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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 §§ 21000 et seq.) and CEQA 
Guidelines (California Code of  Regulations §§ 15000 et seq.). 

According to the 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 Valley Corridor Specific Plan 
during the public review period, which began October 11, 2016, and closed November 28, 2016. 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-3 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.  
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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. County 
of  San Bernardino 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 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 (County of  San Bernardino) 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 County of  San Bernardino’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 Department of Transportation (Caltrans) November 21, 2016 2-3 
A2 Colton Joint Unified School District November 28, 2016 2-11 
A3 County of San Bernardino Public Works November 28, 2016 2-17 
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LETTER A1 – Department of  Transportation (Caltrans) (4 pages) 
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A1. Response to Comments from Mark Roberts, Office Chief, Intergovernmental Review, 
Community and Regional Planning, California Department of Transportation District 8, 
dated November 22, 2016. 

A1-1 The project description in Paragraph 1 of  the comment is incorrect. As described in 
DEIR Chapter 3, Project Description, Table 3-1, the project description includes the 
permitted development potential identified in the following table: 

Table A1.1 Project Buildout Summary 
 Residential  Nonresidential 

Units Population Square Feet Jobs 
Specific Plan Buildout 1,093 4,073 1,882,428 1,890 
Existing Conditions 525 2,216 975,109 477 
Net Change 568 1,857 907,319 1,413 

 

The second paragraph of  the comment describes the Department of  Transportation 
(Caltrans)’ emphasis on reducing vehicle miles traveled, and Caltrans policies driving that 
emphasis. No further response is necessary. 

A1-2 The County acknowledges that the Specific Plan is an opportunity development, that is, 
it embodies the state’s goals for smart-growth land use and multi-modal transportation 
planning and funding. No further response is necessary. 

A1-3 The County acknowledges the commenters request to increase density to 30 dwelling 
units/acre (du/ac) in MU areas and plan for bus rapid transit. The Specific Plan would 
already permit up to 40 units per acre in the Valley Corridor/Mixed-Use District. With 
respect to the recommendation to increase density to 20 to 30 units per acre in Medium 
High Density areas: Per Table 3-2, the Specific Plan permits up to 24 units per acre in 
the Valley Corridor/Medium High District, with the ability to reach more than 30 units 
per acre with density bonus provisions. 

Additionally, there are six existing bus stops along the corridor, with language in Specific 
Plan Section 3.3.2 and design guidelines in Sections 4.1.2 and 4.5.4 to encourage 
Omnitrans to improve bus service and facilities along the corridor. Omnitrans provides 
public transit services in the San Bernardino Valley. Note that Omnitrans is planning an 
east-west bus rapid transit service, the West Valley Connector, between Fontana and 
Pomona with service scheduled to begin in 2020; the east end of  the route is about one 
mile west of  the project site.1 

With respect to the recommendation to remove floating designation and propose 
locations within the Specific Plan for open space, the County includes standards for on- 

                                                      
1  Omnitrans. 2016, December 1. West Valley Connector Project. http://www.omnitrans.org/news-and-resources/west-valley-
connector/. 
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and off-site open space and parkland per Specific Plan Section 3.4 to ensure all new 
development is accompanied by sufficient open space and parkland. Unfortunately, as 
nearly all of  the land in the Specific Plan is privately owned, the County could not 
identify specific areas for open space without either purchasing the land or imposing a 
taking on privately-owned parcels. 

A1-4 The County acknowledges Caltrans’ support for the project design elements identified in 
the comment. 

A1-5 The County acknowledges Caltrans’ recommendations for pedestrian safety. These 
recommendations are requests for changes to the Specific Plan and do not address the 
adequacy of  the DEIR. However, the County will incorporate striping high-visibility 
crosswalks at all intersections and the remaining recommendations will be considered by 
County staff  and the decision-makers (Planning Commission and Board of  Supervisors) 
when deciding whether to adopt the Specific Plan. 

