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SECTION 1.0 INTRODUCTION 

The purpose of this document is to present public comments and responses to comments 
received on Draft Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) (SCH #2000061027) for the 
Rancho Cucamonga 2010 General Plan Update. The Draft PEIR was released for public review 
and comment by the City of Rancho Cucamonga on February 16, 2010. The public review 
period ended on April 1, 2010. 

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines §15088, the 
City of Rancho Cucamonga, as the lead agency, has evaluated all substantive comments 
received on the Rancho Cucamonga 2010 General Plan Update Draft PEIR, and has prepared 
written responses to these comments. This document has been prepared in accordance with 
CEQA and represents the independent judgment of the lead agency. 

The Final PEIR for the project consists of Draft PEIR and its technical appendices; the 
Responses to Comments included herein; other written documentation prepared during the 
PEIR process; the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) and those documents 
which may be modified by the City Council at the time of certification. The City Council will also 
consider adoption of a Statement of Findings of Fact and a Statement of Overriding 
Considerations as part of the approval process for the proposed project. 

This Response to Comments document is organized as follows: 

Section 1 provides a brief introduction to this document. 

Section 2 identifies the Draft PEIR respondents. 

Section 3 provides responses to comments received on the Draft PEIR. Responses are 
provided in the form of individual responses to comment letters received. Comment 
letters are followed immediately by the responses to each letter. 
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SECTION 2.0 LIST OF RESPONDENTS 

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines §15132, the following is a list of persons, organizations, 
and public agencies that submitted comments on the Draft EIR received as of close of the public 
review period on April 1, 2010. Comments have been numbered and responses have been 
developed with corresponding numbers. 

Letter Respondent Date of Page No. 
No.  Correspondence 

State Agencies 

1 California Energy Commission February 26, 2010 .................. 3-5 
2 California Energy Commission March 9, 2010 ........................ 3-9 
3 State Mining and Geology Board March 18, 2010 .................... 3-13 
4 Department of Toxic Substances Control March 29, 2010 .................... 3-19 
5 Department of Conservation April 5, 2010 ......................... 3-25 
6 State Clearinghouse April 7, 2010 ......................... 3-29 

County Agencies 

7 County of San Bernardino Department of Public  March 31, 2010 .................... 3-41 
Works 

Special Districts/Regional Governments 

8 Metropolitan Water District of Southern California March 10, 2010 .................... 3-47 
9 Inland Empire Utilities Agency March 15, 2010 .................... 3-51 
10 City of Ontario March 29, 2010 .................... 3-55 
11 South Coast Air Quality Management District April 1, 2010 ......................... 3-61 

Individuals 

12 Pacific Communities Builder, Inc. March 3, 2010 ...................... 3-71 

 
 



Rancho Cucamonga 2010 General Plan Update 
Responses to Comments 

 

 
R:\Projects\Hogle\J007\EIR Comments\RTC-050410.doc 2-2 Introduction 

This page intentionally left blank 

 



Rancho Cucamonga 2010 General Plan Update 
Responses to Comments 

 

 
R:\Projects\Hogle\J007\EIR Comments\RTC-050410.doc 3-1 Responses to Environmental Comments 

SECTION 3.0 RESPONSES TO ENVIRONMENTAL COMMENTS 

This section includes responses to all substantive environmental issues raised in comments 
received on the Rancho Cucamonga 2010 General Plan Update Draft PEIR. Comments 
submitted on the Draft PEIR included questions about conclusions identified in the Draft PEIR; 
findings and methodology for preparation of the technical analyses; and comments about 
community and regional issues. The Final PEIR provides responses to comments on significant 
environmental points and does not respond to the comments on the merits of the project, nor 
does it attempt to resolve regional issues requiring full countywide input and consideration. 
When comments did not address the completeness or adequacy of the environmental 
documentation, or did not raise environmental issues, the receipt of the comment is noted; no 
further response is provided as CEQA does not require a response in these instances. 

