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CHAPTER 1 – SUMMARY  
 

1.1 INTRODUCTION 

The Final Program Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) for the City of Grand Terrace 
General Plan Update and Amendment No. 6 to the Redevelopment Plan for the Revised Grand 
Terrace Community Redevelopment Project (State Clearinghouse #2008011109) has been 
prepared pursuant to the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and 
the CEQA guidelines.   
 
The Final EIR is comprised of two documents. These documents are listed below and will be 
referred to collectively as the EIR. 
 

1) Draft Program Environmental Impact Report for the Grand Terrace General Plan 
Update and Amendment No. 6 to the Redevelopment Plan for the Revised Grand Terrace 
Community Redevelopment Project; and  

 
2) Final Program Environmental Impact Report for the City of Grand Terrace General 

Plan Update and Amendment No. 6 to the Redevelopment Plan for the Revised Grand Terrace 
Community Redevelopment Project. 
 
The Draft EIR was made available for a 45-day public review and comment pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines (Section 15087(c)). The public review period was from January 22, 2010 to March 8, 
2010. Copies of the Draft EIR were made available for public review at the Community and 
Economic Development Department public counter, the San Bernardino County Library, Grand 
Terrace Branch, and on the City of Grand Terrace website.  A Notice of Availability was filed at 
the San Bernardino County Clerk’s office on January 21, 2010.  A Notice of Completion was 
filed with the State Clearinghouse on January 21, 2010, and the Draft EIR was distributed to 
responsible and interested State agencies through the State Clearinghouse.   
 
Chapter 2 list the public agencies and members of the public that have submitted comments on 
the Draft EIR through the public review period.  Two state agencies submitted comments after 
the 45-day public review period and are also listed in Chapter 2.  The City has received eleven 
comment letters on the Draft EIR. Of these, nine comment letters were from public agencies 
and two were from the general public. 
 

The comment letters submitted regarding the Draft EIR during the public review period and the 
responses to these comments are included in Chapter 2 of the Final EIR. The primary objective 
and purpose of the EIR public review process is to obtain comments regarding the adequacy of 
the analysis of environmental impacts, the mitigation measures presented, and other analyses 
contained in the report. CEQA requires that the City respond to all significant environmental 
issues raised (CEQA Guidelines, Section 15088). The City’s response to environmental issues 
“… must be good faith, reasoned analysis.” Comments that do not directly relate to the analysis 
in this document (i.e., are outside the scope of this document) are not given specific responses; 
however, all comments are included in this section so that the decision-making body for the 
proposed project is aware of the opinions of public agencies, organizations, and the general 
public. 
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CEQA Guidelines Section 15204(c) advises, “Reviewers should explain the basis for their 
comments, and should submit data or references offering facts, reasonable assumptions based 
on facts, or expert opinion supported by facts in support of the comments.  Pursuant to Section 
15064, an effect shall be considered significant in the absence of substantial evidence”.  Section 
15204(d) also states, “Each responsible agency and trustee agency shall focus its comments on 
environmental information germane to that agency’s statutory responsibility”.  Section 15204(e) 
states, “This section shall not be used to restrict the ability of reviewers to comment on the 
general adequacy of a document or of the lead agency to reject comments not focused as 
recommended by this section”. 
 
Based on public comments received regarding the Draft EIR, portions of the Draft EIR have 
been revised. Chapter 3 of the Final EIR identifies those portions of the Draft EIR that, as a 
result of public comment, have been revised subsequent to the release of the document for 
public review. Per CEQA Guidelines (Section 15088.5[a]), “… New information added to an EIR 
is not ‘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 of a 
feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including a feasible project alternative) that the 
project’s proponents have declined to implement.” The revisions identified in Chapter 3 clarify, 
amplify, or make insignificant modifications to the discussion of impacts presented in the Draft 
EIR. These revisions do not substantively alter the analysis or conclusions previously cited in 
the Draft EIR, nor do they constitute significant “new information” that would require the 
recirculation of the EIR. 
 
Chapter 4 of the Final EIR includes the Mitigation Monitoring Plan (MMP) prepared for the 
proposed project. As required by State law (Public Resources Code, Section 21081.6), the 
MMP has been prepared to ensure compliance with the mitigation measures adopted for the 
proposed project by the City of Grand Terrace. Public Resources Code, Section 21081.6 
requires the adoption of a reporting or monitoring program for those conditions placed on a 
project to mitigate or avoid adverse effects on the environment. 



 

 
City of Grand Terrace  January 2010 
Final General Plan Update/Program EIR    Page 3 

CHAPTER 2 – RESPONSE TO COMMENTS  
 

2.1 LIST OF PERSONS, ORGANIZATIONS, AND PUBLIC AGENCIES 
COMMENTING ON THE DRAFT EIR 

 
Per Section 15105(a) of the CEQA Guidelines, a Draft EIR submitted to the State 
Clearinghouse for review by State agencies shall have a review period of not less than 45 days. 
The public review period for the Draft EIR extended from January 22, 2010 through March 8, 
2010. The Draft EIR was properly noticed and distributed and was available for public review at 
the Community and Economic Development Department public counter, the San Bernardino 
County Library, Grand Terrace Branch and on the City of Grand Terrace website. 
 
 

2.2 COMMENT LETTERS RECEIVED 

The persons and agencies that submitted comments on the Draft EIR are identified below: 
 

Number 
Reference 

Commenting Person/Agency Date of Comment 

1 Ms. Nancy Sansonetti, AICP, Principal 
Planner/Chief, County of San Bernardino, 
Department of Public Works, Solid Waste 
Management Division 

February 10, 2010 

2 Mr. Franklin A. Dancy, Director of Planning, 
Morongo Band of Mission Indians dated  
 

February 10, 2010 

3 Mr. Brett Adams, Underwriter, Point Center 
Financial, Inc. 
 

February 22, 2010 

4 Mr. Greg Holmes, Unit Chief, Brownfields and 
Environmental Restoration Program – Cypress 
Office, State of California, Department of Toxic 
Substances Control 
 

February 23, 2010 

5 Mr. Moises A. Lopez, Associate Planner, City of 
Riverside 
 

March 2, 2010 

6 County of San Bernardino, Department of Public 
Works, Flood Control 
 

March 3, 2010 

7 Mr. Dwane Pianalto, REHS, San Bernardino 
County Fire Department, Hazardous Materials 
Division 
 

March 4, 2010 
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Number 
Reference 

Commenting Person/Agency Date of Comment Letter 

8 Mr. Ian MacMillan, Program Supervisor, 
CEQA Inter-Governmental Review, Planning, 
Rule Development & Area Sources, South 
Coast Air Quality Management District dated 
March 5, 2010 
 

March 5, 2010 

9 Ms. Patricia Farley, Grand Terrace Resident, 
dated March 7, 2010 
 

March 7, 2010 

10 Mr. Mark G. Adelson, Chief, California 
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa 
Ana Region 

March 11, 2010 

11 Mr. Jacob Lieb, Manager, Environmental and 
Assessment Services, Southern California 
Association of Governments 

March 5, 2010 
 

 
 
 

2.3 RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTERS 

 
The primary objective and purpose of the EIR public review process is to obtain comments on 
the adequacy of the analysis of environmental impacts, the mitigation measures presented, and 
other analyses contained in the report. The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
requires that the City of Grand Terrace respond to all significant environmental issues raised 
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15088). Comments that do not directly relate to the analysis in this 
document (i.e., are outside the scope of this document) are not given specific responses; 
however, all comments are included in this section so that the decision-makers may know the 
opinions of the commenter. 
 
The comments regarding the Grand Terrace General Plan Update and Amendment No. 6 to the 
Redevelopment Plan for the Revised Grand Terrace Community Redevelopment Project (State 
Clearinghouse #2008011109) Draft EIR and the individual responses to each comment are 
included in this section. In the process of responding to the comments, there were minor 
revisions to the Draft EIR; these are provided in Chapter 3 as “Revisions to the Draft EIR”.  .   
Additions of text are noted in double-underline (new text), whereas deletions are shown as 
strikeout text (old text).  None of these changes constitute “significant new information” (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15088.5 [a]) that would require recirculation of the EIR.   
 
At the close of the public review period, nine comment letters had been received by the City, 
and two additional letters were received after the close of the public review period. Aside from 
the courtesy statements, introductions, and closings, individual comments within the body of 
each letter have been identified and numbered.  A copy of each comment letter is included in 
the Final EIR.  Responses to each comment identified are included on the page(s) following 
each comment letter. 
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Per CEQA (§ 15088.5), a Lead Agency is required to recirculate a Draft EIR only when 
significant new information is added after public notice of the availability of the Draft EIR and 
prior to the EIR’s certification. Significant new information includes: 
 
1) A new significant environmental impact would result from the project or from new mitigation 

measures proposed to be implemented; 

2) A substantial 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) A feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others 
previously analyzed would clearly lessen the significant environmental impacts of the 
project, but the project proponents decline to adopt it; and/or 

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

 
New information is not significant unless the EIR is changed in a way that deprives the public of 
meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect of the 
project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect. The minor revisions required in 
response to comments received on the Draft EIR do not alter the significance of an identified 
impact, nor do they represent a new significant adverse environmental effect that was not 
previously identified in the Draft EIR; therefore, recirculation of the Draft EIR is not required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 1 
 
Ms. Nancy Sansonetti, AICP Principal Planner/Chief, County of San Bernardino, Department of 
Public Works, Solid Waste Management Division dated February 10, 2010 
 
Response to Comment 1- 1:  Comment noted.  No response is required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 2 
 
Mr. Franklin A. Dancy, Director of Planning, Morongo Band of Mission Indians dated February 
10, 2010 
 
Response to Comment 2- 1:  Section 4D.3 of the Draft EIR discusses potential impact to 
human remains.  Development in the City would be subject to goals, policies and actions (4.9, 
4.9.1, and 4.9.1.a through c) contained in the Open Space and Conservation Element that 
require the City to take reasonable steps to comply with state and federal regulations to ensure 
the protection of historical, archaeological and paleontological resources. Such as a record 
search to determine if further investigation and analysis is appropriate.   Further, developments 
are required to comply with applicable State and federal regulations including the Native 
American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act, Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, 
and California Senate Bill 18 (2004). In the unlikely event human remains are discovered during 
earth moving activities, State law (Health and Safety Code §7050.5), requires that that the 
County Coroner be notified and that no further disturbance occur. The Coroner must notify the 
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), to determine and notify a Most Likely 
Descendant of the remains. (DEIR pp. 114-115) 
 
Adherence to provisions of Health and Safety Code §7050.5 is required of all development 
projects, adherence to the requirements in State law and implementation of the above General 
Plan policies and actions sufficiently mitigate for potential impacts to human remains (DEIR p. 
115).  Therefore, further discussion is not warranted in the DEIR.  
 
Response to Comment 2-2:  As discussed in Section 4D.3 of the Draft EIR, development 
activities in the City would be subject to subject to Goal 4.9, Policy 4.9.1 and Actions 4.9.1.a 
through 4.9.1.c contained in the proposed Open Space and Conservation Element.  Action 
4.9.1.c would require that in the event that resources are uncovered during the course of 
construction, ground-disturbing activities around the suspected resource be redirected until the 
nature and extent of the find can be evaluated by a qualified archaeologist and/or paleontologist 
(as determined by the City).  As deemed appropriate by the City, any such resource uncovered 
during the course of project-related grading or construction shall be recorded and/or removed 
per applicable City and/or State regulations.   Further, a detailed mitigation and monitoring plan 
would be required (Action 4.9.1.b) (DEIR pp. 114-15).  Implementation of these policies 
adequately addresses impacts to cultural resources, and no further analysis is warranted in the 
DEIR.  
 
Response to Comment 2-3:  Refer to Response to Comment 2-2. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 3 
 
Mr. Brett Adams, Underwriter, Point Center Financial, Inc. dated February 22, 2010 
 
Response to Comment 3-1:  The comment is a generalized question regarding proposed land 
uses contemplated in the General Plan Update, and not to the adequacy of the analysis of the 
Draft EIR (CEQA Guidelines Section 15204).  Even so, the following response is provided. 
 
The property in question is currently designated General Commercial on the existing General 
Plan land use map and is comprised of approximately 13.70 acres.  The existing General Plan 
(p. VI-9) states that the General Commercial designation would allow for the development of 
“retail related commercial uses, including neighborhood shopping centers”.   
 
