025 11.3-45



[1.3 - RESPONSES TO AGENCY COMMENTS

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR 12675
DECEMBER 2025 11.3-46



[1.3 - RESPONSES TO AGENCY COMMENTS

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR 12675
DECEMBER 2025 1.3-47



[1.3 - RESPONSES TO AGENCY COMMENTS

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR 12675
DECEMBER 2025 1.3-48



[1.3 - RESPONSES TO AGENCY COMMENTS

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR 12675
DECEMBER 2025 1.3-49



[1.3 - RESPONSES TO AGENCY COMMENTS

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR 12675
DECEMBER 2025 11.3-50



[1.3 - RESPONSES TO AGENCY COMMENTS

Response to Comment Letter A-7

Department of the Air Force
Air Force Reserve Command
Colonel Bryan M. Bailey
Commander, 452 Air Mobility Wing
July 19, 2024

As noted in the DAF letter dated January 17, 2025, the DAF is satisfied with the following responses to comments
to the DAF letter dated July 19, 2024.

A-7.1

A-7.2

A-7.3

A-7.4

A-7.5

A-7.6

A-7.7

A-7.8

This comment is a transmittal email. No comments, questions, or concerns about the environmental
analysis included in the EIR are raised.

This comment states the March ARB would like to remain up to date on the EIR process and reserves
the right to provide additional comments. The comment does not raise any specific comments or
questions about the EIR.

This comment states that the Base can be contacted for further questions. No comments, questions,
or concerns about the environmental analysis included in the EIR are raised.

This comment is introductory in nature. Specific comments are addressed below.

This comment expressed concerns regarding encroachment of work areas on the Explosive Ordnance
Disposal (EOD) range. The Proposed Project will be conditioned to follow the procedures and guidelines
provided by March ARB. As noted in the March ARB letter dated January 17, 2025, specifically Item 1,
Requested Approvals and Entitlements, first bullet point, “MARB personnel will provide the project
developer with scheduled future EOD operational periods and other relevant data, to which the
developer will adhere and temporarily cease construction activity as required.”

This comment requests further information regarding proposed closures of Taxiway A. No closures of
Taxiway A are anticipated. Construction work will be done on either side and connecting to Taxiway A.
Any drainage work will be conducted by jack and boring under Taxiway A. The Proposed Project will be
conditioned to coordinate with Base operations when any work is to be performed adjacent to Taxiway
A. As noted in the March ARB letter dated January 17, 2025, specifically Item 3, Airfield Operations,
first bullet point, “March JPA and the developer have assured that no construction activity associated
with the Proposed Project will require or result in temporary closure of Taxiway A.”

This comment questions if there is a mitigation plan in place for the temporary loss of the March ARB
installation perimeter/security fence. The existing fence will remain in place while the new fencing is
installed. The Proposed Project will be conditioned to adhere to any security measures provided by the
Base. As noted in the March ARB letter dated January 17, 2025, specifically ltem 4, Safety and Security,
DAF is “satisfied with the proposed siting and scope of work as they concern the proposed perimeter
force protection fencing.”

This comment discusses the timeframe for obtaining access easements for temporary construction
and/or permanent maintenance in the proposed Work Areas. The Proposed Project will be conditioned
to revise the 813s pursuant to March ARB input and resubmit to March ARB for review. As noted in the
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A-7.9

A-7.10

A-7.11

A-7.12

A-7.13

A-7.14

A-7.15

March ARB letter dated January 17, 2025, specifically Iltem 1, Requested Approvals and Entitlements,
second bullet point, “Further discussion between MARB and the project developer is needed to
distinguish the need for temporary and/or permanent access easements vice temporary airfield
waivers to accommodate D-1 project construction activity. If permanent easements are deemed
necessary to access and/or maintain the proposed Work Areas, the project developer understands this
could take up to 24 months to obtain from the Department of Air Force.” Additionally, as noted in Item
2, Environmental and Utilities, “future discussions are likely as they concern the six AF Form
813 submittals.”

This comment raises concerns regarding the potential prolonging of construction impacts on airfield
operations due to grading limitations on days with a high air quality index. MM-AQ-2 (Construction
Requirements) prohibits grading on days forecasted to have an AQI of 150 or above (Red [Unhealthy]
under EPA criteria). The region experiences AQl 150 or above on an average of 34 days per year.
Grading operations are anticipated to take 32 days. It is not anticipated that MM-AQ-2 will prolong
construction impacts on airfield operations.

This comment expresses concern regarding the use of reclaimed water for landscaping. The project
description included in Chapter 2, Project Description, in the Final EIR has been revised to clarify that
the Proposed Project will not have any landscaping—hardscaping only. No reclaimed water use
is anticipated.

This comment questions the mitigation measures applicable to reduce impacts to burrowing owl. If
burrowing owls are present on site, the Proposed Project will comply with MM-BIO-1A (Burrowing Owl
Avoidance and Minimization Measures) and MM-BIO-1B (Burrowing Owl Relocation and Mitigation
Plan), which are drafted to comply with CDFW guidance.

This comment requests that March ARB review and approve proposed vegetation to avoid invasive and
non-desirable vegetation from taking hold. As discussed in Response A-7.10, above, the project
description included in Chapter 2 in the Final EIR has been revised to clarify that the Proposed Project
will incorporate hardscape only with no vegetation.

This comment identifies the Juan Bautista de Anza National Historic Trail as passing through portions
of the project site. According to BLM maps, the Juan Bautista de Anza National Historic Trail does not
traverse the project site (see also Map OSRC-1, Regional Open Space and Trails, in the MoVal 2040
General Plan). The comment further requests the EIR discuss the historic use of the project site as part
of the March Air Force Base. This discussion has been expanded in Section 3.4, Cultural Resources, of
the Final EIR.

This comment requests mitigation measures to address increases in GHG emissions due to the
Proposed Project’s flight operations. MIPAA does not have regulatory authority over aircraft emissions;
FAA and EPA are the regulatory authorities. Aircraft emissions account for the vast majority of GHG
(72%), VOC (90%), NOx (90%), and CO (82%) emissions; however, there is no feasible mitigation to
reduce these emissions because aircraft technology to control emissions has not been developed.
Research is ongoing for controlling GHG, VOC, NOx, and CO emissions and improving fuel efficiencies.

This comment asks what the mitigation plans are for hazardous Per- and Polyfuoroalkyl Substances
and other hazardous waste disposal. The Proposed Project will be conditioned to follow Department of
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A-7.16

A-7.17

A-7.18

A-7.19

A-7.20

A-7.21

Defense standards for removal or encapsulation of soils. MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency
Plan) has been revised to clarify that the applicant shall provide the plan to the Base for review prior to
start of grading. Although not expected to occur, MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater Management)
addresses contact with groundwater. Please see Chapter IV, MMRP, of this Final EIR for the revised
language of MM-HAZ-1.

This comment states several tribes have claimed nearby traditional cultural landscapes and requests
mitigation measures to manage and assure collaboration with the affected tribes. The tribes
participating in consultation have not raised this issue. Pursuant to MM-TCR-1 (Tribal Monitoring), tribal
monitors will be present on site during grading operations.

This comment questions the Proposed Project's drainage impacts to the Heacock channel. The
Heacock channel is sized to accommodate drainage from the project site. As discussed in Section 3.9,
Hydrology and Water Quality, of the EIR, the Proposed Project drainage system will be designed to
ensure stormwater discharge does not exceed the existing flow rate.

This comment raises concerns that on-site bio retention facilities elevate the Bird Air Strike Hazard
concern. All on-site retention will be underground so there will be no standing water on the project site.
MM-HAZ-3 (Wildlife Protective Measures) requires incorporation of the recommendations included in
the Wildlife Hazard Review (Appendix J-3 of the EIR) to reduce safety risks posed by wildlife to aircraft
in flight.

This comment expresses concern regarding cumulative environmental impacts. The Proposed Project
is a stand-alone project and is not tied to any other development. The EIR analyzes cumulative impacts
of this Proposed Project in conjunction with current, approved, and anticipated regional projects as
required by CEQA. The Proposed Project does not propose expansion of the fix based operator-general
aviation or commercial passenger operations. Any commercial passenger operations would require
further environmental evaluation.

This comment expresses that minimal/no impact from construction of the Proposed Project to mission
aircraft would need to be ensured. As discussed in Response A-7.6, above, Proposed Project
construction will not impact operations of Taxiway A. The applicant will coordinate with March ARB
operations when any work is to be performed adjacent to Taxiway A. The Proposed Project will be
conditioned to adhere to March ARB direction regarding construction in the vicinity of Taxiway A. As
noted in the March ARB letter dated January 17, 2025, specifically ltem 3, Airfield Operations, first
bullet point, “March JPA and the developer have assured that no construction activity associated with
the Proposed Project will require or result in temporary closure of Taxiway A.”

This comment discusses that March ARB has attempted to minimize noise disturbance during
nighttime hours between 11:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. The Proposed Project does not propose any flights
during quiet hours of between 11:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. In consideration of public input, the applicant
has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation Noise Alternative, which would reduce
Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights
between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce the Proposed Project’s significant and
unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with mitigation incorporated. For a further
discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this Final EIR.
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A-7.22

A-7.23

A-7.24

A-7.25

A-7.26

A-7.27

This comment raises concerns regarding workload and safety impacts for March ARB air traffic control
staffing resources. The Proposed Project will be conditioned to pay fair-share landing fees to fund
additional Base air traffic control personnel in consultation with the Base.

This comment questions the EIR’s determination of Alternative 4 as the Environmentally Superior
Alternative and questions if the proposed development would shift to a private aircraft facilities
expansion. CEQA addresses project alternatives differently than NEPA does. In reviewing alternatives,
CEQA requires the EIR to identify the Environmentally Superior Alternative but does not require the
agency to approve that alternative. The applicant does not plan on shifting to private aircraft services.

This comment expresses concern regarding line-of-sight obstruction, particularly SFS’s ability to see
southward outside the fence from March ARB. The Proposed Project will be conditioned to coordinate
with SFS for the number and placements of cameras around the Proposed Project building and to
provide SFS access to said camera feeds.

This comment raises safety concerns related to the Work Areas and the EOD cordon. As discussed in
Response A-7.5, above, the Proposed Project will be conditioned to follow the procedures and
guidelines provided by the March ARB. As noted in the March ARB letter dated January 17, 2025,
specifically Item 1, Requested Approvals and Entitlements, first bullet point, “MARB personnel will
provide the project developer with scheduled future EOD operational periods and other relevant data,
to which the developer will adhere and temporarily cease construction activity as required.”

This comment is in regard to the March ARB perimeter security fence. As discussed in Response A-7.7,
above, the existing fence will remain in place while the new fencing is installed. The Proposed Project
will be conditioned to adhere to any security measures provided by the March ARB. As noted in the
March ARB letter dated January 17, 2025, specifically Item 4, Safety and Security, Colonel Bailey is
“satisfied with the proposed siting and scope of work as they concern the proposed perimeter force
protection fencing.”

This comment is conclusory in nature. Specific comments are addressed above.
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A-8.3

A-8.4

A-8.5

A-8.6

Response to Comment Letter A-8

City of Riverside
Matthew Taylor
July 23, 2024

This comment is a transmittal email. No comments, questions, or concerns about the environmental
analysis included in the EIR are raised.

This comment is introductory in nature. No comments, questions, or concerns about the environmental
analysis included in the EIR are raised.

This comment provides a brief summary of the Proposed Project. No comments, questions, or concerns
about the environmental analysis included in the EIR are raised.

This comment objects to flight operations between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. In
consideration of public input and as further discussed in Response A-8.28, below, the project applicant
has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation Noise Alternative, which would reduce
Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights
between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce the Proposed Project’s significant and
unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with mitigation incorporated. For a further
discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this Final EIR.

This comment states that Alternative 3 is a viable alternative. The EIR does not state that Alternative 3 is
not viable. As discussed in Chapter 5, Alternatives, of the EIR, “Alternative 3 would meet all project
objectives, but to a lesser extent than the Proposed Project.” In consideration of public input and as
further discussed in Response A-8.28, below, the project applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6,
the Reduced Aviation Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project operations by
approximately 30% and not include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00
a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce the Proposed Project’s significant and unavoidable aviation noise
impacts to less than significant with mitigation incorporated. For a further discussion of Alternative 6,
please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this Final EIR.

This comment requests the current number of annual civilian flight operations, proposed flight
operations, and flight operations from any reasonably foreseeable cumulative projects. Table 3.11-3,
Annual Airfield Operations at March ARB, of the EIR provides existing military and civilian flight operations
from the Draft KC-46A EIS. As noted in the table, there are 4,972 annual civilian operations. This table
has been added to Chapter 2, Project Description, of the Final EIR. The Proposed Project would result in
10,608 annual operations. The current capacity of annual civilian air cargo operations under the Joint
Use Agreement is approximately 21,000 flight operations (see Section 1[c] of the agreement). The total
annual operations for the Proposed Project and existing aircraft would be 15,580 flight operations or
approximately 75% of the operations authorized under the Joint Use Agreement. In consideration of
public input and as further discussed in Response A-8.28, below, the project applicant has elected to
pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project
operations by approximately 30% to 7,488 flight operations. The total annual operations for the
Proposed Project and existing aircraft would be 12,460 flight operations or approximately 59% of the
operations authorized under the Joint Use Agreement. As discussed in Section 3.11, Noise, of the EIR,
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“at this time, apart from the Proposed Project, there are no other planned or proposed air cargo projects
that would have the potential to increase aviation operations and the associated aircraft noise levels.”

This comment alleges that, because the Proposed Project plans depict an apron sized for larger aircraft,
the EIR should have evaluated impacts from larger aircraft. As discussed in Chapter 2 of the EIR,
parking aprons were sized to accommodate commercial cargo airplanes. Because there is no proposed
tenant at this time, the proposed flight operations scenarios reflect a fleet consisting of Boeing 767-
300 aircraft, which is a typical plane utilized in air cargo operations. As a condition of approval, prior to
issuance of a certificate of occupancy, analysis of the ultimate tenant’s aircraft fleet mix (i.e., emissions,
fueling requirements, noise) shall be reviewed by MIPAA for conformance with this EIR; non-
conformance may require additional CEQA review. Draft EIR figures showing a larger aircraft than the
Boeing 767-300 (i.e., Figure 2-5) were incorrect and have been updated in the Final EIR. These
revisions do not constitute new information under CEQA and do not change the environmental analysis
in the EIR. MM-NOI-2 (Future Tenant Aircraft Fleet) requires that, prior to issuance of a certificate of
occupancy, a noise analysis be provided confirming that the proposed tenant’s aircraft fleet mix would
not exceed the noise levels disclosed in this EIR and that, absent such documentation, additional
environmental review is required as part of a discretionary action to revise the conditions of approval.

This comment questions the proposed hours of operations of the cargo building. Because there is no
proposed tenant at this time, the EIR analysis assumed the cargo building would operate 24 hours per
day, 7 days per week.

This comment raises concerns regarding the aircraft depicted in Figure 2-5, Site Plan: Air Cargo Center
Component, in the Draft EIR. Because there is no proposed tenant at this time, the proposed flight
operations scenarios analyzed in the Draft EIR reflect a fleet consisting of Boeing 767-300 aircraft,
which is a typical plane utilized in air cargo operations. Figure 2-5 incorrectly depicted a larger aircraft
and has been corrected in the Final EIR. This revision does not constitute new information under CEQA
and does not change the environmental analysis in the EIR.

This comment raises concerns regarding the number of dock doors shown in Figure 2-6, Cargo Building
Elevations, in the Draft EIR. This figure has been updated in the Final EIR to reflect the correct number
of dock doors (31) and also maximum height (45 feet) of the proposed cargo building as analyzed in
the EIR. This revision does not constitute new information under CEQA and does not change the
environmental analysis in the Final EIR.

This comment states the EIR should analyze land use impacts if the Proposed Project operations would
necessitate reassessment of the land use compatibility zones in the March ARB/Inland Port Airport
ALUCP. Figure 3.11-9, ALUCP Compatibility Map, in the EIR is primarily based on the 2005 March ARB
AICUZ (ALUCP, Section MA.1.1).17 As shown in Figure 4-3 of the 2018 March ARB AICUZ, the 2005
noise contours covered a wider area than the 2018 noise contours. Both the 2005 and 2018 AICUZ
noise contours were developed assuming the Inland Port Airport was operating at its maximum capacity
allowed under the Joint Use Agreement or 21,000 annual flight operations. The 2018 AICUZ noise
contours were developed assuming a noisier aircraft mix and full utilization of the allowed civilian flight
operations (21,000 flight operations identified in the Joint Use Agreement), as well as 31,172

17 March ARB. 2018. Air Installations Compatible Use Zones Study, March Air Reserve Base, Riverside, California. Final.
February 2018. https://www.marchjpa.com/documents/docs_forms/AICUZ_2018.pdf.
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additional annual flight operations from an assortment of military and other aircraft that include the
following: C-17 (14,078), F-15E (1,216), KC-135R (5,810), MQ-9 (2,272), PC12 (602), AS350 (300),
Cessna 172 (2,994), Cessna 182 (996), and Transient (2,904).

The total annual operations for the Proposed Project and existing aircraft would be 15,580 flight
operations or approximately 75% of the operations authorized under the Joint Use Agreement. EIR
Figures 3.11-11 and 3.11-12 depict existing plus non-peak Project flight operations and existing plus
peak Project flight operations, respectively, and are well within the boundaries of the 2018 AICUZ noise
contours (Draft EIR Figure 3.11-4). Therefore, the Proposed Project is not expected to create new or
intensify existing hazards or noise impacts with respect to the March ARB/Inland Port Airport ALUCP
compatibility designations and corresponding development restrictions. In consideration of public input
and as further discussed in Response A-8.28, below, the project applicant has elected to pursue
Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project operations
by approximately% to 7,488 flight operations. The total annual operations for the Proposed Project and
existing aircraft would be 12,460 flight operations or approximately 59% of the operations authorized
under the Joint Use Agreement. Alternative 6 would reduce the Proposed Project’s significant and
unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with mitigation incorporated. For a further
discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this Final EIR.

This comment states that the EIR did not adequately consider noise effects on the larger surrounding
area, specifically residential areas within the City of Riverside, and cumulative impacts. Communities
to the west of the project site, which would include Mission Grove, Orangecrest, Canyon Crest, and
Woodcrest, may see aircraft flights and/or experience aviation traffic noise levels. As discussed in
Section 3.11 of the EIR, all the flights throughout the year (including type of aircraft, time of day,
direction, landing/takeoff) are modeled to develop baseline aircraft noise contours. The EIR utilized the
aircraft noise modeling presented in the January 2024 Revised Draft KC-46A EIS, which disclosed
existing civilian and military aircraft noise. The existing operations data used in the KC-46A EIS were
obtained in June 2022. As shown in Figure 3.11-3, Baseline Aircraft Operational Noise Levels, of the
EIR, the residential neighborhoods within the City of Riverside are outside the existing 60 dBA contour
line. The 2018 March ARB AICUZ noise contours map, Figure 3.11-4 of the EIR, does show the 60 dBA
contour line curving west over the identified neighborhoods. However, the 2018 AICUZ noise contours
were developed assuming a noisier aircraft mix and full utilization of the allowed civilian flight
operations (21,000 flight operations identified in the Joint Use Agreement), as well as 31,172
additional annual flight operations from an assortment of military and other aircraft that include the
following: C-17 (14,078), F-15E (1,216), KC-135R (5,810), MQ-9 (2,272), PC12 (602), AS350 (300),
Cessna 172 (2,994), Cessna 182 (996), and Transient (2,904). The baseline noise contours shown in
Figure 3.11-3 of the EIR are based upon the KC-46A EIS Figure 3-1 noise contours, which the KC-46A
EIS acknowledges as being different from the 2018 AICUZ noise contours (EIR Figure 3.11-4) due to
“reflecting a smaller number of C-17 operations” and “a much smaller number of civilian aircraft
operations.” As shown in Figures 3.11-11 (non-peak operations) and 3.11-12 (peak operations) of the
EIR, the addition of the Proposed Project’s aircraft noise would not expand the 60 dBA contour line over
or near the residential neighborhoods within the City of Riverside. With regard to cumulative aircraft
noise impacts, Section 3.11 of the EIR acknowledges that DAF approval of the KC-46A aircraft would
lessen overall aircraft noise impacts but the Proposed Project’'s impacts would still be
cumulatively considerable.
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This comment reiterates concerns regarding aircraft depicted on the Proposed Project site plan with
regard to the EIR’s air quality analysis and states the largest, most heavily emitting aircraft the facility
could accommodate should be analyzed or the Proposed Project should be restricted. As discussed
above in Response A-8.7, because there is no proposed tenant at this time, the proposed flight
operations scenarios reflect a fleet consisting of Boeing 767-300 aircraft, which is a typical plane
utilized in air cargo operations. A condition of approval will require conformation with the assumptions
made in the EIR. The figures depicting a larger aircraft have been corrected in the Final EIR.

This comment questions why it would not be feasible to limit flight operations such that air quality
impacts would be less than significant. CEQA Guidelines Section 15364 defines "feasible" as capable
of being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account
economic, environmental, legal, social, and technological factors. Not accounting for other Proposed
Project emissions sources (mobile, area, energy, on-site equipment), flight operations would need to
be reduced 91%, which represents a reduction in flight operations to allow approximately 3 flight
operations a day to reduce emissions to be under the SCAQMD operational thresholds. Such an
alternative would not meet the majority of the Proposed Project objectives.

This comment questions the EIR’s conclusion that there is no feasible mitigation to reduce emissions.
Please refer to Response A-8.14, above.

This comment questions how the quantity of fuel usage was determined to not be wasteful or
unnecessary. Threshold ENG-1 asks if the Proposed Project would result in potentially significant
environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources
during project construction or operation. There is no quantity of fuel usage that would be used as a
threshold. A project such as the Proposed Project would include fuel demand for mobile sources and
aircraft; however, the standard conditions and mitigation measures provide that the Proposed Project’s
operations would not result in a more inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary consumption of energy
resources than other similar development projects of this nature. As discussed in Section 3.5, Energy,
of the EIR, compliance with increasingly stringent electricity, natural gas, and fuel efficiency standards
combined with compliance with the California Building Code and CALGreen Code would ensure that
operation of the Proposed Project would demand only the energy necessary and not be inefficient or
wasteful; thus, the impact would be less than significant.

This comment reiterates concerns regarding aircraft depicted on the Proposed Project site plan with
regard to the EIR’s GHG analysis and states the largest, most heavily emitting aircraft the facility could
accommodate should be analyzed or the Proposed Project should be restricted. As discussed above in
Response A-8.7, because there is no proposed tenant at this time, the proposed flight operations
scenarios reflect a fleet consisting of Boeing 767-300 aircraft, which is a typical plane utilized in air
cargo operations. A condition of approval will require confirmation of the assumptions made in the EIR.
The figures depicting a larger aircraft have been corrected in the Final EIR.

This comment questions the EIR’s conclusion that the Proposed Project would not conflict with an
applicable GHG plan. As discussed in Connect SoCal 2022, the RTP/SCS goal of reducing GHG
emissions and improving air quality is based on creating a more compact development pattern,
combined with identified transportation network improvements and strategies to improve pedestrian
and bicycle access, lower average trip lengths, and reduce VMT. As discussed in Section 3.7,
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, of the EIR, the Proposed Project would comply with the policies set forth
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in Connect SoCal and the March JPA General Plan by reducing vehicle trips and VMT, increasing the
use of alternative fuel vehicles, and improving energy efficiency. The goal of reducing GHG emissions
and improving air quality does not mean there is no increase in GHG emissions or criteria air pollutants,
but that the Proposed Project is consistent with the strategy for reducing GHG emissions, which in turn
has the co-benefit of improving air quality.

As discussed in Section 3.7 in the EIR, the Proposed Project would involve development of an
employment-generating land use, similar to existing permitted land uses in the vicinity. Development
of the Proposed Project would provide new job opportunities to residents in the region, improving the
jobs/housing balance. The Proposed Project would reduce commutes to large urban centers such as
Los Angeles or Orange County and reduce VMT associated with longer commutes. Further, the
Proposed Project will implement MM-AQ-3 (Improved Energy Efficiency and Water Reduction) through
MM-AQ-6 (Additional Air Quality Tenant Requirements) and MM-GHG-1 (Installation of EV Charging
Stations), which are discrete mitigation measures aimed at reducing criteria air pollutant and
GHG emissions.

The Proposed Project would result in significant and unavoidable impacts to air quality because it would
exceed the SCAQMD regjonal thresholds of significance. However, as discussed in Section 3.2, Air
Quiality, of the EIR, the Proposed Project is consistent with the growth assumptions in the 2022 AQMP.
The 2022 AQMP demonstrates that the applicable ambient air quality standards can be achieved within
the time frames required under federal law. Growth projections from local general plans adopted by
jurisdictions in the SCAQMD are provided to SCAG, which develops regional growth forecasts that are
then used to develop future air quality forecasts for the AQMP. Additionally, as discussed in the Air
Quality Technical Report (Appendix B-1 of the EIR), the Proposed Project would be consistent with the
RTP/SCS because it does not exceed growth projections in the RTP/SCS or the AQMP; thus,
employment growth would not substantially add to traffic congestion.

As discussed above, the Proposed Project can have a significant and unavoidable impact with respect
to one threshold and still be consistent with the goals and policies in place to measure compliance with
the RTP/SCS. As discussed in Section 3.7, the Proposed Project would be consistent with the RTP/SCS
because it supports those goals and policies for improving jobs to housing balance, reducing VMT, and
incorporating new vehicle technologies. Accordingly, the conclusion of less-than-significant impact is
supported by evidence and substantiated.

This comment questions the EIR’s less-than-significant GHG impact conclusion due to the Proposed
Project’s inability to reduce GHG emissions from aircraft operations. Section 3.7 of the EIR discussed
the applicable thresholds of significance for the Proposed Project. For Threshold GHG-1, in the absence
of any adopted quantitative threshold, MIPAA, as the lead agency, has determined that the Proposed
Project’s GHG emissions would not have a significant effect on the environment if the Proposed Project
is found to be consistent with the applicable regulatory plans and policies to reduce GHG emissions as
evaluated in Threshold GHG-2.

For Threshold GHG-2, the Proposed Project was evaluated for the following;:

=  Consistency with AB 32/SB 32 through evaluating the Proposed Project’s consistency and
compliance with applicable statewide and local regulatory programs designed to reduce
GHG emissions.
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= Consistency with SB 375 based on the growth assumptions of SCAG’s Connect SoCal. With regard
to individual developments, strategies, and policies set forth in Connect SoCal, the Proposed
Project EIR discusses consistency with the following three categories:

- Reduction of vehicle trips and VMT
- Increased use of alternative fuel vehicles
- Improved energy efficiency

There was no established numerical threshold that was used to evaluate the Proposed Project’s
significance; as such, the inability to reduce the aircraft's GHG emissions is not relevant to the
significance determination. The RTP/SCS does not include specific goals, policies, or measures related
to aircraft. The RTP/SCS does discuss the Contingency Measure Plan developed by the SCAQMD to
meet federal Clean Air Act standards and notes the Contingency Measure Plan highlights the critical
need for federal regulatory actions and/or funding to address emission sources under federal
jurisdiction including aircraft, ships, trains and out-of-state trucks to meet the air quality standard.

As noted in Section 3.2 of the EIR, aircraft technology to control emissions has not been developed,
although research is ongoing for controlling VOC, NOx, and CO emissions and improving fuel
efficiencies. Section 3.2 also notes MIPAA does not have regulatory authority over aircraft emissions.

This comment alleges the EIR should have analyzed the potential to release hazardous materials
through aviation accidents. Airplane crashes are anomalies and rarely occur. However, given the
Proposed Project’s proximity to the March Inland Port Airport, the risk of airplane crashes remains. The
Riverside County ALUC reviews projects to maximize consistency with airport land use plans for projects
within close proximity to an active airstrip. It is beyond the scope of this Proposed Project and EIR to
guarantee that airplane crashes will never occur again; however, the analysis within the EIR and the
consistency with the airport land use plan would minimize potential impacts to the project site and
surrounding communities in the event of a catastrophic event. Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous
Materials, of the EIR adequately analyzed the Proposed Project’s potential impacts related to safety
hazards within an airport land use plan, as required by CEQA. Generally, the potential for plane crashes
onto the project site is too speculative to predict in the environmental analysis. However, existing
regulations and land use planning (i.e., ALUCPs) assist in providing parameters for such events. The
project site is not located within the Accident Potential Zone of the March ARB/Inland Port Airport
ALUCP. As such, required consistency with the ALUCP and subsequent ALUC review prior to Proposed
Project approval provide regulatory compliance for safety risks within the vicinity of an airport.
Moreover, the EIR’s analysis demonstrates the Proposed Project would not exacerbate existing
safety risk.

This comment states the EIR did not adequately analyze whether the Proposed Project’s flight
operations would expose residential neighborhoods, including those within the City of Riverside, to
excessive noise or safety hazards. As discussed in Response A-8.11, above, the Proposed Project is
not expected to create new or intensify existing hazards or noise impacts with respect to the March
ARB/Inland Port Airport ALUCP compatibility designations. As discussed in Response A-8.12, above,
the addition of the Proposed Project’s aircraft noise would not expand the 60 dBA contour line over or
near the residential neighborhoods within the City of Riverside (Figures 3.11-11 [non-peak operations]
and 3.11-12 [peak operations] of the EIR). As shown in Table 3.11-56, Aircraft Operation Noise-Level
Summary, of the EIR, the highest noise increase for a sensitive receptor is only 1.8 dB. An increase or
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decrease of 1 dB cannot be perceived except in carefully controlled laboratory experiments, a change
of 3 dB is considered barely perceptible, and changes of 5 dB are considered readily perceptible.
Therefore, the Proposed Project would not expose residential neighborhoods to excessive
noise hazards.

Additionally, Figure 5-2 from the 2018 AICUZ shows Runway Clear (CZ) and Accident Potential 1 and 2
Zones (AP1, AP2) that are aligned with the March ARB/Inland Port Airport runways and are thus far
from the City of Riverside communities west of the Proposed Project. Furthermore, in consideration of
public input, the applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation Noise Alternative,
which would reduce Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not include any nighttime
flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Because flight operations would be limited to
the hours between 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m., Alternative 6 would have no potential impact associated
with sleep disturbance between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. Alternative 6 would reduce the
Proposed Project’s significant and unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with
mitigation incorporated. For a further discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter Ill, Errata, of this
Final EIR.

This comment alleges the EIR did not adequately address potential inconsistencies with the ALUCP and
local general plans because the Proposed Project could potentially exceed the 2018 AICUZ noise
contours. As discussed in Response A-8.11, above, the Proposed Project’s aircraft noise impacts, when
combined with existing military and civilian flight operations, would be less than that shown in the 2018
AICUZ noise contours, which analyzed full civilian flight operations (21,000 flight operations identified
in the Joint Use Agreement) and a noisier fleet mix. The Proposed Project would not alter compatibility
considerations for overflight areas.

This comment reiterates the concern that the Proposed Project would cause the 60 dBA CNEL contours
to change and affect ALUCP compatibility considerations and the City’s ability to accommodate its
Regional Housing Needs Assessment share. As discussed in Response A-8.11, above, the March
ARB/Inland Port Airport ALUCP compatibility map was primarily based on the 2005 AICUZ, which
showed noise contours covering a larger area than either the 2018 AICUZ or the Proposed Project’s
impacts (Figures 3.11-11 [non-peak operations] and 3.11-12 [peak operations] of the EIR). The
Proposed Project would not affect ALUCP compatibility considerations or the City’s ability to
accommodate its Regional Housing Needs Assessment share.

This comment questions the lack of noise measurements in portions of the City of Riverside within the
60 dBA CNEL contour. The 2018 March ARB AICUZ noise contours map (Figure 3.11-4 of the EIR) does
show the 60 dBA contour line curving west over portions of the City of Riverside. However, the 2018
AICUZ noise contours were developed assuming full utilization of the allowed civilian flight operations
(21,000 flight operations identified in the Joint Use Agreement) and a noisier aircraft mix. As shown in
Figures 3.11-11 (non-peak operations) and 3.11-12 (peak operations) of the EIR, the addition of the
proposed Project’s aircraft noise would not expand the 60 dBA contour line over or near the residential
neighborhoods in the City of Riverside.

This comment states the EIR must evaluate consistency with the City of Riverside’s General Plan and
noise ordinance because of noise impacts to the City of Riverside. As shown in Figures 3.11-11 (non-
peak operations) and 3.11-12 (peak operations) of the EIR, the addition of the Proposed Project’s
aircraft noise would not expand the 60 dBA contour line over or near the City of Riverside.
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This comment alleges the EIR is required to evaluate potential noise impacts within Zone C2 of the
March ARB/Inland Port Airport ALCUP. As discussed in Response A-8.11, above, the March ARB/Inland
Port Airport ALUCP compatibility map was primarily based on the 2005 AICUZ, which showed noise
contours covering a larger area than either the 2018 AICUZ or the Proposed Project’s impacts (Figures
3.11-11 [non-peak operations] and 3.11-12 [peak operations] of the EIR). With regard to sleep
disturbance, and as further discussed in Response A-8.28, below, the project applicant has elected to
pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project
operations by approximately 30% and not include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m.
and 7:00 a.m.). Because flight operations would be limited to the hours between 7:00 a.m. and 10:00
p.m., Alternative 6 would have no potential impact associated with sleep disturbance between the
hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. Alternative 6 would reduce the Proposed Project’s significant and
unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with mitigation incorporated. For a further
discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this Final EIR.

This comment alleges MM-NOI-2 is improper mitigation deferral. Because there is no proposed tenant
at this time, the proposed flight operations scenarios reflect a fleet consisting of Boeing 767-300
aircraft, which is a typical plane utilized in air cargo operations. As a condition of approval, prior to
issuance of a certificate of occupancy, analysis of the ultimate tenant’s aircraft fleet mix (i.e., emissions,
fueling requirements, noise) shall be reviewed by MIPAA for conformance with this EIR;
non-conformance may require additional CEQA review as part of a discretionary action to revise the
conditions of approval. Under CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(a)(1)(B), MM-NOI-2 clearly sets forth
parameters to determine when (prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy) and under what
standards (the noise impacts identified and disclosed in the EIR) MIPAA will determine compliance with
MM-NOI-2. If MM-NOI-2 cannot be satisfied, additional environmental review would be required. The
Joint Use Agreement includes limitations on both the hours of operations (as a result of March ARB air
control tower hours) and the total number of civilian flight operations. MIPAA implements the Joint Use
Agreement, including the foregoing limitations, through conditions of approval and operating
agreements. As further discussed in Response A-8.28, below, the project applicant has elected to
pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project
operations by approximately 30% and not include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m.
and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce the Proposed Project’s significant and unavoidable aviation
noise impacts to less than significant with mitigation incorporated. For a further discussion of
Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this Final EIR.

This comment requests consideration of an alternative combining Alternatives 2 and 3. In response to
public comments, the project applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation Noise
Alternative. Under Alternative 6, annual flight operations would be reduced by approximately 30%,
resulting in total annual operations of 7,488 flight operations. Additionally, under Alternative 6, no flight
operations would occur between 10:00 p.m. and 11:00 p.m. (approximately 5% of the Proposed
Project’s flight operations). Thus, flight operations under Alternative 6 would occur only from 7:00 a.m.
to 10:00 p.m. Operation of the air cargo center would be similarly reduced.

Alternative 6 reduces air quality impacts compared to the Proposed Project, but impacts remain
significant and unavoidable. As discussed in Response A-8.14, above, flight operations would have to
be reduced by 91% to reduce air quality impacts to less than significant. Alternative 6 would reduce
the Proposed Project’s significant and unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with
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mitigation incorporated (Appendix P of this Final EIR). For a further discussion of Alternative 6, please
see Chapter lll, Errata, of this Final EIR.

This comment questions why Alternative 3 reduces operations by 10% and requests consideration of
an alternative reducing air quality impacts to less than significant. Under CEQA, an EIR must describe
a range of reasonable alternatives that would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the project
but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project and evaluate the
comparative merits of the alternatives. Alternative 3 meets the Proposed Project objectives, while
reducing air quality and noise impacts. As discussed in Response A-8.14, above, flight operations would
have to be reduced by 91% to reduce air quality impacts to less than significant.

In consideration of public input, the applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation
Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not
include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce
the Proposed Project’s significant and unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with
mitigation incorporated. For a further discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this
Final EIR.

This comment is conclusory in nature. No comments, questions, or concerns about the environmental
analysis included in the EIR are raised.
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1.4 Responses to Organization Comments

Organization Name

Comment Letter

01 Inland Valley Alliance for Environmental Justice/Perris Parents for July 1, 2024
Clean Air

0-2 Mission Grove Neighborhood Alliance July 22,2024

0-3 Rural Association of Mead Valley July 22,2024

Channel Law Group, LLP

Jamie Hall
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0-1.1

0-1.2

0-1.3

0-1.4

0-1.5

0-1.6

Response to Comment Letter O-1

Inland Valley Alliance for Environmental Justice/Perris Parents for Clean Air
Franco Pacheco
July 1, 2024

This comment is introductory in nature. Specific comments about the Proposed Project and/or
environmental analysis of the EIR are provided below.

