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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.  

 



 
 

Yucca Valley General Plan Update Final EIR Town of Yucca Valley • Page 2-1 

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 
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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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Chapter 3, Project Description, Table 3-3, Proposed Town of Yucca Valley General Plan Policies and 
Implementation Actions, pages 3-32 through 3-40 have been revised to reflect minor changes to the wording of 
Policy OSC 1-3, new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation Actions OSC 
23 through 46, and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33.  

 

Table 3-3   
Proposed Town of Yucca Valley General Plan Policies and Implementation Actions 

Number Policy/Implementation Action 
Policy OSC 1-3 Support the Mojave Desert Land Trust in their efforts Collaborate with appropriate 

agencies and organizations to preserve open space resources within the Morongo 
Basin. 

OSC 23 Coordinate with other agencies in the Morongo Basin to evaluate the possibility of 
developing a Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP). Discussions could include the benefits 
and constraints of a local HCP, identification of interested agencies, potential funding 
mechanisms, and a general outline of the process to develop a plan. 

OSC23 24  Continue to support the Hi-Desert Water District’s groundwater recharge program, 
while protecting recharge sites from potential impacts of proposed development. 

OSC 24 25 Track data collected by HDWD’s groundwater quality data monitoring program. 

OSC 25 26 Continue to work with HDWD in the pursuit of outside financial resources to reduce 
the costs to property owners for wastewater system implementation. 

OSC 26 27  Update water efficient-landscape guidelines, which address the use of drought-
tolerant plant materials and irrigation standards in the Development Code in 
accordance with State law. 

OSC 27 28 Provide development standards and guidelines for the construction of on-site storm 
water retention facilities that are consistent with community design standards and 
local and regional drainage plans. 
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Table 3-3   
Proposed Town of Yucca Valley General Plan Policies and Implementation Actions 

Number Policy/Implementation Action 
OSC 28 29 In cooperation with local historical associations, the Town shall periodically review the 

historical and archaeological resources of the area for possible application for status as 
a historical landmark or inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. 

OSC 29 30 Maintain an inventory of archeological and paleontological resources. 

OSC 30 31 Maintain information, including mapping that identifies specific locations of sensitive 
cultural resources, in a confidential manner, and access to such information shall be 
provided only to those with appropriate professionals and organizations. 

OSC 31 32 Review projects to ensure compliance with SB 18 (traditional tribal cultural places) 
requirements. 

OSC 32 33 Evaluate the benefits and constraints of pursuing official designation of SR 247 
and/orSR-62 as scenic highways and consider enacting a Corridor Protection Program. 
The program could:  
a) Mitigate activities within the corridor that detract from its scenic quality by 

requiring proper siting, landscaping or screening. 
b) Prohibit billboards so that they do not detract from scenic views.  
c) Make development more compatible with the environment and in harmony with 

the surroundings. 
d) Regulate grading to prevent erosion and cause minimal alteration of existing 

contours. 
OSC 33 34 Develop a Hillside Ordinance that establishes standards and regulations which 

implement measures in the following areas, at a minimum: 
a) Requires structures in areas with slopes ranging from 15% to less than 30%, to 

conform to the natural topography and natural grade by using appropriate 
techniques, including stepped or split-level foundations, stem walls, stacking, and 
clustering. Walls shall be as natural appearing as possible. Conventional grading 
may be considered for limited portions of a project when its plan includes special 
design features, extensive open space, or significant use of greenbelts. 

b) Restricts development on slopes 31% to less than 40% to sites where it can be 
demonstrated that safety will be maximized while environmental and aesthetic 
impacts will be minimized. Use of large parcels, variable setbacks, and variable 
building structural techniques (e.g., stepped foundations) shall be expected. Extra 
erosion control measures may be included as conditions of approval. 

c) Prohibits pad grading in slopes 41% or greater.  
OSC 34 35 In conjunction with the hillside development regulations, establish and maintain 

maps that identify those hillsides and associated areas subject to the regulations.  