The proposed General Plan Land Use Map, as depicted on Exhibit 2-2 on Page 29 of the Draft 
EIR would change the existing designation to Mixed Use.  As identified in the Draft EIR 
“properties designated as mixed use are intended to be developed with multiple uses on a 
single site. This may include residential, commercial, business park, open space, and 
recreational uses. Compatible uses may be placed horizontally or vertically on each site. All 
mixed use projects shall be required to submit a Specific Plan or Planned Development that 
demonstrates compatibility between proposed uses and (if warranted) buffering from adjacent 
properties.  Densities will be determined through the Specific Plan or Planned Development 
process”. (DEIR p. 164) 
 
Although the land use designation is proposed to change, the new Mixed Use designation would 
allow for a greater variety of uses than under the current General Commercial designation. The 
Mixed Use designation would permit residential and open space uses, and also allows for 
compatible uses to be placed together horizontally or vertically which are not contemplated in 
the existing Land Use designation of General Commercial.  The new Mixed Use designation 
requires the preparation of a specific plan, as does the existing General Plan for any 
commercial or industrial project of 10 acres or more (Existing General Plan p. VI-6).  
 
Given the variety of intended land uses that could occur within the Mixed Use designation, 
including the mixing of residential and non-residential uses, the proposed Mixed Use 
designation is not considered, in the City’s estimation, down-zoning or a limiting of the range of 
uses that could occur, and no analysis is warranted in the DEIR. 
 
Response to Comment 3- 2:  The comment is a generalized question regarding proposed land 
uses contemplated in the General Plan Update, and not to the adequacy of the analysis of the 
Draft EIR (CEQA Guidelines Section 15204).  Still, a response is provided. 
 
The General Plan does not specify the percentage of mixed uses that would be allowed within 
the proposed land use designation.  General Plans are typically broad policy documents that 
identify intended land uses. Specific information regarding the implementation of General Plan 
land uses are identified in the Zoning Code.  In this particular instance, the resulting specific 
plan would specify the distribution of land uses.  No additional discussion is warranted in the 
Draft EIR. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 4 
 
Mr. Greg Holmes, Unit Chief, Brownfields and Environmental Restoration Progra – Cypress 
Office, State of California, Department of Toxic Substances Control dated February 23, 2010 
 
Response to Comment 4- 1:  Section 4F.3 of the Draft EIR identified two sites in the City that 
are included on a list of hazardous materials sites (EnviroStor) compiled by the Department of 
Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 (Coretese-
Knox).  According to the DTSC website, the property owner of one site located at 21750 Main 
Street is in the process of entering into a Consultative Services Agreement with DTSC to begin 
cleanup of the property. The second site is located within the boundaries of High School No.3 
and according to the Project Manager a small portion of the site contains soil contaminants.  
The property owner and the DTSC are currently entering an agreement to address the remnant 
site, including possible use restrictions. (DEIR p. 143) 
 
Review into the list of databases suggested by the Commenter (National Priorities List, 
Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System, Comprehensive Environmental 
Response Compensation and Liability Information System, Solid Waste Information System, 
Leaking Underground Storage Tanks / Spills, Leaks, Investigations and Cleanups, and local 
County and City lists) identified six incidents.  

The Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System provided a Spills and Accidents 
(ERNS) database maintained by the U. S. EPA. This database identified two cases of accidental 
spills at 22200 Newport Avenue (Incident ID: -76519, -84474).  
(http://www.rtknet.org/db/erns/erns.php?citystate=Grand+Terrace%2C+CA).  These incidents 
occurred in 1988, and in both instances, the contaminated soils were removed and no further 
actions were identified.   

The GeoTracker database, maintained by the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWCQB), 
identified four Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) Cleanup Sites.  Two sites are listed 
as case completed and case closed, and are identified as 22115 Barton Road (Case No. 
083603551T) and 22483 Barton Road (083602645T).  The two other cases (gasoline stations) 
are open cases undergoing remediation with oversight by San Bernardino County and/or 
RWQCB. They are identified as 22045 Barton Road (2004027) and 22087 Barton Road 
(083603377T).  
(http://geotracker.swrcb.ca.gov/map/?CMD=runreport&myaddress=grand+terrace%2C+ca).   

The sites identified above are either closed, or are undergoing remediation by the appropriate 
oversight agencies.  Additionally, implementation of Goal 5.4, and Policies 5.4.1 through 5.4.4 
and related Actions as identified in Section 4F.3 of the Draft EIR, would address existing and 
future uses and their potential to create adverse impacts. Specifically Goal 5.4 to reduce the risk 
to life and property resulting from the use, transportation, storage, treatment, or disposal of 
hazardous materials and wastes, and Policy 5.4.1 to require that all businesses that produce, 
use, transport, store, treat, or dispose of hazardous materials and wastes are located away from 
sensitive land uses such as residences, schools, and hospitals.  Implementation of General 
Plan goals, policies and actions, and the regulatory scheme regarding hazardous materials 
discussed in Section 4F.1 of the DEIR, adequately address potential impacts relating to 
hazardous waste or substances and no further evaluation is warranted.  (DEIR pp. 129-137) 
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Response to Comment 4- 2:  Section 4F.1 of the Draft EIR describes the regulatory scheme 
regarding the use and regulation of hazardous materials (DEIR pp. 133-137).  In addition, the 
San Bernardino County Fire Protection District, Hazardous Materials Division was granted 
authority by the California Environmental Protection Agency to become the Certified Unified 
Program Agency (CUPA) for San Bernardino County. CUPA offices are located at 620 South 
“E” Street San Bernardino, California 92415 and can be contacted at 909 386-8401. 
 
The CUPA is charged with the responsibility of conducting compliance inspections for over 
7,000 regulated facilities in San Bernardino County, including the City of Grand Terrace. These 
facilities handle hazardous material, generate or treat a hazardous waste and/or operate an 
underground storage tank.  As a CUPA, San Bernardino County Fire Department manages six 
hazardous material and hazardous waste programs.  The CUPA program is designed to 
consolidate, coordinate, and uniformly and consistently administer permits, inspection activities, 
and enforcement activities throughout San Bernardino County The six programs are Hazardous 
Materials Release Response Plans and Inventory (Business Plans), California Accidental 
Release Program, Underground Storage Tanks, Above Ground Petroleum Storage Act/ Spill 
Prevention, Control and Countermeasure Plan, Hazardous Waste Generation and Onsite 
Treatment, and Hazardous Materials Management Plans and Inventory Statement under 
Uniform Fire Code Article 80.  (http://www.sbcfire.org/hazmat/CUPA.asp) 
 
In the event of an accidental spill, release or discovery of potential hazardous substances or 
materials, the CUPA is the initial point of contact and local oversight agency to initiate any 
required investigation and/or remediation.  Based on the nature of the incident, CUPA will notify 
additional agencies, such as the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) or the 
Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) (Telephone discussion on March 10, 2010, 
with Mr. Dwane Pianalto, REHS, Hazardous Materials Division).   
 
For purposes of providing information regarding the CUPA in the Draft EIR, the discussion 
above is recommended to be added to Draft EIR Page 134, under the heading “Local”, and is 
shown in Chapter 3 of the Final EIR.  This language is for information purposes and clarifies the 
local responsibility and oversight agency regarding hazardous materials. No additional 
environmental analysis is warranted. 
 
Response to Comment 4-3:  Refer to Response to Comment 3-B.  As the local oversight 
agency, CUPA would contact all appropriate agencies to ensure that any hazardous materials 
are handled in accordance with applicable state and federal regulations.  Further, during any 
Phase I or Phase II Environmental Site Assessment, any identified need for remediation would 
be conducted under the appropriate regulatory agency.  No new environmental analysis is 
warranted. 
 
Response to Comment 4-4:  Refer to Response to Comment 3-B and 3-C.   
 
Response to Comment 4-5:  As identified in Section 1.1 of the Draft EIR, the Draft EIR is a 
Program EIR. CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 States that a Program EIR can be prepared in 
connection with the “issuance of rules, regulations, plans, or other general criteria to govern the 
conduct of a continuing program (DEIR p. 17).  As such, no physical activities, including 
demolition, are proposed. Future development projects will be subject to project-specific 
analysis.  Demolition activities that occur as part of a discretionary project subject to CEQA 
would include an analysis of potential impacts, if any, from demolition activities and appropriate 
mitigation would be applied on the project.  Further, any demolition is subject to the issuance of 



 

 
City of Grand Terrace  January 2010 
Final General Plan Update/Program EIR    Page 20 

a demolition permit issued by the City’s Building and Safety Department, and subject to 
standard practice to require and review ACM reports prior to issuance of the demolition permit.  
Any identified ACM’s would be handled in accordance with all applicable state and federal laws, 
including containment, reporting, and remediation requirements.  This standard practice, in 
conjunction with adherence to the regulatory scheme discussed in Section 4F.1 of the Draft EIR 
(i.e. applicable local, state, and federal standards, ordinances, and regulations) would 
adequately handle potential impacts associated with any future demolition activities, and no 
additional environmental analysis is warranted. (DEIR pp. 133-137) 
 
Response to Comment 4-6:  The Draft EIR is a programmatic level document and not 
development activities are proposed. Future development projects will be subject to project-
specific analysis, including standard City practices, to require the submittal of a geotechnical 
analysis report, which includes soil sampling, to identify soil conditions.  Excavated and fill soils 
are also subject to an engineer’s report that identifies the soil conditions of the excavated or fill 
soils.  Any contaminated materials that are identified are considered hazardous and would be 
would be handled in accordance with all applicable state and federal laws, including 
containment, reporting, and remediation requirements. Therefore, with implementation of 
standard City practices, and the regulatory scheme discussed in Section 4F.1 of the Draft EIR 
(i.e. applicable local, state, and federal standards, ordinances, and regulations) no significant 
impact will occur. (DEIR pp. 139-137)  Therefore, further environmental analysis is not 
warranted. 
 
Response to Comment 4-7:  Refer to Response to Comment 3-5 and 3-6. 
 
Response to Comment 4-8:  Refer to Response 3-2 and 3-3. 
 
Response to Comment 4-9:  Refer to Response to Comment 3-2. 
 
Response to Comment 4-10:  Refer to Response to Comment 3-5 and 3-6. 
 
Response to Comment 4-11:  The comment is informational. No response is required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 5 
 
Mr. Moises A. Lopez, Associate Planner, City of Riverside dated March 2, 2010 
 
Response to Comment 5-1:  Exhibit 2-M of the General Plan Update Traffic Study (Appendix 
B) depicts the Riverside County General Plan Circulation Element.  The Commenter states that 
the depiction of Iowa Avenue in the Riverside County General Plan Circulation Element is 
inconsistent with the City of Riverside Circulation Element.  The Commenter has provided the 
City of Riverside Master Plan of Roadways and requests that the Final EIR depict the correct 
roadway width information for the City of Riverside. The requested correction will be made to 
Appendix B of the Draft EIR, as follows, and as shown in Chapter 3 of the Final EIR. : 
 
Appendix B-1 : City of Riverside Master Plan of Roadways 
 
Exhibit 2-M of the City of Grand Terrace General Plan Update Traffic Study incorrectly depicts 
the roadway width of Iowa Avenue within the limits of the City of Riverside as an Arterial (128’ 
ROW) and as an Urban Arterial (152’-ROW).  The correct designations and corresponding right 
of way widths are depicted in Exhibit 1 of Appendix B-1 City of Riverside Circulation Element 
Master Plan of Roadways. 
 
This correction does not warrant additional analysis in the Draft EIR. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 6 
 
County of San Bernardino, Department of Public Works, Flood Control dated March 3, 2010 
 
Mr. Omar Gonzalez, P. E. Public Works Engineer III, Flood Control Planning Division 
Response to Comment 6-1:  As stated by the Commenter, Page 22 of the Initial Study 
contained in Appendix A of the Draft EIR states that the Project “could result in an increase in 
the rate and amount of runoff. The EIR will evaluate these impacts and mitigation measures will 
be recommended, as appropriate”.  The Commenter states that “increases in rate or quantity of 
runoff may exceed the capacity of the existing storm drain facilities and may require additional 
studies and increases in the size of future, ultimate storm drain facilities.  
 
