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f'.ia Email 

I u II ~l 
0.8 J. 

Richard J\)ral11.. cnior Phnm r 
ity of nlario 

'.' Eas1 ''B" l:rcct 
Onl, rio. · ali forni11 9 1764 

J~nlJlll) I 3 . .. o l 

Re: Drtrfii E1nrirom 1c11tul Impact .Report fm• C.olmw onuncn._--e Ct-nfcr S]wciU . 
Pion (PSP15.-001) • CH o. 201:506l 123 

Dear Mr. A~, Iii: 

llii. letter is uhmitted iii behalf of Labor~ . l11ter:mrtion0l Union or North America. 
I ,oc'lll lJniion .o. 783 and hs m mbers living in and 11ear the Ci.ty ofOntario (colle~-ti ely 
"'LIUNA'' or "'Cornnnculi=ra co11eerning tho Cit of Onturi '· (the' it, Dral1 En'l"ironmerital 
Imp ·t Report 'DEIR') puep1m;d for lhe lony . mmerce Ccriler pe(..i.fic Phm (P PlS-00 I. 
(S H o. 20 5 61023( he "'Prujce-1), 

Aller re~·iewins the DE1R., togelh ·r wilh our team of 0 pc::r1 con ulC:mt , it is t."Vickrn.:e 
lhal the d ·umenl 11tui1 m1mcro11~ ermra and omi · ·ions lhul preclude acCJJ.mtte amily ·i · oftke 
Pmjcci . As a result oflhcsc i rniclcquaci . the DEIR fai Is as an informlltional docmucnt aml fails 
lo impose all foasibfo mi11gatio11 mca ures to miuce the Project's ' mpacts. Conum::ntcrs request 
1ba1 tlic Ci I ' addlrcss 1h.esc shortc..omi ngs in a r · ~cl D IR and re i mfatc the rovi d 
prior to consido..:ri ng ripprov•J for tl1e Proj eel. 

Com1mmters have s11bm.lrtccl expert com11umts from air CiJll(jlity experts oil. Wal.er Air 
Pw1ect:loo Enterprise SWAPE'"). ~ ·ho conclude~ that the DEIR fail~ to ade.qi1atel_ e elunte i:u1d 
mitignte l11e Proj1et..'1.".· 1fr q1mlity impa Is. Fir. t. the DEIR fl ih to di.·close tile input 11111hers 
m,ed for tile i.11aly!.i1rnf1he. Prnjecl s oc,n~1fiLu 1ior1-related ir gual,it_ impacts the .h_ failing 10 
i;;ive lhe public nn opportunity 10 ven(v 911d co11unem on the accurac_ nflhe numbers . .. econd, 
lhe D IR'~ air quailit_ mwl_r is improperly a~sume~ oril_ unrefrigerott!d laiid llse resuhing in H 

umfores.timote of OJ)t!rotio1\ill air emhsforn,. Thi rd. I he mii kes inncc Ltrille I rLJCk trip 
assumptions that are im:om;islcnl witlri lraffic guidelines sci forth b , Lhc, oulh Coast Air Qm1lity 

arn1gm1ent Di:.lricl ''S AQMD'), As I\ result H11,; DEIR S<ignificaritl, undi:restimak 
emissions from lru.ck traffic generated by lhe P:r~cel. Fourlh, lhe DEIR foils lo incorporate all 
fc11. ·ible mi ligation mcasLJres lo rod11Ce he Pmj~t' ·ignifi ·ant opcraliorml air ciualit impa ·ts. 
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. W PE 's -. nmenli; imd 1.: 1rricLt1um vit.ui:. an:: all.Heh d ben,;lo 1111 , :mibi:L I ,md are in'--1 rporal:t;-d 
i11 the ir e!lli.-ct)'. 

ommcnk · !11.:S.O :stibmi.1. comn ent!< from c ·p,crt trans port atiorn. lllllal.ysl Dlffli cl. milh , Jr., 
regi.5lerod civil am.I l ic e11gineo::-.. und Dr. , wn . m "'11wood, wildllil.b b i~ik1gisl. .fr. 

'mith a 1d Mr. m l.h-,•ood poi111 oLn m11uero1i.s flaws and 111c·ons.iste: i in 1h e raffle lmpad 
An al is and th-, Bi,ologic.il ~ rces Anal) is that nusl be a.ddr-$5 ·d · 1 a ravi cd DEIR. r. 
mith 's ,commc:nls m1d' V .1rc attach ed hcrcito as EKhibit 2 and ur- in orp ratc--d by rafortw;:c in 

th.iir entirety . iJr. 'm allwood ' comment and CV ilr--e 11t1ache<l heret.o. xhibit 3 and are 
in -porai.ed by refe n mce i11 their 11iret . 

fa h o:fSWAPl' , Mr. 'mi1h '· . and Mr. ·malt ood' comment require epnrat 
:r,esponses from the City. TI1e. e eKpert t1nd our m 11 iudependenl re'>'i.ei,· demonstrate that 1!he 
DEill is lna.deq11, te and lh al a re,~.sed DEIR bould be prepared prior to Proj ct .ipproval to 
a11al ,ze all impaors and require implementation of al I feai;j le 1niti£3ti n me ·u 

n-,e Project is a proposed mast r planned i11dus1rial development to be loc too on 
approximate! ' 123 . l 7 ac-r .s ofl:md. ia tb ity ofO utario. (DEIR, p. ES.-2.) ] 11~ l'roj,ect 
1,:0111i, l..o; oftv 'o planning IU"Cl4-'-. Pl uming A.r u 1 ( P. - I'') irn.:h1d,:s !ipproNitn, li1dy 57. -R llflJ!iS 

e . ..-re~ of ,irufuf;trial de ]opmem on. th.:. 1rnl1h p orti m1 of t1he Prujo,cl .-ite, allci\; •mng for ih 
,d.,w:lopmeu,t of l ,3 9 501 s,quare f~ of mdustnail J d opment (id.} Planning Ar a 2 ~p -
2') w · I b,c. 1h initial pl-ms,:; of th,; Project. m d in udc~ appm .im.alel_ 6:5.60 gros!; a¢ ·.,;s of 
ind\~strial de\ lopm~ 1 on. lh.:: ~011th pqf1ion. of !he Proj i:1-· · ite, :dlowi:r-s for tip t 1,57 l 64~ 
st tllftn!-f, d ofi n1:[ustri1d devdopmenl . (Id . Th.e Pri1j e.;-t \ ill ill h1£l.: \\'nt,k~de lilld <li~irih ufa)li, 
ligh t man uf t1nr ing.. ruid bwiincs. " wil h high-val ue, tim ~m,itive· merchandise lha.t ould 
bi.:nc.fit from proi..in1ity I the 11irpod. id.} 

