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SECTION 1.0 INTRODUCTION

In accordance with Section 15088 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines,
the City of Fullerton, as the lead agency, has evaluated the comments received on the
Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Goodman Logistics Center Fullerton Project
(Project) (SCH No. 2020031172) and has prepared written responses to these comments. This
document has been prepared in accordance with CEQA and represents the independent
judgment of the lead agency.

According to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15132, the Final EIR shall consist of:

(@) The Draft EIR or a revision of the draft;

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

(c) A list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR;

(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.

The City Council will also consider adoption of a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program,
and Findings and Facts in Support of Findings as part of the approval process for the Project.

This Final EIR document is organized as follows:

Section 1 provides a brief introduction to this document, a summary of the public review
process, and a list of commenters.

Section 2 provides responses to the public comments received on the Draft EIR during
the public review period. Responses are provided in the form of individual responses to
comment letters received. Comment letters are followed immediately by the responses to
each letter.

Section 3 contains revisions and clarifications to the Draft EIR as a result of the comments
received from agencies and interested persons as well as errata identified in the EIR. City
staff have reviewed this information and determined that it does not constitute significant
new information, so recirculation of the EIR for further comment (pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines, Section 15088.5) is not required.

1-1 Introduction
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11 PUBLIC REVIEW PROCESS

In compliance with Section 15201 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the City of Fullerton has taken
steps to provide opportunities for public participation in the environmental process. A Notice of
Preparation (NOP) was distributed via email on March 30, 2020, to 42 federal, State, regional,
and local government agencies and interested parties for a 30-day public review period in order
to solicit comments and to inform agencies and the public of the Project. The NOP was also
distributed to the State of California Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse (SCH)
for distribution to State agencies. The NOP was posted on the City's website, and at the Orange
County Clerk’s office on March 30, 2020. The Project was described; potential environmental
effects associated with Project implementation were identified; and agencies and the public were
invited to review and comment on the NOP. A copy of the NOP and comments received are
included in Appendix A of the Draft EIR. In addition to a letter from the SCH acknowledging that
the City complied with the SCH review requirements for draft environmental documents pursuant
to CEQA, the City received 13 comment letters in response to the NOP. Table 1-1 of the Draft
EIR provides a brief summary of the NOP comments received that address environmental and
related issues.

Additionally, a publicly-noticed EIR Scoping Meeting was held on April 20, 2020. Due to the State
Emergency related to COVID-19 and as allowed pursuant to Executive Order N-25-20 and N-29-
20, the City of Fullerton Community and Economic Development Department hosted the EIR
Scoping Meeting via an internet-based video and phone conferencing service. The EIR Scoping
Meeting provided public agencies, interested parties, and members of the public an additional
opportunity to comment on the scope and range of potential environmental concerns to be
addressed in this EIR. No comments on the scope of the EIR were received during the Scoping
Meeting.

CEQA requires that a Draft EIR have a review period lasting at least 45 days for projects that
have been submitted to the SCH for review (State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15105[a]). The Draft
EIR was distributed to various public agencies, organizations, and individuals on August 4, 2020;
the EIR was available for public review and comment for a period of 45 days. The review period
ended on September 17, 2020. The City of Fullerton used several methods to elicit comments on
the Draft EIR. A Notice of Availability (NOA) for the Draft EIR was emailed and mailed to the
42agencies and organizations that received the NOP, to individuals who had previously requested
the NOA or EIR, and to individuals who provided NOP comments. The NOA was also mailed to
property owners and occupants within 300 feet of the Project site. The Draft EIR was also
available for review, by appointment at City Hall, and on the City’'s web site:
https://www.cityoffullerton.com/gov/departments/dev_serv/development activity/goodman_logist

ICS.asp.

The City of Fullerton Planning Commission will hold a public hearing for the Project to allow
members of the public to provide oral comments on the Project and the Final EIR. Public notices
of the Planning Commission hearing will be mailed to agencies and entities that provided
comments on the Draft EIR, and property owners and tenants within a 300-foot radius of the
project site. The public hearing notice will also be posted on the City Hall, Maintenance Services
Department, Main Library, and Museum Center Public Notice Boards, and with other public
notices on the City’s website. Following the public hearing, the Planning Commission will consider
making a recommendation to the City Council to certify the Final EIR and approve the Project.