This comment claims that the EIR stated that the Proposed Project would have significant impacts
related to “air quality, water quality, light pollution, noise pollution, and many more issues.” As
discussed in Section 3.2, Air Quality, of the EIR, impacts associated with air quality during construction
would be less than significant with implementation of MM-AQ-1 (Construction Management Plan) and
MM-AQ-2 (Construction Requirements). The Proposed Project’s operational air quality impacts, both at
a project level and cumulatively, would be significant and unavoidable, even with the implementation
of MM-AQ-3 (Improved Energy Efficiency and Water Reduction) through MM-AQ-6 (Additional Air Quality
Tenant Requirements). Furthermore, as discussed in Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, impacts
to water quality were found to be less than significant with implementation of MM-HYD-1 (Water Quality
BMPs), MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan), MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater
Management), and MM-AQ-6. Additionally, as discussed in Section 3.1, Aesthetics, impacts from the
Proposed Project (during both construction and operation) to daytime and nighttime views from light
and glare would be less than significant and, as such, no mitigation is required. Lastly, as discussed in
Section 3.11, Noise, impacts associated with operational flight noise were identified as being
significant and unavoidable, even with the implementation of MM-NOI-2 (Future Tenant Aircraft Fleet).
Noise impacts during construction would be less than significant with implementation of MM-NOI-1
(Construction Worker Hearing Protection).

This comment generally claims the EIR contains inaccuracies and omissions but does not identify any
specific concerns.

This comment raises general concerns regarding claims made by past developers and March JPA but
does not identify any specific claims. The comment does not raise any specific questions, issues, or
concerns regarding the adequacy of the environmental analysis in the EIR.

This comment states that the flight path and increased air traffic would have negative effects on
surrounding communities. The EIR discloses the impacts of the Proposed Project and imposes all
feasible mitigation. A summary of the impacts of the Proposed Project is provided in Table ES-1,
Summary of Project Impacts. Table ES-1 also lists the applicable mitigation measures related to
identified significant impacts from the Proposed Project, as well as the level of significance after
mitigation is identified. For a more detailed discussion of all impacts, please refer to Chapter 3,
Environmental Analysis, of the EIR.

This comment requests the consideration of alternatives but does not provide any specific concerns or
recommendations. Chapter 5, Alternatives, of the EIR analyzes four alternatives for potential impacts. In
consideration of public input, the applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation
Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not
include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce
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0-1.10

the Proposed Project’s significant and unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with
mitigation incorporated. For a further discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this
Final EIR.

This comment requests that an additional EIR be prepared by a third party. As required by CEQA
Guidelines Section 15084, the EIR represents MIPAA’s independent judgment as MIPAA is responsible
for its adequacy and objectivity.

This comment references another project not associated with the Proposed Project in the March JPA
Planning Area and raises concerns regarding consideration of public input. As discussed in Chapter 1,
Introduction, of the EIR, there have been multiple opportunities for public comment on the Proposed
Project over the last 3 years. The notice of preparation for the Draft EIR and a description of potential
adverse impacts were distributed to the State Clearinghouse, responsible agencies, and other
interested parties on March 31, 2021. During the 30-day public review period of the notice of
preparation, March JPA held a scoping meeting on April 14, 2021. All issues and concerns raised in the
comments have been fully addressed and analyzed in this Draft EIR. The Draft EIR was distributed for
a 45-day public review period from May 23, 2024, to July 9, 2024, which was extended to July 22,
2024, for a total of 60 days, to provide time for additional public input (although not required by CEQA).
The applicant held community meetings on June 18, 2024, July 1, 2024, and September 24, 2025. All
comments received are responded to in this Final EIR. The comment does not raise any specific
questions, issues, or concerns regarding the adequacy of the environmental analysis in the EIR.

This comment generally describes the members of the Inland Valley Alliance. The comment does not
raise any specific questions, issues, or concerns regarding the adequacy of the environmental analysis
in the EIR.

This comment requests additional community outreach to include Perris, Moreno Valley, Riverside, and
the rest of District 1. Please see Response 0-1.8, above, regarding public outreach.
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0-23

Response to Comment Letter O-2

Mission Grove Neighborhood Alliance
Brian Kerr
July 22, 2024

This comment is introductory in nature and raises general concerns about the analysis of the Proposed
Project in the EIR. Specific comments are addressed in the following responses.

This comment addresses general CEQA requirements, including formulation of project alternatives. The
EIR and its technical reports analyzed the Proposed Project without bias. Chapter 5, Alternatives, of the
EIR analyzed a reasonable range of alternatives in compliance with CEQA. In consideration of public
input, the applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation Noise Alternative, which
would reduce Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not include any nighttime flights
(i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce the Proposed Project’s
significant and unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with mitigation incorporated.
For a further discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this Final EIR.

This comment raises concerns about noise impacts to residential neighborhoods to the west of
Interstate 215 and northwest of March ARB/Inland Port Airport. As discussed in Section 3.11, Noise,
of the EIR, all the flights throughout the year (including type of aircraft, time of day, direction,
landing/takeoff) are modeled to develop baseline aircraft noise contours. The EIR utilized the aircraft
noise modeling presented in the January 2024 Revised Draft KC-46A EIS, which disclosed existing
civilian and military aircraft noise. The existing operations data used in the KC-46A EIS were obtained
in June 2022. As shown in Figure 3.11-3 of the EIR, the residential neighborhoods identified by the
comment, Mission Grove, Canyon Crest, Orangecrest, and Woodcrest, are outside the 60 dBA contour
line. The 2018 March ARB AICUZ noise contours map, Figure 3.11-4 of the EIR, does show the 60 dBA
contour line curving west over the identified neighborhoods. However, the 2018 AICUZ noise contours
were developed assuming a noisier aircraft mix and full utilization of the allowed civilian flight
operations (21,000 flight operations identified in the Joint Use Agreement), as well as 31,172
additional annual flight operations from an assortment of military and other aircraft that include the
following: C-17 (14,078), F-15E (1,216), KC-135R (5,810), MQ-9 (2,272), PC12 (602), AS350 (300),
Cessna 172 (2,994), Cessna 182 (996), and “Transient” (2,904). The baseline noise contours shown
in Figure 3.11-3 of the EIR are based upon the KC-46A EIS Figure 3-1 noise contours, which the KC-
46A EIS acknowledges as being different from the 2018 AICUZ noise contours (EIR Figure 3.11-4) due
to “reflecting a smaller number of C-17 operations” and “a much smaller number of civilian aircraft
operations.” As shown in Figures 3.11-11 (non-peak operations) and 3.11-12 (peak operations) of the
EIR, the addition of the proposed Project’s aircraft noise would not expand the 60 dBA contour line over
or near the residential neighborhoods of Mission Grove, Canyon Crest, Orangecrest, or Woodcrest.

The comment further raises concerns about March cargo operations in 2005-2008, apparently
referring to DHL operations, which are no longer occurring. As approved, DHL did not have restricted
hours of operation, with most flight operations occurring during the nighttime and early morning hours.
Further, DHL’s aircraft mix included several DC-9s.18 As of 2024, there were fewer than 20 DC-9s still

18 https://www.freightwaves.com/news/dhl-considers-replacing-noisy-aircraft-at-riverside-operation
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in service.1® Developed in the 1960s prior to international and FAA noise standards, the DC-9 was
noisier than the 767-300 aircraft evaluated for the Proposed Project.2° This Project is not related to
past cargo operations and is separate from the 2005-2008 DHL cargo flights.

In consideration of public input, the applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation
Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not
include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce
the Proposed Project’s significant and unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with
mitigation incorporated. For a further discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this
Final EIR.

This comment generally claims the EIR contains “numerical errors and omissions” but does not identify
any specific concerns. Additionally, the comment raises general concerns regarding statements made
by past developers and March JPA, but does not identify any specific claims. The comment does not
raise any specific questions, issues, or concerns regarding the adequacy of the environmental analysis
in the EIR.

The comment expresses general concerns regarding viability of the Proposed Project and its effect on
quality of life. The EIR discloses the potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Project and
imposes all feasible mitigation to address potentially significant impacts. The comment does not raise
any specific comments, questions, or concerns about the analysis included in the EIR.

This comment is FAQ-HAZ-51 and FAQ-HYD-30. Please see the responses to FAQ-HAZ-51 and
FAQ-HYD-30.

This comment is FAQ-HAZ-26. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-26.
This comment is FAQ-HAZ-5. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-5.
This comment is FAQ-HAZ-64. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-64.
This comment is FAQ-HAZ-22. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-22.
This comment is FAQ-HAZ-11. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-11.
This comment is FAQ-HAZ-50. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-50.
This comment is FAQ-LU-7. Please see the response to FAQ-LU-7.

This comment is FAQ-HAZ-2. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-2.
This comment is FAQ-HAZ-60. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-60.

This comment is FAQ-HAZ-30. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-30.

19 https://simpleflying.com/dc-9-operators-2024/
20 https://www.pressenterprise.com/2018/08/01/amazon-air-cleared-for-5-cargo-flights-a-day-from-march-air-reserve-base/
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0-2.17 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-15. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-15.
0-2.18 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-49. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-49.
0-2.19 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-23. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-23.
0-2.20 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-8. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-8.
0-2.21 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-55. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-55.
0-2.22 This comment is FAQ-PROCESS-5. Please see the response to FAQ-PROCESS-5.
0-2.23 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-14. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-14.
0-2.24 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-59. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-59.
0-2.25 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-32. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-32.
0-2.26 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-12. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-12.
0-2.27 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-56. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-56.
0-2.28 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-33. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-33.
0-2.29 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-4. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-4.

0-2.30 This comment is FAQ-BIO-23 and FAQ-HAZ-65. Please see the responses to FAQ-BIO-23 and
FAQ-HAZ-65.

0-2.31 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-27 and FAQ-HYD-28. Please see the responses to FAQ-HAZ-27 and
FAQ-HYD-28.

0-2.32 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-13. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-13.
0-2.33 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-53. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-53.

0-2.34 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-25 and FAQ-HYD-27. Please see the responses to FAQ-HAZ-25 and
FAQ-HYD-27.

0-2.35 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-6. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-6.
0-2.36 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-63. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-63.
0-2.37 This comment is FAQ-LU-2. Please see the response to FAQ-LU-2.
0-2.38 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-16. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-16.

0-2.39 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-51 and FAQ-HYD-30. Please see the responses to FAQ-HAZ-51 and
FAQ-HYD-30.
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0-2.40 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-26. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-26.
0-241 This comment is FAQ-HAZ-5. Please see the response to FAQ-HAZ-5.
0-2.42 This comment is FAQ-UTL-6. Please see the response to FAQ-UTL-6.
0-243 This comment is FAQ-GHG-5. Please see the response to FAQ-GHG-5.
0-2.44 This comment is FAQ-UTL-3. Please see the response to FAQ-UTL-3.
0-2.45 This comment is FAQ-LU-1. Please see the response to FAQ-LU-1.
0-2.46 This comment is FAQ-AQ-7. Please see the response to FAQ-AQ-7.
0-2.47 This comment is FAQ-AQ-15. Please see the response to FAQ-AQ-15.
0-2.48 This comment is FAQ-GHG-10. Please see the response to FAQ-GHG-10.
0-2.49 This comment is FAQ-GHG-4. Please see the response to FAQ-GHG-4.
0-2.50 This comment is FAQ-ENG-3. Please see the response to FAQ-ENG-3.
0-2.51 This comment is FAQ-LU-6. Please see the response to FAQ-LU-6.
0-2.52 This comment is FAQ-AQ-7. Please see the response to FAQ-AQ-7.
0-2.53 This comment is FAQ-AQ-12. Please see the response to FAQ-AQ-12.
0-2.54 This comment is FAQ-AQ-8. Please see the response to FAQ-AQ-8.
0-2.55 This comment is FAQ-ENG-2. Please see the response to FAQ-ENG-2.

0-2.56 This comment is conclusory in nature. The comment does not raise any specific questions, issues, or
concerns regarding the adequacy of the environmental analysis in the EIR.
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Response to Comment Letter O-3

Rural Association of Mead Valley
Channel Law Group, LLP
Jamie Hall
July 22, 2024

This comment summarizes the comments and concerns addressed in the letter. Specific comments
about the Proposed Project and/or environmental analysis of the EIR are provided below.

This comment summarizes March JPA’s various authorities. This comment also notes that the March
JPA is the lead agency for the “West March Upper Plateau Project.” This is presumably an incorrect
reference to a different project. No comments, questions, or concerns about the environmental analysis
included in the EIR are raised.

This comment includes a summary of the Proposed Project. No comments, questions, or concerns
about the environmental analysis included in the EIR are raised.

This comment asserts that the Proposed Project is located “in a region that has been experiencing a
substantial amount of past, present and reasonably foreseeable warehouse development.” The
comment goes on to incorrectly assert that the EIR “largely ignores the likely and intended the
relationship of the proposed Project to growth in warehouse use and facilities with the JPA and the
associated growth-inducing impacts.” As further discussed in Response 0-3.9, below, the EIR describes
and analyzes the whole Proposed Project. Contrary to the comment’s assertion, neither March JPA nor
MIPAA is required to analyze all development within the Planning Area in one fell swoop.

This comment summarizes the discretionary approvals associated with the Proposed Project. No
comments, questions, or concerns about the environmental analysis included in the EIR are raised.

This comment summarizes the significant and unavoidable impacts of the Proposed Project, as
discussed and analyzed in the EIR. No comments, questions, or concerns about the environmental
analysis included in the EIR are raised.

This comment quotes CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5, with regard to recirculation requirements for
an EIR prior to certification. No comments, questions, or concerns about the environmental analysis
included in the EIR are raised.

This comment quotes CEQA Guidelines Sections 15003(h) and 15378(a), regarding the requirement
that the agency consider the whole of an action when determining whether it will have a significant
effect on the environment. The comment also quotes AEP guidance on piecemealing. No comments,
questions, or concerns about the environmental analysis included in the EIR are raised.

This comment alleges that March JPA engaged in impermissible piecemealing both in terms of analysis
of development of the Planning Area as a whole and in conducting separate CEQA analysis for the
Proposed Project, Upper Plateau Project, and South Campus Project. The Final EIR describes and
analyzes the whole Proposed Project. Contrary to the comment’s assertion, neither March JPA nor
MIPAA is required to analyze all development within the Planning Area within one CEQA document that
addresses all direct and indirect impacts of all individual projects.
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CEQA requires the environmental analysis “examine the impacts of contemplated development...that
are reasonably foreseeable consequences of the approval. ... Related activities that are similar in
nature and that serve the same purpose are separate projects (as opposed to a single project) if they
are independently considered for approval and one activity is not a foreseeable consequence of the
other.”21 The Proposed Project and Upper Plateau Project are independent and neither project is a
foreseeable consequence of the other. This Project does not require the Upper Plateau Project to
operate and vice versa. The March Joint Powers Commission denied the Upper Plateau Project on May
12, 2025. Regarding the South Campus Project, it was originally approved in 2003 and amended most
recently in 2021, and it is not currently being considered. Most of the South Campus Project is already
operational. The South Campus Project was considered independently and reviewed through an EIR
and the Proposed Project is not a foreseeable consequence of the South Campus approval. Both the
Upper Plateau Project and South Campus Project are listed in Table 3-1, Cumulative Projects, of the
EIR and included in the relevant cumulative impacts analyses.

This comment asserts that the development of the entirety of the March JPA Planning Area should be
treated as a single project because development of the JPA Planning Area has been treated as a single
project in past EIRs including the EIRs for the March Air Force Base Master Reuse Plan, the March Air
Force Base Redevelopment Project, and the General Plan of the March Joint Powers Authority. The EIRs
cited by comment are programmatic rather than project specific EIRs, while the EIR is a project-specific
EIR for the Proposed Project. The comment quotes the Upper Plateau Project EIR, which listed plans
and environmental documents for the March JPA Planning Area. As discussed in Response 0-3.9,
above, the Proposed Project is separate from the Upper Plateau Project. This EIR does not tier off of
any of the EIRs identified in the comment.

This comment presents a table the commenter represents as all projects within the March JPA Planning
Area since the certification of the March JPA General Plan EIR. It notes that “the following past and
present projects producing related or cumulative impacts are within the Planning Area.” As noted
above, the Final EIR for the Proposed Project does not tier off of the 1999 Master EIR for the March
JPA General Plan. In addition, none of the listed projects relate to the Proposed Project. As discussed
in Response 0-3.9, above, CEQA requires the environmental analysis examine the impacts of
contemplated development...that are reasonably foreseeable consequences of the approval. ... Related
activities that are similar in nature and that serve the same purpose are separate projects (as opposed
to a single project) if they are independently considered for approval and one activity is not a
foreseeable consequence of the other.”22

This comment asserts that the General Plan and the Master EIR for the March JPA General Plan are
outdated. As explained in Response 0-3.10, above, the Proposed Project does not tier off of or rely on
the analysis from the Master EIR for the March JPA General Plan. The comment reasserts that the
analysis of all projects in the March JPA Planning Area should be analyzed in one EIR. As discussed in
Response 0-3.9, above, CEQA requires the environmental analysis “examine the impacts of
contemplated development...that are reasonably foreseeable consequences of the approval. ... Related
activities that are similar in nature and that serve the same purpose are separate projects (as opposed

21 Kostka, S., and M. Zischke. 2008. Practice Under the California Environmental Quality Act (2nd ed.). California: Continuing
Education of the Bar.
22 Kostka and Zischke 2008.
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to a single project) if they are independently considered for approval and one activity is not a
foreseeable consequence of the other.”23

The comment suggests that all projects within the March JPA Planning Area by “essentially the same
developer” should be considered in one EIR. Specifically, it asserts that the Upper Plateau Project and
the South Campus Project should be considered a part of the Proposed Project. As discussed in
Response 0-3.9, CEQA requires the environmental analysis “examine the impacts of contemplated
development...that are reasonably foreseeable consequences of the approval. ... Related activities that
are similar in nature and that serve the same purpose are separate projects (as opposed to a single
project) if they are independently considered for approval and one activity is not a foreseeable
consequence of the other.”24 The Proposed Project is independent of both the Upper Plateau Project
and South Campus Project. Further, the applicants for these projects are separate and distinct legal
entities, and CEQA does not prohibit a developer from pursuing separate and distinct projects within
the same jurisdiction. The March Joint Powers Commission denied the Upper Plateau Project on May
12, 2025.

This comment asserts that the EIR impact analysis should analyze the combined effects of the three
developments (Proposed Project, Upper Plateau Project, and South Campus Project) and analyze the
three developments in combination with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future
projects that would occur. It further asserts that a master EIR for the JPA or a combined EIR for the
three developments is required. The decision to prepare a master EIR is left entirely to the discretion
of the agency. There is never a situation in which a master EIR is required. Moreover, the Proposed
Project is not the type of project for which a master EIR may be prepared. According to the relevant
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research Guidance, Focusing on Master EIRs,25 at its discretion, a
lead agency may prepare a Master EIR for any one of the following projects: (1) a general plan, element,
general plan amendment, or specific plan; (2) a project that consists of smaller individual projects that
will be carried out in phases; (3) a rule or regulation that will be implemented by subsequent projects;
(4) projects that will be carried out or approved pursuant to a development agreement; (5) public or
private projects that will be carried out or approved pursuant to, or in furtherance of, a redevelopment
plan; (6) a state highway project or mass transit project that will be subject to multiple stages of review
or approval; (7) a regional transportation plan or congestion management plan; or (8) a plan proposed
by a local agency for the reuse of a federal military base or reservation that has been closed or that is
proposed for closure. Similar guidance is provided in CEQA Guidelines Section 15175, Master EIR. The
Proposed Project, Upper Plateau Project, and South Campus Project do not fall into any of these
categories. As discussed in Response 0-3.9, above, these projects are unrelated and no project is
dependent on the approval or development of either other project. Both the Upper Plateau Project and
South Campus Project are listed in Table 3-1, Cumulative Projects, of the EIR and included in the
relevant cumulative impacts analyses. Further, the March Joint Powers Commission denied the Upper
Plateau Project on May 12, 2025.

This comment asserts that the “March JPA clearly has a goal of promoting the JPA as a civilian air cargo
center” and cites civilian flight statistics associated with March ARB/Inland Port Airport. As discussed

23 Kostka and Zischke 2008.

24 Kostka and Zischke 2008.

25 OPR (Governor's Office of Planning and Research). 1997. Focusing on Master EIRs [Third ed.]. November 1997.
https://Ici.ca.gov/ceqa/docs/20210720-Focusing_on_Master_EIRs.pdf.
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in Chapter 2, Project Description, the March AFB Redevelopment Plan included the following goals:
maximize the development potential as a regional Intermodal Transportation Facility to support both
passenger and freight-related air services; replace lost jobs with new and expanded employment
opportunities; maximize joint use (military and civilian) opportunities at airport-related land and
facilities; and emphasize the development of aviation uses other than federal aviation, such as
commercial and/or freight carrier services. These goals are incorporated into the March JPA General
Plan. Examples include Land Use Element Policy 6.1 (Plan for the economic use, reuse, and joint use
of the airfield with AFRES), Land Use Element Goal 7 (Maximize the development potential as a regional
Intermodal Transportation facility to support both passenger and freight-related air services), and Land
Use Element Policy 7.5 (Facilitate development of aviation uses other than federal aviation, such as
commercial passenger and/or freight carrier services). The EIR provides more current civilian flight
data—Table 3.11-3, Annual Airfield Operations at March ARB, of the EIR provides existing military and
civilian flight operations from the Draft KC-46A EIS. As noted in the table, there are 4,972 annual
civilian operations. No comments, questions, or concerns about the environmental analysis included
in the EIR are raised.

This comment asserts that the Proposed Project is intended to provide cargo service and increased air
cargo access for both the Campus Upper Plateau Project and the South Campus Project. As discussed
in Chapter 2, Project Description, no tenant is proposed at this time. The comment is merely
speculation. Per CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(a), speculation is not considered substantial
evidence to support a finding of significant impact. The comment goes on to cite the benefits of
warehouse developments with convenient access to air cargo facilities. As discussed in Response
0-3.9, above, the Proposed Project is neither dependent on nor connected to those projects.

This comment asserts that the total annual flight operations are incorrect. As discussed in Chapter 2,
Project Description, of the EIR, the EIR evaluated a total of 10,608 annual flight operations (Table 2-
1). The flights shown were rounded up to the nearest whole number. As analyzed, a nonpeak day would
have approximately 33.18 flight operations or 16.59 flights. A peak day would have approximately
43.85 flight operations or 21.925 flights. This results in 10,608.24 flight operations. In consideration
of public input, the project applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation Noise
Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% to 7,488 flight
operations.

This comment includes a summary of the alleged types of aircraft used by UPS and Amazon and related
payloads. The comment then cites the following statement from Section 2.4.2, Project Operations, of
the EIR “as a condition of approval, prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy, analysis of the
ultimate tenant’s aircraft fleet mix (i.e., emissions, fueling requirements, noise) shall be reviewed by
March JPA for conformance with this EIR; non-conformance may require additional CEQA review.” The
comment asserts that because the fleet mix may change and impacts may be increased, the EIR must
contain a “mitigation measure that requires that operations shall not be permitted if impacts are
greater than described in the DEIR [Draft EIR], unless they can be mitigated to DEIR levels and
mandating the needed additional CEQA review in the event that the fleet mix is different than assumed
in the DEIR.” This is not true. As stated in Chapter 2, Project Description of the EIR, because the tenant
is not yet known, the exact fleet mix is also not yet known. Because there is no proposed tenant at this
time, the proposed flight operations scenarios analyzed in the EIR reflect a fleet consisting of Boeing
767-300 aircraft, which is a typical plane utilized in air cargo operations. The EIR complies with CEQA
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by recognizing that a future tenant of the Proposed Project may not employ the same fleet mix assumed
in the EIR and requiring verification of that fleet mix and further environmental review, if necessary,
through conditions of approval and MM-NOI-2 (Future Tenant Aircraft Fleet). MM-NOI-2 requires that,
prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy, a noise analysis be provided confirming that the
proposed tenant’s aircraft fleet mix would not exceed the noise levels disclosed in this EIR. Absent such
documentation, additional environmental review is required as part of a discretionary action to revise
the conditions of approval. As such, MM-NOI-2 ensures that the impacts will be less than or equal to
those studied in the EIR and ensures additional environmental review if the tenant’s aircraft fleet mix
exceeds the noise levels disclosed in the EIR, consistent with the requirements of CEQA. Per CEQA
Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3), subsequent environmental review may be required when new
information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been known with the
exercise at the time the EIR was certified, shows any of the following:

(A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous
EIR or negative declaration;

(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than
shown in the previous EIR;

(C) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in
fact be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the
project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative; or

(D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects
on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation
measure or alternative.

As such, contrary to comment’s assertion, the EIR and MM-NOI-2 proceed exactly as required by CEQA. If
the comment’s suggestion were followed, if the future tenant’s aircraft fleet was not entirely composed
of Boeing 767-300s, environmental review would be required, even if the tenant’s fleet would not exceed
the impacts disclosed in the EIR. This is not required by CEQA. In consideration of public input, the
applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation Noise Alternative, which would reduce
Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights
between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce the Proposed Project’s significant and
unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with mitigation incorporated. For a further
discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this Final EIR. The Joint Use Agreement
includes limitations on both the hours of operations (as a result of March ARB air control tower hours)
and the total number of civilian flight operations. MIPAA implements the Joint Use Agreement, including
the foregoing limitations, through conditions of approval and operating agreements.

This comment reiterates the assertion that the Proposed Project, Upper Plateau Project, and South
Campus Project are “functionally connected” and are by “essentially the same developer.” The
comment further asserts that the Upper Plateau and South Campus Projects are a reasonably
foreseeable consequence of the Proposed Project. As discussed in 0-3.9, above, the Proposed Project
is not connected to those projects. The South Campus Project was originally approved in 2003 and
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amended most recently in 2021. Most of the South Campus Project is already operational, not a
consequence of the Proposed Project. The Upper Plateau Project also is not a consequence of the
Proposed Project—it is not dependent on approval of the Proposed Project. The comment further alleges
that the Proposed Project is a reasonably foreseeable consequence of the warehouse expansion within
the JPA. The Project is not related to or a reasonably foreseeable consequence of either the Upper
Plateau Project or the South Campus Project and those projects are not a reasonably foreseeable
consequence of the Proposed Project. One of the objectives included in Section 2.3, Project Objectives,
in the EIR is to “more fully utilize the operations capacity of the MIP Airport to meet regional demands
for air cargo services within Southern California and the greater region, thereby alleviating congestion
and overtaxed air and roadway facilities within the greater region.” ldentifying a needed service and
proposing a project to meet that need does not constitute piecemealing and does not violate CEQA. As
discussed in Response 0-3.13, the applicants for these projects are separate and distinct legal entities,
and CEQA does not prohibit a developer from pursuing separate and distinct projects within the
same jurisdiction.

This comment summarizes the significant impacts and significant and unavoidable impacts identified
in the environmental review of the South Campus Project. The Proposed Project is neither connected
to nor dependent on the South Campus Project. No comments, questions, or concerns about the
environmental analysis included in the EIR are raised.

This comment summarizes the significant impacts and significant and unavoidable impacts identified
in the environmental review of the Upper Plateau Project. The Proposed Project is neither connected to
nor dependent on Upper Plateau Project. This comment further notes that the Upper Plateau Project
did not include the Proposed Project in its cumulative analysis, which is not relevant here. The March
Joint Powers Commission denied the Upper Plateau Project on May 12, 2025. No comments, questions,
or concerns about the environmental analysis included in the EIR are raised.

This comment asserts that the EIR for the Proposed Project underestimates the combined impacts of
all three projects. Specifically, it notes that the South Campus Project EIR identified significant and
unavoidable traffic impacts, while the Proposed Project found cumulative traffic impacts associated
with the Proposed Project would be less than significant. The comment argues that “given the existence
of significant unavoidable cumulative traffic impacts from a nearby related project, the DEIR for the
proposed Project clearly erred in finding that the proposed Project’s surface traffic impacts were less
than significant and contribution to cumulative traffic impacts was less than cumulatively
considerable.” This assertion, however, is incorrect. Just because a separate project has a significant
and unavoidable impact does not mean that contributions from all future projects would be
cumulatively considerable.

As discussed in Section 3.12, Transportation, of the EIR, per WRCOG guidelines, if the baseline project
VMT would result in a less-than-significant impact, then cumulative analysis may not be required. The
WRCOG study also notes that if a project is consistent with the regional transportation plan/sustainable
communities strategy, then the cumulative impacts shall be considered less than significant subject to
consideration of other substantial evidence. As shown in Table 3.12-2 of the EIR, because the VMT per
employee estimated for the Proposed Project does not exceed the WRCOG significance threshold under
base year with Proposed Project conditions, it would also imply a less-than-significant cumulative
impact. Additionally, the cumulative (Year 2045) VMT per employee of 20.11 is below the baseline
threshold of 25.47 VMT per employee. The Proposed Project’s impact on VMT would be less than
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significant. The Proposed Project is consistent with the overarching goals of Connect SoCal because it
would encourage regional economic prosperity and global competitiveness; improve mobility,
accessibility, reliability, and travel safety for people and goods; and adapt to a changing climate and
support an integrated regional development pattern and transportation network to meet regional
demands for air cargo services within Southern California and the greater region, thereby alleviating
congestion and overtaxed air and roadway facilities within the greater region. Therefore, per WRCOG
guidance it would have a less-than-significant VMT impact under cumulative conditions. Hence, the
Proposed Project’s cumulative impact would be less than cumulatively considerable.

Although VMT is the metric used to evaluate transportation impacts under CEQA, the comment makes
several references to surface traffic impacts. The Proposed Project’s Traffic Analysis (Appendix M-1)
provides analysis of level of service for informational purposes only and does not indicate impacts
under CEQA. Peak hour intersection operation analysis (delay and associated level of service) is no
longer the measure of effectiveness used to determine traffic impact and mitigation measures
for CEQA.

This comment again asserts that the three projects are “functionally related” and are being processed
concurrently but separately. The comment also notes that though the projects “began their
environmental review by the same consultant within a year of each other, they were analyzed using
different cumulative project lists.” As discussed herein and shown in Table 3-1 of the EIR, both of the
projects the comment asserts should be analyzed cumulatively with the Proposed Project, the Upper
Plateau Project and the South Campus Project, are included in the list of cumulative projects in the EIR.
As such, the EIR’s cumulative analyses accounted for these projects. The comment asserts that “there
are inconsistencies in the descriptions of these three developments between the EIR narratives and
the cumulative projects lists in the EIRs for the other two functionally related developments;” however,
the comment does not specify any such inconsistencies beyond attaching the cumulative project lists
for each project. The notice of preparation (NOP) for the South Campus EIR was released in May 2020
and the South Campus Project was approved in January 2021.26 The NOP for the Proposed Project was
released in March 2021. The NOP for the Upper Plateau Project EIR was released in November 2021.27
Each EIR explains how the respective cumulative project lists were developed. The cumulative lists
were developed at different points in time through consultation with the adjacent local agencies. The
March Joint Powers Commission denied the Upper Plateau Project on May 12, 2025. Lastly, the
comment asserts that the cumulative project lists have been “inappropriately constrained by distance
assumptions” but provides no further explanation.

This comment asserts that the list of cumulative projects “fails to contain a number of cumulative
projects included on the cumulative projects list for a nearby warehouse project, the Rider and
Patterson Business Center project in the County of Riverside.” Per CEQA Guidelines Section 15125, the
environmental baseline for a project is established by the date on which the NOP is filed. The NOP for
the Rider project was published on November 28, 2022.28 As discussed in the EIR and shown in
Appendix A of the EIR, the NOP for the Proposed Project was published on March 31, 2021. As
discussed in Chapter 3, Environmental Analysis, the cumulative projects list was developed through

26 https://ceqanet.opr.ca.gov/Project/2020059028.

27 https://ceqanet.opr.ca.gov/Project/2021110304.

28 https://files.ceqanet.opr.ca.gov/283643-1/attachment/kSZ43zDRbz796ebPFsnwXg_aey42tn9mDtWTz7MeNTN9j-NEt_
fQVhps4kAR3CyNYn6ovyy7fNgnEdFbO.
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consultation with planning and engineering staff from March JPA, the City of Riverside, the City of
Moreno Valley, the City of Perris, and the County of Riverside to include key projects in their
respective jurisdictions.

This comment asserts that the cumulative project list is insufficient. See Responses 0.3-23 and 0.3-24,
above. The comment further asserts that “the JPA needs to prepare one EIR that addresses all of the
proposed developments within the JPA and Foreign Trade Zone 244.” Asking either March JPA or MIPAA
to prepare one EIR for all proposed developments within the March JPA Planning Area is akin to a city
preparing one EIR for all development projects within that city. Such an analysis would not be helpful
nor is it required by CEQA. Further, while March JPA is the grantee of Foreign-Trade Zone (FTZ) 244,
this FTZ comprises the majority of western Riverside County.2° This request also goes far beyond the
requirements of CEQA.

This comment summarizes previous comments related to the cumulative projects list and analysis of
cumulative impacts. Please see Responses 0.3-19 to 0.3-25, above.

This comment asserts that the EIR lacks an accurate and stable project description, generally
referencing previous comments. Please see Responses 0.3-10 to 0-3.22, above. Chapter 2, Project
Description, of the EIR describes the whole of the action. The description of the Proposed Project in the
EIR is accurate, stable, and finite.

This comment asserts that the EIR contains mitigation measures that have either not been
demonstrated to be feasible or are inadequate as written. It alleges that “a number of the mitigation
measures require that the Proposed Project plans include certain requirements, but there is no
requirement that the Proposed Project as built contain these features or requirement for demonstration
of compliance prior to issuance of the occupancy permit (see for example MM-AQ-2 through AQ-4).” All
mitigation measures will be enforced through the MMRP.

MM-AQ-2 (Construction Requirements) contains construction requirements relating to air quality
impacts. Contrary to the comment’s assertion, MM-AQ-2 requires the applicant to provide evidence that
its construction plans contain the requirements and restrictions detailed in MM-AQ-2 prior to the
issuance of a grading permit and/or building permit. Further, MIPAA’s general practice is to conduct
regular on-site inspections during construction.

MM-AQ-3 (Improved Energy Efficiency and Water Reduction) requires building and landscape design
features relating to improved energy efficiency and water reduction. Here again, contrary to the
comment’s assertion, MIPAA shall confirm prior to the issuance of a building permit that building plans
include the required measures outlined in MM-AQ-3. They would be additionally confirmed during final
inspection for the building permit. Similarly, the tenant agreement requirements outlined in MM-AQ-3
are to be confirmed by MIPAA prior to the issuance of a certificate of occupancy.

Lastly, MM-AQ-4 (Truck Requirements) contains truck requirements related to building design and anti-
idling, all of which must be confirmed by MIPAA prior to either a building permit or a certificate
of occupancy.

29 March JPA. 2018. “Foreign Trade Zone #244: Service Area” [map]. https://www.marchjpa.com/documents/docs_forms/
04292019_FTZ244_Service_Area_Map_w-FTZ_header.pdf.
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The comment additionally asserts that “several of the mitigation measures allow the tenant to violate
the mitigation ‘if necessary’ or unfeasible” and cites MM-AQ-6A (Additional Air Quality Tenant
Requirements) as an example. MM-AQ-6A provides the following:

Additional Air Quality Tenant Requirements. Prior to issuance of a certificate of
occupancy, MIPAA shall confirm any tenant agreement includes the following:

A. Tenant shall not use diesel back-up generators, unless absolutely necessary. Tenant
shall provide documentation demonstrating to MIPAA’s satisfaction that no other back-
up energy source(s) are available and sufficient for the building’s needs. If absolutely
necessary, at the time of initial operation, generators shall have Best Available Control
Technology (BACT) that meets CARB’s Tier 4 emission standards or meets the most
stringent in-use standard, whichever has the least emissions. In the event rental back-
up generators are required during an emergency, the units shall be located at the
project site for only the minimum time required. Tenant shall make every effort to
utilize rental emergency backup generators that meet CARB’s Tier 4 emission
standards or have the least emissions.

Before a tenant could use diesel backup generators, the tenant would have to provide documentation
to MIPAA demonstrating there are no other backup energy sources available. Even then, MM-AQ-6A
provides standards for such diesel backup generators. MM-AQ-6A provides sufficient direction and
parameters in the event a diesel backup generator is needed.

This comment alleges that the EIR is flawed because it did not analyze the indirect impacts of the
Proposed Project resulting from its facilitation of the growth of warehousing in the area. As discussed
in Section 4.5, Growth-Inducing Impacts, of the EIR, induced growth is any growth that exceeds planned
growth and results from new development that would not have taken place in the absence of that
project. As shown in Table 6 of the Southern California Association of Governments’ Connect SoCal
2024 Demographics and Growth Forecast Technical Report,30 the Transportation and Warehousing
industry sector is anticipated to grow 11.8% between 2000 and 2050. Further, there is already a need
in the existing market for air cargo services. One of the objectives included in Section 2.3, Project
Objectives, in the EIR is to “more fully utilize the operations capacity of the MIP Airport to meet regional
demands for air cargo services within Southern California and the greater region, thereby alleviating
congestion and overtaxed air and roadway facilities within the greater region.” The comment does not
provide any evidence that the Proposed Project would induce growth in excess of planned growth.