The potential impact of relating to the contribution of runoff water to the storm drainage system 
is addressed in Section 4G.3, Impact 4G.3 in the Draft EIR.  The Draft EIR identifies that 
subsequent development pursuant to implementation of the General Plan would result in 
residential and non-residential development that would contribute to runoff that “may exceed the 
capacity of the existing drainage system”.  The Draft EIR stated that “new development projects 
associated with implementation of the proposed Project would be required to ensure project-
specific and citywide drainage systems have adequate capacity to accommodate new 
development, and that the City recognizes the need to monitor and improve the storm drain 
system in order to ensure it is adequately accommodating future development”. (DEIR p. 156) 
 
Specifically, the DEIR identified Policy 5.3.3 and Actions 5.3.3.a and 5.3.3.b of the proposed 
Public Health and Safety Element, which requires the City to evaluate the flood control system 
and make improve it through prioritization of needed improvements, and also requires that all 
developments are reviewed for impacts to the storm drain system, including the preparation of 
hydrology studies, and application of conditions to mitigate for identified impacts to on and/or off 
site drainage facilities.  (DEIR p. 156) 
 
Further, the analysis concluded that policies and implementation measures to ensure that 
project-related storm water mitigation techniques are employed and monitored are proposed in 
the General Plan Update, and that compliance policies and implementation measures included 
in the proposed General Plan Update would minimize potential impacts related to drainage 
system capacity to a less than significant level, and no mitigation was necessary. (DEIR p. 156)  
Therefore, additional analysis in the Draft EIR is not warranted. 
 
Ms. Mary Lou Mermilliod, Public Works Engineer II, Water Resources Division 
Response to Comment 6-2:  Comment noted. No response required. 
 
Response to Comment 6-3:  As identified in Section 1.1 of the Draft EIR, the Draft EIR is a 
Program EIR. CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 States that a Program EIR can be prepared in 
connection with the “issuance of rules, regulations, plans, or other general criteria to govern the 
conduct of a continuing program” (DEIR p. 17).  The Project does not contemplate any direct 
physical development.  However, as noted in Response to Comment 6-1 above, the City of 
Grand Terrace will require hydrology studies for new development projects that have a potential 
to impact the drainage system and condition projects to construct onsite and offsite drainage 
facilities to mitigate project-specific impacts.  Further, it is standard practice that prior to any 
activity in the County Flood Control District right-of-way or any property not controlled by the 
developer, that all requisite authorization and permits are first obtained.  Therefore, potential 
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impacts to Flood Control District right-of-way would be less than significant, and no additional 
analysis is required. 
 
Response to Comment 6-4:  Refer to Response to Comment 6-1 and 6-3.  Implementation of 
Action 5.3.3.b will ensure that impacts to adjacent and downstream properties are considered.  
No additional analysis is warranted. 
 
Response to Comment 6-5:  The City notes the recommendation of the Commenter.  On 
December 11, 2007 the City adopted Ordinance No. 233 adopting the 2007 California Building 
Code, including Appendix G, Flood Resistant Construction, which is enforced through building 
permit issuance.  No additional analysis is required. 
 
Mr. Dan Ilkay, Stormwater Project Manager, NPDES, Environmental Management Division 
Response to Comment 6-6:  The municipal storm water permit (Order R92010-0036) was 
recently adopted on January 29, 2010, after the Notice of Availability of the Draft EIR.   
Nevertheless, the proposed General Plan Update contains many goals, policies and actions that 
ensure that water quality impacts of storm water and non storm water runoff are considered and 
addressed in the land use planning process.  
 
Response to Comment 6-7:  Section 4G.1 of the Draft EIR lists several goals, policies and 
actions in the Open Space and Conservation and Public Health and Safety Elements of the 
proposed General Plan that address potential impacts of project construction on storm water 
runoff (DEIR pp. 152-153). These goals, policies and actions are also included in the Draft 
General Plan (pp. IV-31 through IV 36, and V-20 through V-22).   
 
For instance, Action 4.8.1.a requires consideration of water quality impacts and mitigation 
measures as part of the environmental review process; Action 4.8.2 requires review of water 
quality impacts during the project review and approval phases to ensure appropriate BMPs are 
incorporated into the project design and longterm operations; and 5.3.4.a, which requires that 

projects development a Water Quality Management Plan for long-term operation. (DEIR pp. 
152-153) 
 
Implementation of these policies and actions adequately address post construction impacts to 
water quality, and no additional analysis is the Draft EIR is warranted. 
 
Response to Comment 6-8:  Refer to Response to Comment 6-7.  Additionally, 
implementation of proposed General Plan Open Space and Conservation Element Goal 4.9 to 
achieve regional water quality objectives to protect the beneficial uses of the regions surface 
and groundwater; Policy 4.8.1 to evaluate all proposed land use and development plans for their 
potential to create groundwater contamination hazards from point and non-point sources, and 
cooperate with other appropriate agencies to assure appropriate mitigation; and Policy 4.8.2 to 
comply with the requirements of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System, 
adequately addresses Section XI.C of the municipal storm water permit.  No additional analysis 
in the Draft EIR is warranted. (DEIR p. 152)   
 
Response to Comment 6-9:  Refer to Response to Comment 6-7 and 6-8.   
 
Response to Comment 6-10:  Refer to Response to Comment 6-1 and 6-3.   Policy 5.3.3 and 
Action 5.3.3.b will ensure that projects are reviewed for potential impacts to the storm drain 
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system. It will require that hydrology studies for new development projects that have a potential 
to impact the drainage system. Such studies typical include analysis of existing hydrologic 
conditions, changes to existing conditions stemming from development, including changes in 
flow velocity or volume of storm water runoff, and how storm waters within the project will be 
handled. No additional analysis in the Draft EIR or modification to the General Plan is 
warranted. (DEIR pp. 152-153) 
 
Response to Comment 6-11:  Refer to Response to Comment 6-7 and 6-8.  Additionally, as 
discussed in the Draft EIR proposed Health and Safety Element Policy 5.1.4 requires that 
grading plans for development projects include an approved drainage and erosion control plan 
to minimize the impacts from erosion and sedimentation during grading, and Action 5.1.4 
requires the plans to conform to all standards adopted by the City and meet the requirements of 
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans (SWPPP) for construction and a Water Quality 
Management Plan for long-term operation.  Therefore, erosion impacts are adequately 
considered in the Draft EIR and no additional analysis is warranted.  (DEIR p. 120) 
 
Response to Comment 6-12:  Refer to Response to Comment 6-6 through 6-11.  As 
demonstrated in Response to Comment 6-6 through 6-11, the Draft General Plan adequately 
addresses the requirements of Section XI.C of the municipal stormwater permit, and no 
additional analysis in the Draft EIR is warranted.  
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 7 
 
Mr. Dwane Pianalto, REHS, San Bernardino County Fire Department, Hazardous Materials 
Division dated March 4, 2010 
 
Response to Comment 7-1:  The first sentence in the first paragraph on Page V-9 of the Draft 
General Plan Public Health and Safety Element has been revised, as shown below, to reflect 
the Commenter’s suggestion to clarify the appropriate agency. 
 
The San Bernardino Fire Protection District, Hazardous Materials Division was granted authority 
by the California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) to become the Certified Unified 
Program Agency (CUPA) for San Bernardino County. The CUPA is directly involved in the 
inspection, permitting, and enforcement of hazardous materials manufacturers, hazardous 
waste generators. USEPA and the San Bernardino County Fire Protection District are directly 
involved in the inspection, permitting and enforcement of hazardous waste manufacturers, 
transporters, and storage and disposal sites. 
 
Response to Comment 7-2:  The last sentence in the second paragraph on Page V-9 of the 
Draft General Plan Public Health and Safety Element has been revised, as follows, as 
suggested by the Commenter and to clarify the appropriate agency and statute requiring 
preparation of the business plan. 
 
The CUPA requires businesses meeting requirements pursuant to California Health and Safety 
Code, Section 25503.5 to establish and implement a Hazardous Materials Business Plan in 
accordance with the section. The San Bernardino County Fire Protection District requires all 
businesses to file a Hazardous Materials Business Plan to identify onsite materials in the event 
of an emergency. 
 
Response to Comment 7-3:  The last sentence in the first paragraph under the heading 
Hazardous Waste Storage and Leakage Sites on Page 133 of the Draft EIR has been revised 
as follows, as suggested by the Commenter to clarify the appropriate agency. This change is 
reflected in Chapter 3 of the Final EIR, and does not necessitate additional environmental 
analysis. 
 
The San Bernardino County Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA) County of San 
Bernardino Fire Department is the local agency designated to permit and inspect underground 
storage tanks and to implement related regulations. 
 
Response to Comment 7-4:  The following new sentence has been added to the paragraph 
under the heading Hazardous Waste Management on Page 133 of the EIR as suggested by the 
Commenter to clarify the enforcing agency.  This change is reflected in Chapter 3 of the Final 
EIR, and does not require further analysis in the Draft EIR. 
 
Implementation of state laws and regulations regarding hazardous waste management is 
enforced by San Bernardino County CUPA. 
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Response to Comment 7-5:  The last sentence in the first paragraph under the heading Local 
on Page 134 of the EIR, has been revised as follows, and as shown in Chapter 3 of the Final 
EIR, to clarify the appropriate agency, as suggested by the Commenter.  No further analysis in 
the Draft EIR is warranted. 
 
Additionally, the San Bernardino County CUPA Fire Protection District requires that all 
businesses file a Hazardous Materials Business Plan to identify onsite materials in the event of 
an emergency. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 8 
 
Mr. Ian MacMillan, Program Supervisor, CEQA Inter-Governmental Review, Planning, Rule 
Development & Area Sources, South Coast Air Quality Management District dated March 5, 
2010 
 
Response to Comment 8-1:  Draft EIR Exhibit 2-2 (DEIR p. 29) depicts the Proposed Land 
Use Map, which shows a new Mixed Use designation on the west side of the City adjacent to 
the I-215 freeway. The Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) and Union Pacific Railroad 
(UPRR) rail lines.  Existing industrial uses are also adjacent to the proposed Mixed Use 
designation.  The power plant referenced by the Commenter is a closed facility and is no longer 
operating.  
 
As identified in the Draft EIR “properties designated as mixed use are intended to be developed 
with multiple uses on a single site. This may include residential, commercial, business park, 
open space, and recreational uses. Compatible uses may be placed horizontally or vertically on 
each site. All mixed use projects shall be required to submit a Specific Plan or Planned 
Development that demonstrates compatibility between proposed uses and (if warranted) 
buffering from adjacent properties.  Densities will be determined through the Specific Plan or 
Planned Development process” (DEIR p. 164).  This designation would allow for the 
development of new residential land uses.  
 
Section 4.B-3 of the Draft EIR identifies that sensitive land uses could experience air quality 
impacts from freeway operations, as follows: 
 

…While future emissions are not expected to exceed the applicable threshold values, 
development within the City could place sensitive land uses proximate to intersections 
that could exceed these standards in the near-term. Furthermore, sensitive land uses 
could be sited near major freeways, and CO associated with freeway operations could 
add to that produced at intersections. The near-term impact is then considered as 
potentially significant. 
 
Subsequent CEQA documentation prepared for individual projects would have better 
data at their time of preparation and will be required to address, and if necessary, 
mitigate any potential CO impacts to a level of less than significant. Mitigation can be 
achieved through intersection/roadway capacity improvements and required setbacks. 
Residual impacts would be reduced to less than significant levels. (DEIR p. 76) 
 

The proposed Mixed Use designation requires the preparation of a Specific Plan or Planned 
Development, both of which is discretionary and are subject to project-specific CEQA analysis.  
The CEQA and project review process will identify and mitigate any identified impacts, which as 
the Draft EIR states, may include intersection/roadway capacity improvements or required 
setbacks.  
 
This would allow more project-specific analysis to determine the appropriate measures needed 
to reduce potential air quality impacts, and is consistent with the recommendations for the siting 
of new sensitive land uses from freeways and high-traffic roads, contained in the California Air 
Resources Board’s (“ARB”) Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Perspective 
(“Handbook”).  The Handbook recommends avoiding the siting of new sensitive land uses within 
500 feet of freeways and high-traffic roads.  However, the Handbook, “recognizes the 
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opportunity for more detailed site-specific analysis always exists, and that there is no ‘one size 
fits all’ solution to land use planning” and that “site-specific project design improvements may 
help reduce air pollution exposures and should be considered when siting new sensitive land 
uses” (pp. ES-3 and 5).   
 