1-2 Introduction
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The City Council, the final approval body, will also hold a public hearing at which they will consider

approving the proposed Goodman Logistics Center Fullerton Project, associated actions, and
certification of the Final EIR for the Project.

1-3 Introduction
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1.2 LIST OF EIR COMMENTERS

In accordance with Section 15132 of the State CEQA Guidelines, following is a list of the agencies,
organizations, and individuals that submitted comments on the Draft EIR. The City of Fullerton
received comments from 11 agencies, organizations, and individuals. The date the comments

were received by the City is noted below.

Responses to each comment are in Section 2.0 below. Each transmittal (letter or email) has been
assigned a letter (i.e., A, B, C) and each comment within the transmittal is divided into sequential

numbered comments (i.e., 1, 2, 3).
Comment

State Agencies
A. California Department of Transportation

County Agencies

B. Orange County Public Works (OCPW)

C. Orange County Sanitation District (OCSD)

D. Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA)

Local Agencies
E. City of Anaheim (Anaheim)

Organizations

F.  Blum Collins LLP

G. Fullerton Heritage

H. Julia Roper, State College LLC

Individuals

l. Curtis Gamble

J. Jenson Hallstrom
K. Jane Reifer

Date of Letter

September 17, 2020

September 17, 2020
September 17, 2020
September 17, 2020

September 22, 2020 (Revised)

September 17, 2020
September 17, 2020
September 7, 2020

September 15, 2020
September 17, 2020
September 17, 2020

1-4
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SECTION 2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE
PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD

All of the comment letters received by the City have been included and responded to in this Final
Environmental Impact Report (EIR). Comments that address environmental concerns have been
thoroughly addressed. Comments that do not require a response are indicated below and include
those that (1) do not address the adequacy or completeness of the Draft EIR (i.e., are outside the
scope of CEQA); (2) do not raise environmental issues; (3) do not address the Project; or (4)
request the incorporation of additional information not relevant to environmental issues.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15204(a) outlines the parameters for public agencies and interested
parties to submit comments and the Lead Agency’s responsibility for responding to specific
comments. Per CEQA Guidelines Section 15204(a), comments should be related to:

[T]he sufficiency of the document in identifying and analyzing possible impacts on the
environment and ways in which the 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 suggested 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 that, “[rleviewers 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
CEQA Guidelines Section 15064, an effect shall not be considered significant in the absence of
substantial evidence.” Additionally, CEQA Guidelines Section 15204(d) notes that, “[e]ach
responsible agency and trustee agency shall focus its comments on environmental information
germane to that agency’s statutory responsibility;” but, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section
15204(e), “[t]his 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 [CEQA Guidelines Section 15204].”

Section 15088 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, Evaluation of and
Response to Comments, states:

a) The lead agency shall evaluate comments on environmental issues received
from persons who reviewed the draft EIR and shall prepare a written response.
The lead agency shall respond to comments raising significant environmental
issues received during the noticed comment period and any extensions and
may respond to late comments.

b) The lead agency shall provide a written proposed response, either in a printed
copy or in an electronic format, to a public agency on comments made by that
public agency at least 10 days prior to certifying an environmental impact
report.

2-1 Responses to Comment Received During
the Public Review Period
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c) The written response shall describe the disposition of significant environmental
issues raised (e.g., revisions to the proposed project to mitigate anticipated
impacts or objections). In particular, the major environmental issues raised
when the Lead Agency’s position is at variance with recommendations and
objections raised in the comments must be addressed in detail giving reasons
why specific comments and suggestions were not accepted. There must be
good faith, reasoned analysis in response. Conclusory statements
unsupported by factual information will not suffice. The level of detail contained
in the response, however, may correspond to the level of detail provided in the
comment (i.e., responses to general comments may be general). A general
response may be appropriate when a comment does not contain or specifically
refer to readily available information, or does not explain the relevance of
evidence submitted with the comment.

d) The response to comments may take the form of a revision to the draft EIR or
may be a separate section in the final EIR. Where the response to comments
makes important changes in the information contained in the text of the draft
EIR, the lead agency should either:

1. Revise the text in the body of the EIR; or

2. Include marginal notes showing that the information is revised in the
response to comments.

This section includes responses to substantive Draft EIR comments received by the City. With
respect to comment letters received, aside from certain courtesy statements, introductions, and
closings, individual comments within the body of each letter have been identified and numbered.
A copy of each comment letter and the City’s responses to each applicable comment are included
in this section. Brackets delineating the individual comments and a numeric identifier have been
added to the right margin of the letter. Responses to each comment identified are included on the
page(s) following each comment letter. Responses to comments were sent to the agencies and
organizations that provided comments at least 10 days prior to the City Council’s consideration of
the EIR.