A1-6 The County acknowledges Caltrans’ recommendations related to bicycles. These 
recommendations are requests for changes to the Specific Plan and do not address the 
adequacy of  the DEIR. During the planning process for preparation of  the Specific 
Plan, Class IV and buffered Class II bike lanes were fully considered and vetted through 
the County of  San Bernardino Department of  Public Works (DPW). DPW determined 
that these bikeway classifications were infeasible for the Specific Plan area. However, the 
Specific Plan will add the recommendation that prospective employers provide bicycle 
commute subsidies, including per-mile subsidies and bike share passes, to increase 
bicycle commuting among employees. 

A1-7 The County acknowledges Caltrans’ recommendations related to transit. These 
recommendations are requests for changes to the Specific Plan and do not address the 
adequacy of  the DEIR. Chapter 3, Development Plan and Standards, of  the Specific Plan 
includes the following proposed transit improvement: the County will encourage 
Omnitrans to provide shaded bus shelters in the Specific Plan area to increase rider 
safety and comfort. See the response to comment A1-3 about planned bus rapid transit 
near the project site. The Specific Plan will add the recommendation that prospective 
employers meet with Omnitrans to provide transit passess or subsidies to resident 
employees. 

A1-8 The County acknowledges the need to coordinate development with Caltrans’ Cedar 
Avenue and I-10 interchange project that will be finished in 2021. 

A1-9 CEQA requires the traffic analysis to consider two scenarios: an existing plus project 
and buildout, which is anticipated for 2035. Both of  these scenarios were analyzed 
Section 5.13, Transportation and Traffic, of  the DEIR. The proposed Specific Plan plans 
for future development but does not include any site specific development at this time. 
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Since future phasing is unknown and would occur as market conditions allow, an 
opening year or interim scenario was not analyzed. 

A1-10 The traffic report prepared for the Specific Plan did not use Synchro. Instead it used 
Vistro, which is also based on HCM metholdogy. However, this is a program level 
planning document, which does not propose site specific development at this time. 
When future development is proposed within the Specific Plan are or at the time an 
encroachment permit is needed from Caltrans (i.e. to synchronize signals, etc.), the 
County or project applicant will submit the appropriate Synchro or Vistro files to 
Caltrans to review. 

A1-11 Proof  of  a Licensed Professional Engineer’s seal is provided in Appendix A of  this 
document. 

A1-12 The comment is a request for responses, addressed by responses A2-1 to A2-11 above. 
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LETTER A2 – Colton Joint Unified School District (1 page) 
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A2. Response to Comments from Owen Chang, Director of Facilities, Planning, and 
Construction, Colton Joint Unified School District (CJUSD), dated November 28, 2016. 

A2-1 The County acknowledges that there are four CJUSD schools within 0.25 miles of  the 
Specific Plan area, including Grimes Elementary, Lewis Elementary, Smith Elementary, 
and Baca Middle School. Note that these schools were identified on Figure 5.11-1, 
Public Facilities Map of  the DEIR. 

 The County also acknowledges CJUSD comment that Grimes Elementary School is the 
closest school to the Specific Plan boundary and is the most likely to be affected by the 
project.  

The phrase “sensitive receptors” is used throughout the document to refer to all 
sensitive uses including residences, schools, hospital facilities, houses of  worship, and 
open space/recreation areas. Individual receptors or land uses are specified in the 
discussion when necessary. The County acknowledges that Grimes Elementary is a 
sensitive receptor. The study area boundaries were not arbitrarily drawn to avoid 
analyzing impacts. 

Air Quality 

For air quality impacts, Section 5.2, Air Quality, on page 5.2-14 of  the DEIR identifies 
the types of  land uses that are sensitive to air pollution. As described in this section, 
sensitive receptors include schools. The air quality analysis is based on the maximum 
exposed receptors to the project site, which are based on a distance of  25 meters (82 
feet). While the air quality analysis doesn’t specifically call out the CJUSD Grimes 
Elementary School, the school is approximately 300 feet to the northeast of  the eastern 
plan boundary, which is farther than the maximum exposed receptor used in the 
screening distanced in Impact 5.2-4 for localized operational phase air quality impacts 
from on-site operations. Therefore, the air quality analysis portrays a conservative 
analysis of  potential air quality impacts of  the project. 