EQ rcq~i.ircs th t an agency analyz e tlli; poten ial o;mviroumcntaJ impact · fit 
propo ed a:ctioll iu an etl\'il'omne-ntal impact repo.r! (" TR"') ( cept 111 certai n limite-d 
drcumstan , See, g .• Pub, R . 'ode § 2 I JOO. he EIR i the Y ry heart of QA. D11nn-
Edwards 11 BAAQ1' .. m ( 1 92) 9· Cal.App .4th 64 • 6 2:. ''The 'fore1110 t principle · in i.nterp11eti11g 
, EQ i · that the Legislanire intend d the a.ct to be re.ad so • to afford Ille fo H .st !>OS ible 
p rme,ction ~o the envi ronment ·t i1bin tl teasonabl e scope of 1he st, tutory language .. , Comm .. fo, 
a Better Envt v. Calif. Res,01rrces Agenc:i• 2002 103 al. App. 4th '98, H>9. 

CEQ, has two pl'i111a pnrpos. . Fin.L, CEQ,- i rudgn ed to infonn d! · 10n m:ikers and 
the public aholll the 1>ot.,ntial, ign.ificaJJt en. 'ronm ntal ffect of, p~oja-:l. I4 C,.I. C de Regs . 
e c F. A ;uiildlin F.~) § 15O02:(a)(I . '"ltJ pttJ,: i(i~t: i, to i11fon 11 th~ pi1blic ~ d ilf te!ipt:ln~il:ll 
olli ciel · ofthe 11 'rmun ntal cons. quence..'i. of their d isiom bd or ·ih y are unaile. Thu.<. the 
EIR ·prot Is not oill)' the en •irorm1e-nt I nt :also informed ·· If-go n1m, nt. "' Cm::ens of Goleta 
Y(Jf/tty 1: Bo(J1·d of '11perviWtr.1· ( ' 99 ) 52 ad.Jd 3, 564. Th ~ EIR lu~ b,:,;n clclli;ri ,;d Ii~ '""a 
,en imnn 1~111iil • al rt111 h l' \ h 1f;e purpt'K'i.: it iis 1di;;-rt lh~ pubfo: an d ·t.,; r<:!'ipOlis1ble olli i;i ill!< tQ 

8-1 
coo 

S.2 

&-3 



2.0 Response to Comments on the Draft EIR Final EIR 

   
City of Ontario  Colony Commerce Center Specific Plan EIR 
Page 2-26  August 2017 

e1n1i.roomeJ11iil ch:m.ge,~ hefoi-.; d1ey hav,,; rell~il J oi.:tJJ,ogi.;ai l}Oint~ llf no return." Berk iey Ke p 
Jeis O1rttr lhe Bay \I. Bd. of Porl 'omm h . (2001) 91 Cit.I. _pp. 41h 1344, 1354 ("B ... --rkele .lcts. · 
Co1mty oflnyo v, Yorty (1973) 32 al. pp , d 7') . 810 . 

. ond, ·Q. ~ uir~ p1.1bli ag;;.ao.:ies l.o 11\11 id or n.---du.c~ 1 \IIT"Ql1fllenl.HI diimn,go; when 
*foa ibl " by r,cquiri11g .. 1viromnentally sup ior" altemali ,,:es and all fuasibte mil,igation 
meM UfCS. EQ. ,uidelinc § 15002(a)(2) and ( ); see afso Bel'k~kyJets. 91 C I. App. :th. 
1344. 1 ; Citizens of Goleta Hrfle,y v, Boa,-J o[S'1~rvi Iors ( l 990 2 -al. d 5 3. SM. l11c 
1 IR se-n,·es to pro"·ide agencies nncl the public with iuformation about th environmental inl[xici 
of a proposed pro:ie I and 10 "id.entil)· ways that envi:ronm~ntal damage cat1 Ii avoided or 
ignific·:mt!)' .re-cluccd... Q Guiddin §l 002(a 2). Iftl1e proj1ect w·11 have a •jgnifi ant 

e!feci on thi! environm,mL th agei: ' may app.rove the proje t on!; .if it find 1hat it Ira 
.. limina1e-d or ub tant ial ly I ened , II ignifi,cru.lt effects on th eav ironmenl '>'11 re fe i ble" 
and that any tmavoidabl ignificant eifecis ou the envi1.-.:mmem are "acceptablt du 1o overriding 
con . ms." Pub.Res .Code ("PRC),§ 2 108 1: CEQAGuideli1te § 15092(b )(2 &(B ,_ 

ne }JR i the v r. be.an ofCEQ . Dwtn-E'dwanls I,( BAAQMD (1992 '9 Cal.App.4 th 
64!4, 65 ., EQ , teq uire~i;. that a lead gem:. mln . . al I pot ntiall _ :si gnifi canl en iro11mei1t I 
impa s ,of its propo Oi!d. action in a11 EIR. PRC ~-21 ]00(11)(1 : CEQ · G-uide.sline § 15 126(a); 
Berludey J ts .. 9 1 Cal pp.4d1 l.344, 13 54. 'Ille EIR mmt not only iden t if theo impacts.. but mum 
lll!iu j"ll"Q ide · info:rmJ1tin11 iil;iQuL hQ\ · 11d vi:l"!ic the imp~ .... ts. " 'ill be:." StmllCJgQ ·m,niy ifoter Dist.. 
,i :mm1y <f 0 1·u11ge (1981) 118 Cal. _pp,.3d SI 8, 831. Th~ k:rid age-nc , ma., (l .:;n a pa11i.::t1lar 
impact to be in ·i_gnific.uit onl if it p:rodt1c · rigorotis ana!y ·· · and ooncrele ·-ub,,tantial e1•id~n .e 
jt1sti ying 'lhc fmding, Kings Cmmty Farm Burrnu 1~ City of H(Irrford {l990) 221 d. pp, d 
,692. ll1e 'foremo!:>l pri:111<.:ipk' in illlterp1.:ting CEQ is lhat the gi!:i alu.re inte11ded the ~ ... t to IJ't 
read !iO ai; afford th fillk!sl 1mr:!iibl _ J)!fl)le..,<1io11 to the i:nviromi1il11l \ ithin d refE.Wnable !;l.;IJ)J<: 

of1h:· t. tut :ry I 11gi.111gc. " C 011mmnities for il' Belt r Env t 11, alif. Re oun:es Agcmcy 2002) 
1 3 Ill. pp.4H1 98. 1U9. 