In regard to mixed uses, the Handbook (pp. 38-39) indicates that the problem of localized air 
quality impacts can be avoided by providing adequate separation between the source and 
sensitive land use, and that the general plan should address potential impacts of incompatible 
land uses (pp. 38-39).  Several proposed policies and actions in the proposed General Plan 
address the issue of incompatible land uses, specifically:  Land Use Element Policies 2.3.5 and 
2.4.4 states that measures to reduce potential land use incompatibility between commercially 
and industrial designated areas and all other plan areas will be given special consideration.  
Specific features could include increased setbacks, walls, berms, and landscaping.  Policies 
2.4.1 and 2.4.2 encourage the development of light non-polluting industrial uses within the 
present land use pattern.  Circulation Element Policy 3.3.4 states that truck traffic will be routed 
away from residential areas and that the City will work with regional agencies to mitigate 
potential impacts from regional traffic; and Open Space and Conservation Element Goal 4.7 
states that the air quality planning will be supported through land use policies, outreach efforts 
and participation in regional air quality planning.  The goals and policies are also included on 
DEIR pp. 134-135 and 175. 
 
Draft EIR Exhibit 2-2 (DEIR p. 29), Proposed Land Use Map, also depicts the proposed land 
use designation for the new Grand Terrace High School, currently under construction, at the 
southwest portion of the City from Industrial and General Commercial to Public.  The Project 
proposes to modify the existing land uses designations to reflect the appropriate land use 
designation for a use already under construction.  An EIR (SCH #2005021083) was prepared 
for the Grand Terrace Educational Facility, which included analysis of potential land use and air 
quality impacts.  The Initial Study, included as Appendix A of the Grand Terrace Educational 
Facility EIR, identified that the proposed High School was not consistent with the underlying 
zoning.  However, a land use conflict was not identified because Government Code Section 
53094 provides that the governing board of a school district can render city zoning inapplicable 
by two-thirds vote.  The EIR was certified by the Colton Joint Unified School District Board. 
 
As discussed in the Draft EIR, project specific CEQA analysis and implementation of proposed 
goals, policies and actions in the General Plan, discussed herein, adequately address potential 
impacts, and further environmental analysis is not warranted. 
 
Response to Comment 8-2:  Comment noted.  Refer to Response to Comment 8-1. 
 
Response to Comment 8-3:  Commented noted. No response necessary. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 9 
 
Ms. Patricia Farley, Grand Terrace Resident, dated March 7, 2010 
 
General Response:   CEQA requires the City to respond to all significant environmental 
comments in a level of detail commensurate to the comment (CEQA Guidelines Section 15088). 
Comments that do not directly relate to the analysis in the EIR are not required to be given 
specific responses.   
 
Response to Comment 9-1:  Refer to General Response. 
 
However, the Screen Check General Plan dated January 17, 2008 was available for public 
review and purchase.  All workshops held on the January 17, 2008 Screen Check General Plan 
were properly noticed on the Planning Commission agenda. Subsequent draft Elements 
(Housing and Land Use Element) were discussed at public workshops before the City Council 
and Planning Commission, which were publicly noticed and the draft Element were available for 
public review.  The Draft General Plan dated January 2010, as well as the Draft EIR are 
available for public review at the public counter at the Community and Economic Development 
Department, San Bernardino County Library, Grand Terrace Branch, and on the City’s website. 
 
Response to Comment 9-2:  Refer to General Response. 
 
It is unclear whether this comment relates to the Draft EIR, or Draft General Plan or Draft 
Amendment No. 6 to the Redevelopment Plan. No response is required. 
 
Response to Comment 9-3:  Refer to General Response. 
 
Refer to Response to Comment 9-1.  Also, with regard to the Draft EIR a Notice of Preparation 
and an Initial Study for the Draft EIR were distributed to State, regional, and local agencies, as 
well as the State Clearinghouse on January 22, 2008, for a 30-day review period ending on 
February 22, 2008, pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15082(a), 15103 and 15375. 
The Notice of Preparation also advertised a public scoping meeting that was held on February 
11, 2008.  The Notice of Availability of the Draft EIR was published in the San Bernardino 
County Sun on January 22, 2010, and identified the 45-day public review period of January 22, 
2010 through March 7, 2010. 
 
Response to Comment 9-4:  Refer to General Response. 
 
Nonetheless, as discussed in Section 2.4 of the Draft EIR, Amendment No. 6 to the 
Redevelopment Plan of the Revised Grand Terrace Community Redevelopment Project 
(“Amendment No. 6”) is fiscal and administrative in character and does not contemplate any 
direct physical development and will, in and of itself, affect no physical impacts.  Further, 
because any future programs or projects proposed to be undertaken by the Agency must be 
consistent with the City’s General Plan, the environmental analysis contained in the DEIR for 
the General Plan Update adequately considers potential impacts related to Amendment No. 6.  
(DEIR p. 33) 
 
Amendment No. 6 does not result in any revisions to the Draft General Plan.  All documents 
relating to Amendment No. 6 were available for public review at the San Bernardino County 
Library, Grand Terrace Branch and the public counter at the Community and Economic 
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Development Department, and city staff was and is available during regular business hours to 
provide any requested copies.  In addition, public notice was provided as discussed in 
Response to Comment 9-2.  No additional analysis in the Draft EIR is warranted. 
 
Response to Comment 9-5:  Refer to General Response. 
 
Even so, in response to this comment:  The following statement was placed on the City General 
Plan Update web page:  
 

Notice 
 
These documents are in draft form and are subject to revisions (e.g. text, maps, tables and 
exhibits may be altered or removed from the final version of this document). Staff has 
requested comments from many sources including residents, surrounding jurisdictions, 
utility companies and other city stakeholders. Submitting comments to staff may lead to 
revisions of the General Plan prior to final adoption. For any questions regarding this 
process please contact Senior Planner, Sandra Molina at (909) 430-2218 or 
smolina@cityofgrandterrace.org. 

 
This is an advisory statement informing the public that revisions could occur during the public 
hearing process based upon public comment.  It is not irresponsible to provide this advisory 
comment.  It should also be noted that the extent of revisions to the General Plan have yet to be 
determined, and would be considered in light of the environmental analysis prepared.  
 
Response to Comment 9-6:  Refer to General Response. 
 
Still, in response to this comment, refer to Response to Comment 9-1, 9-3, and 9-5.  
Recirculation of the General Plan is not warranted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 10 
 
Mr. Mark G. Adelson, Chief Regional Planning Programs Section, Regional Water Quality 
Control Board, Santa Ana Region dated March 11, 2010 
 
Response to Comment 10- 1:  Chapter 4G Hydrology/Water Quality in the Draft includes a 
discussion of the regulatory scheme regarding water quality, including the National Pollution 
Discharge Elimination System (DEIR pp. 150-151).  However, the general information provided 
by the Commenter is recommended to be incorporated into the Draft EIR, p. 150 as the last 
paragraph under National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Stormwater 
Program, as shown below and in Chapter 3 of the Final EIR.  
 
Additionally, the State Water Quality Control Board adopted Resolution No. 68-16 Statement of 
Policy with Respect to Maintaining High Quality of Waters in California, and subsequently 
adopted Administrative Procedures Update (APU) 90-004 to provide guidance for the Regional 
Boards for implementing SWQCB Resolution No. 68-16, and the Federal Antidegradation 
Policy, as set forth in·40 CFR 131.12, as applied to the NPDES permitting process.  
Implementation of the General Plan, specifically subsequent development projects, would be 
reviewed for compliance with state and federal antidegredation policies, as appropriate.  
 
With regard to the comment related to septic tanks, all properties are connected to the public 
sanitary sewer system. Septic tanks are not permitted and are not in use in the City.  Proposed 
General Policies noted in the Draft EIR speak to the maintenance of a safe and efficient sanitary 
sewer system. (DEIR p. 153)   
 
No further analysis in the Draft EIR is warranted. 
 
Response to Comment 10- 2:  Comment noted. Section 4G.1 of the Draft EIR provides the 
environmental setting for the City of Grand Terrace, including a discussion of the Santa Ana 
River Integrated Watershed Management Plan.  The Plan identifies the TMDL’s for the Middle 
Santa Ana River Watershed, to which discharges from Grand Terrace are tributary (DEIR pp. 
145-151), and no further analysis in the Draft EIR is warranted. 
 
Response to Comment 10- 3:  Section 4G.1 of the Draft EIR provides the environmental 
setting for the City of Grand Terrace.  Under State and Federal Requirements there is a 
discussion of NPDES Phase II requirements (DEIR pp. 149-151).  In implementing the NPDES 
Phase II requirements, the RWQCB adopted Order No. R8-2010-0036, NPDES No. CAS 
618036 on January 29, 2010, which renewed waste discharge requirements for the discharge of 
urban storm water from areas of San Bernardino County within the Santa Ana Region to waters 
of the U.S. This permit is referred to as the “San Bernardino County MS4 Permit”. The Permit 
was issued to the County of San Bernardino, and the City of Grand Terrace is a Co-Permittee.   
 
The renewed San Bernardino County MS4 Permit was adopted subsequent to the Notice of 
Preparation and subsequent to the release of the Draft EIR for public review. Nevertheless, the 
Draft EIR identifies many goals, policies and actions that demonstrate compliance with the San 
Bernardino County MS4 Permit, as noted in Response to Comment 6-6 through 6-12 of 
Comment Letter 6 from the County of San Bernardino, Department of Public Works, Flood 
Control dated March 3, 2010.   
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Also, the Draft EIR analyzes potential impacts to water quality standards and water quality and 
identified that implementation of the Project may generate impacts to water quality standards; 
however, it concluded that implementation of proposed “General Plan goals (4.8, 7.2 and 7.3), 
policies (Policies 4.8.1, 4.8.2, 5.3.4, 7.2.1, 7.2.2, and 7.3.1 and their associated implementing 
Actions , reinforce compliance with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES), encourage teamwork with the local water supplier to achieve water quality and 
wastewater discharge standards, and promote public education about water conservation and 
pollution, will minimize potential impacts related to water quality”.  (DEIR pp. 154-155) 
 
In addition to the policies and actions identified in Response to Comment 6-1 through 6-12 of 
Comment Letter 6 from the County of San Bernardino, Department of Public Works, Flood 
Control dated March 3, 2010, Chapter 4E Geology and Soils, also listed Policy Actions 4.8.2.a 
to adopt a Stormwater Ordinance per Regional Water Quality Control Board Santa Ana Region 
requirements and stormwater management and discharge control, and Action 4.8.2.b to review 
water quality impacts during the project review and approval phases to ensure appropriate 
BMP’s are incorporated into the project design and long term operations.  (DEIR p. 120) 
 
Therefore, the Project contains many goals, policies and actions that demonstrate consistency 
with the San Bernardino County MS4 permit, and no further analysis is warranted in the Draft 
EIR. 
 
Response to Comment 10- 4:  Refer to Response to Comment 10-3 and Response to 
Comment 6-6 through 6-12 of Comment Letter 6 from the County of San Bernardino, 
Department of Public Works, Flood Control dated March 3, 2010.  As noted, no additional 
analysis in the Draft EIR is required.  
 
Response to Comment 10- 5:  Refer to Response to Comment 10-3 and Response to 
Comment 6-6 through 6-12 of Comment Letter 6 from the County of San Bernardino, 
Department of Public Works, Flood Control dated March 3, 2010.  As noted, no additional 
analysis in the Draft EIR is required. 
 
Further, based on the suggestion of the commenter, Action 4.8.2.b will be revised as follows, 
and is included in Chapter 3 of the Final EIR: 
 
Action 4.8.2.b Review water quality impacts during the project review and approval phases to 
ensure appropriate BMPs are incorporated into the project design and long-term operations.  
BMPs should utilize low impact development principles. 
 
The Commenter’s suggestion regarding the Ahwahnee Water Principles for Resource Efficient 
Land Use is noted.  The City will continue to work with the County of San Bernardino to ensure 
continued implementation of the San Bernardino County MS4 Permit. 
 
The Draft EIR adequately discusses this issue, and no further analysis is required in the Draft 
EIR. 
 
Response to Comment 10- 6:  Section 4E.3 (DEIR pp. 123-124) considers potential impacts 
from soil erosion and loss of topsoil, including RWQCB requirements for a General Construction 
Activity Permit.  However, since this Section also references the NPDES discussion contained 
in Chapter 4G Hydrology and Water Quality (DEIR pp. 150-151), the information provided by the 
Commenter regarding the SWCRB’s Construction General Permit will be included on Page 151 
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of the Draft EIR after the discussion of NPDES Phase II, and included in Chapter 3 of the Final 
EIR, as follows: 
 
General Construction Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction 
Activity.  
 