This section is formatted so that each comment letter is followed immediately by the 
corresponding responses. 
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STATE AGENCIES 
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Letter 1 California Energy Commission 
  Bill Pfanner, Supervisor, Local Energy & Land Use Assistance Unit 
  February 26, 2010 

Response to Letter 1 

1. Appendix F of the CEQA Guidelines describes the energy conservation information and 
analyses that should be included in an environmental impact report (EIR) and states that 
emphasis should be placed on avoiding or reducing inefficient, wasteful, and unnecessary 
consumption of energy. For purposes of the 2010 General Plan Update Program EIR, energy 
efficiency was analyzed on a programmatic level due to the lack of a project-specific 
development proposal. Energy efficiency was discussed in terms of impacts to electricity and 
natural gas infrastructure (Draft Program EIR, Section 4.17, Utilities and Service Systems, 
pages 4.17-3, 4.17-15, and 4.17-21) as well as climate change impacts related to greenhouse 
gas emissions (Draft Program EIR Section 4.5, Climate Change). 

Future development and redevelopment projects associated with buildout of the 2010 General 
Plan Update would result in increased demand for energy in the form of electricity and natural 
gas. The 2010 General Plan Update Resource Conservation Chapter sets forth goals and 
related policies intended to achieve reductions in energy use through implementation of 
efficiency measures, including encouraging alternative energy sources such as solar and wind 
energy (Policies RC-4.2 and RC-4.3) and photovoltaic street lighting (Policy RC-5.2). 
Additionally, the 2010 General Plan Update promotes the reduction of fuel consumption through 
transit-oriented development and replacing current City vehicles with new, alternative fuel 
vehicles on an as-needed basis (Policy RC-5.3).  

In addition to implementing applicable goals and policies as stated in the 2010 General Plan 
Update related to energy efficiency, future development and redevelopment would be required 
to meet the service requirements of electricity and natural gas providers, which would ensure 
that a less than significant impact related to the provision of power would result (SC 4.17-4). 
Once the proposed 2010 General Plan Update is approved, future projects developed in the 
City  of Rancho Cucamonga would also be required to comply with all State Energy Efficiency 
Standards and City codes in effect at the time of application and building permits (Program EIR, 
page 4.17-7). Commonly referred to as Title 24, these standards are updated periodically to 
allow consideration and possible incorporation of new energy efficiency technologies and 
methods. Title 24 covers the use of energy-efficient building standards, including ventilation, 
insulation, and construction and the use of energy saving appliances, conditioning systems, 
water heating, and lighting. Because the future development and redevelopment associated 
with the 2010 General Plan Update would be required to adhere to standards contained in Title 
24 in addition to requirements set forth by the respective utility providers, implementation of the 
2010 General Plan Update would not result in the wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary 
consumption of energy. 
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Letter 2 California Energy Commission 
  Bill Pfanner, Supervisor, Local Energy & Land Use Assistance Unit 
  March 9, 2010 

Response to Letter 2 

1. This letter is a duplicate of Letter 1. Please refer to the Response to Letter 1. 
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Letter 3 State Mining and Geology Board 
  Stephen M. Testa, Executive Officer 
  March 18, 2010 

Response to Letter 2 

1. Pages 4.11-6 and 4.11-7 of the Draft Program EIR analyze impacts related to the loss of 
availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region and the 
residents of the State. As stated in the Draft Program EIR, it is acknowledged that 
development pursuant to the 2010 General Plan Update would preclude mining 
operations within specific areas of the City designated for future development or 
adjacent to future development. This impact, as well as the cumulative impact related to 
loss of mineral resources, is identified as significant and unavoidable, although several 
2010 General Plan Update policies from the draft Resource Conservation Element are 
identified to protect aggregate mineral resources while allowing continued development 
within the City of Rancho Cucamonga. Specifically and as stated on page 4.11-8 and 
4.11-9 of the Draft Program EIR, Goal RC-7 calls for the protection of aggregate mining 
resources and is supported by “policies to consider the value of the resources prior to 
approval of development (Policy RC-7.1), to minimize impacts on adjacent sensitive 
uses (Policy RC-7.2), to allow for future restoration of mined lands (Policy RC-7.3), to 
terminate designation of areas suitable for urban uses (Policy RC-7.4), and to include 
the presence of aggregate resources into property titles (Policy RC-7.5).” Compliance 
with these policies demonstrates the intended protection of mineral resources. Per 2010 
General Plan Update policies, mining operations will continue to be an allowable use 
until such time that a development proposal is received and reviewed by the City. At 
such time, available options include allowing for mining operations to continue or to allow 
for such activities to be replaced by urban development. As stated on page 4.11-7 of the 
Draft Program EIR, “the City is expected to balance the need for local mineral resources 
with building over these resources”.  