\.Vhil.: the coun s r iew an IR 1 ing an "ab~JS of d is-cretion.., t andllrd , "the rev iewing 
court i not to ·t1-11critically r.:'ly on very s1ud y r aualysi -tncsente by a proj,;,ct proponent in 
up1,ort of ils position. A ·clearly in d-equ c or unsupported shl<ly is en titled no judi ial 

defe:ren e . ... Berkel~yJeJs. 91 Cal. App. 4th ] 44. 1355 (e:mph i added), quotiug, Laurel 
Heights Jmprowm ,u A.s n,;: Rege.nls af'Univ. of Cal. 1988) 47 · :il.3d 376. Wl 409. fi1. 12. A 
prej uclicin I b1 .e of (f i:eti n occlll'S "ifl he foilur-e lo includerelev:mt info!'Lnati 1 preclud 
infonned d d ionmak.ing ilJld infonned r-1blic parti ipati cm. d1er,eb th,i arting the stan 1to 
goa of th -IR proc . " San Joaqu.111 Rap101'/WitdW'e Nescu Center v. Cormty ofStanisJaiis 
{1994) :27, al. \ p. 41h 713, 7:22]1; Gawme 1 rneyards ,d llonterey Peninsr1fo Water Afonagemem 
D '.SI. 1997 60 Cal .. App. 4th 1.109, 111 7; County o Amador v. E] DJrado Cormty ml'ter Age.ncy 
(1999 ) 76 Cal. · P- 4th 93 1, 94-6. As discussed h lO\ and in 1h ,ti.ta -heel eN~ om111 nt 
letlei. of exp,m hydrogeo.log_i t Matthew Hagemann, JJ.G.. c_ Hg., and . pen uroan planner 
Terry\ r1tl Ph.D , th~ EIR r,- · this Pn)j e ... "1 f il!i to a.dequat.;I_ lilllit.l .e and ,nitigate the Project's 
impact s. 
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l THE DEIR . IL TO 
PROJEC • ' AIR Q ' LI 

AL ZE 'D D JG THE 

Th D m · .uh: to Prn,,ide AID .-. ppo1.1in:I!: Do!:nnm t tim1 fo1· ' ir Q1m ·ty fodt' ' . 

:.. th · 111if, Trim • lllpr~me C, ·urt : l IL,;d ia1 la w·e! Helght.1· lmpro~'f!,m(mt As~n. ,,_ Rff.gf!rrts 
o r1i1.--ersil)' a,_(Call ornia {2988) 47 .al. Jd . 76, 40 : 

'"Th Rcgcnls nus~ the riti -a p int thll! lhe publi J1UJSl be cqu~Jy infomicJ .. .. lffu c 
Regcnl'> C(lll!iidercd arious ~ ierni!:i,..·i;-i; and foun d th~n lo b,; infea1sibk, we a:«~ume, 
11!,senl e ·id 11'1<-~ to th~ ' Olldr:uy, Iha! tti~ · h ,d lf!{lO d reaJ;(lt'l!i for doing s-0. ll t(J.<; 
alt m iv and 111· raa. on. lhe_ wcr rcjcctiro.110\,; ·v r . nmst be o· · usscd i:1:1 lh' • [R .in 
:mffi icnt d ·!ail to, cuabk 111c1tni1Jgf\.! I pmticipnliou and crilicisrn by I.he p11l:>hc." 

imilru'ly, the corn1. ·t:rte<l in Sanr1ago Co 1mty 1.f'a/.er District v. Counly of Orange (1981) 
118 al. pp. rd 8l . 8 t 

"'Oi-, county h, attempted to remedy th-, inad quaci oft he IR b prese111ing evidence 
lo tJ trial court to sh w tihaUher~ :ire u ffi ient wal er ri!SOurc avail, ble for di project 
[11d ed. th trial m1 mad e find ings of fact 1 u h ffect. Th· . how ver is beside die 
point. It i ·· the adequacy of tl1 EIR with \ hic.h ,,.,-e are oom:erned. not the propriilt ' of the 
board f upervis:ors' decisi n to approve the project. '(W Jliatev i required to~ 
consid red in an IR nn ,t b in lhat fonnal reJ)Olt whal any official might have kuo\m 
from other ,,,,ritings or oral p. senlat ions c-1:umot ·uppl \ h,11 is lacking in tlie rc!port_ · 

so. th EIR a:nd a.LI supporting docum.entalion mu t be a\1llila:bl for public revie, ' 
durin~ tlll~ e,u iir-i: CF.Q ti)mmen t p iol1.. EQ s.ectioit 2109- hXI) quiires 11h11l I.he Cr'.Q 
no1t e fiir an EIR must in.dud! "'the address vibere copies oft l'les propc>s-ed F..IR and a.ll d.ocuments 
r,ef en d therein are a ailaM for revie, and adil a ss.ible during i:he 111:i .n ' · tio.rmal 
WQI -ng ho\m; .. " (Emphasis nJd,;tl) · 111ole,,;I by , k,ading • Q lre1d.is e : 
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2.0 Response to Comments on the Draft EIR Final EIR 

   
City of Ontario  Colony Commerce Center Specific Plan EIR 
Page 2-28  August 2017 

TI1,;; 11liH)V<-'-r,i;fqr,r,;n1; . d ·,; tion [_ I 09'.2(:b. ( 1 )] n;:-.t,IUire.\i 'I.ht:-llgc:1i ·y l.tJ nmity d1 public: of 
lhi: addre~s ait \ ·hioh all d1l umi:nts 1·.:rem:.e<J i ii a draft ETR" can be: found (and 
pr~s-\1m ,l;,Jy [cad) . , , seems lo rcq11u:c ag ·news tom ik - vaililblc for JJublic ro,,-icw aU 
d{)j;:ume.11ts on which i1gcn y !>l df or c01"1St1!(a Is e:-.pn:ssl rely il1 propari1 g a drnf Ell . 
In ligtlt O i;-~se ],11\\/ emph1t.ming lh impol1ani;:~ (lr CU..'ilu.ring U11d the p(1bli ' 'lfD obtain 
and review docum m on '-\11ic,h agenci r, ly fort h envir, nm-ental c 11dl.! iot ( ~ . 
, g,. fa Jmington ,,. Sokmo oont) Rede.w:{. Agency, l 5 CaLA.pp. d 4 l , 502- 03 

(19&7 , a.gcnci s 1,h uld c11st1rc th,it ll.wy ~'-Omply litcrnll;· , ith Um, rcquir ·m ·nl. 