This comment quotes information from the March JPA website regarding the March Inland Port Airport
and Foreign Trade Zone 244 and asserts that the Proposed Project “will clearly facilitate the growth of
warehousing in the FTZ area.” The comment does not provide any evidence that the Proposed Project
would induce growth in excess of planned growth. See Response 0-3.29, above.

This comment quotes goals and policies of the March JPA General Plan related to March Inland Port
Airport development and asserts, again, that the EIR is “required to analyze the proposed Project’s
indirect impacts resulting from its inducement of the growth of warehousing facilities within the JPA

30

SCAG

(Southern  California  Association of Governments). Demographics & Growth Forecast. April 4, 2024.

https://scag.ca.gov/sites/main/files/file-attachments/23-2987-tr-demographics-growth-forecast-final-040424.pdf?1712261839.
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and is the FTZ.” The comment does not provide any evidence that the Proposed Project would induce
growth in excess of planned growth. See Response 0-3.29, above.

This comment notes, again, that the prior environmental documents and studies associated with the
General Plan are more than 24 years old. See Responses 0-3.10 through 0-3.12, above.

This comment quotes CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064(d) and 15358 and asserts again that JPA was
required to analyze the indirect impacts of the Proposed Project, including the reasonably foreseeable
indirect impacts resulting from the two related warehousing projects. See Response to Comments
0-3.10 through 0-3.12, above.

This comment again asserts that the cumulative impacts analysis in the EIR is inadequate. Please see
Responses 0-3.22 to 0-3.25, above.

The comment further requests that Table 3-1 of the EIR include state clearinghouse numbers. CEQA
does not require lead agencies to provide every study or piece of information requested.

This comment quotes CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.2(e) and page 4.5 of the EIR, asserting that the
Proposed Project “completely ighores the fact that the proposed Project is designed to expand air cargo
infrastructure in the region.” See Response 0-3.29, above.

This comment asserts again that the EIR fails to analyze growth-inducing impacts. See Response
0-3.29, above.

This comment serves as a general conclusion and asserts, for the reasons stated in the comment letter,
that the EIR must be recirculated. Responses to specific concerns raised with the EIR, see Responses
0-3.1 to 0-3.36. Commenter requests to receive notices of hearings, votes, and determinations
associated with the Proposed Project and further incorporates by reference the exhibits attached to the
comment letter.

This comment lists the letter's attachments. No comments, questions, or concerns about the
environmental analysis included in the EIR are raised.
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1.5 Responses to FAQs

Comment letters received regarding the Proposed Project include various repeated questions related to the
Proposed Project and EIR. Many of the letters included a similar set of introductory comments, which are responded
to in the following discussion. Specific questions are addressed in the following Frequently Asked Questions
(FAQs) tables in Section 11.5.2, FAQ Response Tables, provided after FAQ Letter | in this section.

The FAQ tables are organized by topic as follows:

Aesthetics (AES)

Agriculture (AG)

Air Quality (AQ)

Biological Resources (BIO)
Cultural Resources (CUL)

Energy (ENG)

Environmental Justice (EJ)
Geology and Soils (GEO)
Greenhouse Gas Emissions (GHG)
Hazards and Hazardous Materials (HAZ)
Hydrology and Water Quality (HYD)

Land Use and Planning (LUP)
Miscellaneous (MISC)

Noise (NOI)

Population and Housing (POP)
Process (PROCESS)

Public Services (PUB)
Recreation (REC)
Transportation (TRA)

Utilities and Service Systems (UTL)
Wildfire (FIRE)

Cumulative (CUMUL)

The FAQs raise no specific issues, questions, or concerns regarding the adequacy of the environmental analysis in
the EIR. The mitigation measures referenced in the FAQ responses can be found in Chapter IV of this Final EIR.

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR 12675
DECEMBER 2025 11.5-1



[1.5 - RESPONSES TO FAQS

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR 12675
DECEMBER 2025 1.5-2



[1.5 - RESPONSES TO FAQS

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR 12675
DECEMBER 2025 1.5-3



[1.5 - RESPONSES TO FAQS

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR 12675
DECEMBER 2025 1.5-4



[1.5 - RESPONSES TO FAQS

11.5.1

FAQ-.1

FAQ-1.2

FAQ-1.3

FAQ Responses

This comment raises general concerns about the analysis of the EIR. Specific comments are addressed
in the following responses.

This comment addresses general CEQA requirements, including formulation of project alternatives. The
EIR and its technical reports analyzed the Proposed Project without bias. Chapter 5, Alternatives, of the
EIR analyzed a reasonable range of alternatives in compliance with CEQA. In consideration of public
input, the applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation Noise Alternative, which
would reduce Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not include any nighttime flights
(i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce the Proposed Project’s
significant and unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than significant with mitigation incorporated.
For a further discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this Final EIR.

This comment raises concerns about noise impacts to residential neighborhoods to the west of 1-215
and northwest of March ARB/Inland Port Airport. As discussed in Section 3.11, Noise, of the EIR, all the
flights throughout the year (including type of aircraft, time of day, direction, landing/takeoff) are
modeled to develop baseline aircraft noise contours. The EIR utilized the aircraft noise modeling
presented in the January 2024 Revised Draft KC-46A EIS, which disclosed existing civilian and military
aircraft noise. The existing operations data used in the KC-46A EIS were obtained in June 2022. As
shown in Figure 3.11-3 of the EIR, the residential neighborhoods identified by the comment,
Mission Grove, Canyon Crest, Orangecrest, and Woodcrest, are outside the 60 dBA contour line. The
2018 March ARB AICUZ noise contour map, Figure 3.11-4 of the EIR, does show the 60 dBA contour
line curving west over the identified neighborhoods. However, the 2018 AICUZ noise contours were
developed assuming a noisier aircraft mix and full utilization of the allowed civilian flight operations
(21,000 flight operations identified in the Joint Use Agreement), as well as 31,172 additional annual
flight operations from an assortment of military and other aircraft that include the following: C-17
(14,078), F-15E (1,216), KC-135R (5,810), MQ-9 (2,272), PC12 (602), AS350 (300), Cessna 172
(2,994), Cessna 182 (996), and Transient (2,904). The baseline noise contours shown in Figure 3.11-3
of the EIR are based upon the KC-46A EIS Figure 3-1 noise contours, which the KC-46A EIS
acknowledges as being different from the 2018 AICUZ noise contours (Draft EIR Figure 3.11-4) due to
“reflecting a smaller number of C-17 operations” and “a much smaller number of civilian aircraft
operations.”31 As shown in Figures 3.11-11 (non-peak operations) and 3.11-12 (peak operations) of
the EIR, the addition of the Proposed Project’s aircraft noise would not expand the 60 dBA contour line
over or near the residential neighborhoods of Mission Grove, Canyon Crest, Orangecrest, or Woodcrest.

The comment further raises concerns about March ARB/Inland Port Airport cargo operations in
2005-2008, apparently referring to DHL operations that are no longer occurring. As approved, DHL did
not have restricted hours of operation, with most flight operations occurring during the nighttime and
early morning hours. Further, DHL's aircraft mix included several DC-9s.32 As of 2024, there were
fewer than 20 DC-Os still in service.33 Developed in the 1960s prior to international and FAA noise

31 DAF (U.S. Department of the Air Force). 2024. KC-46A Main Operating Base 5 (MOB 5) Beddown Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS). Revised Draft. DAF, Air Force Civil Engineer Center, Air Force Reserve Command. June 2023. https://www.kc-46a-
mob5.com/content/documents/163215_KC-46A%20MOB%205%20Volume%201%20Revised%20Draft%20EIS%
20Chapters%201-6.pdf.

32 https://www.freightwaves.com/news/dhl-considers-replacing-noisy-aircraft-at-riverside-operation

33 https://simpleflying.com/dc-9-operators-2024/
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FAQ-.4

FAQ-1.5

standards, the DC-9 was noisier than the 767-300 aircraft evaluated for the Proposed Project.34 This
Project is not related to past cargo operations and is separate from the 2005-2008 DHL cargo flights.

In consideration of public input, the applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation
Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not
include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would
reduce the Proposed Project’s significant and unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than
significant with mitigation incorporated. For a further discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter
lll, Errata, of this Final EIR.

This comment generally claims the EIR contains errors and omissions but does not identify any specific
concerns. The comment raises general concerns regarding claims made by past developers and March
JPA but does not identify any specific claims. This comment does not raise any specific questions,
issues, or concerns regarding the adequacy of the environmental analysis in the EIR.

This comment expresses general concerns regarding the viability of the Proposed Project and its effect
on quality of life. The EIR discloses the potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Project and
imposes all feasible mitigation to address potentially significant impacts. The comment does not raise
any specific comments, questions, or concerns about the analysis included in the EIR.

34 https://www.pressenterprise.com/2018/08/01/amazon-air-cleared-for-5-cargo-flights-a-day-from-march-air-reserve-base/
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11.5.2

FAQ-AES-1

FAQ Response Tables

Table 11.5-1. Aesthetics FAQ Responses

Are there any
plans to address
the potential
increase in light
pollution and
disruption of
natural night
skies?

Section 3.1, Aesthetics, of the EIR addresses Proposed Project-related
lighting increases to the existing nighttime environment. Once
constructed, the Proposed Project would have exterior-wall-mounted
lighting on the building fagade and overhead-pole-mounted lighting in the
parking lots, including the proposed trailer storage area along the
southern boundary of the project site and along interior access roads.
Lighting associated with the Proposed Project would be of a similar nature
and distribution as the lighting sources currently installed on warehouse
and distribution facility properties in the surrounding area. In addition, as
explained in Chapter 2, Project Description, of the EIR, outdoor lighting on
the project site would contain full-cutoff fixtures and operate at a
maximum of 2,700 kelvin and 750 watts. The proposed use of full-cutoff
lighting fixtures and the downward direction of all lighting sources would
minimize the potential for outdoor lighting sources to produce sky glow
and glare that would be experienced by off-site viewers. As demonstrated
in the preliminary photometrics/light trespass plans prepared for the
Proposed Project (see EIR Figures 3.1-1a and 3.1-1b), the output of new
exterior-wall-mounted lighting sources and pole-mounted lighting sources
in car and truck parking/storage areas would not exceed 0.5 foot-candles
at the property line of the project site, which is consistent with March JPA
Development Code Section 9.08.100.

As detailed in EIR Table 2.1, during the peak season (i.e., late November
through late December), the Proposed Project is anticipated to have a
maximum of 21 flights per day, 6 days per week, over a 4-week period.
While the Proposed Project would result in an increase in nighttime
aircraft operations, which in turn would result in an increase in night
aircraft lighting over existing conditions, the additional flights during
evening and nighttime hours are not anticipated to result in a level of
illumination that could substantially affect the quality of existing nighttime
views in the area. Daily evening and night arrivals and departures would
be limited, aircraft lighting from individual planes would be transient, and
aircraft lighting would be of a similar intensity as lighting associated with
existing aircraft in the immediate area.

In consideration of public input, the applicant has elected to pursue
Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation Noise Alternative, which would reduce
Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not include any
nighttime flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Please
refer to Chapter lll, Errata, of this Final EIR for details.

FAQ-AES-2

Are there any
plans to address
the potential loss
of scenic views
and natural
landscapes
caused by the
Proposed Project?

As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, Exhibit
5-4, Scenic Corridors/Gateway, of the March JPA General Plan identifies
non-specific areas in the West March Planning Area to the north and south
of Van Buren Boulevard that provide views to the northeast and east as
Scenic Vistas. While Van Buren Boulevard in the West March Planning
Area is identified as a scenic corridor, there are no scenic corridors (or
designated view corridors) near the project site designated as such by
March JPA or the City of Moreno Valley General Plan.
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Table 11.5-1. Aesthetics FAQ Responses

Identifier

Question

Response

The project site is primarily vacant and undeveloped. Distant mountains
are visible from nearby locations including I-215 and Heacock Street.
Specifically, public views to regional mountains to the northeast and east
of the project site are available from the nearby segment of I-215. Views
to the San Bernardino and San Jacinto Mountains are available to 1-215
motorists near the project site. Regarding Heacock Street, views of the
Box Springs Mountains are temporarily experienced by pedestrians and
motorists traveling north on Heacock Street.

Despite the available mountain views from I-215 and Heacock Street near
the project site, neither the interstate nor Heacock Street is identified as a
scenic highway, scenic road, or scenic vista point. Further, the project site
is approximately 0.85 miles east of the interstate and is surrounded by
existing warehouse developments that have altered existing viewing
conditions from the interstate (and Heacock Street). For example, the
existing buildings to the east and south of the project site are estimated to
be approximately 40 to 50 feet high. Although construction of a new 45-
foot-tall cargo building on the site would introduce a new structure that
would be visible from the interstate and local roads including Heacock
Street, there are existing warehouse developments immediately east and
south of the site that are of a similar height to the proposed cargo
building. As such, the Proposed Project would not have a substantial
impact on views toward the Box Spring Mountains and San Bernardino
Mountains from Heacock Street or views to regional mountains to the
north and northeast of the project site from [-215. In addition, due to the
distance between |-215 and the project site (approximately 0.85 miles)
and the visual prominence of the San Bernardino (11,499 feet of
elevation at the highest peak) and San Jacinto (10,833 feet of elevation at
the highest peak) Mountains, the apparent scale of the proposed cargo
building (maximum height of 45 feet) would be reduced and the new
building would not substantially alter or block public views of the San
Bernardino or San Jacinto Mountains from I-215. As such, impacts would
be less than significant.

FAQ-AES-3

Are there any
plans to
implement dark
sKky initiatives to
reduce light
pollution?

As discussed in Section 3.1, Aesthetics, of the EIR, the project site is
located in an urbanized area containing multiple existing sources of
nighttime lighting. For example, industrial warehouse facilities occupied by
Hanes/DDI (the former Phillips Warehouse Building at 16875 Heacock
Street) and an air cargo center occupied by KRIV-Amazon (17101 Heacock
Street) are located to the immediate south of the project site, and the
existing Lowe’s distribution and warehouse center is located east of the
site, across Heacock Street. These facilities include internal and external
(i.e., general illumination and security) lighting, as well as parking lot and
roadway lighting, which is visible from the project site. In addition to
lighting associated with nearby facilities, streetlights are present along the
Heacock Street corridor. March ARB aviation facilities, taxiways, and
runways are an additional source of night lighting in the landscape
surrounding the area.

While the Proposed Project does not propose to implement a specific dark
sky initiative, the Proposed Project would incorporate common BMPs to
reduce the potential for substantial light pollution during project
operations. For example, the Proposed Project would install lighting only
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Table 11.5-1. Aesthetics FAQ Responses

Identifier

Question

Response

where it is needed for operations, and new sources of lighting would
consist of full-cutoff fixtures that would be directed downward onto the
site. As demonstrated in the preliminary photometrics/light trespass plans
prepared for the Proposed Project (see EIR Figures 3.1-1a and 3.1-1b), the
output of new exterior-wall-mounted lighting sources and pole-mounted
lighting sources in car and truck parking/storage areas would not exceed
0.5 foot-candles at the property line of the project site, which is consistent
with March JPA Development Code Section 9.08.100. With
implementation of these measures/practices, potential impacts
associated with new sources of Proposed Project-related lighting would
be less than significant.

FAQ-AES-4

Are there any
plans to preserve
or enhance the
natural beauty of
the project site?

Existing development within the project site consists of one groundwater
monitoring well (located in the northeast portion of the project site), a
former (now vacant) fire house, paved taxiway and tarmac areas
associated with aviation uses, and various paved improvements located
next to the existing taxiway, as shown in Figure 2-1 of the EIR. The majority
of the project site is vacant, undeveloped, and routinely mowed.
Construction of the Proposed Project would change the overall visual
character of the site from primarily undeveloped to developed; the
proposed land uses to be developed within the site would be similar in
nature to the surrounding land uses. The project site is surrounded by
March ARB aviation facilities to the north and west, as well as various
industrial warehousing buildings to the south, a distribution center facility
to the east, and the March ARB Fire Department facility to the north. The
existing warehouse and distribution buildings to the east and south are
estimated to be approximately 40 to 50 feet high, which is similar in
height to the proposed cargo building (45 feet). Within the larger
surrounding area, the Proposed Project is surrounded by additional
aircraft operation facilities, including the March ARB runways and aircraft
parking pads; I-215 and the Riverside National Cemetery to the west; and
industrial land uses to the east. Thus, the construction and operation of
the Proposed Project would blend in with the existing visual character of
the larger surrounding area.

FAQ-AES-5

Has the Proposed
Project considered
the potential
increase in light
pollution from the
airport
operations?

Section 3.1.4, Impacts Analysis (subheading March ARB Taxiway Lighting
Impacts), of the EIR addresses potential lighting impacts associated with
both taxiway lighting and increased aircraft operations. In consideration of
public input, the applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced
Aviation Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project operations
by approximately 30% and not include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights
between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Please refer to Chapter lll, Errata, of
this Final EIR for details.

Additionally, new runway lighting is regulated by FAA in terms of location,
type, and height and would be generally similar to existing March ARB
lighting surrounding the project site. Such lighting would be low intensity,
shielded, and directional. The nearest residential uses, approximately
0.50 miles east of the project site, would be visually buffered from the
Proposed Project building by existing warehouse development. Due to the
presence of intervening structures and distance from the project site, light
and glare impacts from runway lighting would be less than significant for
the nearest residential uses to the east of the project site.
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Identifier Question Response

FAQ-AES-6 How will the Please refer to FAQ-AES-4, above.
Proposed Project
affect the visual
aesthetics of the
surrounding area?

FAQ-AES-7 How will the Please refer to FAQ-AES-2, above.
Proposed Project
impact the overall
landscape
aesthetics and
scenic beauty of
the area?

FAQ-AES-8 How will the Please refer to FAQ-AES-4, above.
Proposed Project
impact the overall
landscape and
visual aesthetics
of the surrounding
area?

FAQ-AES-9 How will the As discussed in Section 3.1, Aesthetics, of the EIR, the cumulative study
Proposed Project area for lighting and glare impacts includes the areas in the immediate
impact the overall | vicinity of the project site and off-site roadways that could experience light
light pollution in spillover and glare effects. All lighting proposed for the Proposed Project
the region? would be subject to compliance with the provisions of the March JPA

Development Code, which would ensure proper design, installation, and
operation of all exterior lighting, thereby reducing the potential for glare
effects and light spillover onto adjacent properties. Other projects within
the aesthetic cumulative project area would be required to comply with
existing regulations pertaining to light and glare, and any project occurring
within March ARB would be required to comply with applicable FAA
regulations pertaining to light and glare. Additionally, in consideration of
public input, the applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced
Aviation Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project operations
by approximately 30% and not include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights
between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Please refer to Chapter lll, Errata, of
this Final EIR for details. Therefore, the Proposed Project’s contribution to a
cumulative light and glare impact would be less than significant.

FAQ-AES-10 | How will the Please refer to FAQ-AES-4, above.

Proposed Project
impact the visual
aesthetics of the
surrounding area?
FAQ-AES-11 | What measures Please refer to FAQ-AES-1 and FAQ-AES-3, above.

are in place to
address potential
light trespass
issues for nearby
residents?
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FAQ-AES-12 | What steps will be | Please refer to FAQ-AES-1, above.
taken to minimize
light pollution from
the Proposed
Project?
FAQ-AES-13 | What steps will be | Please refer to FAQ-AES-1 and FAQ-AES-3, above.
taken to minimize
light pollution from
the Proposed
Project's
operations?
FAQ-AES-14 | Are there any Please refer to FAQ-AES-1 and FAQ-AES-3, above, and FAQ-NOI-3 for
plans to address further discussion of Proposed Project noise.

the potential
increase in light
and noise pollution
from the Proposed
Project's
operations?

Table I1.5-2. Agriculture FAQ Responses

FAQ-AG-1 Are there any plans | As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, the

to mitigate the project site is not located within existing agricultural areas, nor would
potential loss of implementation of the Proposed Project result in any impacts to ongoing
agricultural land agricultural operations or the conversion of farmland to non-agricultural
due to the use. The site is surrounded by existing facilities associated with March

Proposed Project? ARB and air cargo operations. Therefore, no impacts to agriculture would
occur and no mitigation is required.

Table I11.5-3. Air Quality FAQ Responses

FAQ-AQ-1 Are there any plans to As discussed in Section 3.2, Air Quality, of the EIR, the increase in

address the potential criteria air pollutant emissions from construction of the Proposed
increase in air pollution | Project would be reduced to less than significant through

resulting from the implementation of MM-AQ-1 (Construction Management Plan) and
Proposed Project? MM-AQ-2 (Construction Requirements). The Proposed Project’s daily

regional emissions from ongoing non-peak and peak operations would
exceed SCAQMD’s operational thresholds of significance for emissions
of VOCs, NOx, and CO. Most of the VOC, NOx, and CO emissions would
be from aircraft, but there is no feasible mitigation to reduce these
emissions because aircraft technology to control emissions has not
been developed. Research is ongoing for controlling VOC, NOx, and CO
emissions and improving fuel efficiencies. Implementation of MM-AQ-3
(Improved Energy Efficiency and Water Reduction) through MM-AQ-6
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Table 11.5-3. Air Quality FAQ Responses

(Additional Air Quality Tenant Requirements) and MM-GHG-1
(Installation of EV Charging Stations) would reduce criteria air pollutant
emissions from operation of the Proposed Project. However, CalEEMod
cannot accurately quantify these reductions; therefore, no numeric
emissions credit has been taken in the analysis and this impact would
remain significant and unavoidable.

FAQ-AQ-2

Are there any plans to
mitigate the Proposed
Project’s impact on air
quality?

Please refer to FAQ-AQ-1, above.

FAQ-AQ-3

Are there any plans to
monitor and report on
air quality data in real-
time?

Real time air quality is monitored by SCAQMD. The Proposed Project is
located within SRA 24. The SCAQMD Perris Valley monitoring station is
5.7 miles south of the project site and is the nearest long-term air
quality monitoring site for O3 and PMu1o. The Perris Valley monitoring
station does not include data for CO, NO2, or PM2.s. The Metropolitan
Riverside County monitoring station, located in SRA 23 approximately
12.7 miles northwest of the project site, is the next nearest monitoring
station for CO, NO2, and PM2.s. These two monitoring stations provide
real time air quality data for the project area.

FAQ-AQ-4

Has the Proposed
Project considered the
potential health risks
associated with
increased pollution?

Section 3.2, Air Quality, of the EIR evaluated potential health risks
associated with increased pollution from criteria air pollutants and
from TACs in the form of DPM. In addition to the regional emission-
based thresholds shown in Table 3.2-4 of the EIR, SCAQMD also
recommends evaluation of localized air quality impacts to sensitive
receptors in the immediate vicinity of a project as a result of
construction and operation activities. As shown in Table 3.2-13 of the
EIR, the Proposed Project would not exceed the SCAQMD LSTs during
construction with the incorporation of MM-AQ-1 (Construction
Management Plan) and MM-AQ-2 (Construction Requirements). As
shown in Table 3.2-14 of the EIR, the Proposed Project would not
exceed the SCAQMD LSTs during operations. Therefore, nearby
sensitive receptors would not be exposed to substantial pollutant
concentrations during Proposed Project construction and operation.
The Proposed Project HRA (Draft EIR Appendix C-1) evaluated potential
health risk impacts during construction and operation. The Proposed
Project would not result in any significant health risk impacts from
exposure to TACs from construction with the incorporation of MM-AQ-1
or from operations. As shown in Table 3.2-16 of the EIR, the Proposed
Project would result in a less-than-significant human health or cancer
risk to adjacent land uses as a result of construction and operational
activity.

FAQ-AQ-5

Has the Proposed
Project considered the
potential health risks
associated with poor air
quality?

Please refer to FAQ-AQ-4, above. Section 3.2, Air Quality, of the EIR
discussed potential health effects from criteria air pollutants.
However, it would be extremely difficult, if not impossible, to quantify
health impacts of criteria pollutants for various reasons, including
modeling limitations and where in the atmosphere air pollutants
interact and form, for a development as small as the Proposed Project
(see Amicus Curiae Briefs of SCAQMD and the San Joaquin Valley Air
Pollution Control District in Sierra Club v. County of Fresno [2018] 6
Cal.5th 502 [Friant Ranch], and EIR Appendix C-2). Currently available
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modeling tools are not equipped to provide a meaningful analysis of
the correlation between an individual development project’s air
emissions and specific human health impacts.

Two expert agencies, SCAQMD and SJVAQCD, do not believe that there
must be a quantification of a project’s health risks in all CEQA
documents prepared for individual projects. To date, SCAQMD has not
released any additional Friant Ranch guidance. Any attempt to
quantify the Proposed Project’s health risks would be considered
unreliable and misleading. Lastly, as demonstrated in the EIR
construction and operational LST (NOx, CO, PM1o, and PM2.5) analyses
and the CO hot spot assessment, the Proposed Project is not
anticipated to result in localized criteria pollutant impacts; therefore,
no associated health effects are anticipated to result.

FAQ-AQ-6

Has the report
considered the long-
term effects of the
Proposed Project on the
local climate and
microclimate?

As required by CEQA, the EIR provided an overall description of
potential climate change impacts for the region. EIR Section 3.7,
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, discussed the Proposed Project’s impacts
on climate change and determined the Proposed Project would have
less-than-significant impacts with mitigation (MM-GHG-1. [Installation
of EV Charging Stations] and MM-AQ-3 [Improved Energy Efficiency
and Water Reduction] through MM-AQ-6 [Additional Air Quality Tenant
Requirements]). In general, changes to a local climate and
microclimate may be caused by alterations in land use, vegetation,
building materials, and energy consumption. The urban heat island
effect can be caused by large-scale development projects where
natural landscapes are replaced with concrete, asphalt, and buildings.
The Proposed Project would not remove natural vegetation as the
project site consists of hardscape and any vegetation is regularly
mowed to ensure vegetation does not interfere with aircraft
operations.

Tall buildings may alter wind patterns; however, the Proposed Project
would be height-limited to comply with airport land use zoning. The
removal of large, vegetated areas may result in changes in humidity
and precipitation; however, as noted above, the Proposed Project
would not remove large, vegetated areas. The Proposed Project would
not alter existing habitat or local water bodies. Section 3.2, Air Quality,
of the EIR determined that localized impacts from criteria air pollutant
concentrations would be less than significant.

FAQ-AQ-7

How are operational
emissions, including
CO2, CH4, and N20,
being managed and
mitigated by the
Proposed Project,
especially concerning
energy consumption,
water supply treatment,
and solid waste
sources?

Section 3.7, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, of the EIR evaluated the
impact of GHG emissions, including CO2, CHs4, and NO2, utilizing March
JPA’s qualitative threshold and determined the Proposed Project
would have less-than-significant impacts with implementation of MM-
GHG-1 (Installation of EV Charging Stations) and MM-AQ-3 (Improved
Energy Efficiency and Water Reduction) through MM-AQ-6 (Additional
Air Quality Tenant Requirements).

For informational purposes, Section 3.7 of the EIR quantified the
Proposed Project’s GHG emissions. The analysis used professional
standards to estimate the Proposed Project’s construction and
operational emissions using CalEEMod and the FAA AEDT model. The
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modeling accounted for emissions associated with energy
consumption, water supply treatment, and solid waste.

MM-AQ-3 through MM-AQ-6 would have the co-benefit of reducing GHG
emissions in addition to criteria air pollutant emissions; however,
CalEEMod cannot accurately quantify these reductions. Therefore, no
numeric emissions credit was taken in the analysis. MM-GHG-1 is
quantifiable, and the emission reductions associated with this
measure were reported in the EIR. The reduction in GHG emissions is
approximately 170 MT COze, which is 0.7% of the emissions total.
Table 3.7-10 of the EIR shows the Proposed Project’'s GHG emissions
without mitigation and Table 3.7-11 shows the Proposed Project’s
GHG emissions with mitigation.

FAQ-AQ-8

How does the Proposed
Project plan to address
emissions associated
with on-site operational
equipment, such as
yard tractors, and what
fuel types are being
considered for these
equipment?

Section 3.2, Air Quality, and Section 3.7, Greenhouse Gas Emissions,
in the EIR disclosed the criteria air pollutant and GHG emissions
associated with operation of the Proposed Project, including on-site
cargo handling equipment. As discussed in the EIR, it is common for
cargo buildings to require the operation of exterior cargo handling
equipment in the building’s truck court areas. For the Proposed
Project, on-site modeled operational equipment includes up to one
200 hp compressed natural gas or gasoline-powered
tractor/loader/backhoe operating at 4 hours a day for 365 days of the
year. MM-AQ-3(C) (Tenant Agreement Requirements) requires the use
of electric service yard trucks (hostlers), pallet jacks and forklifts, and
other on-site equipment, with necessary electrical charging stations
provided. Yard hostlers may be diesel fueled in lieu of electrically
powered, provided that the occupant submits a letter identifying that
electric hostlers are technically infeasible and provided such yard
hostlers are compliant with CARB Tier 4 Final regulations for off-road
vehicles. As an alternative, hydrogen fuel-cell or compressed natural
gas powered equipment shall also be acceptable.

FAQ-AQ-9

How will the Proposed
Project affect the
overall air quality in the
region?

Section 3.2, Air Quality, of the EIR disclosed that the Proposed
Project’s operational-source emissions would exceed the applicable
SCAQMD regional thresholds for VOCs, NOx, and CO, even with the
implementation of MM-AQ-3 (Improved Energy Efficiency and Water
Reduction) through MM-AQ-6 (Additional Air Quality Tenant
Requirements). Further, the Proposed Project would have significant
and unavoidable impacts related to potential conflicts with the
SCAQMD AQMP, which is the regional plan for achieving federal and
state air quality standards.

FAQ-AQ-10

How will the Proposed
Project impact the local
air quality and emission
levels in the region?

Section 3.2, Air Quality, of the EIR disclosed that the Proposed
Project’s operational-source emissions would exceed the applicable
SCAQMD regjonal thresholds for VOCs, NOx, and CO, even with the
implementation of MM-AQ-3 (Improved Energy Efficiency and Water
Reduction) through MM-AQ-6 (Additional Air Quality Tenant
Requirements). In addition to the regional emission-based thresholds
shown in Table 3.2-4 of the EIR, SCAQMD also recommends
evaluation of localized air quality impacts to sensitive receptors in the
immediate vicinity of a project as a result of construction and
operation activities. As shown in Table 3.2-13 of the EIR, the Proposed
Project would not exceed the SCAQMD LSTs during construction with
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the incorporation of MM-AQ-1 (Construction Management Plan) and
MM-AQ-2 (Construction Requirements). As shown in Table 3.2-14 of
the EIR, the Proposed Project would not exceed the SCAQMD LSTs
during operations.

FAQ-AQ-11 | How will the Proposed Please refer to FAQ-AQ-10, above.

Project impact the
overall air quality in the
region?

FAQ-AQ-12 | What measures are As discussed in Section 3.2, Air Quality, MM-AQ-3 (Improved Energy
being taken to reduce Efficiency and Water Reduction) requires the annual provision of
emissions associated information regarding the Voluntary Interindustry Commerce Solutions
with the transportation | “Empty Miles” program; health effects of DPM, state regulations
of goods and vehicles limiting truck idling time, and the benefits of minimized idling; the
related to the Proposed | importance of minimizing traffic, noise, and air pollutant impacts to
Project, as mentioned sensitive receptors; and efficient scheduling and load management to
in the report? eliminate unnecessary queuing and idling of trucks. MM-AQ-4 (Truck

Requirements) requires the Proposed Project to be designed to
accommodate SmartWay trucks, to include conduit and electrical
panels to support future electric trucks, to prohibit idling in excess of 3
minutes, to seek funding to replace/retrofit trucks, and to monitor and
comply with air quality regulations pertaining to on-road trucks,
including CARB’s Heavy-Duty (Tractor-trailer) Greenhouse Gas
Regulation, Periodic Smoke Inspection Program, and the Statewide
Truck and Bus Regulation, as applicable. MM-AQ-5 (Commute Trip
Reduction) requires measures to reduce commute-trips associated
with employees. All of the above listed measures serve to reduce
emissions associated with transportation of goods and vehicles
related to the Proposed Project.

FAQ-AQ-13 | What measures are in As discussed in FAQ-AQ-4, above, the Proposed Project would result in
place to address a less-than-significant human health or cancer risk to adjacent land
potential health risks uses as a result of construction and operational activity. MM-AQ-1
associated with the (Construction Management Plan) requires the use of Tier 4 offroad
Proposed Project? equipment during Project construction. MM-AQ-2 (Construction

Requirements) through MM-AQ-6 (Additional Air Quality Tenant
Requirements) would reduce Proposed Project emissions, further
reducing potential health risks.

FAQ-AQ-14 | What measures are in As discussed in Section 3.2, Air Quality, of the EIR, MM-AQ-1
place to address (Construction Management Plan) through MM-AQ-6 (Additional Air
potential respiratory Quality Tenant Requirements) would serve to reduce criteria air
issues from increased pollutants. Specifically, MM-AQ-2 (Construction Requirements)
air pollution? prohibits grading on days with an Air Quality Index forecast greater

than 150 for particulates or ozone and requires the use of “Super-
Compliant” low VOC paints formulated to exceed SCAQMD Rule 1113.
MM-AQ-4 (Truck Requirements) prohibits idling in excess of 3 minutes.
As discussed in FAQ-AQ-5, above, the EIR disclosed potential health
effects from criteria pollutants, but it would be extremely difficult, if
not impossible, to quantify health impacts of criteria pollutants for
various reasons, including modeling limitations and where in the
atmosphere air pollutants interact and form, for a development as
small as the Proposed Project (Appendix C-2).
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FAQ-AQ-15 | What specific measures | Please refer to FAQ-AQ-8, above.
are being implemented
to reduce emissions
associated with on-site
operational equipment,
such as yard tractors,
and what fuel types are
being considered for
these equipment to
minimize
environmental impact?

FAQ-AQ-16 | What specific goals and | Section 3.10, Land Use and Planning, and Table 3.10-1 of the EIR
policies from the Local demonstrate how the Proposed Project is consistent with the
March Joint Powers applicable goals and policies of the March JPA General Plan related to
Authority General Plan GHG emissions, noise, and air quality. These include, but are not
are being considered limited to, Noise/Air Quality Element Goal 1 (Ensure that land uses are
and incorporated into protected from excessive and unwanted noise), Policy 2.2 (Noise
the Proposed Project to | generating facilities shall be located in areas with compatible noise
address GHG emissions | generating land uses [i.e., airport noise contour areas] to minimize
related to noise and air | land use incompatibilities, noise abatement and mitigation measures
quality? needed), and Goal 4 (Pursue reduced emissions for stationary and

mobile sources through the use and implementation of new and
advancing technologies) and Environmental Justice Element Policy HC
16.24 (Ensure compatibility between industrial development and
agricultural uses and adjacent land uses. To achieve compatibility,
industrial development and agricultural uses will be required to
include criteria addressing noise, land, traffic and GHG emissions to
avoid or minimize creating adverse conditions for adjacent
communities). As discussed in Table 3.10-1, the Proposed Project
would be generally consistent with the goals and policies identified in
the March JPA General Plan and the Environmental Justice Element.
Where appropriate, mitigation measures are included to reduce
and/or avoid potential conflicts with applicable goals adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating GHG, noise, and air quality impacts,
including MM-NOI-1 (Construction Worker Hearing Protection) and MM-
NOI-2 (Future Tenant Aircraft Fleet), MM-TRA-1 (Construction Traffic
Management Plan) and MM-TRA-2 (Project Truck Route on Heacock
Street), MM-AQ-1 (Construction Management Plan) through MM-AQ-6
(Additional Air Quality Tenant Requirements), and MM-GHG-1
(Installation of EV Charging Stations).

FAQ-AQ-17 | What steps will be The Proposed Project is sited in a location that would not result in a
taken to protect nearby | localized impact to sensitive receptors located in housing, schools,
sensitive receptors, childcare facilities, and hospitals. The nearest sensitive receptor is
such as housing, approximately 0.5 miles east of the project site. As demonstrated in
schools, hospitals, and | Section 3.2, Air Quality, of the EIR, based on construction and
childcare facilities, from | operational LST (NO2, CO, PM1o, and PM2.5) analyses and the CO hot
potential hazards? spot assessment, the Proposed Project is not anticipated to result in

localized criteria pollutant impacts.
The Proposed Project HRA (Appendix C-1 of the EIR) evaluated
potential health risk impacts during construction and operation. The
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Proposed Project would not result in any significant health risk impacts
from exposure to TACs from construction with the incorporation of MM-
AQ-1 (Construction Management Plan) or from operations. As shown in
Table 3.2-16 of the EIR, the Proposed Project would result in a less-
than-significant human health or cancer risk to adjacent land uses as
a result of construction and operational activity.

Lastly, as identified in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials,
of the EIR, the Proposed Project would have less-than-significant
impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials with the
incorporation of MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan),
which requires the approval of a Hazardous Materials Contingency
Plan prior to the issuance of a grading permit; MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work,
Groundwater Management), which requires stop work orders and
groundwater management relating to the existing soil vapor extraction
system; and MM-HAZ-3 (Wildlife Protective Measures), which requires
that the Proposed Project incorporate recommendations included in
the Wildlife Hazard Review (Appendix J-3 of the EIR) for the Proposed
Project.