OSC 35 36 Consider establishing a density bonus program, providing density incentives for those 
projects which minimize and eliminate impacts to hillsides and ridgelines. 

OSC 36 37 Participate in the regional energy management and conservation efforts and 
encourage the expanded use of energy efficient and alternative fuels, buses with bike 
racks, and other system improvements including infrastructure for alternative energy 
vehicles that enhance overall energy efficiency and conservation. 
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Table 3-3   
Proposed Town of Yucca Valley General Plan Policies and Implementation Actions 

Number Policy/Implementation Action 
OSC 37 38 Coordinate with the County to review land use applications proposing to develop 

solar or windfarms to protect view sheds and scenic resources of the community. 

OSC 38 39 Continue the Town’s efforts on community participation in reducing, reusing, and 
recycling household and business waste. 

OSC 39 40 Provide informational materials and non-Town incentive program information to 
residents regarding available alternative energy and energy efficiency programs and 
rebates. 

OSC 40 41 Evaluate the Town’s ability to create a program to waive or reduce the permit fees on 
solar installation projects and promote state, federal, and private rebate programs.  

OSC 41 42 Amend the Development Code to identify land use sources of toxic air contaminants 
and adopt standards for the regulation of location and protection of sensitive 
receptors from excessive and hazardous emissions. 

OSC 42 43 Actively promote and pursue expansion of an air quality monitoring station within 
Yucca Valley that monitors all criteria pollutants (O3, NOx, SOx, CO, and PM2.5 and 
PM10). 

OSC 43 44 Continue to proactively work with the MDAQMD in conjunction with other local and 
regional agencies in the development and application of air quality regulations. 

OSC 44 45 Require all projects that have the potential to generate significant levels of air 
pollution to provide detailed impact analyses and design mitigation that incorporates 
the most advanced technological methods available. Prior to the issuance of 
construction permits, the Town shall review and determine the effectiveness of 
proposed mitigation measures and set additional measures as needed. 

OSC 45 46 Establish a goal for solar installations on new and existing homes as well as new 
commercial/industrial development to be achieved before 2020. 

OSC 46 47 Pursue partnerships with other governmental entities and with private companies and 
Southern California Edison to establish incentive programs for renewable energy. 

 

Section 5.1, Aesthetics, page 5.1-13 has been revised to reflect minor changes to the wording of Policy OSC 1-3, 
new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation Actions OSC 23 through 46, 
and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33. 

Policies and actions in the proposed General Plan Update give substantial consideration to the preservation of 
scenic vistas and resources (see Land Use Element Policies LU 1-5 and LU 2-19 and Action LU 4, and Open Space 
and Conservation Policies OSC 1-2, OSC 1-5, OSC 1-6, OSC 4-3, OSC 8-2 through OSC 8-8 and Actions OSC 1, OSC 
16, OSC 18, OSC 3233, OSC 3334, and OSC 3435, listed below in Section 5.1.4, Relevant General Plan Policies and 
Implementation Actions)... 
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Section 5.1, Aesthetics, page 5.1-20 has been revised to reflect minor changes to the wording of Policy OSC 1-3, 
new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation Actions OSC 23 through 46, 
and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33. 

OSC 3233 Evaluate the benefits and constraints of pursuing official designation of SR 247 and/or SR-
62 as scenic highways and enact consider enacting a Corridor Protection Program. The 
program could: 

a) Mitigate activities within the corridor that detract from its scenic quality by requiring 
proper siting, landscaping or screening. 

b) Prohibit billboards so that they do not detract from scenic views.  

c) Make development more compatible with the environment and in harmony with the 
surroundings. 

d) Regulate grading to prevent erosion and cause minimal alteration of existing 
contours. 

