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1. Introduction 

1.1 INTRODUCTION 

This Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) has been prepared in accordance with the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as amended (Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.) and CEQA 
Guidelines (California Administrative Code Section 15000 et seq.). 

According to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15132, the FEIR shall consist of: 

(a) The Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) or a revision of the Draft; 

(b) Comments and recommendations received on the DEIR either verbatim or in summary; 

(c) A list of persons, organizations, and public agencies comments on the DEIR; 

(d) The responses of the Lead Agency to significant environmental points raised in the review and 
consultation process; and 

(e) Any other information added by the Lead Agency. 

This document contains responses to comments received on the DEIR for the Yucca Valley General Plan during 
the public review period, which began August 28, 2013, and closed on October 14, 2013. This document has 
been prepared in accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines and represents the independent judgment of 
the Lead Agency. This document and the circulated DEIR comprise the FEIR, in accordance with CEQA 
Guidelines, Section 15132. 

1.2 FORMAT OF THE FEIR 

This document is organized as follows:  

Section 1, Introduction. This section describes CEQA requirements and content of this FEIR.  

Section 2, Response to Comments. This section provides a list of agencies and interested persons commenting 
on the DEIR; copies of comment letters received during the public review period, and individual responses to 
written comments. To facilitate review of the responses, each comment letter has been reproduced and 
assigned a number (A-1 through A-4 for letters received from agencies and organizations). Individual comments 
have been numbered for each letter and the letter is followed by responses with references to the 
corresponding comment number.  

Section 3. Revisions to the Draft EIR. This section contains revisions to the DEIR text and figures as a result of the 
comments received by agencies and interested persons as described in Section 2, and/or errors and omissions 
discovered subsequent to release of the DEIR for public review.  

The responses to comments contain material and revisions that will be added to the text of the FEIR. The Town 
of Yucca Valley staff has reviewed this material and determined that none of this material constitutes the type of 
significant new information that requires recirculation of the DEIR for further public comment under CEQA 
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Guidelines Section 15088.5. None of this new material indicates that the project will result in a significant new 
environmental impact not previously disclosed in the DEIR. Additionally, none of this material indicates that 
there would be a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified environmental impact that will not 
be mitigated, or that there would be any of the other circumstances requiring recirculation described in Section 
15088.5. 

1.3 CEQA REQUIREMENTS REGARDING COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 (a) outlines parameters for submitting comments, and reminds persons and 
public agencies that the focus of review and comment of DEIRs should be “on the sufficiency of the document in 
identifying and analyzing possible impacts on the environment and ways in which significant effects of the 
project might be avoided or mitigated. Comments are most helpful when they suggest additional specific 
alternatives or mitigation measures that would provide better ways to avoid or mitigate the significant 
environmental effects. At the same time, reviewers should be aware that the adequacy of an EIR is determined in 
terms of what is reasonably feasible. …CEQA does not require a lead agency to conduct every test or perform all 
research, study, and experimentation recommended or demanded by commenters. When responding to 
comments, lead agencies need only respond to significant environmental issues and do not need to provide all 
information requested by reviewers, as long as a good faith effort at full disclosure is made in the EIR.”  

CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 (c) further 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 not 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.” 

In accordance with CEQA, Public Resources Code Section 21092.5, copies of the written responses to public 
agencies will be forwarded to those agencies at least 10 days prior to certifying the environmental impact report. 
The responses will be forwarded with copies of this FEIR, as permitted by CEQA, and will conform to the legal 
standards established for response to comments on DEIRs.  
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2. Response to Comments 

Section 15088 of the CEQA Guidelines requires the Lead Agency (Town of Yucca Valley) to evaluate comments 
on environmental issues received from public agencies and interested parties who reviewed the DEIR and 
prepare written responses. 

This section provides all written responses received on the DEIR and the Town of Yucca Valley’s responses to 
each comment.  

Comment letters and specific comments are given letters and numbers for reference purposes. Where sections 
of the DEIR are excerpted in this document, the sections are shown indented. Changes to the DEIR text are 
shown in underlined text for additions and strikeout for deletions. 

The following is a list of agencies and persons that submitted comments on the DEIR during the public review 
period. 

 
Number 

Reference Commenting Person/Agency 
Date of 

Comment 
Page 
No. 

Agencies & Organizations 
A1 Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, Office of Planning and Research  10/15/13 2-3 
A2 Alan De Salvio, Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District 09/04/13 2-9 
A3 Sonia Pierce, Marstel-Day, LLC 09/27/13 2-13 
A4 Dave Singleton, Native American Heritage Commission 09/20/13 2-17 
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LETTER A1 – State Clearinghouse (3 pages) 
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A1. Response to Comments from Scott Morgan, Director, State Clearinghouse, Governor’s Office of 
Planning and Research, dated October 15, 2013. 

A1-1 The comment states that the Town of Yucca Valley has complied with State Clearinghouse 
requirements for public review of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed 
project.  