Revisions to the Draft EIR have been prepared to make minor corrections and clarifications to the
Draft EIR as a result of City review, and comments received during the public review period (refer
to Section 3.0, Draft EIR Clarifications and Revisions, of this document).

Therefore, this Response to Comments section, and the Draft EIR Clarifications and Revisions
section, are included as part of this Final EIR along with the Draft EIR for consideration by the
City of Fullerton City Council prior to a vote to certify the EIR. After considering the information in
the Final EIR, the City of Fullerton finds that the Draft EIR is adequate, and fully complies with
CEQA, and all conclusions within the Draft EIR were supported by evidence provided within the
Draft EIR or the administrative record for the Project. As further discussion in Section 3.0 of this
document, the Draft EIR revisions and information presented in the responses to comments do
not result in any of the conditions set forth in Section 15088.5 of the State CEQA Guidelines;
therefore, the EIR does not need to be recirculated prior to its certification.

2-2 Responses to Comment Received During
the Public Review Period
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Responses to Comment A

California Department of Transportation
September 17, 2020

A-1.

A-2.

A-5.

Although this comment inaccurately identifies the Project as the “Updated Campus Master
Plan for California State University, Fullerton”, the summary project description provided
accurately reflects the proposed Goodman Logistics Center Fullerton Project (Project). No
response is required.

This comment discusses Caltrans’ Vehicle Miles Traveled-Focused Transportation Impact
Study Guide (May 20, 2020), and future guidance for transportation impact analysis that will
be provided by Caltrans, but does not address the Project. No response is required.

. This comment addresses the need for an operational and safety analysis for the northbound

and southbound off-ramps to State Route (SR)-57. The Fullerton City Council adopted the
City of Fullerton Transportation Assessment Policies and Procedures (TAPP) on June 16,
2020. The EIR includes the CEQA analysis required by the TAPP. In addition, unrelated to
the CEQA process and preparation of the EIR, and consistent with the procedures outlined
in the TAPP, the City did require an assessment of additional traffic-related issues, including
an operational and safety analysis for the SR-57 ramps. The Goodman Logistics Center
Fullerton Traffic Analysis, City of Fullerton (Non-CEQA Traffic Analysis), prepared by Urban
Crossroads (September 11, 2020) is included as an attachment to the staff report as it is
the basis for the Traffic Engineering conditions of approval. The Non-CEQA Traffic Analysis
is also available on the City's website at:
https://www.cityoffullerton.com/gov/departments/dev_serv/development activity/goodman

logistics.asp. The analysis requested by the commenter is provided in Section 5.4 and 5.8
(level of service for Caltrans ramps) of the Non-CEQA Traffic Analysis, and Section 5.6 (off-
ramp queuing analysis).

No revisions to the Draft EIR are required in response to this comment.

. The commenter recommends that the City consider installation of electric power or charge

infrastructure for trucks to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) and heat emissions. As identified
in Section 4.6, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, of the Draft EIR (see Threshold a, page 4.6-
25), the GHG emissions resulting from the Project would be less than significant and
mitigation is not required. Because the Draft EIR adequately determined the Project’'s GHG
emissions impacts to be less than significant during construction and operation without
mitigation, the City has determined that the recommended design feature is not warranted.

The commenter requests that overnight parking be considered to prevent truck drivers from
resting in empty lots or side streets. As described in Section 3.3.2(B), Circulation and
Parking, of the Draft EIR, the Project’s design provides off-street parking for trailer parking
at each building site. Therefore, it is not reasonably foreseeable that vehicles accessing the
Project site would park in empty lots or side streets as asserted by the commenter. Further,
Section 8.44 of the Fullerton Municipal Code, Stopping, Standing, and Parking, prohibits
parking of large commercial vehicles on public streets for long periods of time and restricts
parking between the hours of two a.m. and five a.m. of any day.