, · /loo & M, nley. Gu ide to lite California nvir nmenial Qualit0 1\cL p. 30U 
{ ol 10 P~e l lt ll Ed. 2007), lb courts h v hdd lhat the f: ilure lo provide i?V,m fo\ page 
of a CEQ document for a p-0rtioD of the C l::iQ ravie period invalidate 1he enti CEQ 
pro . Ultramar,,. Somh oa:st Air Quality Man. Dist., 17 Cal.Ap >.4th 689 ( l993). 

C'EQ requfre thal information or data citoo b ' an Em. "ai;; the ow· . e of ouch ions 
t;Ued !herein . . . ·hall he reawnabl ' a aHahle for i11spec1ion at a puhlic plaL.: ur bl!lilding. · I'ub. 

Re ource Code § 21061. Thu , while :m HR may prnp rl ' rel ' on i.bird-party tudie , it may d 
i.o only j fit ,either app,:11ds the ·tud , an question or not.i 1~ lhe public of it.-; 1oc ·1tion st t1he titrh: il 
make the "IR available for public re •ie\ ·. San Ftmwisccms or Reasonable Groi th I'. CJty011d 
Cown ,ofS anFran c1sco 1987) 193 CaLs-\pp .3d 1544. 1549; &mFro:11CJscoE oJo0 •Ce11ter I' . 
Cily and County t7[&m Fr,mc.•fw::o (1975 48 al _pp.3d 4, 595· PL1b. R,; ·ou.n.ies ode§ 
2109.-(b)(I, (nt,li1.;.:ofprefierut"o shall sp eif 1 a.dtBre.'!'. \ lrere .opi r. o fLII r .n.-ren" d 
documents are il',,'iL1lable for re,· e 1-1); • , also CF.QA Ouid lin · § 15087 c 5 . 

·1 (;i; . lh~ Em omit~ criti~~I iinfonn11ti011 n~...:es, lU)' for :,1~'-Cuntle r.;vic:,,.1 of the cl 1umen'I, 
the f:IR is in:td qu,Llt: 11i; .ll. puhlic: illlOUJi.i!ion d'ouum,ml. The ity lil ti:!;,t rnuk<: the: C1dEE fod 
d , le vai labJ 1d r,ropen 1hc D [R publi~ r vie-w period on lh inform tion is made av,t"I, bk 
·to the piibb . 

D. Tihe D lR ; ills to Acroun t fov Emi m , frot 1 Refii ;l!:erat ed 'tora g and mck.s. 

·n.e DEIR ignilkanll •undere tlmate the J'roject ' operntioDa.l emi i n b umi ng 
th, t all ,, a:retious at the l'roj Cl will b~ m1refrigeratedl. ·me Ca:IEE'.Mod calculatio1 w~re 
premi ed ~Lit l on the notion that th~ Proj ect wi.Dl nol include any refiigerat. d I, ud u e. ·n1is i 
inco1llii!:it 1t \ ·lh ·lhe D IR'~ 1.,"W!c11.'lent Hw1I the Proj,;cl will ''pennil multip •k typi::e;; oflL'i,;:; lmtl 
,i::otnlcl c=onci: · v~hk rcquir , d,;:Ji verii:'!:i via ref rig.;.rait~d lJ11c ' !J imdlor cmplo QU·!'Jile rdii~i:ni.tlOl , " 
{DEIR. p, 4.l--29.) Tu. D IR ahio ~t~-i;~ dill! the o~tiom1I ph~5·t: oi"lhe P (lj Nt WoL1ld ommme 
energy for multiple purp® , indudi11g refr-igeration. (D • IR. p, ': 7-22.) 

fa 'li.n& to accounl for th~ P1,o • ct' potential partial L as refrigerat d wareho111 e ' a 
··,i1gniforn.n,t ooti~!iirn,. ny 11 l in l udin.g lill refrigem t d , r h,) ise lrutt1 us.e~ in, the it 11tli,t 
: -1'191 ·i!i. !he emi,ssiO!lfi from tlii:s p,t)k1itial land. 1i.e, a-re grn: ·l 1mdetes1in11nted. Rdi'igernkd 
true tcud to :idle rnm:h longer ti.um typical hauling trucks. even up to a11 h ur. Emugy us ge 
frQm wareho [ll!lil>J.'.)ed with industrial size refri~ rntQr · and fr ez.:ers i also much greater 
when c-ompued to 11nrafrigeraied warehou e . h1 addition, ac;,ordi:ng lo the Ju1y 20 14 CAQMD 

8-<1, 

cont 



2.0 Response to Comments on the Draft EIR Final EIR 

   
City of Ontario  Colony Commerce Center Specific Plan EIR 
Page 2-29  August 2017 

Wat ehou .te Tm,·k Tnp SC1tdy D'1la R esuU~ a.11(} U uge pri:~.::nt 1tiolli, lnt..ik. · 1.hat rl!t [l rin: 

refr igeration iesulled in gre.aler 1111.1-ck lr ip rate when compared lo non-.reiirigerated t.riucks. t 
WAPE, p, 5,) 

re 1ised DEIR nrnst be prepar d that include · ari a.nal. is of tile nvlromnental dle cts 
of Ille Pmj .i l1a,•ing i . .:nMt.s that ret1uirre r frig raitioi,1. Laurel Heights .Improvement As.~ 'n v. 
Regents q( Utint. o Cal. (19&8) 47 iil.Jd 376 , . 96. 

Jlh.e D R fu. 

TI1c DEIR abo signific11tU1ly under stimak d the Project ·s ope-ration.ii mobik•!:romcc 
emi ions by relyin,g on • n impmper fle t m.ix per-cenh1~. · 'p ·i.fi • lly th DEIR· inal raffic 
lmpncl A.!ml .. rsis (App .ndix ) i.mproperly r lie Oil the August 200 '.it. of •ontrurn Truck Trip 
G,m ration Study ('' 1'11.a11. tudy") to deter nine 1h truck fle~t mix f . ppro 'im, t~ iy 2ll 
percenl, compared to SQ percent passenger car , (SW Al' , , 6.} . S,; 1-\l' E 's l.me1 details, 
SCAQMD has foimd num rou problems with the Fontana Study and has thus recommend d 
pecific figur to u e for th 1ruck fleet rni:,;: for • high-cube wru-ehous disll'ibution nter. 