Noise 

Construction noise was fully analyzed in the DEIR. As stated under Impact 5.9-1 
construction of  individual developments would affect noise-sensitive land uses in the 
vicinity of  the project. This includes Grimes Elementary School. 

Operational noise will not exceed the land use noise level standards for Grimes 
Elementary or any other sensitive uses. As stated in the discussion for Impact 5.9-4: 

“The County regulates noise produced by stationary sources (such as air conditioning 
units, landscape maintenance, and loading activities) in Development Code Section 
83.01.080 (Noise). This section is based on receiving land use, protecting noise-sensitive 
uses regardless of  neighboring uses. Noise that exceeds the limitations of  the 
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development code is considered a violation and is punishable by a fine or imprisonment. 
Consequently, with adherence to the development code, stationary-source noise from 
these types of  proposed land uses would not substantially increase the noise 
environment.” 

A2-2 Air Quality 

Impact 5.2-4 in the DEIR evaluates localized construction-related air quality impacts 
and Impact 5.2-5 evaluates localized operational phase air quality impacts of  the project.  

 Construction: SCAQMD does not currently require a health risk assessment (HRA) for 
construction activities because health risk is measured over a lifetime and construction 
of  individual projects are short-term; and therefore the mitigation measure requested by 
the commenter to require future project-level HRAs for this impact was not warranted. 
To address health-based impacts of  construction activities, South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (SCAQMD) requires individual projects subject to CEQA to 
prepare a localized significance threshold (LST) analysis. Impact 5.2-4 discloses that 
under the SCAQMD methodology, a LST analysis can only be conducted at a project-
level. Despite implementation of  Mitigation Measure AQ-1 and AQ-2, which requires 
use of  newer construction equipment that has lower emissions levels and enhanced 
fugitive dust control measures, Impact 5.2-4 was considered significant and unavoidable 
because the scale and phasing of  individual projects within the Specific Plan is not 
known at this programmatic stage. At the request of  the Commenter, a mitigation 
measure has been added to EIR that requires that future projects prepare an air quality 
assessment that quantifies site-specific construction emissions and incorporate measures, 
as needed to achieve the SCAQMD regional and localized significance thresholds, as 
follows: 

AQ-4 Prior to issuance of  any construction permitsPlanning approval for projects 
within the vicinity of  a sensitive receptor, development project applicants 
shall prepare and submit to the County of  San Bernardino a technical 
assessment evaluating potential project construction-related air quality 
impacts. The evaluation shall be prepared in conformance with the South 
Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) methodology in 
assessing regional and localized air quality impacts. If  construction-related 
criteria air pollutants are determined to have the potential to exceed the 
SCAQMD adopted thresholds of  significance, the County of  San 
Bernardino shall require that applicants for new development projects 
incorporate additional mitigation measures to reduce air pollutant emissions 
during construction activities to below these thresholds. These identified 
measures shall be incorporated into appropriate construction documents 
(e.g., construction management plans) submitted to the County. 