The commenter requests that the installation of zero or near zero emissions infrastructure
to fuel zero or near zero emissions trucks and cargo handling equipment be considered.
The analysis presented in the Draft EIR concludes that the Project would result in less than

2-8 Responses to Comment Received During
the Public Review Period
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A-7.

A-8.

A-9.

significant air quality and GHG operational impacts, and mitigation is not required.
Therefore, the City has determined that the recommended design feature is not warranted.

Notwithstanding, it is recognized that the technology is advancing and electric powered long-
haul trucks will become more widely available in the future. In June 2020, CARB adopted a
new Rule (Advanced Clean Trucks Regulation) that is the strictest in the country, requiring
truck manufacturers to transition from diesel trucks and vans to electric zero-emission trucks
beginning in 2024. By 2045, every new truck sold in California will be required to be zero-
emission. When commercial availability of electric-powered long-haul trucks is more readily
available in the future, it is expected that such trucks will be part of the Project’'s normal
course of operation.

The commenter requests that adequate truck parking be provide on-site to stage and park
while drivers are waiting for pickups/dropoffs. As identified in Response to Comment 5,
above, as described in Section 3.3.2(B), Circulation and Parking, of the Draft EIR, the
Project’s design provides off-street parking for trailer parking at each building site. There
would be adequate truck parking for all Project operations and no Project modifications are
warranted.

The commenter encourages site design that allows for separation of on-site activities. As
described in Section 3.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, the Project involves the
development of a logistics center consisting of Class A speculative industrial buildings that
are designed to meet contemporary industry standards, and that can accommodate a wide
variety of users. Each building has been designed to operate independently with a site plan
configuration that avoids operational conflicts mentioned by the commenter. Therefore, the
City has determined that no site plan modifications are warranted.

The commenter requests the consideration of on-site parking so truck drivers can rest and/or
wait for loading/unloading. As identified in Response to Comment 5, above, the Project’s
design provides off-street parking for trailer parking at each building site (refer to Section
3.3.2[B], Circulation and Parking, of the Draft EIR). There would be adequate truck parking
for Project operations and no Project modifications are warranted.

A-10.The commenter requests the consideration of designated parking areas/parking for micro-

freight delivery, package, and transportation network companies’ pickup/dropoff. Because
this Project is proposed on a speculative basis, meaning that the building occupants/tenants
are not yet identified, it is speculative to anticipate specific needs of future tenants. As
discussed in Section 3.3.2[B], Circulation and Parking, of the Draft EIR, the Project has been
designed to comply with Section 15.40.050, of the City of Fullerton Zoning Ordinance,
related to parking requirements in Industrial zones. There would be adequate parking for
Project operations and no Project modifications are warranted.

A-11.This comment does not address the analysis of environmental impacts presented in the

Draft EIR. Caltrans support for the Project’s efforts to improve Complete Street facilities is
noted.

A-12.This comment addresses transit service in the City, including at the Fullerton Transportation

Center, which is served by Metrolink and Amtrak. The Draft EIR addresses the Project’s
consistency with applicable Project-level goals and policies outlined in the Mobility Chapter
of The Fullerton Plan (refer to Table 4.11-3, The Fullerton Plan Consistency Analysis, in
Section 4.11, Transportation, of the Draft EIR). Further, Table 4.9-1, SCAG RTP/SCS
Consistency Analysis, of the Draft EIR, addresses the Project consistency with SCAG goals

2-9 Responses to Comment Received During
the Public Review Period
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related to transit. There are no Project-level policies related to the Fullerton Transportation
Center (located approximately 1.4 miles northeast of the Project site), that are applicable to
the Project. The policy consistency analysis in the Draft EIR appropriately focuses on multi-
modal transportation primarily involving proximity to bus routes and bicycle and pedestrian
facilities. No further analysis is required.