OSS 33 34 Develop a Hillside Ordinance that establishes standards and regulations which implement 
measures in the following areas, at a minimum: 

a) Requires structures in areas with slopes ranging from 15% to less than 30%, to 
conform to the natural topography and natural grade by using appropriate 
techniques, including stepped or split-level foundations, stem walls, stacking, and 
clustering. Walls shall be as natural appearing as possible. Conventional grading may 
be considered for limited portions of a project when its plan includes special design 
features, extensive open space, or significant use of greenbelts. 

b) Restricts development on slopes 31% to less than 40% to sites where it can be 
demonstrated that safety will be maximized while environmental and aesthetic 
impacts will be minimized. Use of large parcels, variable setbacks, and variable 
building structural techniques (e.g., stepped foundations) shall be expected. Extra 
erosion control measures may be included as conditions of approval. 

c) Prohibits pad grading in slopes 41% or greater. 

OSC 34 35 In conjunction with the hillside development regulations, establish and maintain maps 
that identify those hillsides and associated areas subject to the regulations. 

OSC 35 36 Consider establishing a density bonus program, providing density incentives for those 
projects which minimize and eliminate impacts to hillsides and ridgelines. 
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Section 5.2, Air Quality, page 5.2-18 has been revised to reflect minor changes to the wording of Policy OSC 1-3, 
new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation Actions OSC 23 through 46, 
and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33. 

OSC 41 42 Amend the Development Code to identify land use sources of toxic air contaminants and 
adopt standards for the regulation of location and protection of sensitive receptors from 
excessive and hazardous emissions. 

OSC 44 45 Require all projects that have the potential to generate significant levels of air pollution to 
provide detailed impact analyses and design mitigation that incorporates the most advanced 
technological methods available. Prior to the issuance of construction permits, the Town shall 
review and determine the effectiveness of proposed mitigation measures and set additional 
measures as needed. 

Section 5.2, Air Quality, page 5.2-19 has been revised to reflect minor changes to the wording of Policy OSC 1-3, 
new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation Actions OSC 23 through 46, 
and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33. 

OSC 41 42 Amend the Development Code to identify land use sources of toxic air contaminants and 
adopt standards for the regulation of location and protection of sensitive receptors from 
excessive and hazardous emissions. 

Section 5.2, Air Quality, page 5.2-22 has been revised to reflect minor changes to the wording of Policy OSC 1-3, 
new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation Actions OSC 23 through 46, 
and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33. 

OSC 26  27  Update water efficient-landscape guidelines, which address the use of drought-tolerant 
plant materials and irrigation standards in the Development Code in accordance with State 
law. 

OSC 36 37 Participate in the regional energy management and conservation efforts and encourage 
the expanded use of energy efficient and alternative fuels, buses with bike racks, and other 
system improvements including infrastructure for alternative energy vehicles that enhance 
overall energy efficiency and conservation. 

OSC 37 38 Coordinate with the County to review land use applications proposing to develop solar or 
windfarms to protect view sheds and scenic resources of the community. 

OSC 38 39 Continue the Town’s efforts on community participation in reducing, reusing, and 
recycling household and business waste. 

OSC 39 40 Provide informational materials and non-Town incentive program information to residents 
regarding available alternative energy and energy efficiency programs and rebates. 

OSC 40 41 Evaluate the Town’s ability to create a program to waive or reduce the permit fees on solar 
installation projects and promote state, federal, and private rebate programs.  
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OSC 41 42 Amend the Development Code to identify land use sources of toxic air contaminants and 
adopt standards for the regulation of location and protection of sensitive receptors from 
excessive and hazardous emissions. 

OSC 42 43 Actively promote and pursue expansion of an air quality monitoring station within Yucca 
Valley that monitors all criteria pollutants (O3, NOx, SOx, CO, and PM2.5 and PM10). 

OSC 43 44 Continue to proactively work with the MDAQMD in conjunction with other local and 
regional agencies in the development and application of air quality regulations. 