A S.\111 AJ'E 11ot , tl1e f'outamt tm. k fl l mi · " i not cons· tel:Tt ,'iilh reC"ommeudation 
el forth by · 'C QMD for Itigb-Cube aNhouses. ru1d doe not · curate! ' re-p~e ent th 

p en: ntnge of tn1eki· that a c:e · a H igh"Oub ,;i,r a~ hou fi on. a dai.l r b.r&is.' W . PE, p. 7.) To 
a, id unde ,f;tif'.natitt!:l the 1mmh..voft ruclcs ,dsi"lilt!:,, arehous fo.i.:ilili.: · C QMD 
.re :nm nd a tru k fl el rni x: of .ffll',1:1. Thi number is doub-l d:rnl t ed b ' the DEJ ~ aml i a 
,i.:u11~e-rv11li ,,. •alue esp iii)t gi\ ri d111l the foti.lre lr.1\llillf oHh .: Proje are i.1nl.J1m '1- IRd ia ~ 
on a 20 percent tru . k lleel . mi does not ad~,qm1tely a~ses:r; and 1nitigate the Proj; ct ·s ail' q11a1ity 
arid. OHG im.p d s.. 

D. TiheD m m Inron "eft Tmck rip, Let gC • 

\V APE conclude. thffl 1hc D1 IR u.!n, an imp:rop r lrnck Ir· p l ·llg4l . disrcg;m.ling 
gr.iid _nee from the , D. h:iis for1hcr umlercstmmlcs 11ir quality ud grccnli use gas 
•t::mi5!..ion~ fum1 !he Proj . I.. TI1e-DEIR .relied <.1n C IO E:Mod's default vaJi.11: of :.n II er.igi! tru..:k 
trip I 11g1h of 16.6 mil However. there is 110 ub tanfrtl evidenc,e-to ·upp-orl l ' of1his 
number. For High-Cube wruehous projcc su h as this one. ·' Qt-.1m rec 11m1e1lds, a mu.ch 
long-er ruck 11-ip l ·nglb. of 40 mik s. To oom.;crvw1i,,..·-ly vruuak th- Project•. air quality a11d GHG 
emi ion , 1he D IR sh.ould t i e the CAQMD-re mmended 110 mile 11'1. k trip length. or 
pro\'id sub tantial ~vidence 10, uppolt a ho 11er trip length. 

1e Cal.E • fod anal i for lhe Proj ct reli Oil a building ~1oi1e , ·e of 123.17 acres, 
{DE IR pp. pp. 145, 16 l 172.) 1.1lis is inc nsi~tent ,•i1h the DEIR, hish f;tate · Hlilt '"1.1 
projeol al o mdudes ofT-sil inf tructur .. improvem. t1ls that wl II add ed to th . 123.r7..acre 
pr ~eel it tolals a proximatet 139.14 acres," (DEIR, p. ' '· 2.) Be iluse the total . a of the 
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l¾-uj .. ti:.-; I 39. l 41. acm;, that valt1,;; ~hould ha . been Ll!'it:d ai; the tc.il:d fol i,c~a:ge li1r th,; 
e]EF. fod anal 1~iii, ny undi:restim1u.ing, the ]01 · re.igc th~ :llEE ,J ld. mo del w1 m,itinialecl 

the Proj 's ir quality 111d d crnisstou ·, ( W , p. 10.) 

afoul~ ,ti@H Re-111 in E nd . • 011 ,t ath Higlie.r tl1a11 

W APE corr ictcd II of'thc abovc-m ·nti:om;d rF ~ and m · · ru.culalions. Tl y included 
16-ac~e of off- ite impm,,.ement in llle lot a'Creage, a mned 1 51% of bu ii dings would. l>e made 
up of refrigerated war houses, as umed a 40% tm-ck f e mix, a:nd u ed a In k. trip .I ngth of 40 
miles. ( E, p. 10-11.) 

l 
Operational Emi5-$iOn5, (lbl,/diyl 

Mudel 
ROG NOx C·O PM10 PM2.S: 

DE.IA. 37.0 92.01 2.89.0 64,0 19,0 

SWAf?E 207.0 1,112.4 1,329•.0 163.0 58.3 
P,Mcent lnc:rNr.-e, 500% 1,110% 160% 15B% 207'!4 

SCA.QMD Tlil.re,ho.ld ss ss sso 1501 S5, 
E,t.c:eededJ Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

WAP •, p, 11.) 

s thi table demon tmte , wben the com I input parameters :rr u ed to model 
emL ions from the Projecl the Proj ect · perational ROG, Ox. 0. P:l,,tlO. and PM2.5 
emi . io11s a I ex ed the SC . . QM D's significan ,thnd10Icl ( e table b .low). "Jlie 
exoeedan oflhe th shold f. · ROG. to. P HQ tu l I'M 2.S are not recogn:izecl b •the 1) I.R . 
. ~. •i e.d D IR must b prepared that i11clt1-0"' an upda1 . .:d mo I that a curmely timale th.e 
Proj~t'~ op .ro,tional e,nu;sioiE,, and additional mitigali II m. ,isur · musl b proposed 10 mitigak 
th dditiotu1.l ignifi ant imr~a is. 

' \V APE con. Ind g that the DEIR fail to propo · . all fow.illl~ mitigation meas.ur s. U1 . 
ily rn11y nc t issu.e a !'Jl:n menl o ovcrr · ins ·,msi<feratiim:. until ll le--1ti;ible miligat.i • n me;L'itlf : 

are iq1pl.:;i11.:t1ted. SW 1-PE idenli:fi~ nuwe-mufi foiL,;tble mi1igllf 1n meaf.lure · H11tt !:il ouJd he 
ret1uir c:i lo n.>d..HL!e Projecl air yt:.ality i111Ip!lciN. Man · oflhes.e rnean 1re.,; iill e flo.:.:n implem.:-i\kd 
for olhcr projc or u J\.-Wmrncu®d by the QMD er olhcr public Hg ucics. 

dditiomll mihg.11ion mt:t.'ll.imi lh:d cou1cl ve impkmented . in1;h1ck , b(1t ar,; nfJt li:tnited to, 
the following; 

• 1aximize u e of olar 1mergy inch1dn.1g olllf -panel ; ln t 11.ing th maximum poss'ble 
111111ber ofSQJ ·· n.cugy arr.-) n I.hi,; building rn fs td/or the Project idi. to g,onerati;: 
sobr e rgy for ibc facilily. 