The EIR includes numerous mitigation measures that will lessen
impacts and protect the public, including MM-AQ-1 through MM-AQ-6
(Additional Air Quality Tenant Requirements), MM-GHG-1 (Installation
of EV Charging Stations), MM-HAZ-1 through MM-HAZ-3, MM-HYD-1
(Water Quality BMPs), MM-NOI-1 (Construction Worker Hearing
Protection), MM-NOI-2 (Future Tenant Aircraft Fleet), MM-TRA-1
(Construction Traffic Management Plan), and MM-TRA-2 (Project Truck
Route on Heacock Street).

FAQ-AQ-18

Has the report
thoroughly assessed
the risk of air and water
pollution from the
Proposed Project's
operations?

The EIR prepared for the Proposed Project includes a thorough
assessment of air quality impacts in Section 3.2, Air Quality, with
details of the analysis provided as Appendix B-1 and C-1. The analysis
was prepared consistent with professional standards using SCAQMD-
approved modeling tools and comparing impacts with thresholds of
significance established by SCAQMD, an expert agency in air quality.

Water pollution was thoroughly addressed in Section 3.9, Hydrology
and Water Quality, with supporting technical appendices provided as
K-1 and K-2 in the EIR.

FAQ-AQ-19

What measures are in
place to mitigate the
potential increase in air
and noise pollution
from the Proposed
Project's operations?

MM-AQ-1 (Construction Management Plan) through MM-AQ-6
(Additional Air Quality Tenant Requirements) and MM-GHG-1
(Installation of EV Charging Stations) would reduce criteria air pollutant
emissions. MM-NOI-2 (Future Tenant Aircraft Fleet) would require
documentation prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy that
expected noise emissions from the tenant’s aircraft mix do not exceed
the noise impacts identified and disclosed in the EIR. Please refer to
FAQ-NOI-3 for further discussion regarding noise.

FAQ-AQ-20

What measures are in
place to protect the
local population from
exposure to harmful
pollutants and toxins?

As discussed in FAQ-AQ-4, above, the Proposed Project would result in
a less-than-significant human health or cancer risk to adjacent land
uses as a result of construction and operational activity. MM-AQ-1
(Construction Management Plan) requires the use of Tier 4 offroad
equipment during Project construction. MM-AQ-2 (Construction
Requirements) through MM-AQ-6 (Additional Air Quality Tenant
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Table 11.5-3. Air Quality FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response
Requirements) would reduce Project emissions, further reducing
potential health risks. Please also refer to FAQ-AQ-17, above.
FAQ-AQ-21 | What measures are in Please refer to FAQ-AQ-4, FAQ-AQ-5, FAQ-AQ-13, FAQ-AQ-14, FAQ-AQ-

place to protect
vulnerable populations,
such as children and
the elderly, from the
Proposed Project's
negative impacts?

17, and FAQ-AQ-20, above.

Table 11.5-4. Biological Resources FAQ Responses

FAQ-BIO-1

Are there any
endangered species in
the project area that
could be affected?

As discussed in Section 3.3, Biological Resources, of the EIR, a total of
28 special-status plant species and 18 special-status wildlife species
have been recorded in the project vicinity and were assessed for
potential to occur on the project site. Focused surveys were conducted
to determine the presence of any listed species with moderate
potential to occur, and all federally and state-listed species were
determined to be absent from the project site. Two CDFW species of
special concern, burrowing owl and San Diego black-tailed jackrabbit,
were observed on the project site during surveys and are assumed
present. One additional special-status species, California glossy snake,
was not observed on the project site but has a moderate potential to
occur. All species analyzed for potential to occur within the project site
are listed in Tables 3.3-2 and 3.3-3 of the EIR. In addition, California
horned lark, a CDFW Watch List species, was observed.

FAQ-BIO-2

Are there any plans to
address the potential
displacement of wildlife
habitats caused by the
Proposed Project?

As detailed in Section 3.3, Biological Resources, of the EIR, 664 acres
of lands were placed into a conservation easement to offset species
and habitat losses associated with the March Air Force Base Reuse
Plan, which included redevelopment of the project site. As such, many
habitat and species losses have already been addressed through
conservation of these 664 acres of lands. These conservation lands
contain non-native grassland habitats suitable for listed species that
may be impacted by the Proposed Project. One native habitat present
within the project site is Goodding’s willow-red willow riparian
woodland and forest. Goodding’s willow-red willow riparian woodland
and forest is a native community that is uncommon, but not rare, and
has declined in the region due to development. This habitat exists in
one small stand along the southern project site boundary and is
bordered by developed land. MM-BIO-5 (Jurisdictional Waters
Permitting and Regulatory Agency Permitting) requires compensatory
mitigation for impacts to the small area of riparian vegetation that
would be impacted by the Proposed Project.
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Table 11.5-4. Biological Resources FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response
FAQ-BIO-3 Are there any plans to Please refer to FAQ-BIO-2, above.
address the potential
disruption of local
ecosystems and wildlife
habitats due to the
Proposed Project?
FAQ-BIO-4 Are there any plans to Please refer to FAQ-BIO-2, above.
address the potential
disruption of local
ecosystems caused by
the Proposed Project?
FAQ-BIO-5 Are there any plans to Please refer to FAQ-BIO-2, above.
address the potential
loss of native plant and
animal species
habitats?
FAQ-BIO-6 Are there any plans to Section 3.3, Biological Resources, of the EIR analyzed the Proposed
mitigate the Proposed Project’s potential to impact migratory wildlife populations. The project
Project's impact on site is located adjacent to developed and open space areas, but much
migratory bird of the vicinity is developed or experiences severe natural disturbance
populations? via use as an airstrip. Wildlife may move through the project site on a
local level, but the project site and the area around it do not provide
regional habitat connectivity between large open space areas. MM-
BIO-4 (Nesting Bird Avoidance and Minimization Measures) would
require a pre-construction nesting bird survey, implementation of
exclusion (avoidance) buffers, and biological monitoring to ensure that
any nest is no longer active prior to the removal of the exclusion
buffers, thus addressing direct and indirect impacts to nesting birds.
FAQ-BIO-7 Are there any plans to As detailed Section 3.3, Biological Resources, of the EIR, 664 acres of
preserve or enhance lands were placed into a conservation easement to offset species and
natural habitats in the habitat losses associated with the March Air Force Base Reuse Plan,
project area? which included redevelopment of the project site. As such, many
habitat and species losses have already been addressed through
conservation of these 664 acres of lands. These conservation lands
contain non-native grassland habitats suitable for listed species that
may be impacted by the Proposed Project. In addition to the existing
conservation of 664 acres of natural habitats, MM-BIO-5
(Jurisdictional Waters Permitting and Regulatory Agency Permitting)
and MM-BIO-1B (Burrowing Owl Relocation and Mitigation Plan)
provide mitigation for impacts to riparian habitat and potential impacts
to burrowing owls (in the event of burrowing owl presence) via
preservation or enhancement of like habitats.
FAQ-BIO-8 Are there any specific MM-BIO-2 (Best Management Practices) provides a list of BMPs to

measures in place to
protect wildlife and
prevent potential safety
risks to aircraft in
flight?

avoid impacts to special-status species and inadvertent disturbance to
areas outside the Proposed Project construction limits. These include
the presence of a biological monitor during construction activities,
demarcation of construction limits, and flushing wildlife from suitable
habitat areas prior to initial vegetation removal activities. Additionally,
MM-BIO-1A (Burrowing Owl Avoidance and Minimization Measures)
provides avoidance and minimization measures for impacts to

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR
DECEMBER 2025

12675
11.5-19



[1.5 - RESPONS

ES TO FAQS

Table 11.5-4. Biological Resources FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response
burrowing owls, MM-BIO-3 (San Diego Black-Tailed Jackrabbit
Avoidance and Minimization Measures) provides avoidance and
minimization measures for impacts to San Diego black-tailed
jackrabbit, and MM-BIO-4 (Nesting Bird Avoidance and Minimization
Measures) provides avoidance and minimization measures for nesting
birds. MM-HAZ-3 (Wildlife Protective Measures) requires incorporation
of the recommendations included in the Wildlife Hazard Review
(Appendix J-3 of the EIR) to reduce safety risks posed by wildlife to
aircraft in flight.

FAQ-BIO-9 Has the Proposed Section 3.3, Biological Resources, of the EIR analyzes potential
Project considered the impacts from the Proposed Project to sensitive biological resources
potential disruption to based upon the criteria set forth in CEQA Guidelines Appendix G. As
local ecosystems from such, the impact analysis focuses on the plants, wildlife, and habitats
increased aviation that have been determined to be special-status or sensitive by the
activities? resources agencies or local policies, plans, and regulations. MM-HAZ-3

(Wildlife Protective Measures) requires incorporation of the
recommendations included in the Wildlife Hazard Review (Appendix J-
3 of the EIR), which will avoid wildlife attractants on the project site,
reducing the impacts to local ecosystems.

FAQ-BIO-10 | Has the Proposed Section 3.3, Biological Resources, of the EIR analyzes potential
Project considered the impacts from the Proposed Project to sensitive biological resources
potential disruption to based upon the criteria set forth in CEQA Guidelines Appendix G. As
local wildlife from such, the impact analysis focuses on the wildlife that have been
increased noise determined to be special-status by the resource agencies. In the
pollution? analysis of impacts to burrowing owl, a special-status species, indirect

impacts including such as excess noise, chemical pollution, and
increased human presence were included and determined to be less
than significant with mitigation incorporated. Additionally, comparing
EIR Figure 3.11-3, Baseline Aircraft Operational Noise Levels, to Figure
3.11-12, Baseline + Project Peak Aircraft Operational Noise Levels,
demonstrates that nearby parks and wildlife preserves, such as
Sycamore Canyon, remain outside the 60 dBA noise contour line.

FAQ-BIO-11 | Has the Proposed As discussed in Section 3.1, Aesthetics, of the EIR, the Proposed
Project considered the | Project would use hoods or shields on all lighting fixtures and
potential impact on downward direction of all lighting sources. This would minimize the
nocturnal animals from | potential for off-site glare that could affect nocturnal animals. The
increased artificial Proposed Project’s lighting would be of a similar nature and
lighting? distribution as the lighting sources currently installed on warehouse

and distribution facilities in the surrounding areas.

FAQ-BIO-12 | Has the report Section 3.3, Biological Resources, of the EIR analyzes impacts to
considered the impact wetlands in Threshold BIO-3 of the impacts analysis. As required by MM-
of the Proposed Project | BIO-5 (Jurisdictional Waters Permitting and Regulatory Agency
on nearby wetlands and | Permitting), the Proposed Project shall mitigate at not less than 1:1 with
waterways? reestablishment credits (0.45 acres USACE/0.45 acres RWQCB/0.49

acres CDFW) for impacts to aquatic resources as part of an overall
strategy to ensure no net loss. The Proposed Project’s impacts to
wetlands would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.
As discussed in Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the EIR,
impacts related to water quality standards and groundwater would be
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Table 11.5-4. Biological Resources FAQ Responses

Identifier

Question

Response

reduced to a less-than-significant level with implementation of MM-
HYD-1 (Water Quality BMPs), which requires BMPs to protect water
quality; MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan), which
requires the project applicant to implement a Hazardous Materials
Contingency Plan; MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater Management),
which requires the applicant to contact EPA Region IX and the state to
determine appropriate procedures to either manage contaminated
groundwater or alter construction plans to avoid further contact with
contaminated groundwater; and MM-AQ-6 (Additional Air Quality
Tenant Requirements), which requires the applicant to sweep the
property monthly, including parking lot and truck court, to remove road
dust, tire wear, brake dust, and other contaminants. All other impacts
related to hydrology and water quality would not occur or would be less
than significant.

FAQ-BIO-13

How will the Proposed
Project address
potential impacts on
wildlife, particularly
birds, attracted to the
project site?

MM-BIO-4 (Nesting Bird Avoidance and Minimization Measures)
provides measures to address impacts to birds during the construction
phase of the Proposed Project. Additionally, MM-BIO-2 (Best
Management Practices) requires the review of landscape plans by a
Federal Aviation Administration-Qualified Airport Wildlife Biologist to
avoid the creation of wildlife attractions (e.g., large trees that could
attract raptors or other large avian species) that could pose risks to
aircraft operations and to wildlife. MM-HAZ-3 (Wildlife Protective
Measures) requires incorporation of the recommendations included in
the Wildlife Hazard Review (Appendix J-3 of the EIR) to reduce safety
risks posed by wildlife to aircraft in flight.

FAQ-BIO-14

How will the Proposed
Project address
potential safety risks
associated with
drainage features and
vegetation attracting
animals near the active
runway?

MM-BIO-2 (Best Management Practices) requires the review of
landscape plans by a Federal Aviation Administration-Qualified Airport
Wildlife Biologist to avoid the creation of wildlife attractions (e.g., large
trees that could attract raptors or other large avian species) that could
pose risks to aircraft operations. MM-HAZ-3 (Wildlife Protective
Measures) requires incorporation of the recommendations included in
the Wildlife Hazard Review (Appendix J-3 of the EIR) to reduce safety
risks posed by wildlife to aircraft in flight.

FAQ-BIO-15

How will the Proposed
Project impact the local
flora and fauna in the
area?

Section 3.3, Biological Resources, of the EIR analyzes potential
impacts from the Proposed Project to sensitive biological resources
based upon the criteria set forth in CEQA Guidelines Appendix G. As
such, the impact analysis focuses on the plant and wildlife species
that have been determined to be special-status by the resource
agencies. As detailed in Section 3.3 of the EIR, 664 acres of lands
were placed into a conservation easement to offset species and
habitat losses associated with the March Air Force Base Reuse Plan,
which included redevelopment of the project site. As such, many
habitat and species losses have already been addressed through
conservation of these 664 acres of lands. MM-BIO-2 (Best
Management Practices) requires biological monitoring; clearly marked
work limits; restricting vehicle speed limits to 15 mph or slower to
minimize the generation of fugitive dust; pet restrictions; measures to
ensure that trash and debris are disposed of properly to minimize
short-term impacts of increased human activities; and incorporation of
native, non-invasive landscaping to minimize the spread of non-native
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Response

invasive plant and animal species. MM-BIO-4 (Nesting Bird Avoidance
and Minimization Measures) requires nesting bird surveys of the
Proposed Project impact areas. If active nests are found, the biologist
must establish buffers and/or implement monitoring to avoid
impacting nesting success.

FAQ-BIO-16

How will the Proposed
Project impact the local
flora and fauna
species, especially
those that are
endangered or
protected?

Section 3.3, Biological Resources, of the EIR analyzes impacts to listed
and special-status plant and wildlife species in Threshold BIO-1. No
listed or special-status plant species were detected in the study area
during field surveys, and no listed plant species have moderate to high
potential to occur in the study area due to lack of suitable habitat.
Three listed wildlife species (Riverside fairy shrimp, vernal pool fairy
shrimp, and Stephens’ kangaroo rat) have potential to occur within the
project area but are presumed to be absent from the site based on
negative field survey results. Two wildlife species of special concern,
burrowing owl and San Diego black-tailed jackrabbit, were detected
within the project site, and a third species of special concern,
California glossy snake, has moderate potential to occur within the
project site. Potential impacts to burrowing owl, San Diego black-tailed
jackrabbit, California glossy snake, and nesting birds are discussed
under Threshold BIO-1 of the EIR. With implementation of MM-BIO-1A
(Burrowing Owl Avoidance and Minimization Measures), MM-BIO-1B
(Burrowing Owl Relocation and Mitigation Plan), MM-BIO-2 (Best
Management Practices), MM-BIO-3 (San Diego Black-Tailed Jackrabbit
Avoidance and Minimization Measures), and MM-BIO-4 (Nesting Bird
Avoidance and Minimization Measures), impacts to burrowing owl, San
Diego black-tailed jackrabbit, California glossy snake, and nest birds
would be less than significant.

FAQ-BIO-17

How will the Proposed
Project impact the local
wildlife and
ecosystems?

Section 3.3, Biological Resources, of the EIR analyzes potential
impacts from the Proposed Project to sensitive biological resources
based upon the criteria set forth in CEQA Guidelines Appendix G. As
such, the impact analysis focuses on the plants, wildlife, and habitats
that have been determined to be special-status or sensitive by the
resources agencies or local policies, plans, and regulations. As
detailed in Section 3.3 of the EIR, 664 acres of lands were placed into
a conservation easement to offset species and habitat losses
associated with the March Air Force Base Reuse Plan, which included
redevelopment of the project site. As such, many habitat and species
losses have already been addressed through conservation of these
664 acres of lands. MM-BIO-2 (Best Management Practices) requires
biological monitoring; clearly marked work limits; restricting vehicle
speed limits to 15 mph or slower to minimize the generation of fugitive
dust; pet restrictions; measures to ensure that trash and debris are
disposed of properly to minimize short-term impacts of increased
human activities; and incorporation of native, non-invasive
landscaping to minimize the spread of non-native invasive plant and
animal species. MM-BIO-4 (Nesting Bird Avoidance and Minimization
Measures) requires nesting bird surveys of the Proposed Project
impact areas. If active nests are found, the biologist must establish
buffers and/or implement monitoring to avoid impacting nesting
success.
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Table 11.5-4. Biological Resources FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response
FAQ-BIO-18 | How will the Proposed Please refer to FAQ-BIO-17, above.
Project impact the
overall biodiversity and
ecological balance of
the area?
FAQ-BIO-19 | How will the Proposed Please refer to FAQ-BIO-17, above.
Project impact local
wildlife habitats and
biodiversity?
FAQ-BIO-20 | What measures are in MM-BIO-2 (Best Management Practices) requires biological
place to prevent the monitoring; clearly marked work limits; restricting vehicle speed limits
spread of invasive to 15 mph or slower to minimize the generation of fugitive dust; pet
species and pests due restrictions; measures to ensure that trash and debris are disposed of
to the Proposed properly to minimize short-term impacts of increased human activities;
Project? and incorporation of native, non-invasive landscaping to minimize the
spread of non-native invasive plant and animal species.
FAQ-BIO-21 | What measures are in Please refer to FAQ-BIO-16, above.
place to protect the
local flora and fauna
species, especially
those that are rare or
endangered?
FAQ-BIO-22 | What steps will be MM-BIO-2 (Best Management Practices) requires the review of
taken to incorporate landscape plans by a Federal Aviation Administration-Qualified Airport
recommendations from | Wildlife Biologist to avoid the creation of wildlife attractions (e.g., large
the Wildlife Hazard trees that could attract raptors or other large avian species) that could
Review into the project | pose risks to aircraft operations and to wildlife. MM-HAZ-3 (Wildlife
design? Protective Measures) requires incorporation of the recommendations
included in the Wildlife Hazard Review (Appendix J-3 of the EIR) to
reduce safety risks posed by wildlife to aircraft in flight.
FAQ-BIO-23 | What steps will be MM-BIO-2 (Best Management Practices) requires biological

taken to minimize the
environmental impact
of hazardous materials
on surrounding
ecosystems and
wildlife?

monitoring; clearly marked work limits; restricting vehicle speed limits
to 15 mph or slower to minimize the generation of fugitive dust; pet
restrictions; measures to ensure that trash and debris are disposed of
properly to minimize short-term impacts of increased human activities;
and incorporation of native, non-invasive landscaping to minimize the
spread of non-native invasive plant and animal species. MM-BIO-5
(Jurisdictional Waters Permitting and Regulatory Agency Permitting)
provides additional BMPs to avoid the impact of hazardous
substances on local waterways. MM-HYD-1 (Water Quality BMPs)
requires BMPs to protect water quality; MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous
Materials Contingency Plan) requires the project applicant to
implement a Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan; MM-HAZ-2 (Stop
Work, Groundwater Management) requires the applicant to contact
EPA Region IX and the state to determine appropriate procedures to
either manage contaminated groundwater or alter construction plans
to avoid further contact with contaminated groundwater; and MM-AQ-6
(Additional Air Quality Tenant Requirements) requires the applicant to
sweep the property monthly, including parking lot and truck court, to
remove road dust, tire wear, brake dust, and other contaminants. With
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Table 11.5-4. Biological Resources FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response
implementation of these mitigation measures, impacts of hazardous
materials on surrounding ecosystems and wildlife would be less than
significant.
FAQ-BIO-24 | Has the report Please refer to FAQ-BIO-12, above.
considered the impact
of the Proposed Project
on local water quality
and aquatic
ecosystems?
FAQ-BIO-25 | Has the report Please refer to FAQ-BIO-12, above.
considered the impact
of the Proposed Project
on nearby water bodies
and aquatic
ecosystems?
FAQ-BIO-26 | How will the Proposed Section 3.3, Biological Resources, of the EIR analyzes potential

Project impact the
overall environmental
sustainability and long-
term ecological health
of the region?

impacts from the Proposed Project to sensitive biological resources
based upon the criteria set forth in CEQA Guidelines Appendix G. As
such, the impact analysis focuses on the plants, wildlife, and habitats
that have been determined to be special-status or sensitive by the
resources agencies, as well as analyzing impacts on wetlands,
conflicts with local biological resource protection policies, and impacts
on migratory wildlife populations. With the proposed mitigation
measures for the Proposed Project and the 664 acres of lands that
were placed into a conservation easement to offset species and
habitat losses associated with the March Air Force Base Reuse Plan,
the Proposed Project’s impacts to the long-term ecological health of
the region would be less than significant.

Table 11.5-5. Cultural Resources FAQ Responses

FAQ-CUL-1

Has the report
considered the impact
of the Proposed Project
on local cultural
heritage sites and
historical landmarks?

As discussed in Section 3.4, Cultural Resources, of the EIR, a CHRIS
search and NAHC Sacred Lands File search were conducted for the
APE and a 1-mile radius for mapped prehistoric, historical, and built-
environment resources and properties designated as California
Historical Landmarks, Points of Historical Interest, or Riverside County
Landmarks. The Proposed Project’s impact on historical resources was
evaluated under Threshold CUL-1, and it was determined to have no
impact. As discussed in Section 3.13, Tribal Cultural Resources, of the
EIR, MIPAA has not identified any geographically defined TCRs as
intersecting the project site but TCRs have been defined in the broader
region. In consideration of the broader landscape, MM-TCR-1 (Tribal
Monitoring) is included in the Final EIR as part of the Proposed Project
to provide for tribal monitoring for all initial ground-disturbing
activities. MM-CUL-1 (Archaeological Monitoring) provides for
archaeological monitoring of all initial ground-disturbing activities. MM-
TCR-3 (Discovery of Human Remains) in the Final EIR provides
protocol for dealing with inadvertent discovery of human remains, and
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Table 11.5-5. Cultural Resources FAQ Responses

Identifier

MM-CUL-3 (Cultural Resources Worker Sensitivity Training) requires
cultural/historical sensitivity training. Impacts would be less than
significant with mitigation incorporated.

FAQ-CUL-2

Has the report
considered the impact
of the Proposed Project
on the cultural heritage
and historical sites in
the vicinity?

Please refer to FAQ-CUL-1, above.

FAQ-CUL-3

What measures are in
place to address
potential cultural
heritage sites in the
Proposed Project area?

Please refer to FAQ-CUL-1, above.

FAQ-CUL-4

What measures are in
place to ensure the
preservation of cultural
heritage sites and
historical landmarks in

the vicinity?

Please refer to FAQ-CUL-1, above.

Table 11.5-6. Energy FAQ Responses

Identifier
FAQ-ENG-1

Are there any plans for
sustainable energy use
in the Proposed
Project?

Under MM-AQ-2 (Construction Requirements), electric-powered hand
tools, forklifts, and pressure washers are required to be used to the
extent feasible, with a designated area on the project site where
electric-powered construction vehicles and equipment can charge. The
Proposed Project would comply with the most current Title 24 Building
Standards at the time building permits are issued. California Code of
Regulations Title 24, Part 6, Energy Efficiency Standards, which govern
energy efficiency in building construction, have progressively tightened
with each update, making buildings increasingly energy-efficient over
time. For example, the 2022 standards emphasized electrification and
reducing greenhouse gas emissions. Residential buildings are
expected to be about 10% more energy-efficient compared to the
2019 standards, with non-residential buildings seeing similar
improvements. Moreover, MM-AQ-3 (Improved Energy Efficiency and
Water Reduction) requires the building to achieve 2023 LEED Silver
certification standards or equivalent, at a minimum and includes
specific commitments that will serve to reduce energy use and make
the Proposed Project more sustainable. MM-GHG-1 (Installation of EV
Charging Stations) requires the Proposed Project include the circuitry,
capacity, and equipment for EV charging stations in accordance with
2022 CALGreen Tier 2. Solar panels were determined to not be
feasible because they would interfere with aircraft navigation.
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FAQ-ENG-2 | Are there any plans to The Proposed Project includes MM-AQ-1 (Construction Management
offset the Proposed Plan) through MM-AQ-6 (Additional Air Quality Tenant Requirements)
Project's carbon which, in addition to reducing criteria air pollutants, have the co-
emissions through benefit of reducing GHG emissions. In addition, MM-GHG-1
environmental (Installation of EV Charging Stations) requires the Proposed Project
initiatives? plans to include circuitry, capacity, and equipment for electric vehicle

charging in accordance with Tier 2 of the 2022 CALGreen Code, which
serves to reduce the Proposed Project’s GHG emissions.

FAQ-ENG-3 | Can the report provide In Section 3.10, Land Use and Planning, of the EIR, Table 3.10-1
more details on how evaluated the Proposed Project’s consistency with March JPA General
the Proposed Project Plan policies relative to reducing emissions associated with
aligns with the goals vehicle/engine use and encouraging energy-efficient equipment and
and policies outlined in | design in the Planning Area and determined the Proposed Project
the Local March Joint would be generally consistent with mitigation incorporated. MM-AQ-1
Powers Authority (Construction Management Plan) requires all heavy-duty trucks
General Plan, hauling onto the project site to be model year 2014 or later, which
specifically related to would improve fuel efficiency. MM-AQ-2 (Construction Requirements)
reducing emissions requires the use of electric-powered hand tools, forklifts, and pressure
associated with washers, to the extent feasible, along with a designated charging area,
vehicle/engine use and | and limits construction equipment idling to no more than 3 minutes.
encouraging the use of | MM-AQ-3 (Improved Energy Efficiency and Water Reduction) requires
energy-efficient the annual provision of information to employees and truck drivers
equipment and design about electric vehicle charging availability, alternate transportation
in the planning area? opportunities for commuting, the Voluntary Interindustry Commerce

Solutions “Empty Miles” program to improve goods trucking
efficiencies, and efficient scheduling and load management to
eliminate unnecessary queuing and idling of trucks. MM-AQ-4 (Truck
Requirements) limits truck idling to 3 minutes. MM-AQ-5 (Commute
Trip Reduction) requires any tenant agreement to include 5% reserved
parking spaces for carpools and vanpools, provision of short- and long-
term bicycling parking facilities and “end-of-trip” facilities, on-site food
vending or kitchen equipment and mail facilities, and establishment of
a rideshare program with financial incentives. MM-GHG-1 (Installation
of EV Charging Stations) requires that the Proposed Project include the
circuitry, capacity, and equipment for EV charging stations in
accordance with the 2022 CALGreen Tier 2.

FAQ-ENG-4 | Can the report provide As discussed in Section 3.7, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, in Table 3.7-
more details on the 6, California Senate Bill X1-2 RPS is a regulatory program that applies
consistency evaluation | to investor-owned utilities, electric service providers, and community
of the Proposed Project | choice aggregators, and not directly to land use development.
with regulatory However, the Proposed Project would benefit from and be consistent
programs such as with this regulatory program because electricity would be purchased
California Title 24 from SCE, which is required to procure 45% and 50% of retail sales
Green Building from renewable energy resources by 2027 and 2030, respectively.
gtandard§ Code and As detailed in Section 3.5, Energy of the EIR, the Proposed Project

enate Bill X1-2 ) . . .
. would be required to comply with applicable Title 24 Standards,

Renewables Portfolio ; . . i ;

Standard? including CALGreen, in plac_e at the time plgn Check submlttgls are
made. MM-GHG-1 (Installation of EV Charging Stations) requires that
the Proposed Project include the circuitry, capacity, and equipment for
EV charging stations in accordance with the 2022 CALGreen Tier 2.
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FAQ-ENG-5 | How does the Proposed | Please refer to FAQ-ENG-4, above.
Project ensure
consistency with
regulatory programs
such as California Title
24 Green Building
Standards Code and
Senate Bill X1-2
Renewables Portfolio
Standard to meet the
required standards and
guidelines for
sustainable
development and
energy efficiency?

FAQ-ENG-6 | How will the Proposed MM-AQ-3 (Improved Energy Efficiency and Water Reduction) requires
Project ensure long- the building to achieve 2023 LEED Silver certification standards or
term sustainability and | equivalent, at a minimum and includes specific commitments that will
environmental serve to reduce energy use and make the Proposed Project more
stewardship? sustainable. MM-GHG-1 (Installation of EV Charging Stations) requires

the Proposed Project include the circuitry, capacity, and equipment for
EV charging stations in accordance with 2022 CALGreen Tier 2.
Accordingly, the Proposed Project would incorporate sustainable
design and construction which would lead to long-term energy
efficiency and water conservation. Sustainable projects lead to long-
term cost saving through reduced energy and water consumption,
lower waste management costs, and increased property value. It is in
the Proposed Project’s interest to ensure long-term sustainability and
environmental stewardship. As environmental regulations become
more stringent and resource scarcity increases, sustainable projects
are better positioned to adapt to future challenges and remain viable
over the long term.

FAQ-ENG-7 | How will the Proposed Section 3.7, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, disclosed the most recent
Project impact the GHG emissions inventory for the State of California and the County of
overall carbon footprint | Riverside at the time of the Draft EIR preparation. Riverside County
of the region? had a GHG inventory of 4,905,518 MTCO2¢ in 2017. The Proposed

Project’s annual GHG emissions with mitigation measures
incorporated would be 22,923.04 MTCO2e, which is approximately
0.47% of the total Riverside County inventory.

FAQ-ENG-8 | What measures are in MM-AQ-1 (Construction Management Plan) requires all heavy-duty
place to ensure the trucks hauling onto the project site to be model year 2014 or later,
Proposed Project's which would improve fuel efficiency. MM-AQ-2 (Construction
alignment with Requirements) requires the use of electric-powered hand tools,
sustainable forklifts, and pressure washers, to the extent feasible, along with a
development goals and | designated charging area, and limits construction equipment idling to
environmental best no more than 3 minutes. MM-AQ-3 (Improved Energy Efficiency and
practices? Water Reduction) requires the annual provision of information to

employees and truck drivers about electric vehicle charging
availability, alternate transportation opportunities for commuting, the
Voluntary Interindustry Commerce Solutions “Empty Miles” program to
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Identifier Question Response
improve goods trucking efficiencies, and efficient scheduling and load
management to eliminate unnecessary queuing and idling of trucks.
MM-AQ-4 (Truck Requirements) limits truck idling to 3 minutes. MM-
AQ-5 (Commute Trip Reduction) requires any tenant agreement to
include 5% reserved parking spaces for carpools and vanpools,
provision of short- and long-term bicycling parking facilities and “end-
of-trip” facilities, on-site food vending or kitchen equipment and mail
facilities, and establishment of a rideshare program with financial
incentives. MM-GHG-1 (Installation of EV Charging Stations) requires
that the Proposed Project include the circuitry, capacity, and
equipment for EV charging stations in accordance with the 2022
CALGreen Tier 2.
FAQ-ENG-9 | What measures are in Please refer to FAQ-ENG-8, above.
place to ensure the
Proposed Project's long-
term sustainability and
environmental
stewardship?
FAQ-ENG- What measures are in Sustainable aviation practices for air cargo facilities focus on reducing
10 place to promote environmental impact, improving efficiency, and promoting long-term
sustainable aviation sustainability in the operations of these facilities. As discussed in
practices? Section 4.2, Air Quality, research is ongoing for controlling aircraft
emissions and improving fuel efficiencies. “The aviation industry has
achieved significant advances to improve the fuel efficiency of modern
aircraft in this era of sustainable engineering and fluctuating
petroleum prices. Adopting cutting-edge technologies and
implementing novel engineering innovations has enabled aircraft
manufacturers and managers to decrease fuel consumption, reduce
carbon dioxide emissions, and mitigate their negative ecological
footprint.”35 As an air cargo facility, it would be in the economic
interest of the future tenant to implement efficient logistics and
routing practices to minimize fuel costs, which would reduce fuel
consumption and emissions during cargo transport.
FAQ-ENG- What measures are in The Proposed Project does not propose any alterations to significant
11 place to promote land forms, important watershed areas or mineral resources. The
sustainable land use Proposed Project would be required to comply with the NDPES
practices and soil Construction General Permit, including implementation of a SWPPP, to
conservation? avoid impacts of stormwater discharges during construction. A WQMP
would be implemented during operational activities to ensure
stormwater runoff from the project site is managed to protect water
sources downstream, utilizing LID stormwater design features and
BMPs.
FAQ-ENG- How will the Proposed The EIR analyzed and disclosed the Proposed Project’s impact for
12 Project impact the specific resource topics pursuant to the March JPA CEQA Guidelines

overall environmental
sustainability and long-
term ecological health
of the region?

and the CEQA Guidelines Appendix G checklist. Section 3.2, Air Quality,
of the EIR disclosed the Proposed Project’s significant and
unavoidable impact relative to conflicts with the SCAQMD air quality
management plan for attaining federal air quality standards and

35 https://www.azom.com/article.aspx?ArticlelD=22802.
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exceedances to the SCAQMD thresholds of significance for VOCs, NOx,
and CO. Section 3.5, Energy, disclosed the Proposed Project’s energy
use but determined that it would not be wasteful or inefficient and
thus would have a less than significant impact relative to energy use.

Section 3.7, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, found that the Proposed
Project would not conflict with plans adopted to reduce greenhouse
gas emissions, as such it would have a less than significant impact
relative to greenhouse gas emissions.

Table 11.5-7. Environmental Justice FAQ Responses

FAQ-EJ-1 Are there any plans to
address potential
environmental justice
concerns in the
project area?

As discussed in Section 3.10, Land Use and Planning, of the EIR, the
Proposed Project would be generally consistent with the goals and
policies identified in the March JPA General Plan and the Environmental
Justice Element. Where appropriate, mitigation measures are included
to reduce and/or avoid potential conflicts with applicable goals adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect.

The Proposed Project is sited in a location that would not resultin a
localized impact to sensitive receptors located in housing, schools,
childcare facilities, and hospitals. The nearest sensitive receptor is
approximately 0.5 miles east of the project site. As demonstrated in
Section 3.2, Air Quality, of the EIR, based on construction and
operational LST (NO2, CO, PM1o, and PM2.s) analyses and the CO hot
spot assessment, the Proposed Project is not anticipated to result in
localized criteria pollutant impacts.

The Proposed Project HRA (Appendix C-1) evaluated potential health risk
impacts during construction and operation. The Proposed Project would
not result in any significant health risk impacts from exposure to TACs
from construction with the incorporation of MM-AQ-1 (Construction
Management Plan) or from operations. As shown in Table 3.2-16 of the
EIR, the Proposed Project would result in a less-than-significant human
health or cancer risk to adjacent land uses as a result of construction
and operational activity. MM-AQ-3 (Improved Energy Efficiency and Water
Reduction) through MM-AQ-6 (Additional Air Quality Tenant
Requirements) are designed to improve air quality in the region by
increasing energy efficiency, reducing water usage, imposing truck
requirements, reducing commute trips, and imposing additional tenant
requirements, which reduces the strain on resources for all.

As discussed in Section 3.2, Air Quality, and Section 3.7, Greenhouse
Gas Emissions, of the EIR, the Proposed Project includes MM-AQ-1
through MM-AQ-6, which, in addition to reducing criteria air pollutants,
have the co-benefit of reducing GHG emissions. In addition, MM-GHG-1
(Installation of EV Charging Stations) requires the Proposed Project plans
to include circuitry, capacity, and equipment for electric vehicle charging
in accordance with Tier 2 of the 2022 CALGreen Code, which will serve
to reduce the Proposed Project’s GHG emissions. As identified in Section
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3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR, the Proposed Project
would have less than significant impacts related to hazards and
hazardous materials with the incorporation of MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous
Materials Contingency Plan), which requires the approval of a Hazardous
Materials Contingency Plan prior to the issuance of a grading permit;
MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater Management), which requires stop
work orders and groundwater management relating to the existing soil
vapor extraction system, and MM-HAZ-3 (Wildlife Protective Measures),
which requires that the Proposed Project incorporate recommendations
included in the Wildlife Hazard Review (Appendix J-3 of the EIR) for the
Proposed Project.

The Proposed Project-specific WQMP (Appendix K-2 of the EIR)
describes and illustrates how the Proposed Project would comply with
the Riverside County MS4 Permit requirements. Source control and
operational BMPs have been incorporated into the project design,
including site design BMPs, source control BMPs, treatment control
BMPs, and operation and maintenance requirements. In addition, MM-
HYD-1 (Water Quality BMPs) will be implemented to reduce impacts on
water quality. MM-AQ-6 requires that the tenant sweep the property
monthly, including parking lot and truck court, to remove road dust, tire
wear, brake dust, and other contaminants.