OSC 44 45 Require all projects that have the potential to generate significant levels of air pollution to 
provide detailed impact analyses and design mitigation that incorporates the most 
advanced technological methods available. Prior to the issuance of construction permits, 
the Town shall review and determine the effectiveness of proposed mitigation measures 
and set additional measures as needed. 

OSC 45 46 Establish a goal for solar installations on new and existing homes as well as new 
commercial/industrial development to be achieved before 2020. 

OSC 46 47 Pursue partnerships with other governmental entities and with private companies and 
Southern California Edison to establish incentive programs for renewable energy. 

Section 5.3, Biological Resources, page 5.3-40 has been revised to reflect minor changes to the wording of Policy 
OSC 1-3, new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation Actions OSC 23 
through 46, and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33. 

OSC 23 Coordinate with other agencies in the Morongo Basin to evaluate the possibility of developing 
a Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP). Discussions could include the benefits and constraints of a 
local HCP, identification of interested agencies, potential funding mechanisms, and a general 
outline of the process to develop a plan. 

Section 5.3, Biological Resources, page 5.3-42 through 5.3-43 have been revised to reflect minor changes to the 
wording of Policy OSC 1-3, new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation 
Actions OSC 23 through 46, and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33. 

OSC 15, OSC-16, and OSC-22, and OSC 23, presented above under Impact 5.3-1 

Section 5.3, Biological Resources, page 5.3-42 has been revised to reflect minor changes to the wording of Policy 
OSC 1-3, new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation Actions OSC 23 
through 46, and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33. 

Buildout of the General Plan Update would develop approximately 16,275 acres of currently vacant land and 
would remove vegetation that could be used for nesting by migratory birds. General Plan Open Space and 
Conservation Element implementation actions OSC 1, OSC 15, OSC 16, OSC 20, OSC 21, and OSC 22, and OSC 23, 
presented above under Impacts 5.3-1 and 5.3-2, would reduce impacts to migratory birds. 
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Section 5.3, Biological Resources, page 5.3-42 has been revised to reflect minor changes to the wording of Policy 
OSC 1-3, new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation Actions OSC 23 
through 46, and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33.. 

General Plan Open Space and Conservation Element implementation actions OSC 1, OSC 15, OSC 16, OSC 20, 
OSC 21, and OSC 22, and OSC 23, would reduce impacts to these plants. 

Section 5.3, Biological Resources, page 5.3-43 has been revised to reflect minor changes to the wording of Policy 
OSC 1-3, new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation Actions OSC 23 
through 46, and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33.. 

General Plan Open Space and Conservation Element implementation actions OSC 1, OSC 10, OSC 15, OSC 16, 
OSC 20, OSC 21, and OSC 22, and OSC 23, presented above under Impacts 5.3-1, 5.3-2, and 5.3-5, would reduce 
impacts to biological resources in OSRAs. However, impacts to these open space conservation areas are 
considered potentially significant in the absence of mitigation. 

Section 5.3, Biological Resources, page 5.3-43 has been revised to reflect minor changes to the wording of Policy 
OSC 1-3, new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation Actions OSC 23 
through 46, and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33. 

Policy OSC 1-3 Support the Mojave Desert Land Trust in their efforts Collaborate with appropriate agencies 
and organizations to preserve open space resources within the Morongo Basin. 

Section 5.3, Biological Resources, page 5.3-46 has been revised to reflect minor changes to the wording of Policy 
OSC 1-3, new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation Actions OSC 23 
through 46, and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33. 

OSC 23 Coordinate with other agencies in the Morongo Basin to evaluate the possibility of 
developing a Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP). Discussions could include the benefits and 
constraints of a local HCP, identification of interested agencies, potential funding 
mechanisms, and a general outline of the process to develop a plan. 

Section 5.4, Cultural Resources, page 5.4-14 has been revised to reflect minor changes to the wording of Policy 
OSC 1-3, new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation Actions OSC 23 
through 46, and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33. 

OSC 28 29 In cooperation with local historical associations, the Town shall periodically review the 
historical and archaeological resources of the area for possible application for status as a 
historical landmark or inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. 