V A L L E Y  C O R R I D O R  S P E C I F I C  P L A N  F I N A L  E I R  
C O U N T Y  O F  S A N  B E R N A R D I N O  

2. Response to Comments 

January 2017 Page 2-15 

 Operational Phase: The CJUSD is concerned that the Specific Plan closest to this school is 
proposed for "Valley Corridor Commercial", potentially resulting in greater vehicle trips 
proximate to the Grimes Elementary School. For projects that generate 100 or more 
truck trips per day or more, the California Air Resources Board (CARB) 2005 Air Quality 
and Land Use Handbook recommends a 1,000-foot buffer distance between idling trucks 
and sensitive receptors. Impact 5.2-5 evaluates localized operational phase air quality 
impacts of  the project. As described on page 5.2-23 of  the DEIR, the proposed project 
would permit residential, commercial, and office land uses and would not involve 
warehousing or similar uses where substantial truck idling could occur onsite. Since the 
majority of  health risks in the South Coast Air Basin (SoCAB) are from diesel 
particulate matter (DPM), prohibiting warehousing and other land uses where 
substantial truck idling could occur onsite would ensure that health risks to students and 
staff  at the Grimes Elementary School are minimized because land uses that typically 
generate more than 100 trucks per day would not be permitted. Additionally, stationary 
sources of  emissions that would require a permit from SCAQMD would be required to 
prepare a HRA and achieve the thresholds established by SCAQMD. As identified in 
Impact 5.2-5, project-level localized impacts would be less than significant; and 
therefore, the measure requested by the CJUSD for project-level HRAs is not warranted. 

Noise 

Section 5-9, Noise of  the DEIR fully evaluated noise impacts of  the proposed Specific 
Plan. The DEIR identified significant unavoidable noise impact to off-site sensitive uses. 
Pursuant to the commenters request and to further reduce noise impacts to off-site 
sensitive receptors the following new mitigation measure has been incorporated into the 
EIR:  

N-5 Prior to issuance of  building permits Planning approval for future 
commercial uses within the vicinity of  a sensitive receptor that generate 50 
or more truck trips, the applicant(s)/developer(s) shall submit an acoustical 
study to the County of  San Bernardino that identifies potential noise 
reduction measures to reduce project-generated noise from commercial 
uses at nearby the sensitive receptors (e.g. Grimes Elementary School). 
Measures could include walls commercial and residential uses, relocating 
docking bays, and other stationary sources of  noise (e.g. trash compactors).  
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LETTER A3– San Bernardino County Department of  Public Works (2 pages) 
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A3. Response to Comments from Nidham Aram Alrayes, MSCE, PE, QSD/P, Public Works 
Engineer III, San Bernardino County Department of Public Works, dated November 28, 
2016. 

A3-1 Comment noted. 

A3-2 It is acknowledged that the San Bernardino County Flood Control District is the 
responsible agency for planning, building, and maintaining drainage facilities in 
Bloomington. 

A3-3 It is acknowledged that the San Bernardino County Flood Control District (District) 
would review and approve plans for drainage facility improvements in Bloomington; and 
that the District may require developer(s) to build such improvements as a condition of  
approval for projects approved pursuant to the proposed Specific Plan. 

A3-4 DEIR Section 5.7, Hydrology and Water Quality, Page 2 is hereby revised; added text is 
shown underlined and deleted text is shown in strikeout. 
 
The NPDES has a variety of  measures designed to minimize and reduce pollutant 
discharges. All counties with storm drain systems that serve a population of  
50,000100,000 or more, as well construction sites one acre or more in size, must file for 
and obtain an NPDES permit. Another measure for minimizing and reducing pollutant 
discharges to a publicly owned conveyance or system of  conveyances (including 
roadways, catch basins, curbs, gutters, ditches, man-made channels, and storm drains 
designed or used for collecting and conveying stormwater) is the EPA’s Storm Water 
Phase II I Final Rule. The Phase III Final Rule requires an operator (such as a city) of  a 
regulated small municipal separate storm sewer system (MS4) to develop, implement, 
and enforce a program (e.g., best management practices [BMPs], ordinances, or other 
regulatory mechanisms) to reduce pollutants in post-construction runoff  to the city’s 
storm drain system from new development and redevelopment projects that result in the 
land disturbance of  greater than or equal to one acre. The current MS4 permit for the 
portion of  San Bernardino County in the Santa Ana Watershed, Order No. R8-2010-
0036, was issued by the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board in 2010. The 
San Bernardino County Public Works Department is the local enforcing agency of  the 
MS4 NPDES permit enforces conditions of  the MS4 NPDES permit on development 
and redevelopment projects in the County’s jurisdiction. 