The primary mitigation measures suitable for addressing airborne
aircraft noise can include modifying the flight path, restricting hours of
operation, limiting the number of flight operations, substituting aircraft
type, or providing sound insulation treatment programs for those
affected by aviation noise. However, MIPAA does not have the authority
to modify flight paths at March ARB/Inland Port Airport or to mandate
aircraft types. Additionally, the level of restriction on flight operations
and incomplete involvement of the affected residences in sound
insulation programs often result in limitations on achieving the
necessary noise level reductions. MM-NOI-2 (Future Tenant Aircraft
Fleet) requires that, prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy, a
noise analysis be provided confirming that the proposed tenant’s aircraft
fleet mix would not exceed the noise levels disclosed in this EIR and
that, absent such documentation, additional environmental review is
required as part of a discretionary action to revise the conditions of
approval. Noise impacts due to Proposed Project aircraft operations
would be significant and unavoidable even with the application of
feasible mitigation. In consideration of public input, the applicant has
elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation Noise Alternative,
which would reduce Proposed Project operations by approximately 30%
and not include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m.
and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce the Proposed Project’s
significant and unavoidable aviation noise impacts to less than
significant with mitigation incorporated. For a further discussion of
Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this Final EIR.

MM-TRA-1 (Construction Traffic Management Plan) requires the
development of a plan to ensure construction traffic would have less-
than-significant impacts to transportation facilities. The Proposed Project
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would construct a traffic signal at the intersection of Heacock Street and
the existing access roadway and, as required by MM-TRA-2 (Project
Truck Route on Heacock Street), Proposed Project truck traffic would
utilize the truck routes south of the project site. These measures would
ensure the Proposed Project does not disproportionately impact
environmental justice communities.

The EIR includes numerous mitigation measures that will lessen impacts
and protect the public, including MM-AQ-1 through MM-AQ-6, MM-GHG-
1, MM-HAZ-1 through MM-HAZ-3, MM-HYD-1, MM-NOI-1, MM-NOI-2, MM-
TRA-1, and MM-TRA-2.

FAQ-EJ-2 Are there any plans to | Please refer to FAQ-EJ-1, above.
address the potential
social inequalities or
disparities that may
arise from the
Proposed Project?

FAQ-EJ-3 Are there any plans to | As discussed in Section 3.10, Land Use and Planning, of the EIR, the
promote healthy Proposed Project would be generally consistent with the goals and
living initiatives for policies identified in the March JPA General Plan and the Environmental
residents in the Justice Element. The Proposed Project would generate approximately
area? 150 jobs, which it is assumed would be filled by the existing residential

population from the greater Riverside County area. MM-AQ-5 (Commute
Trip Reduction) requires the provision of short- and long-term bicycle
parking facilities to meet peak season maximum demand, along with
“end-of-trip” facilities such as showers, lockers, and changing spaces.
FAQ-EJ4 How will the Please refer to FAQ-EJ-1, above.
Proposed Project
impact the overall
health and well-being
of residents living in
the vicinity?
FAQ-EJ-5 How will the Please refer to FAQ-EJ-1, above.
Proposed Project
impact the overall
health and well-being
of the local
community?
FAQ-EJ-6 How will the Please refer to FAQ-EJ-1, above.
Proposed Project
impact the overall
livability and quality
of life for residents in
the community?
FAQ-EJ-7 Are there any plans to | As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, the

address potential
gentrification issues
in the project area?

Proposed Project would not displace existing residents or businesses
because the project site is primarily vacant and undeveloped and does
not contain existing housing or businesses. The project site is
surrounded by industrial warehouse uses to the south and east and is
partially on and partially adjacent to March ARB to the north and west,
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which includes military uses and an active airfield. Immediately north of
the project site is the March ARB Fire Department. As such, no impact
would occur.
FAQ-EJ-8 Are there any plans to | Please refer to FAQ-EJ-7, above.
address the potential
gentrification of the
area due to the
Proposed Project?
FAQ-EJ-9 How will the As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, the
Proposed Project Proposed Project would not result in the physical division of an
impact the overall established community. The project site is located west of Heacock
social cohesion and Street, adjacent to March ARB, and southwest of the intersection of
community well-being | Heacock Street and Krameria Avenue, in unincorporated Riverside
in the area? County, California (Figure 1-1 in the EIR). The March ARB Fire
Department facility is located immediately north of the project site, and
industrial warehouse facilities occupied by Hanes/DDI and an air cargo
center occupied by KRIV-Amazon are located immediately south of the
site. Along the Heacock Street corridor abutting the site to the east are a
variety of industrial and business park warehouse uses within the City of
Moreno Valley. The nearest residential area is located approximately 0.5
miles to the east. Interstate 215 is located approximately 1 mile west of
the project site.
FAQ-EJ-10 How will the Please refer to FAQ-EJ-1, above.

Proposed Project
impact the quality of
life for nearby
residents?

Table 11.5-8. Geology and Soils FAQ Responses

Identifier

FAQ-GEO-1 | Are there any plans to | As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, short-
prevent soil erosion term erosion effects during construction of the Proposed Project would
and degradation from | be minimized through implementation of a SWPPP as required in
construction compliance with the NPDES program, as well as through incorporation
activities? of BMPs intended to reduce soil erosion. The SWPPP is required by

MIPAA during plan review and approval of improvement plans. The
SWPPP would include standard construction methods, such as
temporary detention basins, to control on-site and off-site erosion. With
implementation of an approved SWPPP, impacts resulting from soil
erosion or loss of topsoil would be minimized and impacts would be less
than significant.

FAQ-GEO-2 | Has the report As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, and Section 3.6,

thoroughly assessed
the risk of landslides
in the area due to the
Proposed Project?

Geology and Soils, Threshold GEO-2, of the EIR, based on the relatively
flat to gently sloping topography of the project site, and as indicated by
the County of Riverside General Plan Safety Element (Figure 3,
Landslide Risk), the project site is not located on, adjacent to, or near
an earthquake-induced slope instability or landslide area. As such, the
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potential for on-site landslides is considered to be low to non-existent.
Temporary and permanent slopes would be constructed in accordance
with the recommendations of the Proposed Project-specific
Geotechnical Exploration, as required by the applicable CBC, as well as
in compliance with provisions of CBC Sections 1804 and 1804A
regarding excavation, grading, and fill, thus eliminating the potential for
slope failure to occur. Impacts related to landslides would be less than
significant.

FAQ-GEO-3 | Has the report As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, the
thoroughly assessed Proposed Project is on a previously developed site that has not been
the risk of soil used for agricultural uses and would not be in the future. As a result,
compaction and loss soil compaction and loss of soil fertility are not relevant to the
of soil fertility from evaluation of the Proposed Project’s impacts.
construction
activities?

FAQ-GEO-4 | Has the report Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR discussed the
thoroughly assessed existing soil contamination issues and the Proposed Project’s potential
the risk of soil impacts. Potential impacts would be mitigated by MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous
contamination from Materials Contingency Plan), which requires an HMCP that outlines
construction procedures for identification, characterization, handling, transportation,
activities? and disposal of contaminated and potentially contaminated soils.

FAQ-GEO-5 | Has the report As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, short-

thoroughly assessed
the risk of soil erosion
and sediment runoff
from the project site?

term erosion effects during construction of the Proposed Project would
be minimized through implementation of a SWPPP as required in
compliance with the NPDES program, as well as through incorporation
of BMPs intended to reduce soil erosion. The SWPPP is required by
MIPAA during plan review and approval of improvement plans. The
SWPPP would include standard construction methods, such as
temporary detention basins, to control on-site and off-site erosion. With
implementation of an approved SWPPP, impacts resulting from soil
erosion or loss of topsoil would be minimized and impacts would be less
than significant.

As discussed in Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the EIR, the
SWPPP would incorporate BMPs to control construction-related erosion
and sedimentation in dry weather and stormwater runoff. Compliance
with the Construction General Permit would ensure that water quality
impacts due to discharge of stormwater runoff to the stormwater
system during construction would be less than significant. Compliance
with applicable permit conditions and required implementation of water
quality BMPs during operation and maintenance of the Proposed
Project would eliminate or substantially minimize potential adverse
impacts on water quality. The Proposed Project-specific WQMP (Draft
EIR Appendix K-2) details how the Proposed Project would comply with
the Riverside County MS4 Permit requirements. In addition, MM-HYD-1
(Water Quality BMPs) would reduce impacts on water quality. MM-AQ-6
(Additional Air Quality Tenant Requirements) requires that the tenant
sweep the property monthly, including parking lot and truck court, to
remove road dust, tire wear, brake dust, and other contaminants.
Project operations-related impacts to water quality would be less than
significant with mitigation incorporated.
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FAQ-GEO-6 | Has the report Please refer to FAQ-GEO-1, above.
thoroughly assessed
the risk of soil erosion
and sedimentation
from construction
activities related to
the Proposed
Project?

FAQ-GEO-7 | How will the Proposed | See Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR for issues
Project impact the related to soil contamination. The Proposed Project would have no
overall soil quality in impacts related to off-site regional soil quality.
the region?

FAQ-GEO-8 | What measures are in | As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, short-
place to prevent soil term erosion effects during construction of the Proposed Project would
erosion during and be minimized through implementation of a SWPP as required in
after construction? compliance with the NPDES program, as well as through incorporation

of BMPs intended to reduce soil erosion. The SWPPP is required by
MIPAA during plan review and approval of improvement plans. The
SWPPP would include standard construction methods, such as
temporary detention basins, to control on-site and off-site erosion. With
implementation of an approved SWPPP, impacts resulting from soil
erosion or loss of topsoil would be minimized and impacts would be less
than significant. Following construction, the project site would be paved,
thus preventing long-term soil erosion.

FAQ-GEO-9 | How will the Proposed | Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR analyzed

Project address the
contamination of
chlorinated VOCs,
particularly
trichloroethylene
(TCE), in the soil, soil
gas, and
groundwater?

issues related to soil, soil gas, and groundwater contamination.
Restrictive covenants in place at the site limit activities to avoid contact
with contaminated media. Additionally, MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials
Contingency Plan) requires a hazardous material contingency plan be in
place, which requires worker protections, further guidelines for
management of contaminated soil, and monitoring for contaminated
soil vapor.

Table 11.5-9. Greenhouse Gas Emissions FAQ Responses

FAQ-GHG-1

Are there any plans to
address the potential
increase in
greenhouse gas
emissions and
carbon footprint from
the Proposed
Project?

As discussed in Section 3.7, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, in the EIR, the
Proposed Project includes MM-AQ-3 (Improved Energy Efficiency and
Water Reduction) through MM-AQ-6 (Additional Air Quality Tenant
Requirements), which have the co-benefit of reducing GHG emissions in
addition to criteria air pollutants. In addition, MM-GHG-1 (Installation of
EV Charging Stations) will reduce GHG emissions by encouraging the
use of EVs through the provision of charging facilities on the project
site.
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FAQ-GHG-2 Are there any plans to | Please refer to FAQ-GHG-1, above.
address the potential
increase in
greenhouse gas
emissions resulting
from the Proposed
Project?

FAQ-GHG-3 Are there any plans to | The Proposed Project includes MM-AQ-1 (Construction Management
offset the Proposed Plan) through MM-AQ-6 (Additional Air Quality Tenant Requirements)
Project's carbon which, in addition to reducing criteria air pollutants, have the co-benefit
emissions through of reducing GHG emissions. In addition, MM-GHG-1 (Installation of EV
environmental Charging Stations) requires the Proposed Project plans to include
initiatives? circuitry, capacity, and equipment for EV charging in accordance with

Tier 2 of the 2022 CALGreen Code, which will serve to reduce the
Proposed Project’s GHG emissions.

FAQ-GHG-4 | Can the report As discussed in the GHG Analysis Report (Appendix G of the EIR),
provide more CalEEMod was used to estimate emissions associated with refrigerants.
information on the Air conditioning and refrigeration equipment associated with the
quantification of buildings are anticipated to generate GHG emissions. CalEEMod
refrigerant emissions | automatically generates a default air conditioning and refrigeration
from air-conditioning | equipment inventory for each project land use subtype based on
equipment during industry data from the EPA. CalEEMod quantifies refrigerant emissions
regular operation and | from leaks during regular operation and routine servicing over the
routine servicing over | equipment lifetime and then derives average annual emissions from
the equipment the lifetime estimate.
lifetime, as
mentioned in the
report?

FAQ-GHG-5 How does the California’s Waste Heat and Carbon Emissions Reduction Act, as

Proposed Project
intend to adhere to
the Waste Heat and
Carbon Emissions
Reduction Act
guidelines outlined in
Assembly Bill 1613,
particularly focusing
on encouraging the
development of new
combined heat and
power systems in
California with
specific efficiency
and emissions
criteria?

outlined in Assembly Bill 1613, is not specifically targeted at individual
development projects. Instead, the act is focused on promoting the
adoption of combined heat and power (CHP) systems across a broad
range of applications, particularly in industrial, commercial, and
institutional settings where these systems can be effectively utilized.

While California’s Waste Heat and Carbon Emissions Reduction Act is
not directly targeted at individual development projects, it provides a
framework that supports the adoption of CHP systems across various
sectors. Development projects, particularly those with significant energy
demands, can choose to implement CHP systems to align with the
state’s energy efficiency and emissions reduction goals.

As discussed in Section 3.5, Energy, of the EIR, the Proposed Project
would not result in a significant environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources during
construction or operation. The Proposed Project includes MM-AQ-3
(Improved Energy Efficiency and Water Reduction), which requires
improved energy efficiency in terms of building design, which would
serve to reduce energy demand.
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FAQ-GHG-6 Has the Proposed Section 3.7, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, of the EIR specifically
Project considered discusses potential climate change impacts for the region related to
the community's public health, water resources, agriculture, forests and landscapes, and
potential vulnerability | rising sea levels.
to climate change
impacts?
FAQ-GHG-7 Has the Proposed Please refer to FAQ-GHG-6, above.
Project considered
the long-term effects
on climate change?
FAQ-GHG-8 Has the Proposed Section 3.7, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, of the EIR includes a summary
Project considered of all Project operational GHG emissions, including aircraft operations.
the potential increase | See Table 3.7-11.
in greenhouse gas
emissions from
airport operations?
FAQ-GHG-9 Has the report The EIR does not specifically address potential changes to the local
considered the long- climate or microclimate, but it provided an overall description of
term effects of the potential climate change impacts for the region. In general, changes to
Proposed Project on a local climate and microclimate may be caused by alterations in land
the local climate and | use, vegetation, building materials, and energy consumption. The urban
microclimate? heat island effect can be caused by large-scale development projects
where natural landscapes are replaced with concrete, asphalt, and
buildings. The Proposed Project would not remove natural vegetation.
Tall buildings may alter wind patterns; however, the Proposed Project
would be height-limited to comply with airport land use zoning. The
removal of large, vegetated areas may result in changes in humidity
and precipitation; however, the Proposed Project would not replace
large, vegetated areas. The Proposed Project would not alter existing
habitat or local water bodies. The potential criteria air pollutant
concentrations were discussed in Section 3.2, Air Quality, of the EIR. It
was found that localized impacts would be less than significant.
FAQ-GHG-10 | How does the As noted in Appendix B-1, Air Quality Report, of the EIR, aircraft related

Meridian D-1
Gateway Aviation
Center Project plan to
address aircraft-
related operational
emissions, including
the refueling of
aircraft and the
associated GHG
emissions, as
modeled using AEDT
Version 3C in the
report?

operational emissions were based on Project-specific data and
modeled using the FAA’s Aviation Environmental Design Tool (AEDT).
Refueling of aircrafts that would use the proposed facilities would occur
on site. Aircraft fuel would be trucked from the existing MIPAA aircraft
fuel farm located off site; emissions associated with the trucked fuel
were included in the AEDT.

As noted in the EIR, most of the criteria air pollutant and GHG
emissions would be from aircraft, but there are no current technologies
in place to control emissions. Research is ongoing on controlling
emissions and improving fuel efficiencies.
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Identifier
FAQ-GHG-11

Question

How will the
Proposed Project
ensure long-term
sustainability and
environmental
stewardship?

Response

MM-AQ-3 (Improved Energy Efficiency and Water Reduction) requires
the building to achieve 2023 LEED Silver certification standards or
equivalent at a minimum and includes specific commitments that will
serve to reduce energy use and make the Proposed Project more
sustainable. MM-GHG-1 (Installation of EV Charging Stations) requires
the Proposed Project include the circuitry, capacity, and equipment for
EV charging stations in accordance with 2022 CALGreen Tier 2.
Accordingly, the Proposed Project would incorporate sustainable design
and construction, which would lead to long-term energy efficiency and
water conservation. Sustainable projects lead to long-term cost saving
through reduced energy and water consumption, lower wase
management costs, and increased property value. It is in the Proposed
Project’s interest to ensure long-term sustainability and environmental
stewardship. As environmental regulations become more stringent and
resource scarcity increases, sustainable projects are better positioned
to adapt to future challenges and remain viable over the long term.

FAQ-GHG-12

How will the
Proposed Project
impact the overall
carbon footprint of
the region?

Section 3.7, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, of the EIR disclosed the most
recent GHG emissions inventory for the State of California and the
County of Riverside at the time of the Draft EIR preparation. The
inventory included in the County’s CAP did not include emissions from
March JPA. As reported in the County’s CAP, Riverside County had a
GHG inventory of 4,905,518 MT CO2¢e in 2017. The Proposed Project’s
annual GHG emissions with mitigation measures incorporated would be
22,923.04 MT CO2¢, which would result in an increase of
approximately 0.47% in the Riverside County inventory.

FAQ-GHG-13

What measures are
in place to address
potential climate
change effects from
airport operations?

The impacts of climate change were discussed in Section 3.7,
Greenhous Gas Emissions, of the EIR. California has implemented a
comprehensive set of programs and policies aimed at addressing the
impacts of climate change. These initiatives cover a broad range of
sectors, including energy, transportation, agriculture, and land use, with
a strong focus on reducing GHG emissions, promoting renewable
energy, and enhancing climate resilience. Many of the policies were
discussed in Section 3.7 and include the following:

California Global Warming Solutions Act (AB 32)

Senate Bill 32 (SB 32)

Renewable Portfolio Standard

California Advanced Clean Cars Program

California Building Standards (Title 24)

Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act (SB 375)

The Proposed Project would participate in these programs as regulatory
measures are implemented to reduce GHG emissions and adapt to
changing climates.

FAQ-GHG-14

What specific goals
and policies from the
Local March Joint
Powers Authority
General Plan are

Section 3.10, Land Use and Planning, and Table 3.10-1 of the EIR
demonstrate how the Proposed Project is consistent with the applicable
goals and policies of the March JPA General Plan related to GHG
emissions, noise, and air quality. These include, but are not limited to,
Noise/Air Quality Element Goal 1 (Ensure that land uses are protected
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Table 11.5-9. Greenhouse Gas Emissions FAQ Responses

Identifier

Question

being considered and
incorporated into the
Proposed Project to
address GHG
emissions related to
noise and air
quality?

Response

from excessive and unwanted noise), Policy 2.2 (Noise generating
facilities shall be located in areas with compatible noise generating
land uses [i.e., airport noise contour areas] to minimize land use
incompatibilities, noise abatement and mitigation measures needed),
and Goal 4 (Pursue reduced emissions for stationary and mobile
sources through the use and implementation of new and advancing
technologies), as well as Environmental Justice Element Policy HC
16.24 (Ensure compatibility between industrial development and
agricultural uses and adjacent land uses. To achieve compatibility,
industrial development and agricultural uses will be required to include
criteria addressing noise, land, traffic and GHG emissions to avoid or
minimize creating adverse conditions for adjacent communities). As
discussed in Table 3.10-1, the Proposed Project would be generally
consistent with the goals and policies identified in the March JPA
General Plan and the Environmental Justice Element. Where
appropriate, mitigation measures are included to reduce and/or avoid
potential conflicts with applicable goals adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating GHG, noise, and air quality impacts, including
MM-NOI-1 (Construction Worker Hearing Protection) and MM-NOI-2
(Future Tenant Aircraft Fleet), MM-TRA-1 (Construction Traffic
Management Plan) and MM-TRA-2 (Project Truck Route on Heacock
Street), MM-AQ-1 (Construction Management Plan) through MM-AQ-6
(Additional Air Quality Tenant Requirements), and MM-GHG-1
(Installation of EV Charging Stations).

Table 11.5-10. Hazards and Hazardous Materials FAQ Responses

FAQ-HAZ-1

Are there any
contingency plans in
case of accidental
release of hazardous
materials during
construction?

As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
EIR, MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan) requires
preparation and approval of a HMCP that includes procedures for
evaluation of contaminated soils and soil vapor, as well as procedures
to handle any hazardous materials identified in these environmental
media. Additionally, MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater Management)
requires work to stop if groundwater is encountered, and regulatory
authorities would be contacted. Further, sites that store hazardous
materials in volumes greater than reportable quantities are required,
under existing regulations, to create and implement spill prevention
and response plans. Compliance with these regulations is required by
law. The local Certified Unified Program Agency (Riverside County DEH)
conducts regular inspections of facilities within their jurisdiction to
verify compliance with applicable hazardous waste and materials
handling laws and regulations. Section 9.08.090 (Hazardous Materials
Management) of the March JPA Development Code sets hazardous
material management requirements for operations within the March
JPA Planning Area.
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Table 11.5-10. Hazards and Hazardous Materials FAQ Responses

Identifier
FAQ-HAZ-2

Question

Are there any plans
for ongoing
collaboration with
regulatory agencies
and local authorities
on hazardous
materials
management?

Response

As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
EIR, activity and use limitations are in place at the project site,
specifically for Parcel D-1 due to the location within Site 7. A portion of
Site 7 is already occupied by existing development to the south of the
project site and would not be disturbed. The Proposed Project would
leave the portion of Site 7 that includes the burn areas undisturbed. As
part of construction of the Proposed Project, expansion of the existing
access roadway to the south of the project site would slightly overlap
with Site 7; however, it would avoid the burn areas within Site 7. There
are Environmental Restrictive Covenants that apply to Site 7 and
include notification of EPA and DTSC for specific activities at the project
site. The Restrictive Covenants are enforceable by the State of
California, U.S. Department of Air Force, and EPA. Additionally, the
HCMP required by MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan)
would be submitted to EPA and DTSC for review/approval prior to the
start of construction for review of the protective measures during work
within Site 7.

Further, in response to agency concerns regarding potential hazards
related to Site 7 and requests for clearer delineation, the Proposed
Project now includes a parcel map to subdivide an existing 56.33-acre
parcel of the D-1 property into two parcels (one developable parcel and
one constrained parcel) and a lettered lot for access and utility
purposes (Figure 2-11, Tentative Parcel Map, in the Final EIR). The
western developable parcel would encompass the Air Cargo Component
of the Proposed Project and exclude all of Site 7. The eastern
constrained parcel, which fronts Heacock Street, would encompass part
of Site 7, including the former fire training and disposal/burn pit areas.
The parcel map will have no physical effect on the environment and its
addition does not change the analysis in the EIR.

FAQ-HAZ-3

Are there any plans
for ongoing
monitoring and
maintenance of
hazardous materials
after the completion
of the Proposed
Project?

As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
EIR, sites that store hazardous materials in volumes greater than
reportable quantities are required, under existing regulations, to create
and implement spill prevention and response plans. Compliance with
these regulations is required by law. The local Certified Unified Program
Agency (Riverside County DEH) conducts regular inspections of facilities
within their jurisdiction to verify compliance with applicable hazardous
waste and materials handling laws and regulations. Further, Section
9.08.090 (Hazardous Materials Management) of the March JPA
Development Code sets hazardous material management requirements
for operations within the March JPA Planning Area.

Additionally, as discussed in Section 3.8, groundwater remediation is
ongoing under the ROD for CG049/0U5 and includes monitoring and
remediation of hazardous material contamination in groundwater. In
addition, engineering controls are in place under the restrictive
covenants for Parcel D-1 and Site 7. The Proposed Project would not
interfere with any of these ongoing monitoring and remediation
activities.

FAQ-HAZ-4

Are there any plans
for public education
and awareness

As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
EIR, existing regulations require the on-site storage of hazardous
materials above reportable quantities be reported to the local Certified
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Table 11.5-10. Hazards and Hazardous Materials FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response
campaigns regarding | Unified Program Agency (Riverside County DEH). This public information
hazardous materials is published through online databases and is available through public
and waste records requests. Additionally, as further discussed in Section 3.8, the
management? March JPA General Plan requires enforcement of disclosure laws with

respect to the production, handling, and transportation of hazardous
materials.

FAQ-HAZ-5 Are there any plans As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
for regular health EIR, health and safety measures would be in place under the HMCP
assessments and required by MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan). These
monitoring of rules would follow CalOSHA rules and regulations, which also include
individuals potentially | worker safety monitoring for those exposed to hazardous materials. As
affected by further discussed in Section 3.8, CalOSHA has regulations in place that
hazardous require workplace safety, monitoring, and training. The Proposed
materials? Project would be required to follow worker safety standards outlined in

these regulations, and compliance is required by law. Additionally, MM-
HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater Management) requires work to stop if
groundwater is encountered, and regulatory authorities would be
contacted.

With implementation of MM-HAZ-1 and MM-HAZ-2, as well as
compliance with existing regulations, the Proposed Project would have
a less-than-significant impact related to hazardous materials, and
regular health assessment and monitoring of individuals is not
required.

FAQ-HAZ-6 Are there any plans Remediation of existing contamination that is unrelated to the
for remediation and Proposed Project is ongoing and engineering and institutional controls
cleanup of are in place for contaminated areas associated with former March AFB
contaminated areas operations. Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR
after the Proposed discloses the list of open and ongoing regulatory cleanup cases and
Project is Activity and Use Limitations. The Proposed Project would not interfere
completed? with ongoing remediation and monitoring activities.

FAQ-HAZ-7 Are there any plans MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan) requires an HMCP,
for the safe removal which would outline appropriate characterization, handling,
and disposal of transportation, and disposal requirements for environmental media
hazardous wastes contaminated with hazardous materials. As outlined in Section 3.8,
during construction? Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR, applicable regulations

require appropriate containerization, transportation, and disposal of
hazardous wastes generated during construction, such as used oils or
solvents.

FAQ-HAZ-8 Are there any plans in | Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR discussed
place to involve the hazardous materials and waste management related to the Proposed
local community in Project. The Draft EIR was circulated for public review. Regulatory
decision-making cleanup, hazardous material storage above reportable quantities, and
processes regarding manifests of hazardous waste are public information, which can be
hazardous materials accessed via regulatory databases and public information requests.
and waste
management?

FAQ-HAZ-9 Are there any plans in | As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the

place to mitigate the
risks associated with

EIR, existing activity and use limitations address groundwater use
limitations associated with contaminated groundwater, including PFAS.
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Table 11.5-10. Hazards and Hazardous Materials FAQ Responses

Identifier

Question

per- and
polyfluoroalkyl
substances (PFAS)
contamination in the
soil and
groundwater?

Response

Groundwater in the area does not have beneficial uses, and if
groundwater is encountered, MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater
Management) requires work to stop and overseeing regulatory agencies
to be notified. There are ongoing remedial activities related to PFAS in
the groundwater that would not be impacted by the Proposed Project.
The Proposed Project has been designed to avoid former burn pits that
may have elevated concentrations of PFAS in soil. In addition, MM-HAZ-
1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan) requires a site-specific HMCP
to be prepared that includes procedures for evaluation of contaminated
soils and soil vapor and procedures to handle any hazardous materials
identified in these environmental media. The HCMP will be submitted to
the EPA and expert state agencies prior to the start of construction for
review of the protective measures during work within Site 7 because
Site 7 is under Environmental Restrictive Covenants.

Further, in response to agency concerns regarding potential hazards
related to Site 7 and requests for clearer delineation, the Proposed
Project now includes a parcel map to subdivide an existing 56.33-acre
parcel of the D-1 property into two parcels (one developable parcel and
one constrained parcel) and a lettered lot for access and utility
purposes (Figure 2-11, Tentative Parcel Map, in the Final EIR). The
western developable parcel would encompass the Air Cargo Component
of the Proposed Project and exclude all of Site 7. The eastern
constrained parcel, which fronts Heacock Street, would encompass part
of Site 7, including the former fire training and disposal/burn pit areas.
The parcel map will have no physical effect on the environment and its
addition does not change the analysis in the EIR.

FAQ-HAZ-10

Are there any plans to
implement disaster
preparedness
programs for the
community?

As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR,
March JPA adopted a Disaster Preparedness and Recovery Plan within
the Safety/Risk Management Element of its General Plan. This plan
outlines the implementation programs needed to prevent risks to
occupants and to minimize injury from an unavoidable disaster or
emergency. With compliance with the March JPA General Plan Disaster
Preparedness and Recovery Plan programs, impacts would be less than
significant.

An existing access roadway off Heacock Street, approximately 3.5 to 4
roadway miles east of the nearest |-215 on- and off-ramps, would be
expanded to provide access to the project site. According to the March
JPA General Plan’s Transportation Element, Heacock Street is classified
as a Major Arterial roadway, which provides access to I-215 to the north
via Cactus Avenue (Arterial Highway) and to the south via San Michele
Road (Minor Arterial), Indian Street (Minor Arterial), and Oleander
Avenue (Arterial Highway). The proposed site plan, including the access
roadway, would be reviewed and approved by MIPAA, RCFD, and RCSD
during plan review to ensure that emergency access would be provided
at all times. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

FAQ-HAZ-11

Are there any
provisions for
community outreach
and education

Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-4, above.

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR

DECEMBER 2025

12675
11.5-41



[1.5 - RESPONSES TO FAQS

Table 11.5-10. Hazards and Hazardous Materials FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response
programs on the risks
associated with
hazardous
materials?
FAQ-HAZ-12 | Are there any Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-1, above.
provisions for
emergency response
and contingency
planning in case of
hazardous materials
incidents?
FAQ-HAZ-13 | Are there any As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
provisions for EIR, groundwater remediation is ongoing under the ROD for
ongoing monitoring CGO049/0U5, which includes monitoring and remediation of hazardous
and reporting of material contamination in groundwater.
hazardous materials As discussed in Section 3.8, activity and use limitations are in place at
impacts on the ) . o . e e
environment? the prOcht site, gpemﬁcally for ParceI_D-l due_to'the location within Site
7. A portion of Site 7 is already occupied by existing development south
of the project site and would not be disturbed. The Proposed Project
would leave the portion of Site 7 that includes the burn areas
undisturbed. As part of construction of the Proposed Project, expansion
of the existing access roadway to the south of the project site would
slightly overlap with Site 7; however, it would avoid the burn areas
within Site 7. There are Environmental Restrictive Covenants that apply
to Site 7 and include notification to EPA and DTSC for specific activities
at the project site. The Restrictive Covenants are enforceable by the
State of California, U.S. Department of Air Force, and EPA. Additionally,
the HCMP required by MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency
Plan) would be submitted to EPA and DTSC for review/approval prior to
the start of construction for review of the protective measures during
work within Site 7.
Further, sites that store hazardous materials in volumes greater than
reportable quantities are required, under existing regulations, to create
and implement spill prevention and response plans. Compliance with
these regulations is required by law. The local Certified Unified Program
Agency (Riverside County DEH) conducts regular inspections of facilities
within their jurisdiction to verify compliance with applicable hazardous
waste and materials handling laws and regulations. Section 9.08.090
(Hazardous Materials Management) of the March JPA Development
Code sets hazardous material management requirements for
operations within the March JPA Planning Area.
FAQ-HAZ-14 | Are there any Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-4, above.

provisions for public
access to information
regarding hazardous
materials used,
stored, or disposed of
at the project site?
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Table 11.5-10. Hazards and Hazardous Materials FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response

FAQ-HAZ-15 | Are there any As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
provisions for regular | EIR, sites that store hazardous materials in volumes greater than
audits and reportable quantities are required, under existing regulations, to create
inspections to verify and implement spill prevention and response plans. Compliance with
compliance with these regulations is required by law. The local Certified Unified Program
hazardous materials Agency (Riverside County DEH) conducts regular inspections of facilities
management within their jurisdiction to verify compliance with applicable hazardous
requirements? waste and materials handling laws and regulations. Further, Section

9.08.090 (Hazardous Materials Management) of the March JPA
Development Code sets hazardous material management requirements
for operations within the March JPA Planning Area. Please refer to FAQ-
HAZ-67, below, for a discussion of cumulative impacts.

FAQ-HAZ-16 | Are there any Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-8, above.
provisions for
stakeholder
engagement and
consultation
regarding hazardous
materials
management
practices?

FAQ-HAZ-17 | Are there any specific | Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR, discussed
guidelines in place the National Emissions Standard for Asbestos, (CFR Title 29 Part 1926)
for the handling of regarding worker safety, asbestos regulations under CalOSHA, and
asbestos during SCAQMD Rules. Impact analysis Threshold HAZ-2 disclosed that
construction improvements on the project site may include asbestos-containing
activities? materials (such as the fire house, facilities, equipment, and pipelines)

and lead-based paint. Demolition and disposal of these materials
without proper abatement and protective procedures could create an
upset condition causing a release of hazardous materials. SCAQMD
Rule 1403 requires the survey and proper abatement of asbestos-
containing materials, as well as worker protections and air monitoring.
Adherence to these regulations would reduce the risk of upset and
accident conditions with regard to asbestos.

FAQ-HAZ-18 | Has the Proposed Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR disclosed the

Project considered
the potential
contamination of soil
from hazardous
materials?

potential for existing soil contamination on and around the project site.
Potential impacts related to existing soil contamination would be
mitigated by MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan), which
requires an HMCP that outlines procedures for identification,
characterization, handling, transportation, and disposal of
contaminated and potentially contaminated soils. The EIR also analyzed
the potential for soil contamination as a result of operation of the
Proposed Project. As explained in Section 3.8:

“Aircraft fueling would be subject to the MIP Airport Authority Rules and
Regulations, which include BMPs for protection of stormwater (refer to
Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality). These protections include
spill prevention and response procedures and BMPs for fueling that
would reduce the likelihood for an upset or accident condition involving
the release of fuels to soil and groundwater and include stormwater
conveyances. Fueling would occur in designated paved areas by trained
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Table 11.5-10. Hazards and Hazardous Materials FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response
personnel and with spill protection measures in place. Specific spill
protection measures (BMPs) would include placement of spill response
kits adjacent to refueling locations (or equivalent measure as approved
by MIPAA); kits would include sufficient materials to contain the likely
release volume during fueling.”

FAQ-HAZ-19 | Has the report Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-18, above, for a discussion of the potential for
thoroughly assessed | soil contamination.
the ”Sk.Of S’.O'I The EIR concludes that the Proposed Project would create a less-than-
contamination and L . .
leaching of chemicals significant hazard to the pgbllc or the_gnwrgnmer_ﬂ through reasonably

: foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of
from the project . . . .
site? hazardou's ma’Fer|aIs !nto the eqwronmgnt. This mcl_udes an evaIanon
of potential spills during operation and impacts during construction that
may impact existing soil contamination.

FAQ-HAZ-20 | Has the report Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-19, above.
thoroughly assessed
the risk of soil
contamination from
construction
activities?

FAQ-HAZ-21 | Has the report As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
thoroughly assessed | EIR, MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan) requires an
the risk of soil HMCP that outlines procedures for identification, characterization,
contamination from handling, transportation, and disposal of contaminated and potentially
hazardous waste contaminated soils. No hazardous waste will be disposed on the project
disposal related to site. Any hazardous waste that is generated during construction and
the Proposed operations would be handled in accordance with all existing hazardous
Project? materials handling laws and regulations.

FAQ-HAZ-22 | How will the Stakeholders and the public have been engaged multiple times
Proposed Project throughout the last 3 years to address environmental concerns,
address any concerns | including those regarding hazardous materials management. The NOP
raised by local for the Draft EIR and a description of potential adverse impacts were
residents regarding distributed to the State Clearinghouse, responsible agencies, and other
hazardous materials interested parties on March 31, 2021. Pursuant to Section 15082 of
management? the CEQA Guidelines, recipients of the NOP were requested to provide

responses within 30 days after their receipt of the NOP. During the 30-
day public review period of the NOP, March JPA held a Scoping Meeting
on April 14, 2021, to gather additional public input on the Proposed
Project. Comments raised during the NOP review period were
addressed in the Draft EIR. The Draft EIR was distributed for a 45-day
public review period from May 23, 2024, to July 9, 2024, which was
extended to July 22, 2024. The applicant held community meetings on
June 18, 2024, July 1, 2024, and September 24, 2025. Written
comments received during the Draft EIR public review period, including
those regarding hazardous materials management, are addressed in
the responses to comments in the Final EIR.

FAQ-HAZ-23 | How will the As discussed in Section 3.10, Land Use and Planning, of the EIR, the

Proposed Project
address any potential
environmental justice

Proposed Project is generally consistent with the relevant goals and
policies of the March JPA General Plan, including the Environmental
Justice Element, with implementation, as appropriate, of mitigation
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Table 11.5-10. Hazards and Hazardous Materials FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response
concerns related to measures. The project site is surrounded by industrial development and
hazardous materials March ARB. The nearest disadvantaged community is approximately
and waste 0.5 miles east of the Proposed Project.
management? As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the

EIR, with implementation of MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials
Contingency Plan) and MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater
Management), as well as compliance with existing regulations, the
Proposed Project would have a less-than-significant impact related to
hazardous materials and waste management.

FAQ-HAZ-24 | How will the Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-13, above.