OSC 29 30 Maintain an inventory of archeological and paleontological resources. 

OSC 30 31 Maintain information, including mapping that identifies specific locations of sensitive cultural 
resources, in a confidential manner, and access to such information shall be provided only to 
those with appropriate professionals and organizations. 

OSC 31 32 Review projects to ensure compliance with SB 18 (traditional tribal cultural places) 
requirements. 
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Section 5.6, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, page 5.6-23 has been revised to reflect minor changes to the wording of 
Policy OSC 1-3, new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation Actions OSC 
23 through 46, and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33. 

OSC 26 27 Update water efficient-landscape guidelines, which address the use of drought-tolerant 
plant materials and irrigation standards in the Development Code in accordance with State 
law. 

OSC 36 37 Participate in the regional energy management and conservation efforts and encourage 
the expanded use of energy efficient and alternative fuels, buses with bike racks, and other 
system improvements including infrastructure for alternative energy vehicles that enhance 
overall energy efficiency and conservation. 

OSC 37 38 Coordinate with the County to review land use applications proposing to develop solar or 
windfarms to protect view sheds and scenic resources of the community. 

OSC 38 39 Continue the Town’s efforts on community participation in reducing, reusing, and 
recycling household and business waste. 

OSC 39 40 Provide informational materials and non-Town incentive program information to residents 
regarding available alternative energy and energy efficiency programs and rebates. 

OSC 40 41 Evaluate the Town’s ability to create a program to waive or reduce the permit fees on solar 
installation projects and promote state, federal, and private rebate programs.  

OSC 41 42 Amend the Development Code to identify land use sources of toxic air contaminants and 
adopt standards for the regulation of location and protection of sensitive receptors from 
excessive and hazardous emissions. 

OSC 43 44 Continue to proactively work with the MDAQMD in conjunction with other local and 
regional agencies in the development and application of air quality regulations. 

OSC 44 45 Require all projects that have the potential to generate significant levels of air pollution to 
provide detailed impact analyses and design mitigation that incorporates the most 
advanced technological methods available. Prior to the issuance of construction permits, 
the Town shall review and determine the effectiveness of proposed mitigation measures 
and set additional measures as needed. 

OSC 45 46 Establish a goal for solar installations on new and existing homes as well as new 
commercial/industrial development to be achieved before 2020. 

OSC 46 47 Pursue partnerships with other governmental entities and with private companies and 
Southern California Edison to establish incentive programs for renewable energy. 
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Section 5.6, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, page 5.6-28 has been revised to reflect minor changes to the wording of 
Policy OSC 1-3, new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation Actions OSC 
23 through 46, and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33. 

Policy OSC 26 27  Update water efficient-landscape guidelines, which address the use of drought-tolerant 
plant materials and irrigation standards in the Development Code in accordance with State 
law. 

Policy OSC 9-9 Promote building design and construction that integrates alternative energy systems, 
including but not limited to solar, thermal, photovoltaics and other clean energy systems. 

Policy OSC 40 41 Evaluate the Town’s ability to create a program to waive or reduce the permit fees on solar 
installation projects and promote state, federal, and private rebate programs. 

Policy OSC 45 46 Establish a goal for solar installations on new and existing homes as well as new 
commercial/industrial development to be achieved before 2020. 

Policy OSC 46 47 Pursue partnerships with other governmental entities and with private companies and 
Southern California Edison to establish incentive programs for renewable energy. 

Section 5.8, Hydrology and Water Quality, page 5.8-30 has been revised to reflect minor changes to the wording 
of Policy OSC 1-3, new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation Actions 
OSC 23 through 46, and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33. 

OSC 23 24  Continue to support the Hi-Desert Water District’s groundwater recharge program, while 
protecting recharge sites from potential impacts of proposed development. 

OSC 24 25 Track data collected by HDWD’s groundwater quality data monitoring program. 