A1-2 The comment is the listing of the Draft EIR in the State Clearinghouse data base. No response is 
needed. 
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LETTER A2 –Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District (1 page) 
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A2. Response to Comments Alan De Salvio, Supervising Air Quality Engineer, Mojave Desert Air 
Quality Management District, dated September 4, 2013. 

A2-1 Table 5.2-2 has been updated in the Final EIR to reflect the Mojave Desert Air Basin (MDAB) is 
designated by the State as “Moderate” attainment for ozone (see Chapter 3, Revisions to the 
DEIR). 

A2-2 Table 5.2-2 has been updated in the Final EIR to reflect the federal one-hour ozone standard is 
“Revoked” (see Chapter 3, Revisions to the DEIR). 

A2-3 The Town’s General Plan Policies and Implementation Actions would reduce air quality impacts 
from buildout of the Town’s land use plan to the extent feasible. 

A2-4 The Town’s General Plan includes Policies and Implementation Actions to ensure that as the 
Town grows, new development will be encouraged to provide paved roadways. Policy C1-20 
requires that new development that will have roadways that serve 500 or more daily trips per 
day pave these roads unless it is considered infeasible (there is no funding for the 
improvement, or when the majority of the residents on that facility desire it to be unpaved). In 
these circumstances, Policy C1-21 and Implementation Action C120 requires the application of 
non-toxic soil binders for roadways where traffic volumes exceed 500 trips per day. With 
implementation of these General Plan Policies and Implementation Actions, creation of new 
unpaved roads and fugitive dust emissions from travel on unpaved roadways within the Town 
would be minimized.   
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LETTER A3– Marstel-Day, LLC (1 page) 
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A3. Response to Comments from Sonia Pierce, Planner, Marstel-Day, LLC, dated September 27, 2013. 

A3-1 The Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR), Appendix B, is a compilation of comments 
received on the Initial Study/Notice of Preparation for the Yucca Valley General Plan. Chapter 1, 
Executive Summary, of the Draft EIR contains a Table with a summary of the comments in 
Appendix B and the location within the EIR that the comment was addressed (see Table ES-2, 
Notice of Preparation Comment Summary, on page 1-19). 

A3-2 Policy N1-21 has been updated in the Final EIR to reflect the revised language in the General 
Plan Noise Element (see Chapter 3, Revisions to the DEIR). 

A3-3 The comment regarding the typo within the General Plan is not a comment on the EIR and will 
be addressed within the final draft of General Plan. 
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LETTER A4 –Native American Heritage Commission (3 pages) 
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A4. Response to Comments from Dave Singleton, Program Analyst, Native American Heritage 
Commission, dated September 20, 2013. 

A4-1 The Town of Yucca Valley has complied with the requirements and recommendations 
regarding Native American cultural resources set forth in the Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC) comment letter.  

A Sacred Land File search was requested from the NAHC on December 2, 2011. On December 5, 
2011, the NAHC replied that there were no known Native American cultural resources within 
the Study area and included a list of tribes of individual to contact for further information. 
Letters requesting information on any cultural heritage sites and containing maps and study 
information were sent on December 7, 2011, to the 12 Native American contacts. After no 
responses were received, follow-up e-mails were sent and phone calls were placed to the 
Native America contacts on December 28, 2011, and again on January 5, 2012. No responses 
were received from the 12 Native American individuals or organizations.  

 A Tribal Consultation List Request was sent to the NAHC in November 2012. Consultation 
requests were sent to all tribes identified by the NAHC List on November 21, 2012. Requests 
were sent to the Serrano Nation of Mission Indians, the Fort Mojave Indian Tribe, the San 
Manuel Band of Mission Indians, the Chemehuevi Reservation, the Colorado River Indian Tribe, 
the Ramona Band of Cahuilla Mission Indians, the Morongo Band of Mission Indians, and the 
Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians. No consultation requests were received by the 
Town.  

The Draft EIR Mitigation Measures 4-1 through 4-3 requires cultural resource monitoring for 
ground disturbing activities and outlines procedures in the event of cultural resource 
discoveries. The applicants for future development project are required to comply with 
regulatory requirements in the event of a discovery of human remains. Implementation of the 
recommended mitigation measures and compliance with regulatory requirements would 
reduce the potential impacts to cultural resources to less than significant. 
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3. Revisions to the Draft EIR 

3.1 INTRODUCTION 

This section contains revisions to the DEIR based upon (1) additional or revised information required to prepare a 
response to a specific comment; (2) applicable updated information that was not available at the time of DEIR 
publication; and/or (3) typographical errors. This section also includes additional mitigation measures to fully 
respond to commenter concerns as well as provide additional clarification to mitigation requirements included 
in the DEIR. The provision of these additional mitigation measures does not alter any impact significance 
conclusions as disclosed in the DEIR. Changes made to the DEIR are identified here in strikeout text to indicate 
deletions and in underlined text to signify additions. 

3.2 DEIR REVISIONS IN RESPONSE TO WRITTEN COMMENTS 

The following text has been revised in response to comments received on the DEIR. 