A-13.The commenter requests that the use of transit be encouraged. There are Class Il (on-
street, striped) bicycle lanes adjacent to the Project site along Acacia Avenue and E.
Orangethorpe Avenue. Additionally, there are OCTA bus routes along E. Orangethorpe
Avenue and State College Boulevard adjacent to the Project site. As identified in Table 4.9-
1, SCAG RTP/SCS Consistency Analysis, of the Draft EIR, the Project includes the
construction of sidewalks and incorporates bicycle facilities that would facilitate pedestrian
and bicycle travel, and use of transit. A new concrete bus pad would be installed at the bus
stop along E. Orangethorpe Avenue as part of the Project to further facilitate use of transit.
Therefore, the Project would provide local job opportunities for existing and future residents
of the City that would be accessible by transit and active transportation. Furthermore,
Fullerton Municipal Code Section 15.40.070 contains the transportation demand
management (TDM) strategies that are applicable to new industrial/manufacturing
development that is estimated to employ 100 or more persons. These strategies are
intended to reduce single-occupancy automobiles and include, but are not limited to the
provision of the following features: convenient carpool/vanpool parking; bus facilities where
appropriate; dissemination commuter information and areas to accommodate this;
shower/lock room facilities; and, sidewalks with direct and safe routes to the external
pedestrian circulation system. These requirements would promote the use of transit.

A-14.The commenter requests wayfinding signage to transit stops within the Project vicinity and
local roadways. The Fullerton Plan includes a region/subregion-level policy for the City to
support projects, programs, policies and regulations to utilize signage and technology to
provide real-time information to users of the multi-modal transportation network. In addition,
as identified in Response to Comment 13, above, Fullerton Municipal Code Section
15.40.070 requires new industrial/manufacturing development to implement transportation
demand management strategies, including incorporating a commuter information area
within or near each building and providing sidewalks/paved pathways providing direct and
safe routes to external circulation systems. These requirements would promote the use of
transit and would allow future employees to locate and safely access transit stops.

A-15.This comment addresses construction of a Caltrans safety improvement project on the
southbound SR-57/westbound SR-91 connector scheduled for fiscal year 2023/2024. As
identified in Section 3.3.2(F), Construction Activities, of the Draft EIR, Project construction
is expected to begin in Spring 2021 and end in Summer 2022. The construction of the
Project would not overlap with Caltrans’ safety improvement project.

A-16.This comment addresses procedures for obtaining encroachment permits from Caltrans.
The Project does not involve any activities that would involve encroachment in Caltrans’
right-of-way; therefore, an encroachment permit is not required.

2-10 Responses to Comment Received During
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Responses to Comment B
OC Public Works
September 17, 2020

B-1. This comment requests a revision to Section 2.4.8, Hydrology, to indicate the Project is
within the Fullerton Creek Channel watershed, rather than the Santa Ana River watershed.
The first two paragraphs of Section 2.4.8 (page 2-12 of the Draft EIR) are hereby revised as
follows:

Project S|te and V|C|n|ty are W|th|n the purV|ew of the Santa Ana Reglonal Water Quallty
Control Board (RWQCB). The Water Quality Control Plan for the Santa Ana River Basin
(Basin Plan) is the governing water quality plan for the region, which sets forth goals and
objectives for protecting water quality within the region (RWQCB, 2016).

The Project site lies within the Fullerton Creek Channel watershed. Runoff from the
Project site flows via sheet flow or through existing storm drains to storm drain facilities
in adjacent roadways and ultimately to the existing public storm drain laterals located
beneath Kimberly Avenue that convey stormwater runoff to the existing concrete channel
that runs north of Kimberly Avenue. The Kimberly Storm Channel connects to the
Fullerton Creek Channel (Orange County Flood Control Facility No. A03). The
Fullerton Creek extends approximately 10.5 miles from the Fullerton Dam to-which
joins-the Coyote Creek, which flows into the San Gabriel River and ultimately drains to
the Pacific Ocean.

B-2. This comment requests a revision to Section 4.8.5, Cumulative Impacts, to clarify the
discussion of the Santa Ana River Basin (versus the Santa Ana River watershed). The
following revisions are hereby made in Section 4.8.5 of the Draft EIR pages 4.8-28 and 4.8-
29):

e 2" paragraph:

The Project cumulative impact analysis considers the construction and operation of
the Project in conjunction with other development projects in the vicinity of the
Project site as follows: (1) the Fullerton Creek Chanel watershed and San
Gabriel River-Coyote Creek watershed with respect to local and regional
drainage, (2) the Santa Ana River Basin with respect to water quality (because
the LARWQCB has no jurisdiction over the Orange County portion of the
Coyote Creek watershed), and (3) the CeastalPlain—ef Orange County
Groundwater Basin with respect to _groundwater resources. This area was

selected for analysis because itencompasses-the Project' s watershed,-and-because

the Project does not have the potential to result in hydrology or water quality impacts

outside of these areas. Project's-watershed-

2-13 Responses to Comment Received During
the Public Review Period
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3" paragraph:

Project construction and the construction of cumulative development would have the
potential to contribute to waterborne pollution, including erosion and siltation, to the
receiving watersSanta-Ana-River\Watershed...Also, the Project Applicant and all
cumulative developments in the Santa Ana River Basin would be required to comply
with the Santa Ana Basin Plan, which is applicable to the Project site, and
establishes water quality standards for ground and surface waters of the region. As
concluded in The Fullerton Plan EIR, compliance with these mandatory regulatory
requirements would ensure that development projects within-the-Santa-Ana-River
watershed, including the Project, would not contribute to cumulative water quality
impairments during construction.

4" paragraph, 2" sentence:

Other development projects within—the—watershed subject to reguirements
outlined in the Santa Ana River Basin Plan would similarly be required by law to
prepare and implement site-specific WQMPs to ensure that runoff does not
substantially contribute to water quality violations.

6" paragraph:

Construction of the Project and other development projects within the Santa-Ana
RiverBasin Fullerton Creek Chanel watershed and San Gabriel River-Coyote
Creek watershed would be required to comply with federal, State, and local
regulations and applicable regional and local master drainage plans to mitigate flood
hazards both on- and off-site...Also, future development proposals within these
watersheds Santa-Ana-RiverBasin would be required to prepare hydrologic and
hydraulic calculations, subject to review and approval by the City, to demonstrate
that substantial on- and/or off-site flood hazards would not occur...Because the
Project and all other developments throughout these watersheds Santa-Ana-River
Basin would need to comply with federal, State, and local regulations to ensure that
stormwater discharges do not substantially exceed existing volumes or exceed the
volume of available conveyance infrastructure, a cumulative impact related to flood
hazards would not occur.

2-14 Responses to Comment Received During
the Public Review Period
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Responses to Comment C

Orange County Sanitation District
September 17, 2020

C-1

The commenter indicates that information presented in the Draft EIR related to Orange
County Sanitation District (OCSD) sewer lines is outdated. While the commenter does not
specify what information is outdated, it is expected that this comment is referring to the
identification of a 33-inch OCSD line in State College Boulevard, provided on page 4.13-
17 of the Draft EIR (under the discussion of Wastewater Infrastructure). For clarification,
the 18-inch line in Kimberly Avenue flows to an existing 48-inch OCSD line in State College
Boulevard. The following correction is hereby made to the Draft EIR:

e The sewer flows from the 18-inch line in Kimberly Avenue flow to an existing 3348-
inch OCSD line in State College Boulevard.

2-16 Responses to Comment Received During
the Public Review Period
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Responses to Comment D

Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA)
September 17, 2020

D-1.

D-2.

D-3.

D-4.

This comment addresses the need for a level of service (LOS) required by OCTA to monitor
the Congestion Management Program (CMP) Highway System (HS), and acknowledges
that this analysis is separate from the analysis required pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Pursuant to the requirements of the City of Fullerton
Transportation Assessment Policies and Procedures (TAPP) adopted by the Fullerton City
Council on June 16, 2020, the Goodman Logistics Center Fullerton Traffic Analysis, City of
Fullerton (Non-CEQA Traffic Analysis), prepared by Urban Crossroads (September 11,
2020) is included as an attachment to the staff report. The Non-CEQA Traffic Analysis is
also available on the City's website at:
https://www.cityoffullerton.com/gov/departments/dev_serv/development activity/goodman

logistics.asp. The Non-CEQA Traffic Analysis includes the CMP HS analysis requested by
the commenter.

This comment addresses the CMP-required assessment of LOS impacts. The only CMP
intersection in the study area is N. State College Boulevard and Orangethorpe Avenue. The
SR-91/State College Boulevard and SR-57/Orangethorpe Avenue ramps are also CMP
locations, but are controlled by Caltrans. Caltrans requires Highway Capacity Manual (HCM)
based LOS analysis. As such, both delay based and intersection capacity utilization (ICU)
based analysis has been conducted at N. State College Boulevard and Orangethorpe
Avenue only. The CMP-required analysis is provided in the Non-CEQA Traffic Analysis
discussed under Response to Comment 1, above.