A General Construction Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction 
Activity, referred to a Construction General Permit , will be required for individual projects 
occurring on areas of one acre or more acres, pursuant to Construction General Permit Order 
99-08. The Construction General Permit requires the development and implementation of a 
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). The SWPPP must list Best Management 
Practices (BMPs) the discharger will use to protect storm water runoff and the placement of 
those BMPs. A Notice of Intent (NOI) must be filed with the SWRCB prior to the initiation of 
construction activity.  
 
Inclusion of this advisory information does not warrant further analysis in the Draft EIR. 
 
Response to Comment 10- 7:   Section 4G.1 of the Draft EIR (p. 49) discusses the National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Stormwater Program (DEIR pp. 150-151).  The third 
paragraph on p. 150 of the Draft EIR states “The NPDES program requires the owner or 
operator of any facility, or any person responsible for any activity that discharges waste into the 
surface waters of the U.S. to obtain a NPDES permit from the Regional Water Quality Control 
Board, as mandated by the Clean Water Act”.  No changes related to this Comment are 
necessary, nor is any additional analysis in the Draft EIR. 
 
Response to Comment 10- 8:  Section 4G.1 of the Draft EIR discusses the provisions of the 
Clean Water Act.  As suggested by the Commenter, the following advisory language is 
recommended for inclusion after the last paragraph on p. 149 of the Draft EIR, and is included in 
Chapter 3 of the Final EIR:  
 
Pursuant to Section 401 of the Clean Water Act, certain projects may require a Clean Water Act 
Section 401 Water Quality Standards Certification from the Regional Water Quality Control 
Board for any project that causes materials to be dredged from or filled into waters of the United 
States, i.e., surface waters or tributaries thereto, where these waters fall under the jurisdiction of 
the Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) and a CWA Section 404 permit is required.  Where the 
ACOE determines that a Section 404 permit is not required, the Regional Board may determine 
that where filling or dredging of isolated water bodies is proposed, a Water Discharge 
Requirement is necessary for protection of water quality standards of the state.  
 
The inclusion of this information does not warrant additional evaluation in the Draft EIR. 
 
Response to Comment 10- 9:  Section 4C.3 of the Draft EIR discusses potential impacts to 
federally protected wetlands, as defined by Section 404 of the Clean water Act, through direct 
removal, filling, hydrological interruption or other means.  It cites the regulatory scheme and 
proposed General Plan Open Space and Conservation Element policies for the identification, 
preservation and/or conservation of natural resources. Policies include, Policy 4.2.1 to use 
information regarding biological resources including data on natural vegetation and wildlife 
habitats for both rare and endangered species in identifying potential natural resource open 
space areas, Policy 4.2.4 to evaluate developing a specific plan for the western face of Blue 
Mountain to contain policies to preserve and maintain the open space resources of Blue 
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Mountain including its biologic properties, Policy 4.2.5 to reasonably conserve and protect 
significant biological resources, and Action 4.2.5.a to require biological surveys for projects 
located in areas with potential for moderate or high plant and wildlife sensitivity, distribute this 
analysis to the appropriate responsible agencies, and require compliance with any 
recommended mitigation measures, and Action 4.2.5.b to coordinate with state and federal 
agencies to preserve rare and endangered species and areas of special habitat value through 
the environmental review process. (DEIR pp. 101-103) 
 
For potential impacts to federally protected wetlands it concludes that “potential impacts to 
riparian or other habitat related to development in accordance with the General Plan Update will 
be mitigated through compliance with USACE regulations under Section 404 and CDFG 
regulations under Section 1601-1603. In addition, mitigation measures will be required per 
CEQA at the project level to minimize the impacts of development”. (DEIR p. 106) 
 
Therefore, potential impacts to federally protected wetlands are appropriately discussed in the 
Draft EIR, and no further evaluation is warranted.  However, for informational purposes, the 
concluding paragraph under Impact 4C-3 in the Draft EIR (DEIR p. 106), and as shown in 
Chapter 3 of the Final EIR will be revised as follows: 
 
As described above, potential impacts to riparian or other habitat related to development in 
accordance with the General Plan Update will be mitigated through compliance with USACE 
regulations under Section 404, the RWQCB for Certification or Water Discharge Requirements 
and CDFG regulations under Section 1601-1603. In addition, mitigation measures will be 
required per CEQA at the project level to minimize the impacts of development.  Potential 
project-specific mitigation measures would take into account potential impacts to surface waters 
and riparian resources, including ephemeral drainages, and may include through consultation 
with state and federal agencies, in-kind mitigation that results in no net loss of wetlands, as 
determined through consultation with the appropriate regulatory agencies. 
 
Response to Comment 10- 10:  Section 4C.2 (p. 105) of the Draft EIR discusses potential 
adverse impacts on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local 
or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the California Department of Fish and Game or 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.  It cites the regulatory scheme and proposed General Plan Open 
Space and Conservation Element policies, identified in Response to Comment 10-8, which 
require data collection, protective land use regulations, coordination with other state and federal 
agencies and for the identification, protection and conservation of these communities, and for 
the preservation of open space.  (DEIR pp. 101-102) 
 
It concludes that “Implementation of the proposed General Plan Update could impact existing 
riparian areas through development and potential recreational uses. However, that potential 
impacts to riparian or other habitat related to development in accordance with the General Plan 
Update will be mitigated through compliance with USACE regulations under Section 404 and 
CDFG regulations under Section 1601-1603. In addition, mitigation measures will be required at 
the project level pursuant to CEQA and the above mentioned regulations to minimize the 
impacts of development” (DEIR p. 105).  Therefore, potential impacts to riparian or other 
sensitive habitat is appropriately discussed in the Draft EIR, and no further evaluation is 
necessitated.  
 
However, for informational purposes, the concluding paragraph under Impact 4C-2 in the Draft 
EIR, and as shown in Chapter 3 of the Final EIR will be revised as follows:  
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…Implementation of the proposed General Plan Update could impact existing riparian areas 
through development and potential recreational uses. However, potential impacts to riparian or 
other habitat related to development in accordance with the General Plan Update will be 
mitigated through compliance with USACE regulations under Section 404, the RWQCB for 
Certification or Water Discharge Requirement and CDFG regulations under Section 1601-1603. 
In addition, in consultation with the appropriate state and federal regulatory agencies, mitigation 
measures that take into consideration potential impacts on water quality beneficial uses will be 
required at the project level pursuant to CEQA, and the above mentioned regulations to 
minimize the impacts of development. 
 
Response to Comment 10- 11:  Refer to Response to Comment 11-9, 11-10 and 11-12. 
 
Response to Comment 10- 12:  Section 4C.1 of the Draft EIR discusses the potential for 
wildlife corridors in the City (DEIR p. 100).  It identifies that the only substantial area of open 
space in the City exists in the southeast corner (Blue Mountain), which connects to other 
mountains to the south and southwest.  The southwest portion of the City is proposed to be 
designated as Hillside Open Space as shown on Exhibit 2-2, Proposed Land Use Map included 
in the Draft EIR (DEIR p. 29).  Chapter 4H Land Use and Planning, states that “Properties 
designated Open Space are those that should not be developed as urban land uses due to the 
presence of environmental resources, environmental constraints or scenic resources. These 
properties primarily are located along the western and northern slopes of Blue Mountain. 
Properties designated as Open Space shall be retained in their natural condition and used as 
either natural open space or parkland. They may be either publicly or privately owned Open 
Space designation”.  (DEIR p. 164) 
 
The Draft EIR identifies several policies proposed in the General Plan Open Space and 
Conservation Element that call for the protection and conservation of natural resources, as 
identified in Response to Comment 10-9 (DEIR pp.101-103).  Through adherence to the 
regulatory scheme and implementation of the proposed General Plan polices discussed in the 
Draft EIR, potential impacts to wildlife movement and associated habitats are adequately 
addressed and no further analysis is warranted  
 
However, for information purposes, and as shown in Chapter 3 of the Final EIR, the following 
revisions will be incorporated into the EIR:  
 
Draft EIR p. 100, second paragraph under Wildlife Corridors: 
 
Drainages generally serve as movement corridors because wildlife can move easily through 
these areas, and fresh water is available. To avoid impeding wildlife movement, roadways or 
pipelines should be carried over drainages by bridges or wide, “soft-bottomed arched culvert 
systems.  Corridors also offer wildlife unobstructed terrain to forage in and for the dispersal of 
young individuals. Movement corridors are particularly important to larger terrestrial species, 
such as mountain lions (Felis concolor), coyotes (Canis latrans), bobcats (Lynx rufus), and mule 
deer (Odocoileus hemionus) due to the protective cover afforded by dense vegetation. 
 
Draft EIR p. 100, third paragraph under Wildlife Corridors:  
 
The only substantial area of open space in the City exists in the southeast corner. Blue 
Mountain connects to Sugarloaf Mountain in the southwest, Cassina Springs is south of Grand 
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Terrace, and to Reche Canyons and San Timoteo Canyons in a southeast direction. The San 
Timoteo Canyons do connect to the San Bernardino Mountains through the City of Yucaipa.  
Therefore, this open space does exist as a wildlife corridor. The restoration of habitat and 
facilitation of wildlife movement through riparian corridors should be conserved. A few small 
patches of old agricultural fields exist in the City as well, but they exist as isolated patches 
without connectivity to any large areas of open space 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 11 
 
Mr. Jacob Lieb, Manager, Environmental and Assessment Services, Southern California 
Association of Governments dated March 12, 2010 
 
RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 11 
 
Mr. Jacob Lieb, Manager, Southern California Association of Governments dated March 5, 
2010, received on March 11, 2010 
 
Response to Comment 11- 1:  Comment noted.  No response is required. 
 
Response to Comment 11- 2:  Comment noted.  No response is required. 
 
Response to Comment 11- 3:  Comment noted.  Response provided in Response to Comment 
11-4, 11-5, 11-6, and 11-7.  
 
Response to Comment 11- 4:  As noted in the Draft EIR, “with the incorporation of the 
recommendations of the Traffic Study as discussed above, all roadway segments under City of 
Grand Terrace jurisdiction would operate at an acceptable LOS” (DEIR p. 227).  As noted by the 
Commenter, segments along the I-215 Freeway would operate at LOS F.   
 
The I-215 Freeway is not under the jurisdiction of the City of Grand Terrace and the City does 
not have control over Freeway improvements. However, as also noted in the Draft EIR the 
proposed General Plan contains Policy 3.1.4 to coordinate with regional and local agencies in 
transportation planning and programming on various studies relating to transportation planning, 
construction and improvement (DEIR p. 252). Actions 3.1.4 b and c contained in the Draft 
General Plan (p. III-21) further implement Policy 3.1.4 by stating that the City shall participate as 
a member of the Project Development Teams for the improvement of the Bi-County Segment of 
I-215 and the separate expansion of the Barton Road/I-215 interchange and that the City shall 
seek alternative funding sources to supplement Measure I funding for the expansion of the 
Barton Road interchange. Therefore, the Project is consistent with RTP G1 of the 2008 
Regional Transportation Plan, and no addition analysis is warranted in the Draft EIR. 
 
Response to Comment 11- 5:  Refer to Response to Comment 11-4.  Additionally, as noted in 
the Draft EIR, the General Plan also contains Goal 3.1 to provide a comprehensive 
transportation system that provides for the current and long-term efficient movement of people 
and goods within and through the City, and Policy 3.1.2 to establish an arterial street system 
that provides for the collection of local traffic and provide for the efficient movement of people 
and goods through the City. (DEIR p. 252)  The Draft General Plan also contains Action 3.1.2.c 
(p. III-20), which implements Policy 3.1.2 which requires new development projects to expand or 
improve the circulation system as needed to mitigate impacts resulting from the proposed 
project. (DEIR p. 252)  Thus, the Project is consistent with RTP G4, further evaluation in the 
Draft EIR is not required. 
 
Response to Comment 11- 6:   As noted in the Draft EIR, future growth in accordance with the 
proposed General Plan Update would exceed the daily SCAQMD thresholds for ROG, NOX, 
CO, PM10, and PM2.5 (DEIR p. 79).  The Draft EIR cites several General Plan goals, policies and 
actions that lessen air quality impacts (DEIR pp. 68-71) and recommends the incorporation of 
Mitigation Measures 4MB-1 and 4MB-2 to reduce air quality impacts (DEIR p. 79-80).  However, 
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as stated in the Draft EIR these air quality impacts remain significant and unavoidable, and 
pursuant to Section 15093 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the City intends to adopt a statement 
of overriding considerations, citing the social, economic, and environmental benefits of the 
Project.  
 