2. The commenter noted that an updated 50-year projection for construction aggregate is 
currently available. The updated projection is approximately 60 million tons less than 
what was identified in the 2010 General Plan Update. For purposes of discussion and 
analysis, using the larger projection represents a more conservative analysis approach. 
Therefore, any analysis based on the more conservative number identified in the 2010 
General Plan Update would represent a worst-case scenario and the actual situation 
would be better than discussed in the 2010 General Plan Update. The data in the 2010 
General Plan Update has been revised to reflect more recent data available from the 
State Mining and Geology Board. This revision does not render the existing Program 
EIR analysis inadequate or legally indefensible. 

3. The reference on page 4.11-3 of the Draft Program EIR to the 2010 General Plan 
Update figure of 537.9 million tons of aggregate resources within the Claremont-Upland 
and San Bernardino Production-Consumption regions has no bearing on the analysis 
contained in the EIR. This potential inconsistency does not render the Program EIR 
inadequate or legally indefensible. 

4. Refer to Response 1, above. 
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Letter 4 Department of Toxic Substances Control 

Al Shami, Project Manager 
  March 29, 2010 

Response to Letter 2 

 
1. As discussed in the Draft Program EIR (pages 4.8-17 through 4.8-19), Laguna 

Geosciences performed a database search in 2009 as part of the Special Studies – 
Hazardous Materials Analysis. According to this report, 46 facilities were identified as 
having a high potential for, or known release of, hazardous substances into the ground, 
groundwater, or surface waters. However, as additionally stated in the Draft Program 
EIR, compliance with standard conditions related to the Hazardous Materials 
Transportation Act (SC 4.8-1), the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (SC 4.8-2), 
the California Hazardous Waste Control Act (SC 4.8-3, the California Accidental Release 
Prevention Program (SC 4.8-5), and any regulations set forth by the San Bernardino 
County Fire Department (SCs 4.8-3 and 4.8-4) would ensure that future development on 
or near any of these sites would not pose a significant threat to human health or the 
environment. 

 
2. As discussed above, a database search was prepared for the 2010 General Plan Update 

Study Area which is included as Appendix F to the Draft Program EIR. As noted in 
Section 4.1 of Appendix F, the environmental database search included the databases 
of all the regulatory agencies cited in the comment letter, in addition to several other 
databases. 

 
3. As discussed in Response 1, above, future development and redevelopment projects 

would be required to comply with all applicable federal, State, and local regulations 
related to hazardous materials. In addition to the above, the Draft Program EIR states 
that future projects must comply with (1) the California Code of Regulations (Title 8, 
Section 1532.2) related to the removal of lead-based paint or other materials containing 
lead and (2) the California Health and Safety Code (Section 39650 et seq.) and the 
California Code of Regulations (Title 8, Section 1529) related to asbestos emissions and 
asbestos-related demolition or construction activities. Because the Draft Program EIR 
includes a program-level analysis, it is expected that individual development and 
redevelopment applications and the need for additional environmental analysis would be 
evaluated on a project-by-project basis. A health risk assessment may need to be 
prepared if it is deemed necessary or appropriate based on the individual project 
application. 

 
4. As stated in the Draft PEIR on pages 4.8-6 and 4.8-13 (SC 4.8-3), future development 

and redevelopment shall comply with the California Hazardous Waste Control Act. In 
addition to compliance with this regulation, all future development and redevelopment 
projects will comply with all applicable federal, State, and local regulations related to 
hazardous wastes, including those set forth by the San Bernardino County Fire 
Department, acting as the Certified Unified Program Agency. 

 
5. The commenter provided a contact related to future guidance for cleanup oversight. 

Comment is noted. 
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Letter 5 Department of Conservation 
  Dan Otis, Program Manager 
  April 5, 2010 

Responses to Letter 3 

1. As stated on page 4.2-7 of the Draft Program EIR, “future development under the 
proposed Land Use Plan would lead to the conversion of 196.26 acres of Important 
Farmland to non-agricultural uses”. In order to reduce the significance of this impact, a 
new mitigation measure has been added to the Draft Program EIR. However, it should 
be noted that despite the addition of MM 4.2-1 (identified below), the level of significance 
would continue to be significant and unavoidable. The following revisions to the text 
have been made to the Draft PEIR. Bold, strikeout text is used to show deleted 
wording and bold, italic text is used to show wording that has been added. 