This comment addresses the future right-of-way (ROW) needs for buildout of State College
Boulevard pursuant to the Master Plan of Arterial Highways (MPAH). State College
Boulevard is currently a five-lane facility without on-street parking adjacent to the Project
site. The Project is located on the west side of State College Boulevard and the roadway is
already widened to its ultimate western half-street width; therefore, the Project as proposed
does not preclude the final buildout of the State College Boulevard into a six-lane facility
consistent with the Master Plan of Arterial Highways.

This comment correctly identifies that the eastbound lane configuration for Intersection No.
23 (State College Boulevard/Commonwealth Avenue) is shown incorrectly in Figure 4.11-
1b, Existing Number of Through Lanes and Intersection Controls, of the Draft EIR. Revised
Figure 4.11-b is included in Section 3.0, Clarifications and Revisions, of this Draft EIR.
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200 S. Anaheim Blvd
Suite #276

Anaheim, CA 92805
Tel: (714) 765-5176

COMMENT LETTER E

City of Anaheim
PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT

September 22, 2020

Edgardo Caldera
Associate Planner by email to:
Fullerton Community Development edgardo.caldera@cityoffullerton.com

303 W. Commonweatlh Ave
Fullerton, California 92832

Subject: Notice of Availability of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
Goodman Logistics Center Fullerton Project

Dear Mr. Caldera:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the above-referenced document.
The City of Anaheim provided comments on September 17th. Upon further review we
have revised our comments as certain comments are no longer applicable. Per SB743, the
CEQA evaluation for this project requires VMT analysis and not analysis of local E-1
intersection operations. Therefore, please disregard the previously provided comments

regarding LOS, driveway routing and trip distribution. The revised set of comments for

the Goodman Logistics Center are provided below. <—

Public Works Department: Traffic Engineering Division:

Please contact Neelam Dorman at 714-765-4957 or NDorman@anaheim.net with
questions pertaining to these comments. The City of Anaheim is open to discuss the traffic
items in more detail to assist in resolving these comments.

Draft EIR Comments:

e Page 9: This section does not discuss, existing peak hour intersection operations,
traffic signal warrants, or freeway facility analyses as stated in the first sentence E-2
on the page (Section 2 Area Conditions).

*

e Page 26: A trip generation comparison between the various data sources should be
presented for High-Cube Fulfillment Warehouse to determine which the best
source is. ITE codes 155, 157, 154, and WSP study were identified. ITE code 154
is noted for the inbound/outbound split however the land use is not identified and E-3
no support provided as to who this land use would be a better fit for split
percentages rather than 155 and 157. Please identify use 154 and clarify the
application.
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If you have any questions regarding this response, please do not hesitate to contact me at
(714) 765-5238 or auk@anaheim.net.

Sincerely,

Andy Uk
Associate Planner
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City of Anaheim
PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT

September 17, 2020

Edgardo Caldera
Associate Planner by email to:
Fullerton Community Development edgardo.caldera@cityoffullerton.com

303 W. Commonweatlh Ave
Fullerton, California 92832

Subject: Notice of Availability of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
Goodman Logistics Center Fullerton Project

Dear Mr. Caldera:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the above-referenced
document. The City of Anaheim staff offers the following comments:

Public Works Department: Traffic Engineering Division:

Please contact Neelam Dorman at 714-765-4957 or NDorman@anaheim.net with
questions pertaining to these comments. The City of Anaheim is open to discuss the traffic
items in more detail to assist in resolving these comments.

Draft EIR Comments:

o  Was LOS analysis prepared outside of the CEQA evaluation? LOS analysis should
be provided for review to the City of Anaheim.

¢ Based on the comments, the trip generation and distribution could affect loading
at intersections and therefore any LOS analysis conducted would need to be
updated.

e Page 9: This section does not discuss, existing peak hour intersection operations,
traffic signal warrants, or frecway facility analyses as stated in the first sentence
on the page (Section 2 Arca Conditions).

e Page 26: A (rip generation comparison between the various data sources should be
presented for High-Cube Fulfillment Warchouse to determine which the best
source is. ITE codes 155, 157, 154, and WSP study were identified. ITE code 154
is noted for the inbound/outbound split however the land use is not identified and
no support provided as to who this land use would be a better fit for split
percentages rather than 155 and 157.