Page 5.2-7, Section 5.2, Air Quality, Table 5.2-2, Attainment Status of Criteria Pollutants in the Mojave Desert Air 
Basin. The table has been revised in response to Comments A2-1 and A2-2 from the Mojave Desert Air Quality 
Management District. 

 

Table 5.2-2   
Attainment Status of Criteria Pollutants in the Mojave Desert Air Basin 

Pollutant State Federal 
Ozone – 1-hour1 Nonattainment (Severe 17 Moderate) No Federal Standard Revoked 

Ozone – 8-hour1 Nonattainment (Severe 17 Moderate) Nonattainment (Severe 17) 
PM10 Nonattainment Nonattainment 
PM2.5 Nonattainment Unclassified/Attainment 
CO Attainment Attainment 
NO2 Attainment/Unclassified Attainment/Unclassified 

SO2 Attainment/Unclassified Attainment/Unclassified 
Lead Attainment Attainment 

All others Attainment/Unclassified Attainment/Unclassified 
Source: CARB 2013a. 
1 Because the Western Mojave Desert Planning Area will not attain the 8-hour ozone standard by 2010 (Moderate), MDAQMD has requested redesignation to a Severe-17 

nonattainment area, requiring attainment of the federal 8-hour ozone standard 2021 deadline. 

 

Page 5.10-32, Section 5.10, Noise. Policy N1-21 has been revised be consistent with the updated Policy N1-21 in 
of the General Plan in response to Comments A3-1 from Marstel-Day, LLC. 

Policy N 1-21 Encourage military airport operators, to the extent possible, to monitor aircraft noise and 
implement noise-reducing measures, especially in areas under military flight paths. 
Consult with the Marine Corps Air Ground Combat Center on solutions to noise complaints 



 
3. Revisions to the Draft EIR 
 

Page 3-2 • The Planning Center|DC&E November 2013 

that are sensitive to the residents of the Town and do not impede the mission of the 
Marine Corps Base. 

Page 1-16, Chapter 1, Executive Summary, has been revised to include a summary of the construction noise 
impact that was identified as significant and unavoidable in the Executive Summary and Section 5.10, Noise.  

• Impact 5.10-6. Implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in construction of new 
residential, commercial, and industrial uses throughout the planning area. Two types of short-term 
noise impacts could occur during construction. First, the transport of workers and movement of 
materials to and from the site could incrementally increase noise levels along local access roads. The 
second type of short-term noise impact is related to demolition, site preparation, grading, and/or 
physical construction. Draft General Plan policies require construction noise to remain within 
acceptable noise limits and protect existing areas with acceptable noise environments. Implementation 
of the Yucca Valley General Plan policy N 1-18 would reduce construction noise by enforcing the limits 
on nonemergency construction hours to the less sensitive hours of the day. Development projects 
would be subject to environmental review, and specific mitigation measures would be implemented to 
reduce noise impacts during construction. Even with compliance with the Development Code 
standards related to construction and implementation of General Plan policy N 1-18, construction noise 
as it related to implementation of the General Plan would result in a potentially significant noise impact. 
Mitigation Measure 10-1 would reduce construction noise impacts to the extent feasible. However, 
because of distance, source to receiver geometry, and other site conditions that may render 
implementation of mitigation measure infeasible or ineffective for every future project in Town, 
Mitigation Measure 10-1 would not guarantee that construction noise impacts would be reduced to less 
than significant levels. Consequently, construction noise impacts would be significant. 

Page 6-2, Chapter 6, Significant and Unavoidable Adverse Impacts, has been revised to include a summary of the 
construction noise impact that was identified as significant and unavoidable in the Executive Summary and 
Section 5.10, Noise.  

• Impact 5.10-6. Implementation of the Draft General Plan would result in construction of new 
residential, commercial, and industrial uses throughout the planning area. Two types of short-term 
noise impacts could occur during construction. First, the transport of workers and movement of 
materials to and from the site could incrementally increase noise levels along local access roads. The 
second type of short-term noise impact is related to demolition, site preparation, grading, and/or 
physical construction. Draft General Plan policies require construction noise to remain within 
acceptable noise limits and protect existing areas with acceptable noise environments. Implementation 
of the Yucca Valley General Plan policy N 1-18 would reduce construction noise by enforcing the limits 
on nonemergency construction hours to the less sensitive hours of the day. Development projects 
would be subject to environmental review, and specific mitigation measures would be implemented to 
reduce noise impacts during construction. Even with compliance with the Development Code 
standards related to construction and implementation of General Plan policy N 1-18, construction noise 
as it related to implementation of the General Plan would result in a potentially significant noise impact. 
Mitigation Measure 10-1 would reduce construction noise impacts to the extent feasible. However, 
because of distance, source to receiver geometry, and other site conditions that may render 
implementation of mitigation measure infeasible or ineffective for every future project in Town, 
Mitigation Measure 10-1 would not guarantee that construction noise impacts would be reduced to less 
than significant levels. Consequently, construction noise impacts would be significant and unavoidable. 
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