OSC 25 26 Continue to work with HDWD in the pursuit of outside financial resources to reduce the 
costs to property owners for wastewater system implementation. 

OSC 26 27  Update water efficient-landscape guidelines, which address the use of drought-tolerant 
plant materials and irrigation standards in the Development Code in accordance with State 
law. 

OSC 27 28 Provide development standards and guidelines for the construction of on-site storm water 
retention facilities that are consistent with community design standards and local and 
regional drainage plans. 



 
3. Revisions to the Draft EIR 
 

Page 3-12 • The Planning Center|DC&E January 2014 

Section 5.9, Land Use and Planning, Table 5.9-1, SCAG’s 2012-2035 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable 
Communities Strategy Goals Consistency Analysis, page 5.9-11 has been revised to reflect minor changes to the 
wording of Policy OSC 1-3, new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation 
Actions OSC 23 through 46, and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33. 

 

Table 5.9-1   
SCAG’s 2012–2035 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 

 Goals Consistency Analysis 

Goals Project Compliance 

Sample Related General 
Plan Update Policies  and 
Implementation Actions  

RTP/SCS G6: Protect the environment 
and health of our residents by 
improving air quality and encouraging 
active transportation (non-motorized 
transportation, such as bicycling and 
walking). 

Consistent: The reduction of energy 
use, improvement of air quality, and 
promotion of more environmentally 
sustainable development would be 
encouraged through the 
development of alternative 
transportation methods, green design 
techniques for buildings, and other 
energy-reducing techniques. For 
example, individual development 
projects within the Town are required 
to comply with the provisions of the 
2008 Building and Energy Efficiency 
Standards and the 2010 Green 
Building Standards Code (CALGreen). 
Compliance with these provisions and 
others would be ensured through the 
Town’s development review and 
building plan check process.  
The Town also strives to maximize the 
protection of the environment and 
improvement of air quality by 
encouraging and improving the use 
of the region’s public transportation 
system (i.e., bus, bicycle) for residents, 
visitors, and workers coming into and 
out of Yucca Valley. The Town is 
served by a number of public transit 
routes provided by Morongo Basin 
Transit Authority. Additionally, as 
shown in Figure 5.14-7, Future Bicycle 
Facilities, many areas of the Town 
would be served by future bicycle 
routes and trails.  
 
Further, the close proximity of 

Policies 
H2-1, H2-5, LU 2-4, OSC 1-5, 
OSC 3-1, OSC 3-2, OSC 9-1 
through 9-3, OSDC 9-6 
through 9-19, OSC 10-3, 
OSC 10-4, C 1-7 through C-
1-13  
 
Actions 
OSC 11, OSC 12, OSC 36 37, 
OSC 39 40, OSC 40 41, OSC 
45 46, OSC 46 47, C-5 
through C-13 
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Table 5.9-1   
SCAG’s 2012–2035 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 

 Goals Consistency Analysis 

Goals Project Compliance 

Sample Related General 
Plan Update Policies  and 
Implementation Actions  

existing and future housing units in 
the Town and in surrounding 
communities and region to 
employment, commercial, and mixed 
uses envisioned by the General Plan 
Update would reduce vehicle trips, 
and thereby reduce air quality and 
traffic impacts and greenhouse gas 
emissions. As also outlined in Chapter 
3, Project Description, one of the 
goals of the General Plan Update is to 
adopt and implement a circulation 
network based on mobility demands 
and land use patterns, with a variety 
of mobility options to reduce vehicle 
miles traveled and minimize 
greenhouse gas emissions. 
 
The conservation and open space, 
circulation, and land use elements of 
the General Plan Update contain 
guidance and policies to improve and 
protect the region’s air quality and 
environment and promote energy 
efficiency. 

 

Section 5.9, Land Use and Planning, pages 5.9-19 through 5.19-20 have been revised to reflect minor changes to 
the wording of Policy OSC 1-3, new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of 
Implementation Actions OSC 23 through 46, and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33. 