Proposed Project
address any potential
long-term
sustainability issues
related to hazardous
materials and waste
management?

FAQ-HAZ-25 | How will the As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, sites
Proposed Project that store hazardous materials in volumes greater than reportable
address any potential | quantities are required, under existing regulations, to create and
risks of implement spill prevention and response plans. Compliance with these
contamination to regulations is required by law. The local Certified Unified Program
nearby water sources | Agency (Riverside County DEH) conducts regular inspections of facilities
from hazardous within their jurisdiction to verify compliance with applicable hazardous
materials? waste and materials handling laws and regulations. Further, Section

9.08.090 (Hazardous Materials Management) of the March JPA
Development Code sets hazardous material management requirements
for operations within the March JPA Planning Area.

In addition and as explained in Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water
Quiality, of the EIR, the Proposed Project would comply with the NPDES
General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with
Construction and Land Disturbance Activities, Order No. 2009-0009-
DWQ, NPDES No. CASO00002 (Construction General Permit; SWRCB
2013) and the Proposed Project-specific WQMP (Appendix K-2 of the
EIR), which contains source-control BMPs, low-impact development
BMPs, and treatment-control BMPs (i.e., modular wetland systems) that
address all water quality concerns associated with site development, in
accordance with the Riverside County MS4 Permit, to prevent potential
adverse Proposed Project-related water quality impacts.

FAQ-HAZ-26 | How will the Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-23, above.

Proposed Project
address any potential
risks of exposure to
hazardous materials
for vulnerable
populations in the
area?

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR
DECEMBER 2025

12675
11.5-45



[1.5 - RESPONSES TO FAQS

Table 11.5-10. Hazards and Hazardous Materials FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response

FAQ-HAZ-27 | How will the As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
Proposed Project EIR, groundwater in the area does not have beneficial uses, and if
address any potential | groundwater is encountered, MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater
risks to groundwater Management) will require work to stop and notification to the
quality and overseeing regulatory agencies. As explained in Section 3.9, Hydrology
availability posed by and Water Quality, of the EIR, the Proposed Project-specific WQMP
hazardous (Appendix K-2) contains source-control BMPs, low-impact development
materials? BMPs, and treatment-control BMPs (i.e., modular wetland systems) that

address all water quality concerns associated with site development, in
accordance with the Riverside County MS4 Permit, to prevent potential
adverse Proposed Project-related water quality impacts. In addition, the
Proposed Project would add impervious surfaces within the Air Cargo
Center Component boundary, as well as additional areas of impervious
surfaces within the Off-Site Component boundary and the access
roadway and intersection improvements (shown in EIR Table 3.9-3).
Once constructed, there would be no exposure pathway to soil because
the site would be covered with hardscape (concrete). As a result, the
risk of contamination reaching groundwater from the surface would be
reduced after development of the Proposed Project.

FAQ-HAZ-28 | How will the Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR discloses
Proposed Project existing contamination within the project site, including the southern
address the potential | access roadway. As part of construction of the Proposed Project,
safety hazards posed | expansion of the existing access roadway to the south of the project
by the expansion and | site would slightly overlap with Site 7; however, it would avoid the burn
modification of the areas within Site 7. Site 7 has documented soil, soil gas, and
existing southern groundwater contamination and is currently under a deed restriction
access roadway? and Environmental Restrictive Covenants, which require notification to

EPA and DTSC for specific activities at the project site. The Restrictive
Covenants are enforceable by the State of California, U.S. Department
of Air Force, and EPA. Additionally, the HCMP required by MM-HAZ-1
(Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan) would be submitted to EPA and
DTSC for review/approval prior to the start of construction for review of
the protective measures during work within Site 7.

FAQ-HAZ-29 | How will the As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the

Proposed Project
comply with the
hazardous
substances
regulations enforced
by the California
Occupational Safety
and Health
Administration?

EIR, all hazardous material handling is required to comply with all
existing rules and regulations, include those promulgated by CalOSHA.
Additionally, MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan)
requires preparation of an HCMP to protect the health and safety of
construction workers and future industrial workers. These rules would
follow CalOSHA rules and regulations, which also include worker safety
monitoring for those exposed to hazardous materials. As further
discussed in Section 3.8, CalOSHA has regulations in place that require
workplace safety, monitoring, and training. The Proposed Project would
be required to follow worker safety standards outlined in these
regulations, and compliance is required by law. The local Certified
Unified Program Agency, Riverside County DEH, conducts regular
inspections of facilities within their jurisdiction to verify compliance with
applicable hazardous waste and materials handling laws and
regulations. Further, Section 9.08.090 (Hazardous Materials
Management) of the March JPA Development Code sets hazardous
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Table 11.5-10. Hazards and Hazardous Materials FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response
material management requirements for operations within the March
JPA Planning Area.

FAQ-HAZ-30 | How will the Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-7, FAQ-HAZ-15, FAQ-HAZ-18, and FAQ-HAZ-21,
Proposed Project above.
ensure compliance
with all relevant
environmental laws
and regulations
related to hazardous
materials?

FAQ-HAZ-31 | How will the Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-7, FAQ-HAZ-15, FAQ-HAZ-18, and FAQ-HAZ-21,
Proposed Project above.
ensure compliance
with federal, state,
and local regulations
regarding the
handling, transport,
and disposal of
hazardous
materials?

FAQ-HAZ-32 | How will the In addition to legal compliance with rules and regulations outlined in
Proposed Project Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR, MM-HAZ-1
ensure that all (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan) requires implementation of an
workers and HMCP, which includes training for proper handling of potentially
contractors involved contaminated soils. Additionally, CalOSHA and OSHA rules require
in hazardous training for all staff who may come into contact with hazardous
materials materials or situations. The local Certified Unified Program Agency,
management are Riverside County DEH, conducts regular inspections of facilities within
properly trained and their jurisdiction to verify compliance with applicable hazardous waste
equipped? and materials handling laws and regulations. Further, Section 9.08.090

(Hazardous Materials Management) of the March JPA Development
Code sets hazardous material management requirements for
operations within the March JPA Planning Area.

FAQ-HAZ-33 | How will the Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-7, FAQ-HAZ-15, FAQ-HAZ-18, and FAQ-HAZ-21,
Proposed Project above.
ensure that
hazardous materials
are properly labeled
and stored to prevent
accidents and spills?

FAQ-HAZ-34 | How will the Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-7, FAQ-HAZ-15, FAQ-HAZ-18, and FAQ-HAZ-21,

Proposed Project
ensure that
hazardous materials
are stored, used, and
transported in
compliance with
relevant regulations?

above.
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Table 11.5-10. Hazards and Hazardous Materials FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response

FAQ-HAZ-35 | How will the Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-23, above.

Proposed Project

impact the overall

community resilience

to environmental

hazards?

FAQ-HAZ-36 | What measures are Airport concerns are discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous
in place to address Materials, of the EIR under Threshold HAZ-4. The Proposed Project
potential safety would comply with ALUCP Zone B2 regulations, which limits
hazards from construction height, requires noise protection, and limits aboveground
increased air traffic? | bulk hazardous material storage. FAA issued Determinations of No

Hazard letters for the proposed cargo building. MM-HAZ-3 (Wildlife
Protective Measures) requires the implementation of the
recommendations of the Wildlife Hazard Review (Appendix J-3 of the
EIR) to reduce safety risks posed by wildlife to aircraft in flight.

FAQ-HAZ-37 | What measures are Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR disclosed
in place to address existing soil contamination. Potential impacts as a result of the
potential soil Proposed Project disturbing potentially contaminated soils would be
contamination from mitigated by MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan), which
the Proposed requires an HMCP that outlines procedures for identification,

Project? characterization, handling, transportation, and disposal of
contaminated and potentially contaminated soils. Aircraft fueling would
be subject to the MIP Airport Authority Rules and Regulations and
would minimize the risk of soil contamination from future operations.
The Proposed Project would add impervious surfaces within the Air
Cargo Center Component boundary, as well as additional areas of
impervious surfaces within the Off-Site Component boundary and the
access roadway and intersection improvements (shown in EIR Table
3.9-3). As a result, the Proposed Project would reduce possible
exposure to soil. Finally, the Proposed Project would comply with all
hazardous material handling laws and regulations, which would
minimize the risk of possible future soil contamination.

FAQ-HAZ-38 | What measures are Remediation is ongoing and engineering and institutional controls are
in place to address in place for contaminated areas associated with former March AFB
potential soil operations. Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR
remediation needs in | disclosed the list of open and ongoing regulatory cleanup cases. MM-
the area? HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan) requires compliance

with an HCMP, which shall include procedures for assessment,
characterization, handling, transportation, and disposal of potentially
contaminated soils and will have provisions that must be followed in
the event that additional unexpected contamination is discovered
during construction.

FAQ-HAZ-39 | What measures are As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the

in place to ensure the
safe disposal of
construction debris
and waste

materials?

EIR, construction debris would be characterized prior to disposal at the
appropriate landfill, in accordance with all applicable hazardous
materials handling laws and regulations. Further, sites that store
hazardous materials in volumes greater than reportable quantities are
required, under existing regulations, to create and implement spill
prevention and response plans. Compliance with these regulations is
required by law. The local Certified Unified Program Agency (Riverside
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Table 11.5-10. Hazards and Hazardous Materials FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response
County DEH) conducts regular inspections of facilities within their
jurisdiction to verify compliance with applicable hazardous waste and
materials handling laws and regulations.

FAQ-HAZ-40 | What measures are Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-15, FAQ-HAZ-32, and FAQ-HAZ-39, above.
in place to ensure the
safe disposal of
hazardous materials
used during
construction and
operation?

FAQ-HAZ-41 | What measures are Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-10, above.
in place to ensure the
safety of nearby
residents in case of
emergencies related
to the Proposed
Project?

FAQ-HAZ-42 | What measures are Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-36, above.
in place to prevent
potential safety
hazards that could
interfere with aircraft
operations?

FAQ-HAZ-43 | What measures are As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
in place to prevent EIR, under MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater Management), the SVE
the disturbance of system will not be disturbed during construction or operation of the
existing treatment Proposed Project. Groundwater extraction is not allowed under the
systems (e.g., soil restrictive covenant. MM-HAZ-2 also requires work to stop if
vapor extraction groundwater is encountered and overseeing agencies to be notified.
systems) during
construction?

FAQ-HAZ-44 | What measures are As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, the
in place to prevent project site is not in or near Local or State Responsibility Areas or lands
the exposure of classified as Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones. As a result, the
people or structures Proposed Project would not expose people or structures, either directly
to significant risks of | or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving
loss, injury, or death wildland fires. Impacts would be less than significant.
involving wildland
fires?

FAQ-HAZ-45 | What measures are Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-15, FAQ-HAZ-32 and FAQ-HAZ-39, above.

in place to prevent
the release of
hazardous materials
and chemicals into
the environment
during and after
construction?
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Identifier
FAQ-HAZ-46

Question

What measures are
in place to protect the
local population from
exposure to harmful
chemicals or
pollutants released
by the Proposed
Project?

Response

The Proposed Project is sited in a location that would not resultin a
localized impact to sensitive receptors located in housing, schools,
childcare facilities, and hospitals. The nearest sensitive receptor is
approximately 0.5 miles east of the project site. As demonstrated in
Section 3.2, Air Quality, of the EIR, based on construction and
operational LST (NO2, CO, PM1o, and PM2.5) analyses and the CO hot
spot assessment, the Proposed Project is not anticipated to result in
localized criteria pollutant impacts; therefore, no associated health
effects are anticipated to result. Therefore, less-than-significant
impacts would occur.

The Proposed Project HRA (Appendix C-1 of the EIR) evaluated potential
health risk impacts during construction and operation. The Proposed
Project would not result in any significant health risk impacts from
exposure to TACs from construction with the incorporation of MM-AQ-1
(Construction Management Plan) or from operations. As shown in Table
3.2-16 of the EIR, the Proposed Project would result in a less-than-
significant human health or cancer risk to adjacent land uses as a
result of construction and operational activity.

Lastly, as identified in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials,
of the EIR, the Proposed Project would have less-than-significant
impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials with the
incorporation of MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan),
which requires the approval of an HMCP prior to the issuance of a
grading permit; MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater Management),
which requires stop work orders and groundwater management relating
to the existing soil vapor extraction system, and MM-HAZ-3 (Wildlife
Protective Measures), which requires that the Proposed Project
incorporate recommendations included in the Wildlife Hazard Review
for the Proposed Project (Appendix J-3 of the EIR).

The EIR includes numerous mitigation measures that will lessen
impacts and protect the public, including MM-AQ-1 through MM-AQ-6
(Additional Air Quality Tenant Requirements), MM-GHG-1 (Installation of
EV Charging Stations), MM-HAZ-1 through MM-HAZ-3, MM-HYD-1 (Water
Quality BMPs), MM-NOI-1 (Construction Worker Hearing Protection),
MM-NOI-2 (Future Tenant Aircraft Fleet), MM-TRA-1 (Construction Traffic
Management Plan), and MM-TRA-2 (Project Truck Route on Heacock
Street).

FAQ-HAZ-47

What measures are
in place to protect the
local population from
exposure to harmful
chemicals or
pollutants?

Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-46, above.

FAQ-HAZ-48

What measures are

in place to protect the
local population from
exposure to harmful
pollutants and
toxins?

Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-46, above.
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Identifier
FAQ-HAZ-49

Question

What measures will
be taken to address
any unforeseen
hazards or risks that
may arise during the
Proposed Project's
construction and
operation?

Response
Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-46, above.

FAQ-HAZ-50

What measures will
be taken to ensure
the equitable
distribution of risks
and benefits related
to hazardous
materials
management?

Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-23, above.

FAQ-HAZ-51

What measures will
be taken to ensure
the health and safety
of workers and
residents in the
vicinity of the project
site?

Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-46, above.

FAQ-HAZ-52

What measures will
be taken to ensure
the long-term safety
and health of workers
and occupants in
relation to hazardous
materials?

Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-46, above.

FAQ-HAZ-53

What measures will
be taken to ensure
the safe and
responsible disposal
of hazardous wastes
generated during the
Proposed Project?

Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-15, FAQ-HAZ-32, and FAQ-HAZ-39, above.

FAQ-HAZ-54

What measures will
be taken to ensure
the safety of workers
exposed to
hazardous
substances during
construction?

Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-32, above.

FAQ-HAZ-55

What measures will
be taken to ensure
transparency and
accountability in the
handling of

Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-4, above.
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Identifier Question Response
hazardous materials
throughout the
Proposed Project?

FAQ-HAZ-56 | What measures will Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-15, FAQ-HAZ-32, and FAQ-HAZ-39, above.
be taken to prevent
the unauthorized
release or disposal of
hazardous materials
during the Proposed
Project?

FAQ-HAZ-57 | What role will the As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
California Office of EIR and as required by law, any imminent or actual significant release
Emergency Services (reportable quantity) must be reported to CalOES hazmat response
play in overseeing the | center. The local Certified Unified Program Agency, Riverside County
handling and release | DEH, conducts regular inspections of facilities within their jurisdiction to
of hazardous verify compliance with applicable hazardous waste and materials
materials during the handling laws and regulations.

Proposed Project?

FAQ-HAZ-58 | What specific Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR disclosed site
hazardous materials history, including hazardous material use, and included a list of open
were historically and active remediation activities that are overseen by regulatory
used, stored, or agencies. As disclosed in Section 3.8, there is the potential for
disposed of at the contaminated soils and soil vapor at the project site, including metals,
former March AFB PAHSs, petroleum hydrocarbons, and per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances
that could impact the | (PFAS) in soil and TCE in soil vapor.
project site?

FAQ-HAZ-59 | What steps will be As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
taken to address any | EIR, an HMBP is required by state law and MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous
gaps or deficiencies Materials Contingency Plan). The HMBP is updated and/or certified as
in the current accurate on an annual basis in accordance with state regulation. If
hazardous materials | changes are made to hazardous material storage on the project site,
management plan? the HMBP must be updated within 30 days of the change as required

by state regulation. All updates, changes, and annual certifications are
submitted to the local Certified Unified Program Agency. The site is also
subject to regular inspection by the local Certified Unified Program
Agency in accordance with state regulation.

For construction purposes, the HMBP is a living document that is
reviewed and updated as needed to address changes in site conditions,
deficiencies identified in the field, or changes to potential hazardous
material impacts. Updates are made immediately upon identification of
the change or deficiency, and notification of the change is distributed to
the team during daily tailgate meetings.

FAQ-HAZ-60 | What steps will be Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-59, above.

taken to address any
gaps or
inconsistencies in the
current hazardous
materials
management plan?
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Identifier
FAQ-HAZ-61

Question

What steps will be
taken to address any
unforeseen hazards
or risks that may
arise during the
Proposed Project's
construction and
operation?

Response

Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-15, FAQ-HAZ-19, FAQ-HAZ-35, FAQ-HAZ-39, and
FAQ-HAZ-59 above.

FAQ-HAZ-62

What steps will be
taken to ensure that
the Proposed Project
does not exacerbate
existing conditions of
hazardous materials
on the site?

Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-15, FAQ-HAZ-32, and FAQ-HAZ-39, above.

FAQ-HAZ-63

What steps will be
taken to ensure the
long-term
sustainability of
hazardous materials
management
practices at the
Proposed project
site?

Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-13, above.

FAQ-HAZ-64

What steps will be
taken to ensure the
proper disposal of
hazardous materials
to prevent long-term
health impacts on the
community?

Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-7, FAQ-HAZ-17, FAQ-HAZ-19, and FAQ-HAZ-46,
above.

FAQ-HAZ-65

What steps will be
taken to minimize the
environmental impact
of hazardous
materials on
surrounding
ecosystems and
wildlife?

MM-BIO-2 (Best Management Practices) requires biological monitoring;
clearly marked work limits; restricting vehicle speed limits to 15 mph or
slower to minimize the generation of fugitive dust; pet restrictions;
measures to ensure that trash and debris are disposed of properly to
minimize short-term impacts of increased human activities; and
incorporation of native, non-invasive landscaping to minimize the
spread of non-native invasive plant and animal species. MM-BIO-5
(Jurisdictional Waters Permitting and Regulatory Agency Permitting)
provides additional BMPs to avoid the impact of hazardous substances
on local waterways. MM-HYD-1 (Water Quality BMPs) requires BMPs to
protect water quality; MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency
Plan) requires the project applicant to implement an HMCP; MM-HAZ-2
(Stop Work, Groundwater Management) requires the applicant to
contact EPA Region IX and the state to determine appropriate
procedures to either manage contaminated groundwater or alter
construction plans to avoid further contact with contaminated
groundwater; and MM-AQ-6 (Additional Air Quality Tenant
Requirements) requires the applicant to sweep the property monthly,
including parking lot and truck court, to remove road dust, tire wear,
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Table 11.5-10. Hazards and Hazardous Materials FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response
brake dust, and other contaminants. With implementation of these
mitigation measures, impacts of hazardous materials on surrounding
ecosystems and wildlife would be less than significant.
FAQ-HAZ-66 | What steps will be Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-46, above.
taken to protect
nearby sensitive
receptors, such as
housing, schools,
hospitals, and
childcare facilities,
from potential
hazards?
FAQ-HAZ-67 | Are there any plans to | As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
monitor and address | EIR, impacts associated with the Proposed Project are related to
any cumulative preexisting contamination due to historical activities. These impacts are
impacts of handling, not anticipated to be cumulative, as they would be controlled on the
transporting, and project site. Monitoring, handling, transporting, and disposing of
disposing of hazardous materials is discussed in Section 3.8. An HMCP as described
hazardous materials in MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan) would reduce the
from nearby risk of handling, transport, and disposal to less than significant.
projects? Impacts associated with hazardous materials are typically localized to
the project site. Similar and nearby projects would also be required to
adhere to federal, state, and local regulations that reduce the impacts
of handling, transporting, and disposal of hazardous materials and
reduce the impacts due to potential upset or accident conditions that
could occur, either from the Proposed Project or from nearby projects.
As such, no cumulative impacts would occur.
FAQ-HAZ-68 | How will the Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-67, above.
Proposed Project
ensure that impacts
associated with
hazardous materials
are controlled and do
not have cumulative
effects?
FAQ-HAZ-69 | What measures will Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-67, above.
be taken to ensure
that the Proposed
Project does not
contribute to
cumulative hazards
in the area?
FAQ-HAZ-70 | Are there any Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-67, above.

provisions for regular
audits and
inspections to ensure
compliance with
hazardous materials
management
requirements?
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Identifier
FAQ-HAZ-71

Question

Are there any ongoing
monitoring programs
in place to track the
levels of hazardous
materials in the soil,
soil gas, and
groundwater at the
project site?

Response

As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
EIR, groundwater remediation is ongoing under the ROD for
CG049/0U5, which would include monitoring and remediation of
hazardous material contamination in groundwater, and engineering
controls are in place under the restrictive covenants for the portion of
the project site that includes Site 7. Additionally, the HCMP that is
required pursuant to MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency
Plan) would be submitted to EPA and DTSC for review and approval as
to work within Site 7. Further, sites that store hazardous materials in
volumes greater than reportable quantities are required, under existing
regulations, to create and implement spill prevention and response
plans. Compliance with these regulations is required by law. The local
Certified Unified Program Agency (Riverside County DEH) conducts
regular inspections of facilities within their jurisdiction to verify
compliance with applicable hazardous waste and materials handling
laws and regulations. Section 9.08.090 (Hazardous Materials
Management) of the March JPA Development Code sets hazardous
material management requirements for operations within the March
JPA Planning Area.

Further, in response to agency concerns regarding potential hazards
related to Site 7 and requests for clearer delineation, the Proposed
Project now includes a parcel map to subdivide an existing 56.33-acre
parcel of the D-1 property into two parcels (one developable parcel and
one constrained parcel) and a lettered lot for access and utility
purposes (Figure 2-11, Tentative Parcel Map, in the Final EIR). The
western developable parcel would encompass the Air Cargo Component
of the Proposed Project and exclude all of Site 7. The eastern
constrained parcel, which fronts Heacock Street, would encompass part
of Site 7, including the former fire training and disposal/burn pit areas.
The parcel map will have no physical effect on the environment and its
addition does not change the analysis in the EIR.

FAQ-HAZ-72

Are there any specific
guidelines for the
construction of
drainage features
and vegetation to
minimize safety risks
to aircraft?

As discussed under Threshold HAZ-4 in Section 3.8, Hazards and
Hazardous Materials, of the EIR, the Wildlife Hazard Review (Draft EIR
Appendix J-3) evaluated the Proposed Project in relation to applicable
wildlife hazard management guidance and policies and provided
recommendations for the Proposed Project plans, including
landscaping, outdoor eating areas, trash receptacles, and type and
placement of trees and shrubs. MM-HAZ-3 (Wildlife Protective
Measures) requires the incorporation of these recommendations into
the Proposed Project. With implementation of these protective
measures, impacts to air safety resulting from implementation of the
Proposed Project would be less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

Additionally, as discussed in Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality,
of the EIR, on-site stormwater infrastructure would be developed in
accordance with the design recommendations of the Preliminary
Hydrology Study (Draft EIR Appendix K-1), which were developed to
ensure that sufficient stormwater drainage and detention facilities are
located on site and that potential areas of standing water for up to a
100-year storm are drawn down with 48 hours of a storm event in order
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Identifier Question Response
to comply with FAA guidance pertaining to minimizing the potential to
attract hazardous wildlife (AC No. 150/5200-33).

FAQ-HAZ-73 | Has the Proposed Section 3.2, Air Quality, of the EIR evaluated potential health risks
Project considered associated with increased pollution from criteria air pollutants and from
the potential health TACs in the form of DPM. In addition to the regional emission-based
risks associated with | thresholds shown in Table 3.2-4 of the EIR, SCAQMD also recommends
increased pollution? evaluation of localized air quality impacts to sensitive receptors in the

immediate vicinity of a project as a result of construction and operation
activities. As shown in Table 3.2-13 of the EIR, the Proposed Project
would not exceed the SCAQMD LSTs during construction with the
incorporation of MM-AQ-1 (Construction Management Plan) and MM-
AQ-2 (Construction Requirements). As shown in Table 3.2-14 of the EIR,
the Proposed Project would not exceed the SCAQMD LSTs during
operations. Therefore, nearby sensitive receptors would not be exposed
to substantial pollutant concentrations during Proposed Project
construction and operation. The Proposed Project HRA (Appendix C-1 of
the EIR) evaluated potential health risk impacts during construction and
operation. The Proposed Project would not result in any significant
health risk impacts from exposure to TACs from construction with the
incorporation of MM-AQ-1 or from operations. As shown in Table 3.2-16
of the EIR, the Proposed Project would result in a less-than-significant
human health or cancer risk to adjacent land uses as a result of
construction and operational activity.

FAQ-HAZ-74 | Has the Proposed MM-AQ-3 (Improved Energy Efficiency and Water Reduction) requires
Project considered the building to achieve 2023 LEED Silver certification standards or
the potential need for | equivalent at a minimum and includes specific commitments that will
adaptive serve to reduce energy use and make the Proposed Project more
management sustainable. MM-GHG-1 (Installation of EV Charging Stations) requires
strategies? the Proposed Project include the circuitry, capacity, and equipment for

EV charging stations in accordance with 2022 CALGreen Tier 2.
Accordingly, the Proposed Project would incorporate sustainable design
and construction, which would lead to long-term energy efficiency and
water conservation. Sustainable projects lead to long-term cost saving
through reduced energy and water consumption, lower waste
management costs, and increased property value. It is in the Proposed
Project’s interest to ensure long-term sustainability and environmental
stewardship. As environmental regulations become more stringent and
resource scarcity increases, sustainable projects are better positioned
to adapt to future challenges and remain viable over the long term.

FAQ-HAZ-75 | Has the report Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-5, FAQ-HAZ-18 and FAQ-HAZ-19, above.
thoroughly assessed
the risk of
contamination of
local soil and
groundwater from
construction
activities?

FAQ-HAZ-76 | How will the Contamination is thoroughly addressed and characterized in Section

Proposed Project
address the

3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR. Restrictive
covenants in place at the site limit activities to avoid contact with
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Identifier Question Response
contamination of contaminated media. Additionally, MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials
chlorinated VOCs, Contingency Plan) requires an HMCP be in place that addresses the
particularly TCE, in potential impacts to soil, soil vapor, and groundwater beneath the
the soil, soil gas, and | project site to ensure the health and safety of construction workers and
groundwater? future occupants of the industrial uses on the site. It shall include
procedures for assessment, characterization, handling, transportation,
and disposal of potentially contaminated soils and soil vapor, including
metals, PAHs, petroleum hydrocarbons, and per- and polyfluoroalkyl
substances (PFAS) in soil and TCE in soil vapor. There is no evidence of
TCE in soil at the project site, and the Proposed Project is not
anticipated to encounter groundwater during construction. If
groundwater is encountered, MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater
Management) requires work to stop and overseeing agencies to be
notified.
FAQ-HAZ-77 | How will the Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-28, above.
Proposed Project
ensure the safety of
workers and future
occupants in light of
the documented soil,
soil gas, and
groundwater
contamination at Site
7?
FAQ-HAZ-78 | What are the Please refer to FAQ-HAZ-27, above.

potential health risks
associated with
exposure to PFOS
and PFOA in the soil
and groundwater at
the project site?

As disclosed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
EIR, the soils at the project site are potentially impacted with per- and
polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS). Implementation of MM-HAZ-1
(Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan) will ensure the health and
safety of construction workers and future industrial workers at the
project site. Once constructed, there would be no exposure pathway to
soil because the site would be covered with hardscape (concrete). As
such, the potential health risks associated with PFAS at the project site
would be less than significant. For general health risk associated with
PFAS, see: https://www.epa.gov/pfas/our-current-understanding-
human-health-and-environmental-risks-pfas.

Table 11.5-11. Hydrology and Water Quality FAQ Responses

FAQ-HYD-1

Are there any plans to
address the potential
disruption of natural
drainage patterns
and flood risks due to
the Proposed
Project?

In Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the EIR, Threshold HYD-
3 and Threshold HYD-4 analyzed how implementation of the Proposed
Project would result in minor alterations to existing drainage patterns
on the project site through installation of drainage infrastructure, such
as drainage pipes, culverts, and two modular wetland biofiltration
systems. Site development would reconfigure some of the on-site
drainage areas and result in slight changes to localized flow patterns;
however, these changes would not have adverse impacts with regard to
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stormwater runoff because they would occur in a manner that would
maintain the general location, flow rate, and flow volume of off-site
discharge (Appendix K-1 of the EIR).

On-site stormwater infrastructure would be developed in accordance
with the design recommendations of the Preliminary Hydrology Study
(Appendix K-1 of the EIR), which were developed to ensure that
sufficient stormwater drainage and detention facilities are located on
site and that potential areas of standing water for up to a 100-year
storm are drawn down within 48 hours of a storm event in order to
comply with FAA guidance pertaining to minimizing the potential to
attract hazardous wildlife (AC No. 150/5200-33). These
recommendations include specifications for stormwater conveyance
lines, catch basins, and underground detention basins to manage
stormwater runoff in a manner that would prevent on-site flooding.

Based on the results of the Preliminary Hydrology Study (Appendix K-1
of the EIR), the Proposed Project would not alter on-site drainage such
that increased peak discharges would result in on- or off-site erosion
and siltation of downstream water bodies. In addition, the Proposed
Project would not substantially increase the rate or amount of surface
runoff in a manner that would result in flooding on site or off site.
Impacts would be less than significant.

Threshold HYD-5 and Threshold HYD-6 in Section 3.9 of the EIR
indicate that the project site would not be subject to flooding due to
100-year flooding, dam failure inundation, tsunamis, or seiches.
According to FEMA, the project site is higher than the 100-year flood
elevation of 1,486.4 feet NAVD 88. In addition, the Preliminary
Hydrology Study included a ponding analysis, which verifies that the
proposed on-site development would not increase the drawdown time
of the airfield ponds or overtop the shoulder of Taxiway A (Appendix K-1
of the EIR). Because the project site is not subject to flooding, the
Proposed Project would not substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area such that flood flows would be impeded or
redirected. No impacts would occur.

FAQ-HYD-2 Are there any plans to | As discussed in Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the EIR,
monitor and manage | three Military Cleanup Cases, including a subarea known as Site 7, are
contaminated located adjacent to the project site (see Figure 2-1 of the EIR). Based
groundwater on known groundwater conditions beneath the project site (i.e., at
encountered during depths of 14.5 to 20 feet below the surface) versus the maximum
excavation depth of excavation (10 feet), it is not anticipated that groundwater
activities? would be encountered. If groundwater is encountered during

excavation, MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater Management) would
require stopping work activities, followed by contacting the Santa Ana
RWQCB, MIPAA, the March ARB environmental group, and EPA Region
IX, all of which oversee the cleanup of CG049/0U5 (including Site 7), to
determine appropriate procedures to either manage contaminated
groundwater or alter construction plans to avoid further contact with
contaminated groundwater. Implementation of MM-HAZ-2 would avoid
the potential to discharge contaminated groundwater or to temporarily
affect contamination plumes. Therefore, the impact of the Proposed
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Project on groundwater quality during construction would be less than
significant with mitigation incorporated.

FAQ-HYD-3

Are there any plans to
prevent water
contamination from
airport operations?

As discussed in Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the EIR,
compliance with applicable permit conditions and required
implementation of water quality BMPs during operation and
maintenance of the Proposed Project would eliminate or substantially
minimize potential adverse impacts on water quality. The Proposed
Project-specific WQMP (Appendix K-2 of the EIR) describes and
illustrates how the Proposed Project would comply with the Riverside
County MS4 Permit requirements. Source control and operational BMPs
have been incorporated into the project design, including site design
BMPs, source control BMPs, treatment control BMPs, and operation
and maintenance requirements. In addition, MM-HYD-1 (Water Quality
BMPs) will be implemented to reduce impacts on water quality. MM-AQ-
6 (Additional Air Quality Tenant Requirements) requires that the tenant
sweep the property monthly, including parking lot and truck court, to
remove road dust, tire wear, brake dust, and other contaminants.

The airplane fueling operations that would occur on the parking aprons
to the north and west of the proposed cargo building, as well as any
maintenance activities and equipment cleaning operation within the
proposed cargo building, would be subject to the requirements of the
NPDES Industrial General Permit. MIPAA would either modify the
existing Industrial SWPPP to include the Proposed Project facilities or
would develop a separate Industrial SWPPP for the Proposed Project
facilities. All Proposed Project operations would also be subject to the
applicable stormwater quality BMPs specified in the MIPAA Rules and
Regulations. However, the Proposed Project-specific WQMP would be
effective on its own at substantially minimizing pollutant discharges to
the storm drain system (and downstream receiving waters). Because
the Proposed Project-specific WQMP contains source-control BMPs, low-
impact development BMPs, and treatment-control BMPs (i.e., modular
wetland systems) that address all water quality concerns associated
with site development, in accordance with the Riverside County MS4
Permit, potential adverse Proposed Project-related water quality
impacts related to operations would be less than significant with
mitigation incorporated.

FAQ-HYD-4

Has the potential
impact on
groundwater been
thoroughly
assessed?

Please refer to FAQ-HYD-1, above.

In Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the EIR, Threshold HYD-
2 analyzed the Proposed Project’s impacts to groundwater. Operation of
the Proposed Project would not involve the direct use of groundwater
because potable water would be supplied to the site by WMWD. As
discussed in Section 3.14, Utilities and Service Systems, of the EIR, the
Proposed Project’s water demand has been incorporated into WMWD’s
water supply planning documents, including the conclusion within its
2020 Urban Water Management Plan. This conclusion states that
WMWD has sufficient supplies over the next 20 years to meet expected
demands for customers and member agencies from 2020 through
2045 under normal, single-dry-year, and multiple-dry-year conditions.
Although the groundwater sustainability plan has not yet been formally
adopted for the West San Jacinto Groundwater Basin (it is in process),
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the available evidence indicates that implementation of the Proposed
Project would not interfere with sustainable groundwater management
within the San Jacinto Groundwater Basin. As a result, impacts related
to groundwater would be less than significant.

FAQ-HYD-5 Has the Proposed Please refer to FAQ-HYD-1, above.

Project considered
the potential runoff
and drainage issues
from the project
site?

FAQ-HYD-6 Has the report Please refer to FAQ-HYD-4, above.
considered the
impact of the
Proposed Project on
groundwater
resources in the
area?

FAQ-HYD-7 Has the report Section 3.3, Biological Resources, of the EIR analyzes impacts to
considered the wetlands in Threshold BIO-3 of the impacts analysis. As required by
impact of the MM-BIO-5 (Jurisdictional Waters Permitting and Regulatory Agency
Proposed Project on Permitting), the Proposed Project shall mitigate at not less than 1:1
local water quality with reestablishment credits (0.45 acres USACE/0.45 acres
and aquatic RWQCB/0.49 acres CDFW) for impacts to aquatic resources as part of
ecosystems? an overall strategy to ensure no net loss. The Proposed Project’s

impacts to wetlands would be less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

As discussed in Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the EIR,
impacts related to water quality standards and groundwater would be
reduced to a less-than-significant level with implementation of MM-
HYD-1 (Water Quality BMPs), which requires BMPs to protect water
quality; MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan), which
requires the project applicant to implement an HMCP; MM-HAZ-2 (Stop
Work, Groundwater Management), which requires the applicant to
contact EPA Region IX and the state to determine appropriate
procedures to either manage contaminated groundwater or alter
construction plans to avoid further contact with contaminated
groundwater; and MM-AQ-6 (Additional Air Quality Tenant
Requirements), which requires the applicant to sweep the property
monthly, including parking lot and truck court, to remove road dust, tire
wear, brake dust, and other contaminants. All other impacts related to
hydrology and water quality would not occur or would be less than
significant.

FAQ-HYD-8 Has the report Please refer to FAQ-HYD-7, above.

considered the
impact of the
Proposed Project on
nearby water bodies
and aquatic
ecosystems?
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Identifier
FAQ-HYD-9

Question

Has the report
considered the
impact of the
Proposed Project on
nearby wetlands and
waterways?

Response
Please refer to FAQ-HYD-7, above.

FAQ-HYD-10

Has the report
thoroughly assessed
the risk of
contamination of
local water sources
and aquifers due to
the Proposed
Project?

Please refer to FAQ-HYD-4, above.

FAQ-HYD-11

Has the report
thoroughly assessed
the risk of flooding in
the area due to the
Proposed Project?

Please refer to FAQ-HYD-1, above.

FAQ-HYD-12

How will the

Proposed Project
address the potential
risks associated with
construction activities
near contaminated
groundwater wells?

Please refer to FAQ-HYD-2, above.

FAQ-HYD-13

How will the
Proposed Project
affect the quality of
water sources in the
vicinity?

Please refer to FAQ-HYD-4, above.

FAQ-HYD-14

How will the
Proposed Project
ensure that
contaminated
groundwater is
properly managed
and treated if
encountered during
construction?

Please refer to FAQ-HYD-2, above.

FAQ-HYD-15

How will the
Proposed Project
impact the availability
of clean drinking
water for residents in
the region?

Please refer to FAQ-HYD-4, above.

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR 12675

DECEMBER 2025

11.5-61



[1.5 - RESPONSES TO FAQS

Table 11.5-11. Hydrology and Water Quality FAQ Responses

Identifier
FAQ-HYD-16

Question

How will the
Proposed Project
impact the overall
water quality in the
region?