Although the Project creates a significant unavoidable air quality impact related to emissions 
generated over the buildout of the General Plan, the Draft EIR also identifies several goals, 
policies and actions that are included in the proposed General Plan to reduce air quality 
emissions, which are consistent with RTG G5.  These include goals, policies and actions in the 
proposed Land Use Element related to mixed uses (Policy 2.1.6) and energy efficiency (Policy 
2.5.3); Circulation Element related to an efficient and safe roadway and bike system bikeway 
system, alternative modes of transportation, reduction of vehicle miles traveled (Goals 3.1, 3.4 
and 3.5, Policies 3.4.2, 3.4.4, 3.5.1, 3.5.6, and 3.5.7); Open Space and Conservation relating to 
bike trails, reduction in vehicles trips in mixed use, recycling and air quality planning (Goal 4.6 
4.7, Policies 4.1.4, 4.4.4, 4, 4.7.1 through 4.7.7 and associated implementing Actions; and in the 
Sustainable Development Element relating to the reduction in energy use, and green building 
design (Goal 9.1, Policies 9.1.1, 9.1.2, and implementing Actions) reduction in the generation of 
waste (Goal 9.2, Policies 9.2.1, 9.2.2, 9.2.3 and implementing Actions), sustainable 
development in good urban design practices including green building practices (Goal 9.3, 
Policies 9.3.1, 9.3.2 and implementing Actions), reduction in vehicle miles traveled (Goal 9.5, 
Policies 9.5.1, 9.5.2, 9.5.3 and implementing Actions), and city actions to lead by example in 
green building practices, and energy and resource conservation (Goal 9.8, Policies 9.8.1, 9.8.2 
and associated implementing Actions). ( DEIR pp. 68-71, and  Appendix C) 
 
The goals, actions and policies identified above are also consistent with several SCAG List of 
Mitigation Measures extracted from the RTP.  These would include MM-AQ.2 because Policy 
4.7.6 requires the City to implement policies and procedures to reduce construction related 
emissions including enforcement of SCAQMD Rule 403; and MM-AQ.16, MM-EN.6, and MM-
EN-24, because Policies 2.5.3, 9.1.2, 9.8.1, 9.8.2, 4.6.3 encourage the incorporation of green 
building practices, including Policy 9.2.2 to require recycling of construction wastes, and Policies 
9.3.1 and 9.3.2 incorporating shade trees into project design. 
 
Therefore, the Project is consistent with RTP G5, and no further analysis is warranted in the 
Draft EIR. 
 
Response to Comment 11- 7:   In addition to the Circulation Element goals and policies 
contained in the Draft EIR (DEIR pp. 170-171) and referenced by the Commenter, the 
discussion in the Land Use chapter also listed Policy 4.7.3 to City shall encourage land use 
planning and urban design that reduces vehicle trips through mixed use development, 
consolidation of commercial uses along arterial highways, and pedestrian connection between 
residential and commercial uses and Action 9.3.1 b. to  promote mixed use development 
projects that coordinate land uses with transportation systems and parks and open space in an 
effort to create a walkable neighborhood environment (DEIR pp. 173-174), which demonstrate 
consistency with RTP G6, and no further environmental analysis is necessitated. 
 
Response to Comment 11- 8:   Refer to Response to Comment 11-9 through 11-12, which 
demonstrate consistency with Principle 1 of the Compass Growth Visioning. 
 
Response to Comment 11- 9:   Refer to Response to Comment 11-7. 
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Response to Comment 11-10:   In addition to the new Mixed Use designation cited in the Draft 
EIR (DEIR p. 170) and referenced by the Commenter, Policy 3.5.6 to encourage Transit 
Oriented development to provide housing that is in close proximity to designated public transit 
facilities and routes, Policy 8.1.9 to amend the Barton Road Specific Plan to promote a village 
atmosphere in the downtown that will encourage a mix of residential and commercial activity, 
and Policy 9.5.2 to encourage the creation of local jobs designed to reduce commuter mileage 
and fuel consumption further demonstrate consistency with GV P1.2. (DEIR pp. 172 -174)  
Further analysis in the Draft EIR is not warranted. 
 
Response to Comment 11-11:   In addition to Policy 3.5.6 included in the Draft EIR (DEIR p. 
172) and referenced by the Commenter, the Project further demonstrates consistency with GV 
P1.3 through Policy 3.5.3 which encourages and facilitates pedestrian movement by creating 
environments that are conducive to walking and maintaining a "human scale" of development, 
Policy 3.5.5 which states that the City will work with OmniTrans and SANBAG to implement a 
public transit system that meets the City's need for internal circulation as well as connections to 
regional activity centers and inter-urban transit routes, and Policy 3.5.7 which states that the 
City will  provide amenities along the Barton Road corridor that promote pedestrian and bicyclist 
use, such as a continued system of pedestrian paths and bike lanes to connect the City Center 
with schools, parks, and residential areas. (DEIR pp. 172 and 253)  Therefore, further 
evaluation in the Draft EIR is not required.  
 
Response to Comment 11-12:   The General Plan contains several policies promoting a 
variety of travel choices consistent with GV P1.4. As stated by the Commenter, there are many 
provisions for pedestrians and bicyclists in the Draft EIR.  However, as stated in the Draft EIR 
there are several and policies in the proposed General Plan that promote alternative 
transportation modes, and possible mechanisms.  For instance, Policy 3.5.1 promotes 
measures that reduce reliance on single occupant vehicle usage by addressing development 
standards, land use patterns, employer based ride share programs and bicycle/pedestrian 
facilities in the Traffic Control Measures ordinance, Policies 3.5.2 and 3.5.4 to work closely with 
local and regional transit agencies and participate in programs, Policy 9.5.1 to encourage 
alternative transportation modes, including mass transit, ride sharing, bicycles, and pedestrian 
transportation, and Policy 4.7.5 to encourage employers to develop and implement trip 
reduction plans including alternate work schedules, rideshare programs, telecommuting, and 
employee education programs.  Therefore, the Project demonstrates consistency with GV P1.4 
(DEIR pp.252-253, 91), and no further analysis is required. 
 
Response to Comment 11-13:   Refer to Response to Comment 11-15, which demonstrates 
consistency with Principal 2 of the Compass Growth Visioning. 
 
Response to Comment 11-14:   Commented noted. No response necessary. 
 
Response to Comment 11-15:   In addition to the new Mixed Use designation cited in the Draft 
EIR (DEIR p. 170) and referenced by the Commenter, the Project is consistent with GV P2.2 as 
demonstrated through implementation of Policy 2.1.6 to encourage mixed development that 
demonstrates superior use of land, efficient utilization of public facilities, and more effective 
conservation of natural resources, Policy 8.1.9 to amend the Barton Road Specific Plan to 
promote a village atmosphere in the downtown that will encourage a mix of residential and 
commercial activity, Policy 8.2.10 to promote mixed use development that includes provisions 
for affordable and Action 9.3.1 b to promote mixed use development projects that coordinate 
land uses with transportation systems and parks and open space in an effort to create a 
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walkable neighborhood environment. (DEIR pp. 174, 205-206, and Appendix C)  Therefore, 
further evaluation in the Draft EIR is not warranted. 
 
Response to Comment 11-16:   Commented noted. No response necessary. 
 
Response to Comment 11-17:   Commented noted. No response necessary. 
 
Response to Comment 11-18:   The Draft EIR demonstrates that the Project is consistent with 
GV P3.2.  In addition to goals and policies related to Schools and Library services discussed in 
the Public Services Chapter of the Draft EIR (DEIR pp. 180-182), there are several proposed 
General Plan policies and programs that support educational opportunities that promote 
balanced growth, as follows: 
 
Conservation:  Policy 7.2.3 and Action 9.71.b to promote water conservation and public 
education programs to reduce water conservation; Policy 4.7.4 to promote public education 
programs regarding air quality programs and practices; Policy 7.4.3 to implement effective 
recycling programs to reduce waste, including Action 7.4.3.a and Action 9.2.1.b (Draft General 
Plan Appendix A) to coordinate recycling public education programs with the City’s waste hauler 
and to use the City’s website to provide education and provide educational materials that inform 
residents of the full range of recycling techniques that are available; and Action 9.1.1.a to make 
public education materials on energy conservation available to the public. (DEIR pp. 71, 153, 
and 174) 
 
Safety:  Policy 7.5.2 and 7.6.3 to maintain and expand existing prevention and public education 
programs regarding crime and fire prevention, Policy 5.4.3 to provide public information 
regarding the property transportation, storage and disposal of hazardous materials, and Policy 
5.5.3 to provide public information materials to minimize damage and facilitate recovery from 
natural disasters.  (DEIR pp. 136-137) 
 
The Project is consistent with GV P3.3 to ensure environmental justice regardless of race, 
ethnicity or income class.  Section 4J.1 of Chapter 4J Population and Housing provides the 
Environmental Setting (DEIR pp. 197-203) for the City of Grand Terrace, using this information 
the distribution of race/ethnicity and income classes can be determined.   
 
Table 4J-3 Racial/Ethnic Composition of the City of Grand Terrace and County of San 
Bernardino shows the racial and ethnic composition of the City based on the 2000 U. S. Census 
(DEIR pp. 198-199).  The City is primarily Caucasian (74%).  Twenty-five percent of the 
population is Hispanic and only five percent of the population is Black or African American.  
According to Exhibit 1-4 Census Tract of the Draft General Plan, the City is made up of five 
U. S. Census Tracts: 0040.00, 0071.02, 0071.04, 0071.06, and 0071.07.  Review of the 2000 
U. S. Census data mapping for the statistics shown on Table 4J-3 shows that the majority of the 
Hispanic and African American population is located in Census Tract 0071.07, which is located 
at the northwest (west of the I-215) portion of the City, with the next lower concentration within 
Census Tract 0071.02 located west of Mount Vernon Avenue on the north side of  Barton Road. 
 
Table 4J-4 Age of Population of the City of Grand Terrace and County of San Bernardino (DEIR 
pp. 199-200) gives the breakdown of the City’s population according to age based on the 2000 
U. S. Census.  The U. S. 2000 Census mapping of the population shown on Table 4J-4 shows 
that the majority of the City’s population age 65 and older resides within Census Tract 0071.04 
located on the west of Mount Vernon Avenue on the south side of Barton Road. 
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Table 4J-10 Household Income in Grand Terrace (DEIR p. 203) gives a breakdown of the 
household incomes for the City.  The 2000 U. S. Census data for these statistics shows that 107 
families (3.7%) of the City’s population live below the U. S. poverty level, which equates to 693 
persons (6.3%).  The U. S. 2000 Census mapping for this population shows that the majority of 
the City’s population living below the poverty level resides within Census Tract 0071.07, with the 
next lower concentration within Census Tract 0071.02.  
 
The Draft EIR and Draft General Plan contain policies and actions that demonstrate consistency 
with GV P3.3 to ensure environmental justice regardless of race, ethnicity or income class, for 
the classes identified above, as follows: 
 
Goal 2.2 calls for the preservation and enhancement of the quality and character of the City’s 
residential neighborhoods.  Policy 2.3.5 require the incorporation of measures to reduce 
potential land use incompatibility between commercially designated areas and all other plan 
areas, such as increased setbacks, walls, berms, and landscaping, and Policy 2.4.4 calls for 
buffering to prevent potential land use incompatibilities between industrial areas and other 
areas, such as increased setbacks, walls, berms, and landscaping.  These policies will ensure 
that incompatibility issues within these Census Tracts and any future non-residential uses are 
properly reviewed. (DEIR pp. 134-135, 204) 
 
Policy 4.1.2 calls for the City to evaluate the siting of a public park site within that portion of the 
City lying westerly of I-215(DEIR p. 214). As noted above, that portion of the City west of the I-
215 has a higher percentage lower income classes and minority population than the rest of the 
City. 
 