• Lin ·t the c of uldoor lighting •o only that nc- ed for ·1fcty and s ·curirl_ 1rurpo!Ws. 
• lnsiall s.olru: rg hls or light cmi•1ing diode { D fur ootdoor lighlin.g. 
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• , R.cqlili.r • lill>O: o d kic OF :dl,."roi.b...-~ y fi•dcd :\i.Wo,;pc:r~ wilh H P fiUc · . 
• , Provide el.::attric ehicl.,-charging stations llml ar a .:: ible f r tmcks. 
• R.eq111fo 1h proposed, arehou lob constmcted 'Ii ith the appropriai infrastru ture lo 

fa llitoi sutlide nt 1., t r.i charg ing for trucks to plug-in. 
• Lim.it the daily numb, r oft'ruc- all r-. ed at 1h fa i]ity to-l ve~ 2111.11) ed i.n the DEIH_ [f 

higher cl.ail , tmck volum are antici.pated to visit the ii.e, 11 Lead Agen y hould 
rn11mit tor aluating th~ project thruu1lt EQ prior lo i11ltn mg thifi 11ighi;r a Li •ity 

l •~I. 
• Th! ·ign th site ,'ud ; thm ai i , h,d.:-in pt.lint for trLrnl:s i · , ·~U ini.ide the fac;ility to ns1.1re 

th t th av 110 tm ks qu.eui11g outside ofl h facility . 
• On-site equiprnent should l . al'temati el r fu 11:'d. 
• Pro ide Ioud opti n:., fu.:::ling, tru.~k r, pa.ii· aml or con •.:iiie,; stot son• ite to mrn1m1z 

di n d for tmcks to Ira\ I dmmgh residential neighborhoods.. 
• hould Lit proposecll "roject genl}rate ·ig,1i:ficant emi.f>Sio11s lb I...e11d gene should 

require mili€,atio11 that quirr s a C"derat. d ph ~-in for rion-di l flO\ red true . For 
exrunpl , nrutL1ml gas trucks, indudling Clas 8 HHD trucks, ar~ commercially .available 
today. J.atural g tru , c;m provide asubst.an1fol redu ion in emi .ions.. .and may be 
more timmciali feasi.bl~ 1oday due to reduced ft.h:: I rosis umpared to di i. I. In lh Finni 
CEQA doi.:um.-:114., the Le.ad. Ag<!'ltc ' shou.ld require a. ph, ·e•in s hedu.le for 1h ~ clean. r 
operating trucks to recl.Lroe projei..'t impaci . 

{SW PE. pp. 11-12.) .• W PW.- ;Omli}et'l t , ind 1.de many oth r adt:lition:a.l initigaliot1 mt,,asures 
that i.hollld b analyzed 1md implement d. (S'i : PE:. pp. I 1~14. 11tei me-- u are more 
!:itring 11l imd prc!>eripili-1. lh11n lb.0-'!c ide111· ]ed ;n the D IR Whe11 combined together, llio::-1: 
tn<-'il-"lires ofter~ l,}(l~t-d1e .. 1ive, li:>lsible w~y to inLJorpornte loW,;;r-QHitting dei:;ign l"ei.lures into 
the pn>pm:.:11. Proj: ct, \ 'hiclli f.Uhfl.:quently red 1 ~ erni:·si mfi. relew;ed duri!ig Proj,e c)p rn.tio11. 

upd tcd DEIR must be IJl.'~par d to inclm.fo add:iitional m.i:ti gation m , sura w I as in luw 
:w. updahxJ air qu lit-y and !Il. ·.;-nl: Oll!;C gw; an l:y!>is IQ i;mmrc that lhc ncci;ssar_ · rnitigntion 
m<.'$Ures :ir impkme.ntetl to r,;J11,; , opcntiom1l crni!:i-sions to bcfow lilrreshoid!i. F1u1herm.ore·, the 
P.rojeci Applicant needs t d.emonslrate c mmitmenl to the implemeniatio11 of Ill m asur 
prior to Project appmvlll. to ill ur • 1hat U1c Proj cc • opern1ion::tl erni. i rn; nr reduced to I.he 
m ·imum ;,;;I ·nl poosiblc. 

I-1: •. llte ]) !El"R Ii' 1 fo E. :du llr ti i~ Henlth . Ri'I- . from .Proje~'t ru stm~ il0111-Rdla.tt-d 
Dlt- el Pn t.loobte l ,tter . 

C onstructioa and op,:.ration of the [~roje will resu lt in emi i01 of di el particulate 
:m, t i r , "DPM ). which i a. r ognizecl Toxic i\i 1.· ~ontam inaut ("1'. ,,.) and known cardn og~ . 
{S\!\l PE. p. 14.) l,,Vhile th DE.IR include a heaflh risk a:s essmet1l ("HR ') for Proj,ect 
opemliotts, i do~ not includ rui. e mentfor Project 0t1st1·u tio11_ (Id.) In t .ad tl DE.LR 
di ·m· <!S the need for on , couclm:fo1g. wiihout evid nee, 1ha1 "th greatest potential fo r health 
impacts, "tluld re.suit from DPM <!.1t1itted dlunng lhi: op ration. · pliil.S ol'tlk Proj e.."t from th . ll'>c 
of dies I-fueled 11-...1d.::s occessing the ·ite. (DE IR, p. 4.3~32.. In ther \; ords th helllth ri ·ks 
.ass.o Ll1~d " ith DPM expo ure re uDting from o.. truction a thdtie& .,,,as. new r e . •alua.ted. 
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gt,iid1111t1.e.;. publi~t:d . by O.ffi,;e ofE n..-iflJflrni:ut I :lea th Hazard :s~.:,;;:m1;11l (OElfflA), th,;; 
l)rga.n iurti011 ri!i;ponsible for pro1,,·idi111g recot n menclatio n~ ru,cl g-1:1idan • 011 l11Y\ to cofl(IL1cl hi!ii:&lh 
risk a1,scssmcnls in · alifom:ia. OEHi-iA RC01mn m ds that I short~tcrm proj-~ ts l;i,s;twg .I ngc r 
th m lwo mmnh~ be '\'tdlm tcd for cmt 1,: r risks lo, nca_rby sensitive ri:,.;-eplt>i,;.. i Pruj cl 
,1::1 nslil.lction will pro,d1,11;:e DP •1 (..;ni~si011S ~ r t pi:rioo Qf l R ontl1 . • (DIE.IR P- -24.) 

ccording[y, au updated D R mu I be pr .1>ared tlial include an an ly is fllle lwal.th ri k fro'.m 
DP ·] cmi ·siom dm-ing Proj cl Conslrnction,. Dd ddili Iii I ruiligali nm :-;ui:cs boukl b 
implcmeutc-d. i m.; essary. SWAP p. l . , 

u. THE DEIR Io IL TO DEQ ATiELY 
PRO.J EC'r' ' GREENHO ' Ii'. (yA ll\111· 

'D J\UTIG TE l"HE 

Htigat :ion me, ure.s musi ~ fully ,enfor,c~b le th11ough permit conditi n , agreeme n or 
01h • legally binding instrument , 14 CCR§ l:H26.4(a){2)_ Tbe D m. fo.iL to mitigat~ tie 
P:rojecl's sig11ihc1ml GHG impacts b .cmrs.e ii d es not incl ud , an of th propose<! measure · to 
~edu e GHG e111is:.iou as ifo~Me 1t1itigatio n me-a me , 