Response
Please refer to FAQ-HYD-4 and FAQ-HYD-7, above.

FAQ-HYD-17

What measures are
in place to address
potential water
pollution from airport
operations?

Please refer to FAQ-HYD-3, above.

FAQ-HYD-18

What measures are
in place to prevent
the release of
pollutants and
contaminants into
the air and water
during construction?

Please refer to FAQ-HYD-2, above.

As discussed in Section 3.2, Air Quality, of the EIR, the increase in
criteria air pollutant emissions from construction of the Proposed
Project would be reduced to less than significant through
implementation of MM-AQ-1 (Construction Management Plan) and MM-
AQ-2 (Construction Requirements).

FAQ-HYD-19

What measures are
in place to protect
local water bodies
from pollution during
and after
construction?

Please refer to FAQ-HYD-3 and FAQ-HYD-7, above.

FAQ-HYD-20

What measures are

in place to protect the
local watershed and
prevent water
pollution from the
Proposed Project?

Please refer to FAQ-HYD-3 and FAQ-HYD-7, above.

FAQ-HYD-21

What measures are
in place to protect

water quality in the
surrounding areas?

Please refer to FAQ-HYD-3 and FAQ-HYD-7, above.

FAQ-HYD-22

What measures will
be taken to prevent
the spread of
contaminated
groundwater during
construction
activities?

Please refer to FAQ-HYD-2, above.

FAQ-HYD-23

What procedures will
be followed in case of
groundwater
contamination during
construction?

Please refer to FAQ-HYD-2, above.

FAQ-HYD-24

Are there any ongoing
monitoring programs
in place to track the
levels of hazardous

As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
EIR, groundwater remediation is ongoing under the ROD for
CG049/0U5, which would include monitoring and remediation of
hazardous material contamination in groundwater, and engineering
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materials in the soil, controls are in place under the restrictive covenants for the portion of
soil gas, and the project site that includes Site 7. Additionally, the HCMP that is
groundwater at the required pursuant to MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency
project site? Plan) would be submitted to EPA and DTSC for review as to work within

Site 7. In accordance with applicable regulations, and as described in
Threshold HAZ-1, regulations require plans and reporting for the use,
storage, and transport of hazardous materials and petroleum products
stored at any site above reportable quantities. Compliance with these
rules and regulations is required by law.

FAQ-HYD-25 | Are there any plans in | As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
place to mitigate the | EIR, existing activity and use limitations address groundwater use
risks associated with | limitations associated with contaminated groundwater, including PFAS.
per- and Groundwater in the area does not have beneficial uses, and if
polyfluoroalkyl groundwater is encountered, MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater
substances (PFAS) Management) requires a stop work and notification of the overseeing
contamination in the | regulatory agencies. There are ongoing remedial activities related to
soil and PFAS in the groundwater that would not be impacted by the Proposed
groundwater? Project. The Proposed Project has been designed to avoid former burn

pits that may have elevated concentrations of PFAS in soil. In addition,
MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan) requires a site-
specific HMCP to be prepared that includes procedures for evaluation
of contaminated soils and soil vapor, as well as procedures to handle
any hazardous materials identified in these environmental media. The
HCMP will be submitted to the EPA and expert state agencies prior to
the start of construction for review of the protective measures during
work within Site 7 because Site 7 is under Environmental Restrictive
Covenants.

FAQ-HYD-26 | Has the report The EIR prepared for the Proposed Project includes a thorough
thoroughly assessed | assessment of air quality impacts in Section 3.2, Air Quality, with details
the risk of air and of the analysis provided as Appendices B-1 and C-1. The analysis was
water pollution from prepared consistent with professional standards using SCAQMD-
the Proposed approved modeling tools and comparing impacts with thresholds of
Project's operations? | significance established by SCAQMD, an expert agency regarding air

quality.

Water pollution was thoroughly addressed in Section 3.9, Hydrology and
Water Quality, with supporting technical appendices provided as K-1
and K-2 in the EIR.

FAQ-HYD-27 | How will the Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR discusses the

Proposed Project
address any potential
risks of
contamination to
nearby water sources
from hazardous
materials?

rules and regulations associated with ongoing use and handling of
hazardous materials and hazardous wastes, including regulatory
reporting and spill control procedures for reportable quantities. In
addition and as explained in Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality,
of the EIR, the Proposed Project would comply with the NPDES General
Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction and
Land Disturbance Activities, Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ, NPDES No.
CAS000002 (Construction General Permit; SWRCB 2013) and the
Proposed Project-specific WQMP (Appendix K-2 of the EIR), which
contains source-control BMPs, low-impact development BMPs, and
treatment-control BMPs (i.e., modular wetland systems) that address all
water quality concerns associated with site development, in accordance
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with the Riverside County MS4 Permit, to prevent potential adverse
Proposed Project-related water quality impacts.

FAQ-HYD-28 | How will the As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
Proposed Project EIR, groundwater in the area does not have beneficial uses, and if
address any potential | groundwater is encountered, MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater
risks to groundwater | Management) requires a stop work and notification of the overseeing
quality and regulatory agencies. As explained in Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water
availability posed by Quality, of the EIR, the Proposed Project-specific WQMP (Draft EIR
hazardous Appendix K-2) contains source-control BMPs, low-impact development
materials? BMPs, and treatment-control BMPs (i.e., modular wetland systems) that

address all water quality concerns associated with site development, in
accordance with the Riverside County MS4 Permit, to prevent potential
adverse Proposed Project-related water quality impacts. In addition, the
Proposed Project would add approximately 21 acres of impervious
surfaces within the Air Cargo Center Component boundary, as well as
additional areas of impervious surfaces within the Off-Site Component
boundary and the access roadway and intersection improvements
(shown in Table 3.9-3 of the EIR). As a result, the risk of contamination
reaching groundwater from the surface would be reduced after
development of the Proposed Project.

FAQ-HYD-29 | How will the Contamination is thoroughly addressed and characterized in Section
Proposed Project 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR. Restrictive
address the covenants in place at the site limit activities to avoid contact with
contamination of contaminated media. Additionally, MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials
chlorinated VOCs, Contingency Plan) requires an HMCP be in place that addresses the
particularly potential impacts to soil, soil vapor, and groundwater beneath the
trichloroethylene project site to ensure the health and safety of construction workers and
(TCE), in the soil, soil | future occupants of the industrial uses on the site. It shall include
gas, and procedures for assessment, characterization, handling, transportation,
groundwater? and disposal of potentially contaminated soils and soil vapor, including

metals, PAHs, petroleum hydrocarbons, and per- and polyfluoroalkyl
substances (PFAS) in soil and TCE in soil vapor. There is no evidence of
TCE in soil at the project site, and the Proposed Project is not
anticipated to encounter groundwater during construction. If
groundwater is encountered, MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater
Management) requires a stop work and notification of the overseeing
regulatory agencies.

FAQ-HYD-30 | What measures will As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the

be taken to ensure
the health and safety
of workers and
residents in the
vicinity of the project
site?

EIR, materials used, transported, and stored on site would be handled
in accordance with federal, state, and local regulations. If quantities of
hazardous materials are stored at greater than applicable reportable
quantities, the appropriate plans, permits, and reporting would be
completed, such as spill prevention, control, and countermeasure plans
for oil storage in accordance with EPA requirements; HMBPs for
hazardous material storage in accordance with CalEPA and Riverside
County DEH requirements; and hazardous waste storage, disposal, and
reporting in accordance with RCRA requirements. MIPAA requires
submittal of these plans prior to issuance of operational permits and/or
occupancy permits, further reducing the potential for a hazard due to
use, transportation, or disposal of hazardous materials. The local
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Certified Unified Program Agency, Riverside County DEH, conducts
regular inspections of facilities within their jurisdiction to verify
compliance with applicable hazardous waste and materials handling
laws and regulations. Compliance is required by law. These rules also
take into consideration safe handling to avoid emissions and harmful
releases. In addition to legal compliance with rules and regulations
outlined in Section 3.8 of the EIR, MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials
Contingency Plan) requires implementation of an HMCP, which includes
training for proper handling of potentially contaminated soils.
Additionally, CalOSHA and OSHA rules require training for all staff who
may come into contact with hazardous materials or situations.

As discussed in Section 3.2, Air Quality, of the EIR, the Proposed
Project’s less-than-significant construction-source emissions would be
further reduced with implementation of MM-AQ-1 (Construction
Management Plan) and MM-AQ-2 (Construction Requirements). The
Proposed Project would implement MM-AQ-3 (Improved Energy
Efficiency and Water Reduction), MM-AQ-4 (Truck Requirements), MM-
AQ-5 (Commute Trip Reduction), and MM-AQ-6 (Additional Air Quality
Tenant Requirements), which would reduce the Proposed Project’s VOC,
NOx, and CO emissions, but operational-source emissions would
continue to exceed the regional thresholds of significance for VOC, NOx,
and CO emissions.

Table 11.5-12. Land Use and Planning FAQ Responses

FAQ-LU-1

Can the report provide
more details on how
the Proposed Project
aligns with the goals
and policies outlined in
the Local March Joint
Powers Authority
General Plan,
specifically related to
reducing emissions
associated with
vehicle/engine use and
encouraging the use of
energy-efficient
equipment and design
in the planning area?

In Section 3.10, Land Use and Planning, in the EIR, Table 3.10-1
evaluated the Proposed Project’s consistency with March JPA General
Plan policies related to reducing emissions associated with
vehicle/engine use and encouraging energy-efficient equipment and
design in the Planning Area and determined the Proposed Project
would be generally consistent with mitigation incorporated. MM-AQ-1
(Construction Management Plan) requires all heavy-duty trucks
hauling onto the project site to be model year 2014 or later, which
would improve fuel efficiency. MM-AQ-2 (Construction Requirements)
requires the use of electric-powered hand tools, forklifts, and
pressure washers, to the extent feasible, along with a designated
charging area, and limits construction equipment idling to no more
than 3 minutes. MM-AQ-3 (Improved Energy Efficiency and Water
Reduction) requires the annual provision of information to employees
and truck drivers about EV charging availability, alternate
transportation opportunities for commuting, the Voluntary
Interindustry Commerce Solutions “Empty Miles” program to improve
goods trucking efficiencies, and efficient scheduling and load
management to eliminate unnecessary queuing and idling of trucks.
MM-AQ-4 (Truck Requirements) limits truck idling to 3 minutes. MM-
AQ-5 (Commute Trip Reduction) requires any tenant agreement to
include 5% reserved parking spaces for carpools and vanpools,
provision of short- and long-term bicycling parking facilities and “end-
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of-trip” facilities, on-site food vending or kitchen equipment and mail
facilities, and establishment of a rideshare program with financial
incentives. MM-GHG-1 (Installation of EV Charging Stations) requires
that the Proposed Project include the circuitry, capacity, and
equipment for EV charging stations in accordance with the 2022
CALGreen Tier 2.

FAQ-LU-2 How will the Proposed As discussed in Section 3.10, Land Use and Planning, of the EIR, the
Project address any Proposed Project is generally consistent with the relevant goals and
potential conflicts with policies of the March JPA General Plan, including the Environmental
neighboring land uses Justice Element, with implementation, as appropriate, of mitigation
and communities measures. The project site is surrounded by industrial development
regarding hazardous and March ARB. The nearest residential area is approximately 0.5
materials? miles to the east.

As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
EIR, with implementation of MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials
Contingency Plan) and MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater
Management), as well as compliance with existing regulations, the
Proposed Project would have a less-than-significant impact related to
hazardous materials and waste management.

FAQ-LU-3 How will the Proposed As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, the
Project impact the Proposed Project would not result in the physical division of an
overall community established community. The project site is located west of Heacock
cohesion and social Street, adjacent to March ARB, and southwest of the intersection of
dynamics? Heacock Street and Krameria Avenue, in unincorporated Riverside

County, California (Figure 1-1 in the EIR). The March ARB Fire
Department facility is immediately north of the project site, and
industrial warehouse facilities occupied by Hanes/DDI and an air
cargo center occupied by KRIV-Amazon are immediately south of the
site. Along the Heacock Street corridor abutting the site to the east
are a variety of industrial and business park warehouse uses within
the City of Moreno Valley. The nearest residential area is
approximately 0.5 miles to the east. I-215 is approximately 1 mile
west of the project site.

FAQ-LU-4 How will the Proposed Please refer to FAQ-LU-3, above.

Project impact the
overall sense of
community in the
area?

FAQ-LU-5 What measures are in As discussed in Section 3.10, Land Use and Planning, of the EIR, the
place to ensure the Proposed Project is generally consistent with the relevant goals and
Proposed Project's policies of the March JPA General Plan, including the Environmental
compliance with all Justice Element, with implementation, as appropriate, of mitigation
relevant zoning and measures (see EIR Table 3.10-1). The Proposed Project would involve
land use regulations? processing a zoning designation of Aviation (A) for the 34-acre Air

Cargo Center Component, which would be consistent with the existing
General Plan designation of AV for this portion of the project site. As
shown in Table 3.10-2 of the EIR, the Proposed Project would comply
with the March JPA Development Code standards. With incorporation
of MM-LU-1 (Occupancy Limits), MM-NOI-1 (Construction Worker
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Hearing Protection), and MM-NOI-2 (Future Tenant Aircraft Fleet), the
Proposed Project would be consistent with the March ARB/Inland
Port Airport ALUCP.

FAQ-LU-6

What specific goals and
policies from the Local
March Joint Powers
Authority General Plan
are being considered
and incorporated into
the Proposed Project to
address GHG emissions
related to noise and air

quality?

Section 3.10, Land Use and Planning, and Table 3.10-1 of the EIR
demonstrate how the Proposed Project is consistent with the
applicable goals and policies of the March JPA General Plan related
to GHG emissions, noise, and air quality. These include, but are not
limited to, Noise/Air Quality Element Goal 1 (Ensure that land uses
are protected from excessive and unwanted noise), Policy 2.2 (Noise
generating facilities shall be located in areas with compatible noise
generating land uses [i.e., airport noise contour areas] to minimize
land use incompatibilities, noise abatement and mitigation measures
needed), and Goal 4 (Pursue reduced emissions for stationary and
mobile sources through the use and implementation of new and
advancing technologies) and Environmental Justice Element Policy
HC 16.24 (Ensure compatibility between industrial development and
agricultural uses and adjacent land uses. To achieve compatibility,
industrial development and agricultural uses will be required to
include criteria addressing noise, land, traffic and GHG emissions to
avoid or minimize creating adverse conditions for adjacent
communities). As discussed in Table 3.10-1 of the EIR, the Proposed
Project would be generally consistent with the goals and policies
identified in the March JPA General Plan and the Environmental
Justice Element. Where appropriate, mitigation measures are
included to reduce and/or avoid potential conflicts with applicable
goals adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating GHG, noise
and AQ impacts, including MM-NOI-1 (Construction Worker Hearing
Protection) and MM-NOI-2 (Future Tenant Aircraft Fleet), MM-TRA-1
(Construction Traffic Management Plan) and MM-TRA-2 (Project Truck
Route on Heacock Street), MM-AQ-1 (Construction Management Plan)
through MM-AQ-6 (Additional Air Quality Tenant Requirements), and
MM-GHG-1 (Installation of EV Charging Stations).

FAQ-LU-7

How will the Proposed
Project address any
potential conflicts with
existing land use
regulations and zoning
laws regarding
hazardous materials?

As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
EIR, sites that store hazardous materials in volumes greater than
reportable quantities are required, under existing regulations, to
create and implement spill prevention and response plans.
Compliance with these regulations is required by law. The local
Certified Unified Program Agency (Riverside County DEH) conducts
regular inspections of facilities within their jurisdiction to verify
compliance with applicable hazardous waste and materials handling
laws and regulations. Further, Section 9.08.090 (Hazardous
Materials Management) of the March JPA Development Code sets
hazardous material management requirements for operations within
the March JPA Planning Area.
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FAQ-MISC-1 | Are there any plans to | As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, the
address the potential | Proposed Project would not result in the physical division of an
loss of community established community. The project site is west of Heacock Street,
cohesion and sense adjacent to March ARB, and southwest of the intersection of Heacock
of belonging due to Street and Krameria Avenue, in unincorporated Riverside County,
the Proposed California (Figure 1-1 in the EIR). The March ARB Fire Department
Project? facility is immediately north of the project site, and industrial

warehouse facilities occupied by Hanes/DDI and an air cargo center
occupied by KRIV-Amazon are immediately south of the site. Along the
Heacock Street corridor abutting the site to the east are a variety of
industrial and business park warehouse uses within the City of Moreno
Valley. The nearest residential area is approximately 0.5 miles to the
east. I-215 is approximately 1 mile west of the project site.

FAQ-MISC-2 | Are there any plans to | Under PDF-TRA-1, the Proposed Project would pay all the necessary fair-
establish a share fees associated with development. The MMRP identifies the
contingency fund for | enforcement agency(ies) for each project design feature and mitigation
environmental measure included in the EIR. In addition, the MMRP identifies the
mitigation efforts? Proposed Project phase when the monitoring/reporting would occur, as

well as the method of the monitoring/reporting.

FAQ-MISC-3 | Has the Proposed Property values are outside the scope of CEQA. The significance criteria
Project considered used to evaluate the Proposed Project’s impacts are based on Appendix
the impact on G of the CEQA Guidelines (14 CCR 15000 et seq.) and, as applicable,
property values in the | the March JPA CEQA Guidelines, neither of which require that impacts
surrounding area? to property values be analyzed within a CEQA document. As discussed

in Section 3.10, Land Use and Planning, of the EIR, with approval of the
proposed Aviation (A) Zoning Designation, the Proposed Project would
be consistent with the General Plan land use designation and zoning
district.

FAQ-MISC-4 | Has the Proposed CEQA requires the EIR to disclose direct and indirect impacts of the
Project considered Proposed Project that are reasonably foreseeable. The Proposed
the potential impact Project’s impacts to local weather patterns, if any, are too speculative
of increased aviation | to reliably evaluate and disclose.
activities on local
weather patterns?

FAQ-MISC-5 | Has the Proposed MM-AQ-3 (Improved Energy Efficiency and Water Reduction) requires

Project considered
the potential need for
adaptive
management
strategies?

the building to achieve 2023 LEED Silver certification standards or
equivalent at a minimum and includes specific commitments that will
serve to reduce energy use and make the Proposed Project more
sustainable. MM-GHG-1 (Installation of EV Charging Stations) requires
the Proposed Project include the circuitry, capacity, and equipment for
EV charging stations in accordance with 2022 CALGreen Tier 2.
Accordingly, the Proposed Project would incorporate sustainable design
and construction, which would lead to long-term energy efficiency and
water conservation. Sustainable projects lead to long-term cost saving
through reduced energy and water consumption, lower waste
management costs, and increased property value. It is in the Proposed
Project’s interest to ensure long-term sustainability and environmental
stewardship. As environmental regulations become more stringent and
resource scarcity increases, sustainable projects are better positioned
to adapt to future challenges and remain viable over the long term.

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR

DECEMBER 2025

12675
11.5-68



[1.5 - RESPONSES TO FAQS

Table 11.5-13. Miscellaneous FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response
FAQ-MISC-6 | Has the Proposed Regulatory oversight for specific resources is maintained at the federal,
Project considered state, and local levels. Applicable laws, regulations, and standards are
the potential need for | included in resource subsections within Chapter 3, Environmental
independent Analysis, of the EIR. The MMRP identifies the enforcement agency(ies)
environmental audits | for each project design feature and mitigation measure included in the
and reviews? EIR. In addition, the MMRP identifies the Proposed Project phase when
the monitoring/reporting would occur, as well as the method of the
monitoring/reporting,
FAQ-MISC-7 | Has the report Please refer to FAQ-MISC-3, above.
considered the
impact of the
Proposed Project on
property values and
real estate in the
surrounding area?
FAQ-MISC-8 | How does the Impacts on winter tourism and the ski season are outside the scope of
Meridian D-1 CEQA. The significance criteria used to evaluate the Proposed Project’s
Gateway Aviation impacts are based on Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines (14 CCR
Center Project plan to | 15000 et seq.) and, as applicable, the March JPA CEQA Guidelines,
address the potential | neither of which require that impacts on winter tourism and the ski
impact on winter season be analyzed within a CEQA document.
tourism and the ski
season due to
climate change,
specifically in terms
of mitigating the
reduction in ski
season length at
lower elevations as
mentioned in the
report?
FAQ-MISC-Q | How will the Please refer to FAQ-MISC-1, above.
Proposed Project
impact the overall
sense of community
in the area?
FAQ-MISC- What measures are As discussed in Section 3.10, Land Use and Planning, of the EIR, the
10 in place to address Proposed Project is generally consistent with the relevant goals and

potential public
health crises in the
region?

policies of the March JPA General Plan, including the Environmental
Justice Element, with implementation, as appropriate, of mitigation
measures. The project site is surrounded by industrial development and
March ARB. The nearest residential area is approximately 0.5 miles to
the east.

As discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
EIR, with implementation of MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials
Contingency Plan) and MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater
Management), as well as compliance with existing regulations, the
Proposed Project would have a less-than-significant impact related to
hazardous materials and waste management.
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Table 11.5-13. Miscellaneous FAQ Responses

Identifier

FAQ-MISC-
11

Question

What measures are
in place to ensure the
Proposed Project's
long-term
sustainability and
environmental
stewardship?

Response

MM-AQ-1 (Construction Management Plan) requires all heavy-duty
trucks hauling onto the project site to be model year 2014 or later,
which would improve fuel efficiency. MM-AQ-2 (Construction
Requirements) requires the use of electric-powered hand tools, forklifts,
and pressure washers, to the extent feasible, along with a designated
charging area, and limits construction equipment idling to no more than
3 minutes. MM-AQ-3 (Improved Energy Efficiency and Water Reduction)
requires the annual provision of information to employees and truck
drivers about EV charging availability, alternate transportation
opportunities for commuting, the Voluntary Interindustry Commerce
Solutions “Empty Miles” program to improve goods trucking
efficiencies, and efficient scheduling and load management to
eliminate unnecessary queuing and idling of trucks. MM-AQ-4 (Truck
Requirements) limits truck idling to 3 minutes. MM-AQ-5 (Commute Trip
Reduction) requires any tenant agreement to include 5% reserved
parking spaces for carpools and vanpools, provision of short- and long-
term bicycling parking facilities and “end-of-trip” facilities, on-site food
vending or kitchen equipment and mail facilities, and establishment of
a rideshare program with financial incentives. MM-GHG-1 (Installation
of EV Charging Stations) requires that the Proposed Project include the
circuitry, capacity, and equipment for EV charging stations in
accordance with the 2022 CALGreen Tier 2.

FAQ-MISC-
12

What measures are

in place to protect the
local population from
the spread of
diseases or health
hazards associated
with the Proposed
Project?

Please refer to FAQ-MISC-10, above.

Table 11.5-14. Noise FAQ Responses

Identifier
FAQ-NOI-1

Are there any plans to
address potential
noise pollution from
increased aviation
activities?

In consideration of public input, the applicant has elected to pursue
Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation Noise Alternative, which would
reduce Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not
include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00
a.m.).

Operation of the air cargo center would be similarly reduced. The
number of trips would be reduced by approximately 30%, as would
annual flight operations, resulting in the total annual cargo aircraft
operations of 7,488 flights. Because flight operations would be limited
to the hours between 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m., Alternative 6 would
have no potential impact associated with sleep disturbance between
the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. MM-NOI-1 (Construction Worker
Hearing Protection) and MM-NOI-2 (Future Tenant Aircraft Fleet) would
be implemented under Alternative 6 and noise impacts would less than
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Table 11.5-14. Noise FAQ Responses

significant with mitigation incorporated. Alternative 6 would reduce the
Proposed Project’s significant and unavoidable aviation noise impacts
to less than significant with mitigation incorporated. For a further
discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this

Final EIR.

Additionally, MM-NOI-2 requires that, prior to issuance of a certificate of
occupancy, a noise analysis be provided to MIPAA confirming that the
proposed tenant’s aircraft fleet mix would not exceed the noise levels
disclosed in this EIR and that absent such documentation, additional
environmental review would be required as part of a discretionary
action to revise the conditions of approval. Such documentation would
confirm that the residential areas that would experience a significant
noise increase due to aircraft operations would be equal to or less than
those disclosed under Threshold NOI-3 for Alternative 6. This means
that the predicted Proposed Project aviation noise contributions to a
future ambient noise level, as shown in Table 3.11-56 of the EIR,
represent a cap on such foreseen contributions from future

tenant fleets.

FAQ-NOI-2 Are there any plans to | In relation to aircraft noise, please refer to FAQ-NOI-1, above. As
address the potential | discussed in Section 3.11, Noise, of the EIR, increases to roadway
increase in noise traffic noise and noise attributed to Proposed Project ground operations
pollution and (e.g., building HVAC) would be less than significant.
disturbances from
the Proposed
Project's activities?

FAQ-NOI-3 Are there any plans to | As discussed in Section 3.11, Noise, of the EIR, noise impacts from the

implement noise
mitigation strategies
for affected
communities?

Proposed Project’s construction would be less than significant with
incorporation of MM-NOI-1 (Construction Worker Hearing Protection).
Ground operations, both on-site and roadway, would be less than
significant. The Proposed Project’s aircraft operational noise increases
may exceed the applicable noise increase thresholds for noise-sensitive
receptors located in the vicinity of the southwest portion of the
Markham Street and Brennan Avenue intersection. Due to the nature of
noise levels generated by aircraft landings and take-offs (i.e., acoustic
energy affecting the roof, walls, windows, and doors), reducing the
noise-level increase resulting from airborne operations is difficult. The
primary mitigation measures suitable for addressing airborne aircraft
noise can include modifications to the flight path, restrictions on hours
of operation, limiting the number of flight operations, substituting
aircraft type, or providing sound insulation treatment programs for
those affected by aviation noise. However, MIPAA does not have the
authority to modify flight paths at March ARB/Inland Port Airport or to
mandate aircraft types. Additionally, the level of restriction on flight
operations and incomplete participation in sound insulation programs
often result in limitations on achieving the necessary noise level
reductions. MM-NOI-2 (Future Tenant Aircraft Fleet) requires that, prior
to issuance of a certificate of occupancy, a noise analysis be provided
confirming that the proposed tenant’s aircraft fleet mix would not
exceed the noise levels disclosed in this EIR and that absent such
documentation, additional environmental review would be required as
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Table 11.5-14. Noise FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response
part of a discretionary action to revise the conditions of approval. Noise
impacts due to Proposed Project aircraft operations would be
significant and unavoidable even with the application of feasible
mitigation.
In consideration of public input, the applicant has elected to pursue
Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation Noise Alternative, which would
reduce Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not
include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00
a.m.). Operation of the air cargo center would be similarly reduced. The
number of trips would be reduced by approximately 30%, as would
annual flight operations, resulting in the total annual cargo aircraft
operations of 7,488 flights. Because flight operations would be limited
to the hours between 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m., Alternative 6 would
have no potential impact associated with sleep disturbance between
the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. MM-NOI-1 and MM-NOI-2 would
be implemented under Alternative 6 and noise impacts would be less
than significant with mitigation incorporated. Alternative 6 would
reduce the Proposed Project’s significant and unavoidable aviation
noise impacts to less than significant with mitigation incorporated. For
a further discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of
this Final EIR..

FAQ-NOI-4 Are there any plans to | Please refer to FAQ-NOI-3, above.
mitigate noise
impacts on nearby
residential areas
during construction
and operation?

FAQ-NOI-5 Are there any MM-NOI-1 (Construction Worker Hearing Protection) requires
provisions for contractors to provide employees with personal protective equipment
providing hearing as required by 8 CCR, Section 5096, along with educational materials
protection to workers | regarding hearing protection.
exposed to excessive
noise during
construction?

FAQ-NOI-6 Has the report Please refer to FAQ-NOI-3, above.
thoroughly assessed
the potential noise
pollution from the
Proposed Project on
nearby residential
areas?

FAQ-NOI-7 How will the Please refer to FAQ-NOI-3, above.

Proposed Project
affect the overall
noise levels in the
area?

FAQ-NOI-8 How will the As discussed in Section 3.11, Noise, of the EIR, construction of the
Proposed Project Proposed Project would be required to meet CALGreen, Title 24, Part
comply with the 11 standards. Specifically, the interior office areas and public-serving

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR

DECEMBER 2025

12675
11.5-72



[1.5 - RESPONSES TO FAQS

Table 11.5-14. Noise FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response
California Building areas would need to meet the acoustical control provisions of
Code requirements CALGreen Section 5.507, which sets interior background sound level
for interior thresholds for occupied non-residential spaces and requires acoustical
environmental studies be performed. The areas of the proposed building handling air
comfort regarding cargo and aircraft related activities would not be subject to these
noise levels? provisions, because these activities would not likely be affected by

exterior noise. Standard construction practices for commercial
buildings are typically capable of achieving an exterior-to-interior
attenuation of approximately 20-25 dB. Since the proposed air cargo
building would be located within the 65-70 dBA CNEL noise contour for
March ARB, it would need to achieve greater than 25 dB exterior-to-
interior noise reduction to comply with an interior sound level of 50 dBA
1-hour Leq per CALGreen Section 5.507.4.2. MIPAA would review and
approve the plans and specifications of the Proposed Project to ensure
compliance with the provisions of CALGreen.

FAQ-NOI-9 How will the Please refer to FAQ-NOI-3, above. As discussed in Section 3.11, Noise,
Proposed Project of the EIR, even with application of feasible mitigation, residences
ensure that noise southwest of the Markham Street and Brennan Avenue intersection
levels are within would be exposed to significant and unavoidable noise impacts.
acceptable limits for
nearby land uses?

FAQ-NOI-10 | How will the Please refer to FAQ-NOI-3, above.

Proposed Project
impact the overall
noise levels in the
region?

FAQ-NOI-11 | What measures are As discussed in Section 3.11, Noise, of the EIR, March JPA has added a
in place to address threshold of significance related to sleep disturbance: Would the
potential sleep Proposed Project result in aircraft operations (i.e., aircraft landings
disturbances from and/or takeoffs) at the March Inland Port Airport between 10:00 p.m.
airport operations? and 6:59 a.m. that could expose people within the March Inland Port

Airport’s vicinity to a significant risk of sleep disturbance due to noise?
Because the applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced
Aviation Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project
operations by approximately 30% and not include any nighttime flights
(i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.), there would be no
potential impact associated with sleep disturbance between the hours
of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. Therefore, there is no need to evaluate
sleep disturbance under March JPA’s threshold.

FAQ-NOI-12 | What measures will Please refer to FAQ-NOI-8, above.
be taken to reduce
noise intrusions upon
indoor activities
within the project
site?

FAQ-NOI-13 | What specific goals Section 3.10, Land Use and Planning, and Table 3.10-1 of the EIR

and policies from the
Local March Joint
Powers Authority
General Plan are

demonstrate how the Proposed Project is consistent with the applicable
goals and policies of the March JPA General Plan related to GHG
emissions, noise, and air quality. These include, but are not limited to,
Noise/Air Quality Element Goal 1 (Ensure that land uses are protected
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Identifier Question Response
being considered and | from excessive and unwanted noise), Policy 2.2 (Noise generating
incorporated into the | facilities shall be located in areas with compatible noise generating
Proposed Project to land uses [i.e., airport noise contour areas] to minimize land use
address GHG incompatibilities, noise abatement and mitigation measures needed),
emissions related to and Goal 4 (Pursue reduced emissions for stationary and mobile
noise and air sources through the use and implementation of new and advancing
quality? technologies) and Environmental Justice Element Policy HC 16.24
(Ensure compatibility between industrial development and agricultural
uses and adjacent land uses. To achieve compatibility, industrial
development and agricultural uses will be required to include criteria
addressing noise, land, traffic and GHG emissions to avoid or minimize
creating adverse conditions for adjacent communities). As discussed in
Table 3.10-1, the Proposed Project would be generally consistent with
the goals and policies identified in the March JPA General Plan and the
Environmental Justice Element. Where appropriate, mitigation
measures are included to reduce and/or avoid potential conflicts with
applicable goals adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating GHG,
noise, and air quality impacts, including MM-NOI-1 (Construction
Worker Hearing Protection) and MM-NOI-2 (Future Tenant Aircraft
Fleet), MM-TRA-1 (Construction Traffic Management Plan) and MM-TRA-
2 (Project Truck Route on Heacock Street), MM-AQ-1 (Construction
Management Plan) through MM-AQ-6 (Additional Air Quality Tenant
Requirements), and MM-GHG-1 (Installation of EV Charging Stations).
FAQ-NOI-14 | What steps will be Please refer to FAQ-NOI-3, above.
taken to protect
nearby sensitive
receptors, such as
housing, schools,
hospitals, and
childcare facilities,
from potential
hazards?
FAQ-NOI-15 | Are there any plans to | Please refer to FAQ-AES-1, FAQ-AES-3 and FAQ-NOI-3, above.
address the potential
increase in light and
noise pollution from
the Proposed
Project's operations?
FAQ-NOI-16 | What measures are Please refer to FAQ-AQ-19 and FAQ-NOI-3, above.
in place to mitigate
the potential increase
in air and noise
pollution from the
Proposed Project's
operations?
FAQ-NOI-17 | What measures are Please refer to FAQ-NOI-3, above.

in place to protect
vulnerable
populations, such as
children and the
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Identifier

Question

Response

elderly, from the
Proposed Project's
negative impacts?

Table 11.5-15. Population and Housing FAQ Responses

Identifier

FAQ-POP-1 Are there any plans to | As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, the
address the potential | Proposed Project would not displace existing people or housing
displacement of low- | because the project site is primarily vacant and undeveloped and does
income families and not contain existing housing. Construction of replacement housing
vulnerable would not be necessary as a result of the Proposed Project. The project
populations due to site is surrounded by industrial warehouse uses to the south and east
the Proposed and is partially on and partially adjacent to March ARB to the north and
Project? west, which includes military uses and an active airfield. Immediately

north of the project site is the March ARB Fire Department. As such, no
impact would occur.

FAQ-POP-2 Are there any plans to | Please refer to FAQ-POP-1, above.
address the potential
displacement of low-
income residents and
vulnerable
communities caused
by the Proposed
Project?

FAQ-POP-3 Are there any plans to | The primarily undeveloped project site is surrounded by industrial
mitigate the warehouse uses to the south and east and is partially on and partially

Proposed Project's
impact on local
businesses?

adjacent to March ARB to the north and west, which includes military
uses and an active airfield. Immediately north of the project site is the
March ARB Fire Department. As discussed in Section 3.12,
Transportation, of the EIR, MM-TRA-1 (Construction Traffic Management
Plan) includes coordination with adjacent or affected businesses
and/or properties and emergency service providers to ensure that
adequate access exists to the project site and neighboring sites. MM-
TRA-2 (Project Truck Route on Heacock Street) requires all Proposed
Project truck traffic utilize the Harley Knox Boulevard interchange at I-
215 and the designated truck routes south of the project site. The
intersection improvements at Heacock Street would include installed
signage directing trucks to the Harley Knox Boulevard interchange.
Under PDF-TRA-1, the Proposed Project would pay its fair share to
address operational deficiencies at off-site intersections as set forth in
the Proposed Project Traffic Analysis (Appendix M-1 of the EIR).

Once constructed, operation of the Proposed Project is anticipated to
generate approximately 150 permanent employees, who would likely
come from the existing residential population in the greater Riverside
County area and patronize local businesses.
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Identifier Question Response

FAQ-POP-4 Has the Proposed As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, the
Project considered Proposed Project would not displace existing residents or businesses
the potential because the project site is primarily vacant and undeveloped and does
displacement of not contain existing housing or businesses. The project site is
residents or surrounded by industrial warehouse uses to the south and east and is
businesses? partially on and partially adjacent to March ARB to the north and west,

which includes military uses and an active airfield. Immediately north of
the project site is the March ARB Fire Department. As such, no impact
would occur.

FAQ-POP-5 How will the As identified in Chapter 2, Project Description, of the EIR, one of the
Proposed Project primary objectives of the Proposed Project is to “provide increased job
impact the availability | opportunities for local residents through the provision of employment-
of affordable housing | generating businesses.” The Proposed Project would provide more local
and rental properties | jobs to achieve a more favorable jobs/housing balance and providing
for residents? annual economic contributions to the Riverside County region. As

discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, the
Proposed Project’s anticipated approximate 150 permanent employees
would likely come from the existing residential population in the greater
Riverside County area. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not
impact the availability of affordable housing and rental properties for
residents.

FAQ-POP-6 How will the Please refer to FAQ-POP-5, above.

Proposed Project
impact the availability
of affordable housing
and rental properties
in the region?

FAQ-POP-7 How will the Please refer to FAQ-POP-5, above.
Proposed Project
impact the availability
of affordable housing
in the area?

FAQ-POP-8 How will the Please refer to FAQ-POP-5, above.
Proposed Project
impact the availability
of affordable housing
in the region?

FAQ-POP-9 How will the As identified in Chapter 2, Project Description, of the EIR, one of the

Proposed Project
impact the local
economy and job
market?

primary objectives of the Proposed Project is to “provide increased job
opportunities for local residents through the provision of employment-
generating businesses.” The Proposed Project would provide more local
jobs to achieve a more favorable jobs/housing balance and provide
annual economic contributions to the Riverside County region. As
discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, the
Proposed Project’s anticipated approximate 150 permanent employees
would likely come from the existing residential population from the
greater Riverside County area.
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Identifier
FAQ-POP-10

Question Response

How will the
Proposed Project
impact the local
economy, including
job creation and
economic growth?