A3-5 Compliance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act regarding protection of  nesting 
migratory birds is addressed on Page 12 of  the Habitat Assessment (Appendix C of  the 
DEIR) and in DEIR Section 5.3, Biological Resources, Page 5.3-12. Impacts to nesting 
birds would be less than significant after compliance with existing law, and no mitigation 
measure is required. The comment does not assert that impacts to nesting birds would 
be significant without mitigation or provide evidence supporting such assertion. 
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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. 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. 

Pages 5.2-29 through 5.2-31, Section 5.2, Air Quality, Section 5.2-7, Mitigation Measures ; Pages 5.5-29 through 
5.5-30, Section 5.5, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Section 5.5.7, Mitigation Measures; Page 1-13 through 1-17, Table 
1-3, Summary of  Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures and Levels of  Significance After Mitigation, Chapter 1,  
Executive Summary; and all references in the DEIR text to the revised mitigation numbering. The following 
mitigation measure is added in response to Comment A2-2, from Owen Chang, Director of  Facilities, 
Planning, and Construction, Colton Joint Unified School District to require that future projects prepare an air 
quality assessment that quantifies site-specific construction emissions and incorporate mitigation measure, as 
needed to achieve the SCAQMD regional and localized significance thresholds. Additionally, the following 
mitigation measure numbering has been revised to reflect the new Mitigation Measure AQ-4. 

AQ-4 Prior to issuance of  any construction permitsPlanning approval for project within the 
vicinity of  a sensitive receptor, development project applicants shall prepare and submit to 
the County of  San Bernardino a technical assessment evaluating potential project 
construction-related air quality impacts. The evaluation shall be prepared in conformance 
with the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) methodology in 
assessing regional and localized air quality impacts. If  construction-related criteria air 
pollutants are determined to have the potential to exceed the SCAQMD adopted thresholds 
of  significance, the County of  San Bernardino shall require that applicants for new 
development projects incorporate additional mitigation measures to reduce air pollutant 
emissions during construction activities to below these thresholds. These identified measures 
shall be incorporated into appropriate construction documents (e.g., construction 
management plans) submitted to the County. 
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AQ-45 Prior to issuance of  a building permit for new development projects within the Valley 
Corridor Specific Plan area, the property owner/developer shall show on the building plans 
that all major appliances (dishwashers, refrigerators, clothes washers, and dryers) to be 
provided/installed are Energy Star appliances. Installation of  Energy Star appliances shall be 
verified by the County prior to issuance of  a certificate of  occupancy. 

Transportation and Motor Vehicles 

AQ-56 Prior to issuance of  building permits for residential development projects within the Valley 
Corridor Specific Plan area, the property owner/developer shall indicate on the building 
plans that the following features have been incorporated into the design of  the building(s). 
Proper installation of  these features shall be verified by the County of  San Bernardino prior 
to issuance of  a certificate of  occupancy.  

 For multifamily dwellings, electric vehicle charging shall be provided as specified in 
Section A4.106.8.2 (Residential Voluntary Measures) of  the CALGreen Code. 

 Bicycle parking shall be provided as specified in Section A4.106.9 (Residential Voluntary 
Measures) of  the CALGreen Code. 

AQ-67 Prior to issuance of  building permits for non-residential development projects within the 
Valley Corridor Specific Plan area, the property owner/developer shall indicate on the 
building plans that the following features have been incorporated into the design of  the 
building(s). Proper installation of  these features shall be verified by the County of  San 
Bernardino prior to issuance of  a certificate of  occupancy.  

 For buildings with more than ten tenant-occupants, changing/shower facilities shall be 
provided as specified in Section A5.106.4.3 (Nonresidential Voluntary Measures) of  the 
CALGreen Code. 

 Preferential parking for low-emitting, fuel-efficient, and carpool/van vehicles shall be 
provided as specified in Section A5.106.5.1 (Nonresidential Voluntary Measures) of  the 
CALGreen Code. 

