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Section 1.0 Introduction

1.1 INTRODUCTION

The Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) for the Euclid Mixed Use Specific Plan Project has been
prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and CEQA Guidelines. CEQA
Guidelines Section 15132 indicates that the contents of a Final EIR shall consist of:

@ Environmental Impact Reports shall contain the information outlined in this article, but the format
of the document may be varied. Each element must be covered, and when these elements are
not separated into distinct sections, the document shall state where in the document each
element is discussed.

(b) The EIR may be prepared as a separate document, as part of a general plan, or as part of a project
report. If prepared as a part of the project report, it must still contain one separate and
distinguishable section providing either analysis of all the subjects required in an EIR or, as a
minimum, a table showing where each of the subjects is discussed. When the Lead Agency is a
state agency, the EIR shall be included as part of the regular project report if such a report is used
in the agency’s existing review and budgetary process.

(© Draft EIRs shall contain the information required by Sections 15122 through 15131. Final EIRs shall
contain the same information and the subjects described in Section 15132.

(d) No document prepared pursuant to this article that is available for public examination shall
include a “trade secret” as defined in Section 6254.7 of the Government Code, information about
the location of archaeological sites and sacred lands, or any other information that is subject to
the disclosure restrictions of Section 6254 of the Government Code.

The Final EIR includes all of these required components.

In accordance with § 15088 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the City of Ontario (City), as the lead agency for
the proposed Project, evaluated comments received on the Draft EIR (State Clearinghouse
No. 2023020281) and has prepared responses to the comments received. The preceding Table of Contents
and Section 1.0 provides of a list of all persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the
Draft EIR. Section 2.0 includes the Responses to Comments received on the Draft EIR. It should be noted
that responses to comments also result in various editorial clarifications and corrections to the original
Draft EIR text. Added or modified text is shown in Section 3.0, Errata, by underlining (example) while
deleted text is shown by striking (example). The additional information, corrections, and clarifications are
not considered to substantively affect the conclusions within the EIR. This Response to Comments
document is part of the Final EIR, which includes the EIR pursuant to § 15132 of the State CEQA Guidelines.

After review and discussion by City staff and the City Planning Commission, responses to comments will
be sent to commenting agencies and individuals. This satisfies the requirement of Section 21092.5 of CEQA
to send responses to the public agency comments received on the Draft EIR at least 10 days prior to Project
approval. This document includes responses to all written and verbal comments received on the Draft EIR.
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1.2

ORGANIZATION OF THE FINAL EIR

This Final EIR provides the requisite information required under CEQA and is organized as follows:

1.3

Section 1.0 Introduction. This section provides an introduction to the Final EIR, including the
requirements under CEQA, the organization of the document, as well as brief summary of the
CEQA process activities to date.

Section 2.0 Response to Comments. This section provides a list of agencies and interested
persons commenting on the Draft Subsequent EIR; 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. Individual
comments have been numbered for each letter and the letter is followed by responses with
references to the corresponding comment number.

Section 3.0 Errata to the Draft EIR. This section details changes to the Draft EIR.

Appendix. This section provides additional content where needed and cross-referenced from the
body of the Final EIR.

CEQA REQUIREMENTS FOR A FINAL EIR

As described in CEQA Guidelines Sections 15088, 15089, 15090 and 15132, the Lead Agency must evaluate
comments received on the Draft EIR and prepare written responses and consider the information

contained in a Final EIR before approving a project.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15204(a) outlines parameters for submitting comments, and reminds persons

and public agencies that the focus of review and comment of Draft EIRs 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.”
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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.”

State CEQA Guidelines Section 15088 recommends that where a response to comment makes important
changes in the information contained in the text of the Draft EIR, that the Lead Agency either revise the
text of the Draft Subsequent EIR or include marginal notes showing that information. The Final
Subsequent EIR for the Project has been prepared in accordance with CEQA. CEQA Guidelines Section
15132 indicates that the contents of a Final EIR shall consist of:

e “The Draft EIR or a revision of the draft;
e Comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR either verbatim or in summary;
* Alist of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR;

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

* Any other information added by the Lead Agency.”

The City has evaluated comments on environmental issues from persons who reviewed the Draft EIR and
has prepared a written response, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088(a). Pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088(b), the City provided written responses to comments to any public agency that
commented on the Draft Subsequent EIR, at least ten (10) days prior to the City Council consideration of
certifying the EIR as adequate under CEQA. Written responses to comments will also be provided to non-
public agency individuals, organizations, and entities that commended on the Draft EIR. In addition, the
Final EIR will be made available to the general public at the City’s Planning Division office and on the City’s
website a minimum of 10 days prior to the City Council public hearing.

The Final EIR, along with other relevant information and public testimony at the Planning Commission and
City Council public hearings, will be considered by the City’s Council.

1.4 CLARIFICATIONS, AMPLIFICATIONS AND MODIFICATIONS TO THE
DRAFT EIR

Section 3.0, Errata to the Draft EIR, details the proposed changes to the Draft EIR. In response to public
comments, text changes have been made to Draft EIR sections to clarify and amplify the analysis or
mitigation measures, and to make insignificant modifications to the Draft EIR. This information does not
rise to the level of significant new information as the resulting impact analysis and alternatives considered
remain essentially unchanged, and no new or more severe impacts have been identified. These changes
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do not warrant Draft EIR recirculation pursuant to California Public Resources Code §21092.1 and CEQA
Guidelines §15088.5.

CEQA Guidelines §15088.5 describes when an EIR requires recirculation prior to certification, stating in
part:

“(a) Aleadagency is required to recirculate an EIR when significant new information is added to the EIR
after public notice is given of the availability of the Draft EIR for public review under Section 15087
but before certification. As used in this section, the term "information" can include changes in the
project or environmental setting as well as additional data or other information. New information
added to an EIR is not "significant" unless the EIR is changed in a way that deprives the public of a
meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect of the project
or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including a feasible project alternative) that
the project's proponents have declined to implement. “Significant new information” requiring
recirculation include, for example, a disclosure showing that:

(1) A new significant environmental impact would result from the project or from a new mitigation
measure proposed to be implemented.

(2) A substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result unless mitigation
measures are adopted that reduce the impact to a level of insignificance.

(3) A feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others
previously analyzed would clearly lessen the environmental impacts of the project, but the
project’s proponents decline to apply it.

(4) The Draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in nature that
meaningful public review and comment were precluded (Mountain Lion Coalition v. Fish and
Game Com. (1989) 214 Cal.App.3d 1043).

(b) Recirculation is not required where the new information added to the EIR merely clarifies or
amplifies or makes insignificant modifications in an adequate EIR.”

As discussed herein and as elaborated upon in the respective Response to Comments, none of the
clarifications or changes made in the Errata reflect a new significant environmental impact, a “substantial
increase” in the severity of an environmental impact for which mitigation is not proposed, or a new
feasible alternative or mitigation measure that would clearly lessen significant environmental impacts but
is not adopted, nor do the Errata reflect a “fundamentally flawed” or “conclusory” Draft EIR. In all cases,
as discussed in individual responses to comments, master responses and Draft EIR Errata, these minor
clarifications and modifications do not identify new or substantially more severe environmental impacts
that the City has not committed to mitigate. Here, the public has not been deprived of a meaningful
opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect of the Project or an unadopted
feasible Project alternative or mitigation measure. Instead, the information added supports the existing
analysis and conclusions, and responds to inquiries made from commenters. Therefore, this Final EIR is
not subject to recirculation prior to certification.
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