11'1e C ity ofO n.tarfo'~ lima1e ction Plan (''C'-AP'') sets a. signific'1n lhrc;si1ofd for 
gre<!-nillous g:ase ("G HO· of 3,000 ~,tT COle p r ar. Th~ DEm con lucles Iha! the Proje.::t 
will Ji'. eedth is thre.shold_ (.DEJ.R..p. 4_7-19_) _ ,cordingicotheCAP ,i :fap:ro.·ecleli'. .eds the 
thre..,J Jld, it lhr:n .;1111 l llflll to 11 • ~reeniJiJg Tabk th,tl. pro- id<.'!'l !ipr: 'i fi" J!.'llidan •,; for r du ·ing GHCr 
, mi. !iion. _ If' 11 proj l in rpur<il $ liui impletttol\ t& OH ,-emi .' · i r,n redu oii; g mea<;un::s from tli 
S ·reening Table that runounts to 100 point! ·, it OHO emi ·i.mL'> impact \ ·ill be ,uonsid r-ed l.::~s. 
th ~ !>jgnifii.';ffi]t \mdl,;_r th,; A.P. (D 1R. p. 4.7-2 l.) 

TI.1~ DELR ident iii~ l S mitigahon ni.e~~U 1'¢'i ~et forth i,n thr: _p, a_ncl ,._".{ H:hl de1. thal 
imple"ment illi u of those mcas.11r s wo~dd achiecv 1 poi11ls. (D IR, .7-21.) R.:v:icw ofU1e 
Proj , 's prnpoocd mitigation me ur • , in Tabl · E -1. how ·vci·. in11 c. k ar 1h.al non · of these 
mc~o;urc:s ar · __ ·waJly ill ludcd ~" mir g tiou m~ \m::s. :; a mt lll, (hey ,aJc- u:uenforocabl. ~mI 
viofate Qt\. Th DELR mu t be re\'i erl to incl.1Kle each of th.e prnpose<l me.asur,es . 
enfor e. bl~ mitigalion me, !litres. Without doing o. the DEIR fail to folly m·rtigate lh Prnj 1 · 
GHG ernissi.oru;. 

HI. THE DEIR F 
l'OTE Tl L .l:IEAL 'f H m K 
H . ZARDO ·' MATEIU .L, 

1e D m kins everal pot nti lly si gnitka nt irnp,l ts 1hat may r Lill t)om th projec1 
b I ruling 1.0 look for tl1<!-m l'lnd est ab lisla a baseHne s.upported b sul tiltltb. i <!-vide1ke_ 1l'le 
CEQ "base lin.~ is th e set of ,mviIT11une1.ttal L:011ditions against ·whi b to ~ompare a proj c l ' · 
anlid ated impacts_ (CommnmtJesfor a Beller En tronment _ So. Coo$( Air Qtia/_ Mgm,-u. DJ t . 
(2 010) 48, . al.4th 310 32 1- " ~ ion 151 5(a ofl.li CEQ . Onideli n fl !i1.tks in pc:rtine,nt part 
that a leacl agen1.: ·s. en ironm ntal re ·i , -'' un,der CEQ : 

2 ' 'Risk _D,,sse.ssm~nl GiJii.ddin s Gl!licb nci: !vfanool for Prep1mttimi1 of HeallJ1 Risk A.~ · ·sm~nls_'' EflHA, 
Fchrna ry ~HS, m •aiJable a!: htt1?:ltodi.h,u:J ,gu,d:iir mt , poll 21 l5r201:5G11idanocll.-famrnl.pdf, p. 8-1,. 
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must im::lud,; 11 -di;8cr ·:plitlri nf lhc ph_ -sica .:11 .it()mumtn] ,1mndibun: in ll vi _•inil qf th<!­
proji~. n.,:; the:, Ci i!;t fit the tin i: [ en •iro11tmen1,1I an:alyi.is] i.,; comn1encctl, fi'om bolh ,1 

local Lid r giomtl pcrnpec&..•c, TI1is c:nviroumcntal ~tting will 11onn lly onstitutc the 
ba! line phy!:ii~1I '-'Onditioru, by which a Le~d A:g,~11~. dctcm1inc~ whether l-\11 i.J.npa.cl is 
!j[g "fi :ml. 

C QA Guidelines § 15 l25 11),) nmsi:m bk haz:ardous ris!k basi>li11 b; not d t~imincd by 
failing to look. 

fo order to e , luale pot.e.ntial im1,ac associated with haza,d ancl haz.ardous mat rials 
that could occur from ronstmction or , peraH L1 of futun: land us, at the Project • it~. Ph:.1se ] 
l:!S wa condu ted fo r PA-2 (D EIR, pp. 4.!M!-9.) "fo e l'h, I ES " i int~ i.ded lo id tti.fy the 
Ii k 1.ihood. of pa , rres.,mL or p iential. future rele e of h:izrn·<liou rn, ter ial al P -2:· ( DE]R, 
4.8-9.) Tite D m. ·s entire analysis of hazard and haz.ardou m;.d.:ri. I impacts is based on this 
~i!p rt . id. ) 'Jhe problem ' lha1 ll() Phase I ES was pre:pare for J-' ~ l, \ h i l'l makes 11p 11 arl 
halfofthe P~oj,l,()"I. he. a re ·ull, there is no baseiin ,\ UPf>()rl~ b ub~1a.tuial videnl:e, from 
, hich to, es lbe ig11ifi ill lC ofpo tenti I imp, ts w workers '.'.'.p ed to disturbed oil oil 
121f)Of, Of gf()tl!1d\ l!l r l!h al i.s. potenti ill ly h .ard.Oltl; . 