Goals 2.3 and 2.4 promote retail, commercial and attractive industrial land uses that generate 
employment opportunities.  Goal 8.2 promotes and encourages housing opportunities, 
accessible to employment centers and quality community services for all economic segments of 
the community including designated very low, low, and moderate income households, and 
Policy 9.5.2 encourages the creation of creation of local jobs designed to reduce commuter 
mileage and fuel consumption.  The goals and policies will serve to increase local jobs; thereby 
improving the City’s job housing balance.  (DEIR pp. 134, 174, 205) 
 
The statistical information noted above will be added to the Chapter 4J Population and Housing 
for informational purposes, as shown in Chapter 3 of the Final EIR.  As demonstrated above, 
the Project is consistent with GV P3.3, and additional environmental analysis is not warranted.  
 
The Project is consistent with GV P3.5 to encourage civic engagement.  Section 4F.3 of the 
Draft EIR discusses the City’s Community Emergency Response Team (CERT) program (DEIR 
p. 141). The CERT program provides participants with "hands-on" practical training that will 
enable them to effectively plan for and respond to an earthquake, or other emergencies in and 
around their neighborhood. The City regularly conducts CERT training for those volunteers that 
wish to become CERT certified, and monthly meetings are held.   
 
Also, to promote disaster recovery activities, Policy 5.5.2 calls for the City to establish a working 
relationship with local amateur radio clubs and secure their voluntary participation in disaster 
recovery.  Action 6.3.8b encourages citizen participation and City involvement on committees 
that could influence future aircraft and rail activities in Riverside and San Bernardino Counties.  
Policies (4.1.6, 4.1.11, 4.1.12) identified in Chapter 4L Recreation speak to the City working with 
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public and private entities to coordinate trail planning and development, utilize “Adopt a Park” 
where private groups and organizations can support the procurement of recreational equipment 
and park maintenance, and to work with Friends of Blue Mountain to develop the Grand Terrace 
Wilderness Park.  ((DEIR pp. 137, 141, 182, and 222-223).   
 
Therefore the Project is consistent with GV P3.2, GV P3.3 and GV P3.5, and further analysis in 
the Draft EIR is not necessitated. 
 
Response to Comment 11-19:   Commented noted. No response necessary. 
 
Response to Comment 11-20:   Commented noted. No response necessary. 
 
Response to Comment 11-21:   Commented noted. No response necessary. 
 
Response to Comment 11-22:   Commented noted. No response necessary. 
 
Response to Comment 11-23:   Commented noted. No response necessary. 
 
Response to Comment 11-24:   Commented noted. No response necessary. 
 
Response to Comment 11-25:   Refer to Response to Comment 11-3 through 11-13, 11-15, 
and 11-18.  Responses to these comments demonstrate that the Project is consistent with the 
2008 RTP Goals, and Compass Growth Visioning Principles, and further evaluation in the Draft 
EIR is not warranted. 
 
Response to Comment 11-26:  Table ES-1 Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation 
Measures in the Draft EIR (DEIR pp. 5-14) identifies the mitigation measures that have been 
incorporated into the Project.  These mitigation measures promote mitigation measures 
contained in the SCAG List of Mitigation Measures extracted from the RTP.  Mitigation 
Measures MM4MB-1 and MM4MB-2 relating to transportation management techniques promote 
RTP MM-AQ.5 (V); Mitigation Measures MM4MB-3 relating to water conservation is in keeping 
with RTP MM-W.36; Mitigation Measure MM4I-1 promotes RTP MM-NO.1 to comply with all 
local sound control and noise level rules, regulations, and ordinances; Mitigation Measure 
MM4I-2 promotes RTP MM-NO 14 to require noise studies when appropriate; and Mitigation 
Measures MM4M-1 and MM4M-2 promote RTP MM-PS.1 because the City will coordinate 
design of the railroad crossing with Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Public Utilities 
Commission to ensure compliance with state criteria.  
 
Response to Comment 11-27:  Applicable monitoring and reporting of transportation mitigation 
measures contained noted in the Draft EIR will be submitted to SCAG in compliance with Public 
Resource Code Section 21018.7 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15097(g). 
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CHAPTER 3 – REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR  
 

3.1 REVISIONS 
 
This section contains a set of revisions and modifications to the Draft EIR dated January 2010. 
The revisions identified in this section are the result of staff review and/or responses to public 
comments, and are meant to provide clarification or amplification of the issues identified 
subsequent to the distribution of the Draft EIR for public review.  Minor typographical edits that 
do not alter the analysis presented in the Draft EIR are not included in this section. The 
revisions cited in this section were found by the City not to be significant, pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15088.5; therefore, the recirculation of the Draft EIR is not warranted. 
 
Headings describing the location of changes in the Draft EIR are identified in bold text (e.g., 
Chapter 4J, Regulatory Setting, page 125, paragraph 2). Below each entry, are the revisions 
made to the Draft EIR.   Additions of text are noted with double-underline (new text), whereas 
deletions are shown as strikeout text (old text). 
 
Where appropriate, a discussion (in italicized text) is provided following each revision detailing 
why recirculation of the document is not warranted. 
 
 
Chapter 4C Biological Resources, Section 4.C.1 Environmental Setting, Wildlife 
Corridors, Page 100, the second paragraph is revised as follows: 
 
Drainages generally serve as movement corridors because wildlife can move easily through 
these areas, and fresh water is available. To avoid impeding wildlife movement, roadways or 
pipelines should be carried over drainages by bridges or wide, “soft-bottomed arched culvert 
systems.  Corridors also offer wildlife unobstructed terrain to forage in and for the dispersal of 
young individuals. Movement corridors are particularly important to larger terrestrial species, 
such as mountain lions (Felis concolor), coyotes (Canis latrans), bobcats (Lynx rufus), and mule 
deer (Odocoileus hemionus) due to the protective cover afforded by dense vegetation. 
 
The inclusion of the above language is informational and amplifies the existing discussion 
regarding wildlife corridors. The revision does not result in a significant environmental effect 
necessitating recirculation of the Draft EIR. 
 
 
Chapter 4C Biological Resources, Section 4.C.1 Environmental Setting, Wildlife 
Corridors, Page 100, the third paragraph is revised as follows: 
 
The only substantial area of open space in the City exists in the southeast corner. Blue 
Mountain connects to Sugarloaf Mountain in the southwest, Cassina Springs is south of Grand 
Terrace, and to Reche Canyons and San Timoteo Canyons in a southeast direction. The San 
Timoteo Canyons do connect to the San Bernardino Mountains through the City of Yucaipa.  
Therefore, this open space does exist as a wildlife corridor. The restoration of habitat and 
facilitation of wildlife movement through riparian corridors should be conserved. A few small 
patches of old agricultural fields exist in the City as well, but they exist as isolated patches 
without connectivity to any large areas of open space 
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The inclusion of the above language is informational and amplifies the existing discussion 
regarding wildlife corridors. The revision does not result in a significant environmental effect 
necessitating recirculation of the Draft EIR. 
 
 
Chapter 4C Biological Resources, Section 4.C.3 Impacts and Mitigation Measures, Impact 
4C-2, Pages 105-106, the concluding paragraph is revised as follows: 
 
Riparian communities support species along watercourses or water bodies adaptable to 
seasonal flooding. Riparian communities that may exist within the City include: Riversidian 
Alluvial Fan Sage Scrub, Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest, Southern Cottonwood 
Willow Riparian Forest, Southern Riparian Scrub, and Southern Sycamore-Alder Riparian 
Woodland.  Implementation of the proposed General Plan Update could impact existing riparian 
areas through development and potential recreational uses. However, potential impacts to 
riparian or other habitat related to development in accordance with the General Plan Update will 
be mitigated through compliance with USACE regulations under Section 404, the RWQCB for 
Certification or Water Discharge Requirement and CDFG regulations under Section 1601-1603. 
In addition, in consultation with the appropriate state and federal regulatory agencies, mitigation 
measures that take into consideration potential impacts on water quality beneficial uses will be 
required at the project level pursuant to CEQA, and the above mentioned regulations to 
minimize the impacts of development. 
 
The inclusion of the above language clarifies information regarding the permitting agencies and 
amplifies the existing language regarding potential mitigation measures referenced in the 
original paragraph.  The revisions do not constitute new information that results in a significant 
environmental effect necessitating recirculation of the Draft EIR. 
 
 
Chapter 4C Biological Resources, Section 4.C.3 Impacts and Mitigation Measures, Impact 
4C-3, Page 106, the concluding paragraph is revised as follows: 
 
As described above, potential impacts to riparian or other habitat related to development in 
accordance with the General Plan Update will be mitigated through compliance with USACE 
regulations under Section 404, the RWQCB for Certification or Water Discharge Requirements 
and CDFG regulations under Section 1601-1603. In addition, mitigation measures will be 
required per CEQA at the project level to minimize the impacts of development.  Potential 
project-specific mitigation measures would take into account potential impacts to surface waters 
and riparian resources, including ephemeral drainages, and may include through consultation 
with state and federal agencies, in-kind mitigation that results in no net loss of wetlands, as 
determined through consultation with the appropriate regulatory agencies. 
 
The inclusion of the above language clarifies information regarding the permitting agencies and 
amplifies the existing language regarding potential mitigation measures referenced in the 
original paragraph. The revisions do not constitute new information that results in a significant 
environmental effect necessitating recirculation of the Draft EIR. 
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Chapter 4E Geology and Soils, Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, Grand Terrace 
General Plan, Page 120, Action 4.2.8.b is revised as follows: 
 
Action 4.8.2.b Review water quality impacts during the project review and approval phases to 
ensure appropriate BMPs are incorporated into the project design and long-term operations.  
BMPs should utilize low impact development principles. 
 
The revision to Action 4.2.b clarifies information regarding appropriate best management 
practices and does not result in a significant environmental effect necessitating recirculation of 
the Draft EIR. 
 
 
Chapter 4F, Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, State and Federal Laws, 
Hazardous Waste Storage and Leakage Sites, Page 133, the first paragraph is revised as 
follows: 
 
State laws relating to the storage of hazardous materials in underground storage tanks include 
permitting, monitoring, closure, and cleanup requirements. Regulations set forth construction 
and monitoring standards, monitoring standards for existing tanks, release reporting 
requirements, and closure requirements. All new tanks must be double-walled, with an 
interstitial monitoring device to detect leaks. Soil and groundwater contamination from leaking 
underground storage tanks must be investigated and corrective action completed to ensure 
protection of human health, safety and the environment. The San Bernardino County Certified 
Unified Program Agency (CUPA) County of San Bernardino Fire Department is the local agency 
designated to permit and inspect underground storage tanks and to implement related 
regulations. 
 
The proposed revisions clarify the appropriate name of the regulatory agency. The revisions do 
not result in significant new information necessitating recirculation of the Draft EIR. 
 
 
Chapter 4F, Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, State and Federal Laws, 
Hazardous Waste Management, Page 133, the first paragraph is revised as follows: 
 
State law requires planning by businesses to ensure that hazardous materials are properly 
handled, used, stored, and disposed of and to prevent or mitigate injury to human health or the 
environment in the event that such materials are accidentally released. State law requires that 
any business that handles hazardous materials prepare a business plan, which must include 
details, including floor plans of the facility and business conducted at the site; an inventory of 
hazardous materials that are handled or stored on-site; an emergency response plan; and, a 
safety and emergency response training program for new employees with annual refresher 
courses.  Implementation of state laws and regulations regarding hazardous waste 
management is enforced by San Bernardino County CUPA 
 
The proposed revision clarifies the enforcement agency and does not does not result in 
significant new information necessitating recirculation of the Draft EIR. 
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Chapter 4F, Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, Local, Grand Terrace Hazardous 
Waste Management Plan/San Bernardino County Fire Protection District, Page 134, the 
first paragraph is revised as follows: 
 
The potential health hazards and environmental damage that may occur from the use of 
hazardous materials or their accidental release has previously been an issue of concern to the 
City. In response, the City adopted a City Hazardous Waste Management Plan in accordance to 
State law that regulates the use and generation of hazardous materials within the City and 
requires businesses to inventory amounts and types of their hazardous materials. Additionally, 
the San Bernardino County CUPA Fire Protection District requires that all businesses file a 
Hazardous Materials Business Plan to identify onsite materials in the event of an emergency. 
 
The proposed revisions clarify the name of the enforcement agency and do not result in 
significant new information necessitating recirculation of the Draft EIR. 
 
 
Chapter 4F, Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, Local, Grand Terrace Hazardous 
Waste Management Plan/San Bernardino County Fire Protection District, Page 134, new 
paragraphs 2 through 4 are added as follows:  
 
The San Bernardino County Fire Protection District, Hazardous Materials Division was granted 
authority by the California Environmental Protection Agency to become the Certified Unified 
Program Agency (CUPA) for San Bernardino County. CUPA offices are located at 620 South 
“E” Street San Bernardino, California 92415 and can be contacted at 909 386-8401. 
 