OSC 36 37 Participate in the regional energy management and conservation efforts and encourage the 
expanded use of energy efficient and alternative fuels, buses with bike racks, and other system 
improvements including infrastructure for alternative energy vehicles that enhance overall 
energy efficiency and conservation. 

OSC 39 40 Provide informational materials and non-Town incentive program information to residents 
regarding available alternative energy and energy efficiency programs and rebates. 

OSC 40 41 Evaluate the Town’s ability to create a program to waive or reduce the permit fees on solar 
installation projects and promote state, federal, and private rebate programs. 
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OSC 45 46 Establish a goal for solar installations on new and existing homes as well as new 
commercial/industrial development to be achieved before 2020. 

OSC 46 47 Pursue partnerships with other governmental entities and with private companies and 
Southern California Edison to establish incentive programs for renewable energy. 

Section 5.11, Population and Housing, page 5.11-16 has been revised to reflect minor changes to the wording of 
Policy OSC 1-3, new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of Implementation Actions OSC 
23 through 46, and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33. 

OSC 35 36 Consider establishing a density bonus program, providing density incentives for those projects 
which minimize and eliminate impacts to hillsides and ridgelines. 

Section 5.15, Utilities and Service Systems pages 5.15-35 through 5.19-36 have been revised to reflect minor 
changes to the wording of Policy OSC 1-3, new Implementation Action OSC 23, revisions to the numbering of 
Implementation Actions OSC 23 through 46, and changes to the wording of Implementation Action OSC 33. 

OSC 23 24  Continue to support the Hi-Desert Water District’s groundwater recharge program, while 
protecting recharge sites from potential impacts of proposed development. 

OSC 24 25 Track data collected by HDWD’s groundwater quality data monitoring program. 

OSC 25 26 Continue to work with HDWD in the pursuit of outside financial resources to reduce the 
costs to property owners for wastewater system implementation. 

OSC 26 27  Update water efficient-landscape guidelines, which address the use of drought-tolerant 
plant materials and irrigation standards in the Development Code in accordance with State 
law. 

OSC 27 28 Provide development standards and guidelines for the construction of on-site storm water 
retention facilities that are consistent with community design standards and local and 
regional drainage plans. 

OSC 36 37 Participate in the regional energy management and conservation efforts and encourage 
the expanded use of energy efficient and alternative fuels, buses with bike racks, and other 
system improvements including infrastructure for alternative energy vehicles that enhance 
overall energy efficiency and conservation. 

OSC 37 38 Coordinate with the County to review land use applications proposing to develop solar or 
windfarms to protect view sheds and scenic resources of the community. 

OSC 38 39 Continue the Town’s efforts on community participation in reducing, reusing, and 
recycling household and business waste. 

OSC 39 40 Provide informational materials and non-Town incentive program information to residents 
regarding available alternative energy and energy efficiency programs and rebates. 

OSC 40 41 Evaluate the Town’s ability to create a program to waive or reduce the permit fees on solar 
installation projects and promote state, federal, and private rebate programs. 
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OSC 45 46 Establish a goal for solar installations on new and existing homes as well as new 
commercial/industrial development to be achieved before 2020. 

OSC 46 47 Pursue partnerships with other governmental entities and with private companies and 
Southern California Edison to establish incentive programs for renewable energy. 

Since preparation of the EIR, the open space acreage has been adjusted to reflect the Brehm Park/Boys and Girls 
Club parcels. This open space area was counted as “Other Open Space” but considered residential buildout on 
these parcels. These three acres are now identified as open space recreation rather than residential. The Land 
Use Plan has been updated to reflect a reduced residential buildout by three dwelling units and reduced the 
population by six people. This minor change represents less than a 0.001% decrease in residential units and 
population. Consequently, impacts of the Yucca Valley General Plan Update identified in the EIR are not affected 
by this minor change to the Land Use Plan statistical summary. No changes to the EIR are warranted. 
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