 Facilities shall be installed to support future electric vehicle charging at each non-
residential building with 30 or more parking spaces. Installation shall be consistent with 
Section A5.106.5.3 (Nonresidential Voluntary Measures) of  the CALGreen Code.  

AQ-78 If  it is determined during project-level environmental review that a light industrial project 
has the potential to emit nuisance odors beyond the property line, an odor management plan 
may be required, subject to County’s regulations. Facilities in the Bloomington Enterprise 
district that have the potential to generate nuisance odors include but are not limited to: 
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1) Paint Booths 
2) Industrial Bakery 
3) Light Manufacturing, 

4) Research and Development 
5) Welding 
6) Urban farming  

If  an odor management plan is determined to be required through CEQA review, the 
County of  San Bernardino shall require the project applicant to submit the plan prior to 
approval to ensure compliance with the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s 
Rule 402, for nuisance odors. If  applicable, the Odor Management Plan shall identify the 
Best Available Control Technologies for Toxics (T-BACTs) that will be utilized to reduce 
potential odors to acceptable levels, including appropriate enforcement mechanisms. 
T-BACTs may include, but are not limited to, scrubbers (e.g., air pollution control devices) at 
the industrial facility. T-BACTs identified in the odor management plan shall be identified as 
mitigation measures in the environmental document and/or incorporated into the site plan. 

Page 5.7-2, Section 5.7, Hydrology and Water Quality. The following typographical corrections are added in 
response to Comment A3-4, from San Bernardino County Department of  Public Works. 

The NPDES has a variety of  measures designed to minimize and reduce pollutant discharges. All counties 
with storm drain systems that serve a population of  50,000100,000 or more, as well construction sites one 
acre or more in size, must file for and obtain an NPDES permit. Another measure for minimizing and 
reducing pollutant discharges to a publicly owned conveyance or system of  conveyances (including roadways, 
catch basins, curbs, gutters, ditches, man-made channels, and storm drains designed or used for collecting and 
conveying stormwater) is the EPA’s Storm Water Phase II I Final Rule. The Phase III Final Rule requires an 
operator (such as a city) of  a regulated small municipal separate storm sewer system (MS4) to develop, 
implement, and enforce a program (e.g., best management practices [BMPs], ordinances, or other regulatory 
mechanisms) to reduce pollutants in post-construction runoff  to the city’s storm drain system from new 
development and redevelopment projects that result in the land disturbance of  greater than or equal to one 
acre. The current MS4 permit for the portion of  San Bernardino County in the Santa Ana Watershed, Order 
No. R8-2010-0036, was issued by the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board in 2010. The San 
Bernardino County Public Works Department is the local enforcing agency of  the MS4 NPDES permit 
enforces conditions of  the MS4 NPDES permit on development and redevelopment projects in the County’s 
jurisdiction. 
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Pages 5.2-20, Section 5.9, Noise, Section 5.9.7, Mitigation Measures; and Page 1-24, Table 1-3, Summary of  
Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures and Levels of  Significance After Mitigation, Chapter 1,  Executive Summary. 
The following mitigation measure is added in response to Comment A2-2, from Owen Chang, Director of  
Facilities, Planning, and Construction, Colton Joint Unified School District to require that future projects 
prepare an acoustical study and include noise reduction measures to reduce impacts to noise-sensitive 
receptors.  

N-5 Prior to issuance of  building permitsPlanning approval for future commercial uses within 
the vicinity of  a sensitive receptor that generate 50 or more truck trips, the 
applicant(s)/developer(s) shall submit an acoustical study to the County of  San Bernardino 
that identifies potential noise reduction measures to reduce project-generated noise from 
commercial uses at the nearby sensitive receptors (e.g. Grimes Elementary School). Measures 
could include walls commercial and residential uses, relocating docking bays, and other 
stationary sources of  noise (e.g. trash compactors). 

Figure 5.14-2, Existing and Proposed Water System, Page 5.14-21, Section 5.14, Utilities and Service Systems. The 
figure overlays were updated for clarity. 
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Figure 5.14-2 - Existing and Proposed Water System
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