The CUPA is charged with the responsibility of conducting compliance inspections for over 7000 
regulated facilities in San Bernardino County, including the City of Grand Terrace. These 
facilities handle hazardous material, generate or treat a hazardous waste and/or operate an 
underground storage tank.  As a CUPA, San Bernardino County Fire Department manages six 
hazardous material and hazardous waste programs.  The CUPA program is designed to 
consolidate, coordinate, and uniformly and consistently administer permits, inspection activities, 
and enforcement activities throughout San Bernardino County The six programs are Hazardous 
Materials Release Response Plans and Inventory (Business Plans), California Accidental 
Release Program, Underground Storage Tanks, Above Ground Petroleum Storage Act/ Spill 
Prevention, Control and Countermeasure Plan, Hazardous Waste Generation and Onsite 
Treatment, and Hazardous Materials Management Plans and Inventory Statement under 
Uniform Fire Code Article 80.  
 
In the event of an accidental spill, release or discovery of potential hazardous substances or 
materials, the CUPA is the initial point of contact and local oversight agency to initiate any 
required investigation and/or remediation.  Based on the nature of the incident, CUPA will notify 
additional agencies, such as the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) or the 
Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC).  
 
The inclusion of the above language amplifies the existing discussion under the Local 
Environmental Setting and does not result in significant new information necessitating 
recirculation of the Draft EIR. 
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Chapter 4G Hydrology/Water Quality, Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, State 
and Federal Requirements, Clean Water Act, Page 149, new paragraph 3 is added as 
follows: 
 
Pursuant to Section 401 of the Clean Water Act, certain projects may require a Clean Water Act 
Section 401 Water Quality Standards Certification from the Regional Water Quality Control 
Board for any project that causes materials to be dredged from or filled into waters of the United 
States, i.e., surface waters or tributaries thereto, where these waters fall under the jurisdiction of 
the Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) and a CWA Section 404 permit is required.  Where the 
ACOE determines that a Section 404 permit is not required, the Regional Board may determine 
that where filling or dredging of isolated water bodies is proposed, a Water Discharge 
Requirement is necessary for protection of water quality standards of the state.  
 
The inclusion of the above language is informational and amplifies the existing discussion  
regarding permitting under the Clean Water Act, and does not constitute significant new 
information that results in a significant environmental effect necessitating recirculation of the 
Draft EIR. 
 
 
Chapter 4G Hydrology/Water Quality, Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, State 
and Federal Requirements, National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
Stormwater Program, Page 150, new paragraph 4 is added, as follows: 
 
Additionally, the State Water Quality Control Board adopted Resolution No. 68-16 Statement of 
Policy with Respect to Maintaining High Quality of Waters in California, and subsequently 
adopted Administrative Procedures Update (APU) 90-004 to provide guidance for the Regional 
Boards for implementing SWQCB Resolution No. 68-16, and the Federal Antidegradation 
Policy, as set forth in·40 CFR 131.12, as applied to the NPDES permitting process.  
Implementation of the General Plan, specifically subsequent development projects, would be 
reviewed for compliance with state and federal antidegredation policies, as appropriate.  
 
The inclusion of the above language amplifies the existing information regarding the NPDES 
Program discussed in Chapter 4G Hydrology/Water Quality and does not does not result in a 
significant environmental effect necessitating recirculation of the Draft EIR. 
 
 
Chapter 4G Hydrology/Water Quality, Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, State 
and Federal Requirements, NPDES Phase II, Page 151, new subsection is added as 
follows: 
 
General Construction Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with 
Construction Activity.  
 
A General Construction Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction 
Activity, referred to a Construction General Permit , will be required for individual projects 
occurring on areas of one acre or more acres, pursuant to Construction General Permit Order 
99-08. The Construction General Permit requires the development and implementation of a 
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). The SWPPP must list Best Management 
Practices (BMPs) the discharger will use to protect storm water runoff and the placement of 
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those BMPs. A Notice of Intent (NOI) must be filed with the SWRCB prior to the initiation of 
construction activity.  
 
The inclusion of the above language is informational and amplifies the existing discussion 
regarding the NPDES Program discussed in Chapter 4G Hydrology/Water Quality, and 
reiterates information provided in Chapter 4E Geology and Soils, Therefore, this revision does 
not constitute significant new information that results in a significant environmental effect 
necessitating recirculation of the Draft EIR. 
 
 
Chapter 4J Population and Housing, 4J.1 Environmental Setting, Population 
Characteristics, Racial and Ethnic Demography, Page 199, a new paragraph after Table 
4J-3 is added as follows: 
 
Review of the 2000 U. S. Census data mapping for the statistics shown on Table 4J-3 shows 
that the majority of the Hispanic and African American population for the City of Grand Terrace 
is located in Census Tract 0071.07, which is located at the northwest (west of the I-215) portion 
of the City, with the next lower concentration within Census Tract 0071.02 located west of 
Mount Vernon Avenue on the north side of Barton Road. 
 
The inclusion of the above language is informational and amplifies information already 
contained in the Draft EIR regarding population characteristics. The revision does not constitute 
new information necessitating recirculation of the Draft EIR. 
 
 
Chapter 4J Population and Housing, 4J.1 Environmental Setting, Population 
Characteristics, Age Characteristics, Page 200, a new paragraph after Table 4J-4 is added 
as follows 
 
The U. S. 2000 Census mapping of this population shown on Table 4J-4 shows that the majority 
of the City’s population age 65 and older resides within Census Tract 0071.04 located west of 
Mount Vernon Avenue on the south side of Barton Road.   
 
The inclusion of the above language is informational and amplifies the existing discussion 
contained in the Draft EIR regarding age characteristics. The revision does not constitute new 
information necessitating recirculation of the Draft EIR. 
 
Chapter 4J Population and Housing, 4J.1 Environmental Setting, Household Income, 
Page 203, a new paragraph after Table 4J-10 is added as follows 
 
The 2000 U. S. Census data for these statistics shows that 107 families (3.7%) of the City’s 
population live below the U. S. poverty level, which equates to 693 persons (6.3%).  The U. S. 
2000 Census data mapping for this population shows that the majority of the City’s population 
living below the poverty level resides within Census Tract 0071.07 west of the I-215 Freeway, 
with the next lower concentration within Census Tract 0071.02 located north of Barton Road, 
east of the I-215 Freeway.   
 
The inclusion of the above language is informational and amplifies information already 
contained in the Draft EIR regarding household income. The revision does not constitute new 
information necessitating recirculation of the Draft EIR. 
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Appendix B is revised to add Appendix B-1, as follows: 
 
Appendix B-1: City of Riverside Master Plan of Roadways 
 
Exhibit 2-M of the City of Grand Terrace General Plan Update Traffic Study incorrectly depicts 
the roadway width of Iowa Avenue within the limits of the City of Riverside as an Arterial (128’ 
ROW) and as an Urban Arterial (152’-ROW).  The correct designations and corresponding right 
of way widths are depicted on Exhibit 1 of Appendix B-1 City of Riverside Circulation Element 
Master Plan of Roadways. 
 
The inclusion of Appendix B-1 to correctly reflect the roadway designation of Iowa Street is 
technical in nature and does result in a significant environmental effect necessitating 
recirculation of the Draft EIR. 
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CHAPTER 4 – MITIGATION MONITORING AND 
REPORTING PLAN 
 
 

This document is the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (“MMRP”) for the City of 
Grand Terrace General Plan Update and Amendment No. 6 to the Redevelopment Plan for the 
Revised Grand Terrace Community Redevelopment Project.  This MMRP has been prepared 
pursuant to Section 21081.6 of the California Public Resources Code, which requires public 
agencies to “adopt a reporting and monitoring program for the changes made to the project or 
conditions of project approval, adopted in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the 
environment.”  An MMRP is required for the proposed project because the EIR has identified 
significant adverse impacts, and measures have been identified to mitigate those impacts. The 
law states that the reporting or monitoring program shall be designed to ensure compliance 
during project implementation. 

 

The mitigation measures and/or the performance standards of the mitigation measures 
identified in the City of Grand Terrace General Plan Update and Amendment No. 6 to the 
Redevelopment Plan for the Revised Grand Terrace Community Redevelopment Project Draft 
Program EIR have been structured to be incorporated as policies and/or implementing actions 
into the General Plan policy document and would be implemented as part of its consideration of 
subsequent projects within the City.  Implementation would consist of determining whether 
subsequent projects are consistent with the General Plan, utilization of policies and 
implementing actions as conditions of approval and/or mitigation measures, and City-initiated 
planning activities as required by specific policies and implementing actions.   

According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15097 (b), “Where the project at issue is the adoption of 
a general plan, specific plan, community plan, or other plan-level document (zoning, ordinance, 
regulation, or policy), the monitoring plan shall apply to policies and any other portion of the plan 
that is a mitigation measure or adopted alternative. The monitoring plan may consist of policies 
included in plan-level documents. The annual report on the general plan status required 
pursuant to the Government Code is one example of reporting program for adoption of a city or 
county plan.” 

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15097(b), the review and reporting on the adopted 
General Plan policies and action items will occur in conjunction with the preparation and 
submittal of the annual report on the status of the General Plan that is required by Government 
Code Section 65400; The City of Grand Terrace will be the primary agency for monitoring the 
mitigation measure implementation associated with the implementation of the General Plan. 

This Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan includes mitigation identified in the Draft EIR and 
the Revisions to the Draft EIR. 
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan 
Program Environmental Impact Report 

City of Grand Terrace General Plan Update and Amendment No. 6 to the 
Redevelopment Plan for the Revised Grand Terrace Community Redevelopment Project 

 

Mitigation 
Measure 

Mitigation Measure Description Implementation Verification 

Air Quality 

MM4B-1 
(Policy action 
4.7.1.b) 

The City shall reduce vehicle emissions caused 
by traffic congestion by implementing 
transportation systems management techniques, 
such as synchronized traffic signals and limiting 
on-street parking.  (This mitigation measure shall 
be included as Action 4.7.1.b of the Open Space 
and Conservation Element.) 

As part of project 
review and capital 
improvement 
project 

 

MM4B-2 
(Policy action 
4.7.1.c) 

The City shall consider the feasibility of diverting 
commercial truck traffic to off-peak periods to 
alleviate non-recurrent congestion as a means to 
improve roadway efficiency. (This mitigation 
measure shall be included as Action 4.7.1.c of 
the Open Space and Conservation Element). 

As part of the 
capital 
improvement 
project 

 

MM4B-3 
(Policy action 
9.7.2.b) 

The City shall encourage new construction 
incorporate irrigation designs to assist in 
conserving potable water, such as computerized 
irrigation systems, drought-tolerant and smog-
tolerant trees, shrubs, and groundcover, and the 
use of recycled water.  (This mitigation measure 
shall be included as Action 9.7.2.b of the 
Sustainable Development Element.) 

As part of project 
review 

 

Noise 

MM4I-1 
(Policy action 
6.2.2.b) 

The City shall enforce the General Plan Noise 
Element Interior Noise Standards presented in 
Table 4I-2 by requiring submittal of 
evidence/documentation showing that interior 
noise levels will not exceed 45 dBA 

As a part of 
project review 

 

MM4I-2 
(Policy action 
6.2.7.a) 

For Land Use Categories defined in Table 4I-6, 
a ground-borne vibration technical study shall be 
required for proposed land uses within the 
following distances from the either the UPRR or 
BNSF rail line rights-of-way and the property 
line: 600 feet of a Category 1 Land Use, 200 feet 
of a Category 2 Land Use, and 120 feet of a 
Category 3 Land Use. If necessary, mitigation 
shall be required for land uses in compliance 
with the standards listed in Table 4I-6. 

As part of project 
review 
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Mitigation Measure Mitigation Measure Description Implementation Verification 

Traffic/Circulation  

MM4M-1 
(Policy 3.3.6) 

The City shall ensure that the design of 
Commerce Way at the UPRR line is 
coordinated with the UPRR Company. 

As part of project 
design  

 

MM4M-2 
(Policy action 3.3.6.a) 

The City shall evaluate proposed railroad 
crossing design options with UPRR 
Company and the California Public Utility 
Commission to ensure compliance with all 
state design criteria. 

As part of project 
design 

 

 