Please refer to FAQ-POP-9, above.

FAQ-POP-11 | How will the
Proposed Project
impact the local
economy, including
job creation and

income generation?

Please refer to FAQ-POP-9, above.

How will the
Proposed Project
impact the local job
market and
employment
opportunities for
residents?

FAQ-POP-12

Please refer to FAQ-POP-9, above.

Table 11.5-16. Process FAQ Responses

Identifier
FAQ-PROCESS-1

Are there any plans to ensure
regulatory compliance throughout
the Proposed Project’s lifecycle?

The MMRP identifies the enforcement agency(ies) for
each project design feature and mitigation measure
included in the EIR. In addition, the MMRP identifies
the Proposed Project phase when the
monitoring/reporting would occur, as well as the
method of the monitoring/reporting,

FAQ-PROCESS-2 Are there any plans to establish a
community advisory board for
ongoing environmental

oversight?

The Proposed Project does not include plans for a
community advisory board. Creation of a community
advisory board is outside the scope of CEQA.

FAQ-PROCESS-3 Are there any plans to monitor
and evaluate the Proposed
Project's environmental

performance over time?

Please refer to FAQ-PROCESS-1, above.

FAQ-PROCESS-4 Has the Proposed Project
obtained all necessary permits
and approvals for construction

and operation?

Necessary permits and approvals for construction
and operation are obtained after certification of the
Final EIR. Refer to EIR Chapter 2, Project Description,
Section 2.6.2, Other Discretionary Approvals, Table 2-
4 for a list of additional permits, approvals, and
discretionary actions that would be necessary to
implement the Proposed Project.

FAQ-PROCESS-5 How will the Proposed Project
address any potential conflicts
with existing environmental

regulations and guidelines?

Regulatory oversight for specific resources is
maintained at the federal, state, and local levels.
Applicable laws, regulations, and standards are
included in resource subsection within Chapter 3,
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Table 11.5-16. Process FAQ Responses

Identifier Question

Response

Environmental Analysis, of the EIR. The MMRP
identifies the enforcement agency(ies) for each
project design feature and mitigation measure
included in the EIR. In addition, the MMRP identifies
the Proposed Project phase when the
monitoring/reporting would occur, as well as the
method of the monitoring/reporting.

FAQ-PROCESS-6 How will the Proposed Project
ensure compliance with all
relevant environmental
regulations throughout the

Proposed Project's lifespan?

Please refer to FAQ-PROCESS-5, above.

FAQ-PROCESS-7 How will the Proposed Project
comply with local, state, and
federal environmental

regulations?

Please refer to FAQ-PROCESS-5, above.

FAQ-PROCESS-8 How will the Proposed Project
engage with stakeholders and the
public to address environmental

concerns?

March JPA/MIPAA and the applicant have actively
conducted outreach efforts with stakeholders and
the public over the last 3 years to address
environmental concerns. The NOP for the Draft EIR
and a description of potential adverse impacts were
distributed to the State Clearinghouse, responsible
agencies, and other interested parties on March 31,
2021. During the 30-day public review period of the
NOP, March JPA held a Scoping Meeting on April 14,
2021, to gather additional public input on the
Proposed Project. The Draft EIR was distributed for a
45-day public review period from May 23, 2024, to
July 9, 2024, which was extended to July 22, 2024,
for a total of 60 days. The applicant held community
meetings on June 18, 2024, July 1, 2024 and
September 24, 2025. In consideration of public
input, the applicant has elected to pursue Alternative
6, the Reduced Aviation Noise Alternative, which
would reduce Proposed Project operations by
approximately 30% and not include any nighttime
flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00
a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce the Proposed
Project’s significant and unavoidable aviation noise
impacts to less than significant with mitigation
incorporated. For a further discussion of Alternative
6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this Final EIR.

FAQ-PROCESS-9 What measures are in place to
address potential regulatory
violations during the Proposed

Project?

Please refer to FAQ-PROCESS-5, above.

FAQ-PROCESS-10 | What measures are in place to
ensure the Proposed Project

complies with all relevant

Please refer to FAQ-PROCESS-5, above.
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Identifier

Question

standards?

environmental regulations and

Response

FAQ-PROCESS-11

guidelines?

What measures are in place to
ensure the Proposed Project's
compliance with all relevant

environmental regulations and

Please refer to FAQ-PROCESS-5, above.

FAQ-PROCESS-12

reporting?

What measures are in place to
ensure transparency and
accountability in environmental

Please refer to FAQ-PROCESS-5, above.

FAQ-PROCESS-13

community?

What measures are in place to
promote environmental education
and awareness in the

Please refer to FAQ-PROCESS-8, above.

Table 11.5-17. Public Services FAQ Responses

Identifier

FAQ-PUB-1 Has the Proposed As analyzed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, the
Project considered Proposed Project would not result in the need for new or altered fire
the potential protection and/or police facilities to maintain acceptable service ratios,
increase in demand | response times, or other performance objectives. Additionally, the
for public services? Proposed Project would not generate substantial population growth,

and there would be no need to construct new or altered schools, parks,
libraries, or other public facilities to maintain performance objectives.

FAQ-PUB-2 What measures are | As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, the
in place to address Proposed Project would comply with the March JPA General Plan
potential emergency | Disaster Preparedness and Recovery Plan programs. The proposed site
response plan, including the access roadway, would be reviewed and approved
challenges? by MIPAA, RCFD, and RCSD during plan review to ensure that

emergency access would be provided at all times. Under MM-TRA-1
(Construction Traffic Management Plan), the Construction Traffic
Management Plan would be developed in coordination with emergency
service providers to ensure that adequate access exists to the project
site and neighboring sites.

FAQ-PUB-3 How will the As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR,
Proposed Project operation of the Proposed Project would generate approximately 150
impact the local jobs, which would likely be filled by the existing residential population
schools and from the greater Riverside County area. Therefore, the Proposed
educational Project would not generate substantial population growth, and there
facilities? would be no need to construct new or altered schools or other

educational facilities to maintain performance objectives.

FAQ-PUB-4 What measures are | Please refer to FAQ-PUB-2, above.

in place to address
potential emergency
response needs for
the community?
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Table 11.5-17. Public Services FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response

FAQ-PUB-5 How will the Please refer to FAQ-PUB-2, above.
Proposed Project
address any
unforeseen
environmental
challenges or
emergencies?

FAQ-PUB-6 Are there any plans With regard to public services, please refer to FAQ-PUB-1, above.
to address the As analyzed in Section 3.14, Utilities and Service Systems, of the EIR,
potential strain on the Proposed Project would have less-than-significant impacts to
public services and | utilities and service systems.
utilities caused by
the Proposed
Project?

FAQ-PUB-7 Has the report As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, the
considered the Proposed Project would not generate substantial population growth,
impact of the and there would be no need to construct new or altered schools,
Proposed Project on | hospitals, or other essential services.
nearby schools,
hospitals, and other
essential services?

FAQ-PUB-8 Has the Proposed As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR,
Project considered operation of the Proposed Project would generate approximately 150
the potential impact | jobs, which would likely be filled by the existing residential population
on healthcare from the greater Riverside County area. Therefore, the Proposed
services in the Project would not stimulate population growth or a population
area? concentration above what is assumed in local and regional land use

plans or in projections made by regional planning authorities. As such,
the Proposed Project would not generate substantial population growth,
and there would be no need to construct new or altered public facilities,
including healthcare services.

FAQ-PUB-9 How will the The Proposed Project is sited in a location that would not result in a

Proposed Project
impact the overall
community health
and safety in the

region?

localized impact to sensitive receptors located in housing, schools,
childcare facilities, and hospitals. The nearest sensitive receptor is
approximately 0.5 miles east of the project site. As demonstrated in
Section 3.2, Air Quality, of the EIR, based on construction and
operational LST (NO2, CO, PM1o, and PM2.5) analyses and the CO hot
spot assessment, the Proposed Project is not anticipated to result in
localized criteria pollutant impacts.

The Proposed Project HRA (Appendix C-1 of the EIR) evaluated potential
health risk impacts during construction and operation. The Proposed
Project would not result in any significant health risk impacts from
exposure to TACs from construction with the incorporation of MM-AQ-1
(Construction Management Plan) or from operations. As shown in Table
3.2-16 of the EIR, the Proposed Project would result in a less-than-
significant human health or cancer risk to adjacent land uses as a
result of construction and operational activity.

As discussed in Section 3.2, Air Quality, and Section 3.7, Greenhouse
Gas Emissions, of the EIR, the Proposed Project includes MM-AQ-1
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Table 11.5-17. Public Services FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response

through MM-AQ-6 (Additional Air Quality Tenant Requirements) which, in
addition to reducing criteria air pollutants, have the co-benefit of
reducing GHG emissions. In addition, MM-GHG-1 (Installation of EV
Charging Stations) requires the Proposed Project plans to include
circuitry, capacity, and equipment for EV charging in accordance with
Tier 2 of the 2022 CALGreen Code, which will serve to reduce the
Proposed Project’'s GHG emissions.

As identified in Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
EIR, the Proposed Project would have less-than-significant impacts
related to hazards and hazardous materials with the incorporation of
MM-HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan), which requires the
approval of a Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan prior to the
issuance of a grading permit; MM-HAZ-2 (Stop Work, Groundwater
Management), which requires stop work orders and groundwater
management relating to the existing soil vapor extraction system, and
MM-HAZ-3 (Wildlife Protective Measures), which requires that the
Proposed Project incorporate recommendations included in the Wildlife
Hazard Review (Appendix J-3 of the EIR) for the Proposed Project.

The Proposed Project-specific WQMP (Appendix K-2 of the EIR)
describes and illustrates how the Proposed Project would comply with
the Riverside County MS4 Permit requirements. Source control and
operational BMPs have been incorporated into the project design,
including site design BMPs, source control BMPs, treatment control
BMPs, and operation and maintenance requirements. In addition, MM-
HYD-1 (Water Quality BMPs) will be implemented to reduce impacts on
water quality. MM-AQ-6 requires that the tenant sweep the property
monthly, including parking lot and truck court, to remove road dust, tire
wear, brake dust, and other contaminants.

The primary mitigation measures suitable for addressing airborne
aircraft noise can include modifications to the flight path, restrictions
on hours of operation, limiting the number of flight operations,
substituting aircraft type, or providing sound insulation treatment
programs for those affected by aviation noise. However, MIPAA does
not have the authority to modify flight paths at March ARB/Inland Port
Airport or to mandate aircraft types. Additionally, the level of restriction
on flight operations and incomplete involvement of the affected
residences in sound insulation programs often result in limitations on
achieving the necessary noise level reductions. MM-NOI-2 (Future
Tenant Aircraft Fleet) requires that, prior to issuance of a certificate of
occupancy, a noise analysis be provided confirming that the proposed
tenant’s aircraft fleet mix would not exceed the noise levels disclosed in
this EIR and that absent such documentation, additional environmental
review is required as part of a discretionary action to revise the
conditions of approval. Noise impacts due to Proposed Project aircraft
operations would be significant and unavoidable even with the
application of feasible mitigation. In consideration of public input, the
applicant has elected to pursue Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation
Noise Alternative, which would reduce Proposed Project operations by
approximately 30% and not include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights

MERIDIAN D-1 GATEWAY AVIATION CENTER PROJECT FINAL EIR 12675
DECEMBER 2025 11.5-81



[I.5 - RESPON

SES TO FAQS

Table 11.5-17. Public Services FAQ Responses

Identifier

Question

Response

between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.). Alternative 6 would reduce the
Proposed Project’s significant and unavoidable aviation noise impacts
to less than significant with mitigation incorporated. For a further
discussion of Alternative 6, please see Chapter lll, Errata, of this Final
EIR.

MM-TRA-1 (Construction Traffic Management Plan) requires the
development of a plan to ensure construction traffic would have less-
than-significant impacts to transportation facilities. The Proposed
Project would construct a traffic signal at the intersection of Heacock
Street and the existing access roadway and, as required by MM-TRA-2
(Project Truck Route on Heacock Street), Proposed Project truck traffic
would utilize the truck routes south of the project site.

The EIR includes numerous mitigation measures that will lessen
impacts and protect the public, including MM-AQ-1 through MM-AQ-6,
MM-GHG-1, MM-HAZ-1 through MM-HAZ-3, MM-HYD-1, MM-NOI-1
(Construction Worker Hearing Protection), MM-NOI-2, MM-TRA-1, and
MM-TRA-2.

Table 11.5-18. Recreation FAQ Responses

Identifier

FAQ-REC-1 | Are there any plansto | The project site includes a groundwater monitoring well, a former fire
address the potential house, paved taxiway and tarmac areas associated with aviation uses,
loss of green spaces and various paved improvements located next to the existing taxiway.
and recreational areas | The remainder of the site is vacant and undeveloped land that is
caused by the routinely mowed to reduce wildlife attractants, given the site’s proximity
Proposed Project? to March ARB. The March JPA General Plan does not designate the

project site or adjacent properties as open space areas. The project site
is not a green space or recreational area. Therefore, the Proposed
Project would not involve the loss of any green space or recreational
areas.

FAQ-REC-2 | Are there any plansto | As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, the
mitigate the Proposed | Proposed Project would generate approximately 150 jobs, which it is
Project's impact on assumed would be filled by the existing residential population from the
nearby recreational greater Riverside County area. Because implementation of the
areas? Proposed Project would not result in population growth or new housing,

there would be minimal to no increase in the use of existing parks and
recreational facilities. Further, as shown in Figure 3.11-11 and Figure
3.11-12 of the EIR, no existing parks would be located within the
Proposed Project’s aircraft operational noise contour; therefore, no
parks would be subjected to increased aircraft noise disturbance above
baseline conditions.

FAQ-REC-3 | Has the report As discussed in Section 3.11, Noise, of the EIR and shown in Figure

considered the impact
of the Proposed
Project on local

recreational areas and

3.11-11 and Figure 3.11-12, no existing parks would be located within

the Proposed Project’s aircraft operational noise contour; therefore, no

parks would be subjected to increased aircraft noise disturbance above
baseline conditions.
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Table 11.5-18. Recreation FAQ Responses

Identifier

Question

outdoor recreational
opportunities?

Response

FAQ-REC-4

How will the Proposed
Project impact the
availability of green
spaces and
recreational areas in
the community?

Please refer to FAQ-REC-1, above.

FAQ-REC-5

How will the Proposed
Project impact the
availability of public
parks and open
spaces for the
community?

Please refer to FAQ-REC-1, above.

Table 11.5-19. Transportation FAQ Responses

Identifier

FAQ-TRA-1 Are there any plans to | As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR,
address the potential regional access to the project site is provided via I-215, with local
increase in traffic access provided via Heacock Street. The proposed vehicular access
accidents and road point and circulation outside and inside the site, including the
safety issues resulting | Proposed Project’s parking lot, would be reviewed and approved by
from the Proposed MIPAA. The Proposed Project would not include any non-standard
Project? design features, nor would it have any hazardous elements. Impacts

would be less than significant.

FAQ-TRA-2 Are there any plans to | Under MM-AQ-5 (Commute Trip Reduction), any tenant agreement is
enhance public transit | required to establish and promote a rideshare program that
options to reduce discourages single-occupancy vehicle trips and provides financial
reliance on cars? incentives for alternate modes of transportation, including carpooling,

public transit, and biking.

FAQ-TRA-3 Are there any plans to | As discussed in Section 3.12, Transportation, of the EIR, there are
improve public currently no existing bus routes that serve the roadways close to the
transportation access | project site. In its comment letter dated May 31, 2024, the Riverside
to the project site? Transit Agency had no comments on the Proposed Project.

FAQ-TRA-4 Are there any plans to | The Proposed Project Traffic Analysis (Appendix M-1 of the EIR)

improve transportation
infrastructure to
alleviate traffic
issues?

provides analysis of LOS for informational purposes only and does not
indicate impacts under CEQA. Peak hour intersection operation
analysis (delay and associated LOS) is no longer the measure of
effectiveness used to determine traffic impact and mitigation
measures for CEQA. To address operational deficiencies at off-site
intersections, PDF-TRA-1 requires the Proposed Project contribute its
fair share towards improvement measures provided in Table 1-5 of
Appendix M-1. Although project design features are already part of the
Proposed Project, they will also be included as separate conditions of
approval and included in the MMRP. MIPAA will monitor compliance
through the MMRP.
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Table 11.5-19. Transportation FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response

FAQ-TRA-5 Has the Proposed Please refer to FAQ-TRA-1, above.
Project considered the
potential increase in
accidents due to
increased traffic?

FAQ-TRA-6 Has the Proposed Please refer to FAQ-TRA-1, above.
Project considered the
potential increase in
accidents from
congested roadways?

FAQ-TRA-7 Has the Proposed Please refer to FAQ-TRA-3, above.
Project considered the
potential strain on
public transportation
services?

FAQ-TRA-8 Has the report Please refer to FAQ-TRA-4, above.
considered the impact
of the Proposed
Project on local traffic
patterns and
congestion in the
area?

FAQ-TRA-9 How will the Proposed | Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR discloses
Project address the existing contamination within the project site, including the southern
potential safety access roadway. As part of construction of the Proposed Project,
hazards posed by the expansion of the existing access roadway to the south of the project
expansion and site would slightly overlap with Site 7; however, it would avoid the burn
modification of the areas within Site 7. Site 7 has documented soil, soil gas, and
existing southern groundwater contamination and is currently under a deed restriction
access roadway? and Environmental Restrictive Covenants, which require notification of

EPA and DTSC for specific activities at the project site. The Restrictive
Covenants are enforceable by the State of California, U.S. Department
of Air Force, and EPA. Additionally, the HCMP required by MM-HAZ-1
(Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan) would be submitted to EPA
and DTSC for review/approval prior to the start of construction for
review of the protective measures during work within Site 7.
FAQ-TRA-10 | How will the Proposed | Please refer to FAQ-TRA-4, above.
Project impact local
traffic patterns and
congestion?
FAQ-TRA-11 | How will the Proposed | Please refer to FAQ-TRA-3, above.

Project impact the
availability of public
transportation and
infrastructure in the
region?
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Table 11.5-19. Transportation FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response

FAQ-TRA-12 | How will the Proposed | Please refer to FAQ-TRA-3, above.
Project impact the
overall public
transportation system
in the region?

FAQ-TRA-13 | How will the Proposed | Please refer to FAQ-TRA-4, above.
Project impact the
overall traffic
congestion in the
region?

FAQ-TRA-14 | What measures are in | Please refer to FAQ-TRA-3, above.
place to address
potential accessibility
issues for public
transit users?

FAQ-TRA-15 | What measures are in | Please refer to FAQ-TRA-4, above.
place to address
potential traffic
management
challenges?

FAQ-TRA-16 | What measures are in | As discussed under Threshold TRA-1 in Section 3.12, Transportation,
place to ensure the of the EIR, there is nominal pedestrian and bicycle traffic in the vicinity
safety of pedestrians of the project site. MM-TRA-1 (Construction Traffic Management Plan)
and cyclists in the requires the development of a plan to ensure construction traffic
area? would have less-than-significant impacts to bicycle and pedestrian

facilities. The Proposed Project would construct a traffic signal at the
intersection of Heacock Street and the existing access roadway and,
as required by MM-TRA-2 (Project Truck Route on Heacock Street),
Proposed Project truck traffic would utilize the truck routes south of
the project site. These measures would ensure the safety of
pedestrians and cyclists in the area.

FAQ-TRA-17 | What measures are in | Please refer to FAQ-TRA-4, above.
place to mitigate the
impact of increased
traffic congestion in
the surrounding area?

FAQ-TRA-18 | How will the Proposed | Regarding transportation infrastructure, refer to FAQ-TRA-4, above.

Project impact the
local infrastructure,
including roads,
bridges, and utilities?

Regarding utilities, as discussed in Section 3.14, Utilities and Service
Systems, of the EIR, the Proposed Project would not require relocation
or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater, stormwater,
electrical, telecommunications, or natural gas facilities that would
cause a significant impact. Therefore, impacts would be less than
significant.
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Table 11.5-20. Utilities and Service Systems FAQ Responses

FAQ-UTL-1 | Are there any plans to As discussed in Section 3.14, Utilities and Service Systems, of the
address the potential EIR, the permitted capacities of the landfills serving the Proposed
increase in waste Project are currently sufficient to handle the Proposed Project’s waste
generation and landfill (approximately 143 tons per year).
gfgsgsr:?g:gg;?m the The Proposed Project would submit a waste recycling plan to RCDWR

' for approval prior to issuance of building permits for the site. The
waste recycling plan would identify and estimate the non-hazardous
materials to be recycled during construction and demolition activities
and would specify where and how the recyclable materials would be
stored on the project site. The Proposed Project would then submit a
waste recycling report, demonstrating that a minimum of 50% of the
Proposed Project’s construction and demolition waste was recycled,
to RCDWR for approval prior to issuance of occupancy permits.

The minor amount of waste generated in comparison to available
landfill capacities, combined with compliance with state and local
statutes and regulations related to solid waste, would ensure that
construction and operation of the Proposed Project would have a

less-than-significant impact with respect to solid waste.

FAQ-UTL-2 Are there any plans to Please refer to FAQ-UTL-1, above.
address the potential
increase in waste
generation resulting
from the Proposed
Project?

FAQ-UTL-3 | What measures are As discussed in Section 3.14, Utilities and Service Systems, of the
being taken by the EIR, specifically Threshold UTL-2, the Proposed Project would add a
Meridian D-1 Gateway daily water demand of 27.9 gpm, which is equivalent to 45 acre-feet
Aviation Center Project per year. Water for the Proposed Project would be provided by
to meet the water use WMWD. Water demand from the Proposed Project would consist of
efficiency goals set by potable water supplies for use at sanitary facilities by employees and
the Water Conservation visitors to the site, water used for cleaning ground support and
Act of 2009 (Senate Bill | maintenance equipment via a portable wash rack located inside of
X7-7), including the the proposed cargo building, and water used as needed for activities
requirement to reduce such as cleaning the inside of facilities. Airplane washing would not
per capita urban water occur on the project site. The water demand of the Proposed Project
use by 20% by is expected to be typical of aviation support uses, for which the site is
December 31, 20207 designated under the March JPA General Plan. In addition, WMWD

would provide water supplies sufficient for a 4,000 gpm, 4-hour fire
flow requirement.

The Proposed Project would be required to comply with all applicable
water conservation measures, including the requirements of
CALGreen and March JPA’s Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance.
Implementation of these water conservation measures would
contribute to fulling the goals of the state Water Conservation Act of
2009 (Senate Bill X7-7), which requires the state to reduce urban
water consumption by 20% by the year 2020.

FAQ-UTL-4 | What measures are in As discussed in Section 3.14, Utilities and Service Systems, of the
place to address EIR, the Proposed Project would not require relocation or construction

of new or expanded water, wastewater, stormwater, electrical,
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Table 11.5-20. Utilities and Service Systems FAQ Responses

Identifier Question Response
potential strain on local telecommunications, or natural gas facilities that would cause a
infrastructure? significant impact. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.
FAQ-UTL-5 What measures are in As discussed in Section 3.14, Utilities and Service Systems, of the
place to address EIR, specifically Threshold UTL-2, the Proposed Project would add a
potential water scarcity daily water demand of 27.9 gpm, which is equivalent to 45 acre-feet
concerns in the area? per year. Water for the Proposed Project would be provided by
WMWD. In addition, WMWD would provide water supplies sufficient
for a 4,000 gpm, 4-hour fire flow requirement.
As illustrated in Figure 2, MARB Water Master Plan Land Use, of the
MARB Water Master Plan (Appendix N-2 of the EIR), the project site
has been designated as Global Port/MJPA, which is consistent with
the Proposed Project. Because the water demand of the Proposed
Project would be characteristic of the land use type for which it is
designated under the March JPA General Plan and the MARB Water
Master Plan, the water supply needs of the Proposed Project are
incorporated into the water supply planning evaluations of the
WMWD and Metropolitan 2020 UWMPs. Both the WMWD UWMP and
the Metropolitan UWMP indicate that sufficient water supplies are
available to meet expected demand for customers and member
agencies from 2020 through 2045 under normal, single-dry-year, and
multiple-dry-year conditions. In addition, WMWD has provided a will
serve letter clarifying that WMWD has sufficient capacity to supply
water for the Proposed Project (Appendix N-4 of the EIR). As a result,
WMWD would have sufficient water supplies available to serve the
Proposed Project and reasonably foreseeable future development
during normal, single-dry, and multiple-dry years. Impacts would be
less than significant.
FAQ-UTL-6 What specific strategies | Please refer to FAQ-UTL-1, above.
and initiatives are
outlined in the report to
ensure compliance with
the California Integrated
Waste Management Act
of 1989 and AB 341
requirements regarding
solid waste diversion
and recycling targets,
especially concerning
the diversion of 75% of
all solid waste on or
after 2020 and annually
thereafter?
FAQ-UTL-7 How will the Proposed Regarding utilities, as discussed in Section 3.14, Utilities and Service

Project impact the local
infrastructure, including
roads, bridges, and
utilities?

Systems, of the EIR, the Proposed Project would not require
relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater,
stormwater, electrical, telecommunications, or natural gas facilities
that would cause a significant impact. Therefore, impacts would be
less than significant.
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Table 11.5-20. Utilities and Service Systems FAQ Responses

Identifier

Question

Response

The Proposed Project Traffic Analysis (Appendix M-1 of the EIR)
provides analysis of LOS for informational purposes only and does
not indicate impacts under CEQA. Peak hour intersection operation
analysis (delay and associated LOS) is no longer the measure of
effectiveness used to determine traffic impact and mitigation
measures for CEQA. To address operational deficiencies at off-site
intersections, PDF-TRA-1 requires the Proposed Project contribute its
fair share towards improvement measures provided in Table 1-5 of
Appendix M-1. Although project design features are already part of
the Proposed Project, they will also be included as separate
conditions of approval and included in the MMRP. MIPAA will monitor
compliance through the MMRP.

FAQ-UTL-8

Are there any plans to
address the potential
strain on public services
and utilities caused by
the Proposed Project?

Regarding utilities, as analyzed in Section 3.14, Utilities and Service
Systems, of the EIR, the Proposed Project would have less-than-
significant impacts to utilities and service systems.

With regards to public services, as analyzed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA
Considerations, of the EIR, the Proposed Project would not result in
the need for new or altered fire protection and/or police facilities to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other
performance objectives. Additionally, the Proposed Project would not
generate substantial population growth, and there would be no need
to construct new or altered schools, parks, libraries, or other public
facilities to maintain performance objectives.

Table 11.5-21. Wildfire FAQ Responses

FAQ-FIRE-1 | Has the report As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, the
thoroughly assessed the | project site is not located in or near a VHFHSZ. According to the April
risk of wildfires in the 2024 CAL FIRE FHSZ maps, the project site is over 2 miles away from
area due to the the nearest HFHSZ. Further, the Proposed Project would not require
Proposed Project? the installation or maintenance of new infrastructure such as

roadways, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines, or
other utilities that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the
environment. The Proposed Project would not exacerbate wildfire
risks.

FAQ-FIRE-2 | How will the Proposed As discussed in Chapter 4, Other CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, the

Project address any
unforeseen
environmental
challenges or
emergencies?

Proposed Project would comply with the March JPA General Plan
Disaster Preparedness and Recovery Plan programs. The proposed
site plan, including the access roadway, would be reviewed and
approved by MIPAA, RCFD, and RCSD during plan review to ensure
that emergency access would be provided at all times. Under MM-
TRA-1 (Construction Traffic Management Plan), the Construction
Traffic Management Plan would be developed in coordination with
emergency service providers to ensure that adequate access exists to
the project site and neighboring sites.
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Table 11.5-22. Cumulative FAQ Responses

FAQ-CUMUL-1

Has the Proposed
Project considered
the cumulative
impact of other
nearby
developments?

Aesthetics: As discussed in Section 3.1, Aesthetics, of the EIR, the
cumulative study area for lighting and glare impacts includes the
areas in the immediate vicinity of the project site and off-site
roadways that could experience light spillover and glare effects. All
lighting proposed for the Proposed Project would be subject to
compliance with the provisions of the March JPA Development Code,
which would ensure proper design, installation, and operation of all
exterior lighting, thereby reducing the potential for glare effects and
light spillover onto adjacent properties. Other projects within the
aesthetics cumulative project area would be required to comply with
existing regulations pertaining to light and glare, and any project
occurring within March ARB would be required to comply with
applicable FAA regulations pertaining to light and glare. Additionally,
in consideration of public input, the applicant has elected to pursue
Alternative 6, the Reduced Aviation Noise Alternative, which would
reduce Proposed Project operations by approximately 30% and not
include any nighttime flights (i.e., flights between 10:00 p.m. and
7:00 a.m.). Therefore, the Proposed Project’s contribution to a
cumulative light and glare impact would be less than significant.

Agriculture and Forestry Resources: As discussed in Chapter 4, Other
CEQA Considerations, of the EIR, the implementation of the Proposed
Project would not result in any impacts to ongoing agricultural
operations or the conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use. The
Proposed Project would therefore not contribute to cumulative
impacts to agriculture.

Air Quality: The EIR considered cumulative air quality effects of the
Proposed Project in Section 3.2.7. Air pollution by nature is largely a
cumulative impact. The cumulative geographic context for air quality
impacts is the SCAB. The nonattainment status of regional pollutants
is a result of past and present development, and SCAQMD develops
and implements plans for future attainment of ambient air quality
standards. SCAQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Significance Thresholds
indicate that any projects in the SCAB with daily emissions that
exceed any of the indicated thresholds should be considered as
having an individually and cumulatively significant air quality impact.

The Proposed Project is expected to exceed SCAQMD’s mass daily
emission-based thresholds for VOCs, NOx, and CO during operation,
and the Proposed Project would have the potential to conflict with
SCAQMD’s 2022 AQMP. The Proposed Project therefore has the
potential to result in a cumulatively considerable new increase of
VOCs, NOx, and CO for which the region is in nonattainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard. As such, and
as identified in Section 3.2.7 of the EIR, the Proposed Project would
have a significant and unavoidable cumulative air quality impact.

Biological Resources: Section 3.3, Biological Resources, of the EIR
analyzes cumulative impacts to biological resources from
development within the March JPA Planning Area and the surrounding
area. With implementation of MM-BIO-1A (Burrowing Owl Avoidance
and Minimization Measures) through MM-BIO-5 (Jurisdictional Waters
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Table 11.5-22. Cumulative FAQ Responses

Permitting and Regulatory Agency Permitting), cumulative impacts to
special-status species and sensitive habitats would be reduced to
less than significant.

Cultural Resources/Tribal Cultural Resources: As discussed in Section
3.4, Cultural Resources, of the EIR, the Proposed Project would result
in no impact on historical resources, and therefore no cumulatively
considerable impacts to historical resources would occur. The
Proposed Project would implement MM-CUL-1 (Archaeological
Monitoring) through MM-CUL-5 (Phase IV Report) and MM-TCR-3
(Discovery of Human Remains), included in the Final EIR, which would
reduce potentially significant impacts to archaeological resources to
less-than-significant levels. As discussed in Section 3.4 of the EIR,
cumulative projects listed in Table 3-1 have the potential to result in
discovery of unknown or subsurface archaeologijcal resources of
unknown significance, similar to the Proposed Project. However,
because the Proposed Project and other projects identified within the
cumulative impact study area are primarily mitigated by the collection
and curation of information and the preservation of the most
important resources, adequate mitigation has occurred for in situ
appreciation of and access to information regarding those sites for
future generations. This reduces the potential for cumulative effects
from implementing the Proposed Project improvements. Therefore,
no cumulatively considerable impacts to archaeological resources
would occur. Similarly, cumulative impacts to human remains would
result from an aggregate of disturbance and loss of Native American
remains. Each of the cumulative projects would be required to comply
with applicable laws for the proper handling of human remains;
therefore, a potentially significant cumulative impact would not occur.
The Proposed Project is also subject to regulations addressing
discovery of human remains and would implement MM-TCR-3,
included in the Final EIR. Therefore, implementation of the Proposed
Project, in addition to the related projects identified in Table 3-1,
would not result in cumulatively considerable impacts to human
remains.

As discussed in Section 3.13, Tribal Cultural Resources, of the EIR,
the Proposed Project would not result in significant impacts to TCRs
with implementation of MM-TCR-1 (Tribal Monitoring) through MM-
TCR-4 (Non-Disclosure), included in the Final EIR, and MM-CUL-3
(Cultural Resources Worker Sensitivity Training); therefore, the
Proposed Project would not result in or contribute to cumulative
significant impacts to TCRs. Cumulative impacts would be less than
significant with mitigation incorporated.

Energy: Section 3.5, Energy, of the EIR evaluated the potential
cumulative impact of other nearby developments. Cumulative
projects that could combine with the Proposed Project’s impacts,
thereby exacerbating impacts in the cumulative study area, include
any project that could result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
use of energy. Future projects would be subject to CEQA and would
require an energy analysis; consistency with existing plans and
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policies for renewable energy and energy efficiency; and
implementation of control measures and mitigation, if necessary, to
avoid wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy
resources. The Proposed Project would be designed to maximize
energy performance, and over the lifetime of the Proposed Project,
the fuel efficiency of the aircraft, employee vehicles and trucks are
expected to increase. CARB’s approach to passenger vehicles
combines the control of smog-causing pollutants and GHG emissions
into a single, coordinated package of standards. The approach also
includes efforts to support and accelerate the number of plug-in
hybrids and zero-emissions vehicles in California.

Geology and Soils: As discussed in Section 3.6, Geology and Soils, of
the EIR, as development occurs within the cumulative area, potential
cumulative impacts on geology and soils (including paleontological
resources) would result from projects that combine to create geologic
hazards, including unstable geologic conditions. However, most
geology and soil hazards associated with development, including
liquefaction, landslides, and unstable soils, would be site specific and
can be mitigated on a project-by-project basis. Each cumulative
project would be required to adhere to building engineering design
standards per the most recent version of the CBC to ensure the
safety of building occupants and avoid a cumulative geologic hazard.
Additionally, as needed, projects would incorporate individual
mitigation or geotechnical requirements for site-specific geologic
hazards or paleontological resources present on each individual
cumulative project site. As a result, potential cumulative impacts
related to site-specific geologic hazards, such as seismically induced
ground failure, expansive soils, and soil collapse, as well as
paleontological resources, would not occur. Therefore, the Proposed
Project, in combination with other cumulative projects, would not
contribute to a significant cumulative impact associated with geology
and soils. As such, cumulative impacts would be less than significant.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions: Section 3.7, Greenhouse Gas Emissions,
and specifically, Section 3.7.7, Cumulative Effects, of the EIR restated
that GHG emissions inherently contribute to cumulative impacts.
Development of the project site would support SCAG’s Connect SoCal
by providing local jobs and incorporating energy efficiency, water
conservation, and EV parking infrastructure and would demonstrate
consistency with the Scoping Plan. Given the Proposed Project’s
consistency with statewide, regional, and local plans adopted for the
purpose of reducing GHG emissions, the Proposed Project’s
emissions and their effects on climate change would not be
cumulatively considerable. The Proposed Project would implement
MM-AQ-2 (Construction Requirements) through MM-AQ-6 (Additional
Air Quality Tenant Requirements) and MM-GHG-1 (Installation of EV
Charging Stations) to further reduce the Proposed Project’'s GHG
emissions.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials: As discussed in Section 3.8,
Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the EIR, impacts associated
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with the Proposed Project are related to preexisting contamination
due to historical activities. These impacts are not anticipated to be
cumulative, as they would be controlled on the project site.
Monitoring, handling, transporting, and disposing of hazardous
materials is discussed in Section 3.8. An HMCP as described in MM-
HAZ-1 (Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan) would reduce the risk
of handling, transport, and disposal to less than significant. Impacts
associated with hazardous materials are typically localized to the
project site. Similar and nearby projects would also be required to
adhere to federal, state, and local regulations that reduce the
impacts of handling, transporting, and disposal of hazardous
materials, as well as reduce the impacts due to potential upset or
accident conditions that could occur, either from the Proposed
Project or from nearby projects. As such, no cumulative impacts
would occur.

Hydrology and Water Quality: As discussed in Section 3.9, Hydrology
and Water Quality, of the EIR, the geographic context for the analysis
of cumulative impacts associated with water quality is the Santa Ana
River Watershed. All cumulative development in the watersheds
would be subject to the existing regulatory requirements to protect
water quality and minimize increases in stormwater runoff. The
Proposed Project’s cumulative impacts to water quality would be less
than significant.

Land Use and Planning: As discussed in Section 3.10, Land Use and
Planning, of the EIR, land use impacts tend to be localized in nature,
and specific impacts are tied either directly or indirectly to the
specific action. All cumulative projects would be subject to similar
plan consistency criteria as the Proposed Project, which would ensure
compliance with existing applicable land use plans with jurisdiction
over the project area. Any cumulative projects that propose
amendments to the general plan or zoning ordinance or require a
specific plan would be required to show that proposed uses would be
consistent with applicable policies. Cumulative projects that exist
outside MIPAA's jurisdiction would be required to show consistency
with relevant and applicable planning documents that govern each
respective jurisdiction. Each jurisdiction would also be responsible for
determining the appro