11ie DE IR contain" a m:itig0tion mea..,ttre tbal require , Phas ] ESA for P • l upon 
&,'fad in g mi11g~j II rne,l;!;l.l!r,e J.litZ.-7), hut Uri!i-i~ i11~11JJi.ci~1t CEQ : ri!q'Uir,!'!; lhi!! i!I DEIR diSdQ: 
il proj ..::t 's e11 im1i11i..,ntal imp ct. before a project is nppro ed Bi'!il be/arf! an F..IR if! .:en ified. 
re\ °;f;.ed DEJR must be prepared that in: Ind.es a Phase ] • ' A for PA• 1. 

imi] i ly, whik 11 Pb.as,: J ES. w~i; t!OOOUckd for P -2, 11ddili llill !l unpling m (1!it. I,~ 
Cllillh tctetl 'II) full_ cnar11cteri.z.; the hazard!. al th Prqj ·l site. De~pite noling I rmtc.1'1li11J for 
.agri,cultuml ch mk:ms to be proient on Die. 1110 soil san~pl were I ki.."'11 t< ..:lial.tud wheChcr 
r•csidul!ll pc ·ti<::idci. rcmuiu in lhc so· at 1hc Pmj l i:lc, The Pb,ru;.c ] A dihlniliscd · he need for 
.;uiy fo.rlilcr ai,:lion oi;C1tuse ··[ \ Jbii:o th~ prop sed buildinw, a_nd pITTking fols JlfC w11s1R1. !od, ihc 
entire area of the ubj ct prope11_ will iH1er b pav d e:r ot ' cov red by impro,; m .1t. 1'1at 
would make dir.tcl conta wiih any pot ;:mially remaining concenlra ·on in tl1e oil unlikely." 
{Pha" I£ .'\, J). 7. This unrnb I, 11tial . .id ~-om;hision f: ils to cv lmrtc and d. dosc the potential 
for pesiidde rer.idt lo the soil to J;O ea health r' k to con tructiou ookers and nearby 
.re idetl1s during e-01. 4.ruction. Dming earth1no, '111g acfr,jjie , construction wol'kers ru.td the 
pub I le may b ex:1K1 ·ed lo Project ite oi L \ hich may cout:ii.11 hanuful levels of p ticide 
re iduals , so iated with agricu ltural a tiviti on the it . To prol d work r afet , Project ile 
oil must be samp l d. Sampling res.uh hould b compared to h.ealth-prote tive reg;u l,~t-ory 
cree-11ing level uch as .S, EJ• Regional Saeree111i11g Level ~ .ul.d Cali:fi :ruia Human Health 

S r,eening Levels.,. 

By fai.ting to qumnif the pre "1 ofpe 1. i ent chemic, [ in the oH, tlre DEIR fail to 
id,:nti fy lfll . hai; line .·UpfXulM b}' l>llb.~tantial,; id JtCe tr ,m \\11ich t11 !IS!il:i;s the i.ignitii.:[mi:.: nr 
poteit11al ·impacts. of vorl::~r-s·· ~c, ur to di rurb.:tl soi.ls potential I • oomami11ai d wi,th 
p~sticid s r otl.er ag,iculh1 ral cl'l~micru··. 

3 lillJF•, www .e_pu. !:!'1~•1revion9. .sul1t.::rf un,L'lll'!, 
• li1Llp~1lwww.i:alc(lll-c.a.gov1tn-ownfi ldH,'documcnts '"llk :51f'li-Il-TSL,l,uiclc.pdf 
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r . THI!. ll em (ii ILS TO 
PROJECT''S TRAl1Fl 

AIL . ZE AND MIi fGATE TH E 

A ckl11ilcd in the oomnicnls of Trnfli · E ·pert Thm mi th. Jr .. P. . (Exhibit 2 ·, lhe DEIR 
fails lo adcqunlel ' analyze aml mitig,.'lte the Projc l's lrulii • imp.a ·ts. A re\·isod DEIR must be 
prepared to fully address th sc inttdcqu.i ·ics. 

V. THE DEIR FAILS TO AD QUATELY A ALYZ.E A D MITIGATE THE 
PROJECT' BIOLOGJCAl, RJg-so _R E]MP CTS. 

As d1:la.i led in the comment of biologist Shawn ma! I wood (fa hH,it ). he DEIR fail to 
.0deq1.m,tel_ anaf rz. an,d miligat lhe Proj t's impacts on biological resource . A revised F..m 
musd e p:repa lo full add . the i1111dequa.cie . 

VJ. THE IT SHOULD PR'.EPAR A D RECJROU LAT A R Vt· ED DEIR. 

Recirculali on i · required where ":si gni • cut ne. i nfonnation'' ha~ been adde:d t<i u1 EIR.. 
(ViwyardArl!'a Ci1izen for Re..~pomibie. GroH'th, Jue. i i Ciij1 ofRa ,icho Cori:w11ri _(1(17 0 
, id. th 4i2 , 447.) Ne\ infonnalion is "1>i g11ilic-1mf' wl'll:«: il r~l.d1$ in 11 ,clnmgc: to llr - 1m, 
am~y ·is r miti~ntion of a ·ub::ihmlial ad e ·c cnvirumn:-flltd cff ·l lo lhc EIR (id.) 
Re,circulalion ofau EIR pri .. r lo cerlilicalion is requin.il "·whm lhe new iuformation added lo 11n 
EIR disicloses: ]} 11 new ubshmtial emironmelilal impact resulti.ng from lhe rojcc! or from a 
n w mitigation 1 ~s re pt< l)OSOO to be i pkme nted~ (2) a s1 b:sr uiial increas in lhe se •erity of 
an enviro111tu~n al · mpact un I ·~ rniligation mea · in::s are mfop-ted thaJ • •duo thi: ·m~ct t k el 
ofimig t1iticancc; (3) u f u ·iblc project alli:rn1Uive or miti~lion mi;asun.: dmt 1,.,lr;mly would 
I •(m he cnvironmcnlitl ·mpucl ofthe pr~jocl but which lhc projc ·t's pruponc11t:. J oel" ne to 
ado'Pl; or ( 4 11ml the drall • lR ,, '::Is li111d1tmc111 II)• and a i:c11lly in11.di:qU1tle and cone) 1.1sory in 
nallm:-that public comn1~1t on I he drnfl \\'l:I • i 11 eftb: mr:ar1ingl• •s," (CEQI'\, uideli.11es § 15] 62~ 
La11.ro/ M1tghr lmJJl'Ol'etmmr Assn. v. Regents of Univer itycf Cal. (1?93 6 Cal. 4th 1112, 11 0 
(citingAJounlainlionCooli tiOJj .: Fisl1&Gamt? Comm'11 19&9) 214 · al.Ap . i,d !043 ., Hen:. 
lhc DEIR rnusl b~ rc:vi.scd and recirculated to address: lhc ma11~1 dcficicncic:s idrn1tificd :ioo,,c. 

fo r tl1c foregoing Feasons, L . bcl.ieves lhc olon · ommercc ' pc-sCilic Plan DEIR is 
wholly i11adeguate. L _A urg the Ci r to make th above chai1ges. and reci.roula~ a revif.Cd 
D IR to tll public fo r re i w. hank ·ou for our attentioi1 to tile comments. 

Si1 i:erel, 

If L-----------
Rebt."l.l\..'fl Thi\ s 

I .. ,. 
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