 
Page 1-9, Table ES-1 
 
SECTION 4.2 – AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES 
Farmland Resources 
Future Development under the 
proposed Land Use Plan would lead 
to the conversion of 196.26 acres of 
Important Farmland into non-
agricultural uses. 

No measures are identified.
MM 4.2-1 
Should a future project propose to develop 
designated Important Farmlands (Prime 
Farmland, Farmland of Statewide 
Importance, Unique Farmland, and/or 
Farmland of Local Importance) pursuant to 
the current Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program map, the Project 
Applicant shall implement measure(s) to 
reduce impacts related to the loss of 
farmland to the satisfaction of the Planning 
Director. Feasible mitigation measures may 
include, but not be limited to, the 1) 
purchase of land within a permanent 
agricultural conservation easement, as 
approved by the Planning Director, of at 
least equal quality and size as partial 
compensation for the direct loss of 
agricultural land; 2) donation of mitigation 
fees to a local, regional, or statewide 
organization or agency whose purpose 
includes the acquisition and stewardship of 
agricultural conservation easements; or 3) 
direct conservation of a portion of 
designated Important Farmlands on the 
future project site. Should a project 
contribute to growth-inducing or cumulative 
impacts related to the loss of agricultural 
land, adequate compensation values in the 
form of permanent agricultural conservation 
easements shall be evaluated on a project-
specific basis. 

Significant and 
Unavoidable. 

 
Page 4.2-6, Fifth Paragraph 

 
Since the existing vineyards are small, scattered operations that do not support 
any larger-scale agricultural uses and since they represent less than one percent 
of the total Important Farmland in the County, their conversion to urban land uses 
is not expected to have a major impact on the County’s crop value. However, 
future development associated with buildout of the proposed 2010 General Plan 
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Update pursuant to the proposed Land Use Plan (refer to Exhibit 3-3 in Section 
3.0, Project Description) would result in the conversion of these farmland areas 
to non-agricultural uses, thus creating a significant impact. Implementation of 
MM 4.2-1 would reduce impacts related to conversion of farmlands; 
however, the impact would remain significant and unavoidable. There are 
no feasible mitigation measures to address this impact under the proposed 
land use plan; therefore, buildout of the proposed 2010 General Plan 
Update would result in a significant and unavoidable impact related to the 
conversion of farmland. 

 
Page 4.2-7, Second Paragraph 

 
Impact 4.2a Future development under the proposed Land Use Plan 

would lead to the conversion of 196.26 acres of Important 
Farmland into non-agricultural uses. Implementation of 
MM 4.2-1 would reduce impacts related to conversion 
of farmlands; however, the impact would remain 
significant and unavoidable. No mitigation is available 
under the proposed land use plan; therefore, this loss 
of farmland would result in a significant and 
unavoidable impact. 

 
Page 4.2-8, Subsection 4.2.8 

 
4.2.8 MITIGATION MEASURES 
No mitigation measures are available to reduce the identified impacts to 
agricultural resources. 
 
MM 4.2-1 Should a future project propose to develop designated Important 

Farmlands (Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, 
Unique Farmland and/or Farmland of Local Importance) pursuant to 
the current Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program map, the 
project applicant shall implement measure(s) to reduce impacts 
related to the loss of farmland to the satisfaction of the Planning 
Director. Feasible mitigation measures may include, but not be 
limited to, the 1) purchase of land within a permanent agricultural 
conservation easement, as approved by the Planning Director, of at 
least equal quality and size as partial compensation for the direct 
loss of agricultural land; 2) donation of mitigation fees to a local, 
regional, or statewide organization or agency whose purpose 
includes the acquisition and stewardship of agricultural 
conservation easements; or 3) direct conservation of a portion of 
designated Important Farmlands on the future project site. Should a 
project contribute to growth inducing or cumulative impacts related 
to the loss of agricultural land, adequate compensation values in the 
form of permanent agricultural conservation easements shall be 
evaluated on a project-specific basis. 
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Letter 6 State Clearinghouse 
  Scott Morgan, Acting Director 
  April 7, 2010 

Responses to Letter 6 

1. The State Clearinghouse acknowledged receipt of the Draft Program EIR and the close 
of the comment period. Enclosed letters include Department of Toxic Substances 
Control and Department of Conservation, both of which are addressed separately 
(Comment Letters 4 and 5, respectively).  
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COUNTY AGENCIES 
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