¢ Exhibit 3-1 (2 of 2): Project (Truck) Inbound and Outbound Trip Distribution:

Southbound left truck movements at unsignalized driveways 4, 6, 8, 10, and 14
200 S. Anaheim Blvd onto Orangethorpe Avenue during peak hours would not be possible or safe. As

Suite #276
Anaheim, CA 92805
Tel: (714) 765-5176

www.anaheim.net
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the distribution is only assessing for peak hours, revise truck distribution to
Kimberly Avenuc. With the additional truck traffic at Kimberly/State College, the
intersection should be signalized as the project would create additional hazards at
this intersection. Truck volumes would also increase at Acacia/Orangethorpe. This
potentially could create impacts for threshold c: The Project would not
substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature or incompatible
uses.

e Exhibit 3-2 (2 of 3): Project (Passenger) Outbound Trip Distribution: Revisit
passenger car outbound southbound left movements at unsignalized driveways 4,
6, 8, 10, and 14 onto Orangethorpe Avenue during peak hours would not be easy
or safe. Revise distribution to favor Kimberly Ave. With the additional traffic at
Kimberly/State College, the intersection may need to be signalized as the project
would create additional hazards at this intersection. Traffic volumes would also
increase at Acacia/Orangethorpe.

e Exhibit 3-2 (3 of 3): Project (Passenger) Inbound Trip Distribution: Revisit
passenger car inbound eastbound left movements at unsignalized driveways 4, 6,
8, 10, and 14 onto Orangethorpe Avenue during peak hours would not be easy or
safe. Revise distribution to favor Kimberly Ave. With the additional traffic at
Kimberly/State College, the intersection may need to be signalized as the project
would create additional hazards at this intersection. Traffic volumes would also
increase at Acacia/Orangethorpe.

e Page S-29: Geometric design features at driveways along Orangethorpe Avenue
(left turn in/out) have potential to increase hazards. In addition, the additional
traffic (passenger and truck) at the Kimberly/State College could also create
hazards with current geometric feature of stop control. Please see comments on the
traffic study on trip generation and distribution for more information.

If you have any questions regarding this response, please do not hesitate to contact me at

(714) 765-5238 or auk(@anaheim.net.

Sincerely,

Andy Uk
Associate Planner
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Responses to Comment E

City of Anaheim
September 22, 2020

E-1.

E-2.

E-3.

Per the City of Anaheim’s request, the original comment letter provided by the City of
Anaheim is disregarded, and responses to comments in the revised letter are provided
below. The original letter is also provided for informational purposes.

This comment refers to the traffic analysis prepared to support the Draft EIR (included in
Appendix K2 of the Draft EIR). The statement on page 9 inadvertently references
information (i.e. level of service [LOS], traffic signal warrants, and freeway facilities) outside
of the required CEQA evaluation, the analysis for which is included in the Goodman
Logistics Center Fullerton Traffic Analysis, City of Fullerton (Non-CEQA Traffic Analysis),
prepared by Urban Crossroads (September 11, 2020) which is included as an attachment
to the staff report as it is the basis for the Traffic Engineering conditions of approval. The
Non-CEQA Traffic Analysis is also available on the City’'s website at:
https://www.cityoffullerton.com/gov/departments/dev_serv/development_activity/goodman
_logistics.asp.

This comment requests clarification regarding the trip generation rates used for the Project.
The referenced High Cube Warehouse Trip Generation Study (WSP) does not provide any
guidance on inbound and outbound splits for the AM and PM peak hours. ITE Land Use
154 was used since the in/out splits are the same for ITE 154 and ITE 157 (Cold Storage).
Although slightly different for fulfillment center (ITE 155), the change is not significant. For
ITE 154, the traffic analysis used 77% inbound trips in the AM and 28% inbound trips in the
PM inbound. In comparison, ITE 155 uses 81% for AM inbound and 39% inbound in the PM.
The use of the 154 split is consistent with other studies that have been prepared within other
areas of Orange, Riverside, and San Bernardino counties.
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COMMENT LETTER F

BLUM | COLLINS e

Aon Center

707 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 4880

Los Angeles, California
90017

213.572.0405 phone
213.572.0401 fax

September 17, 2020

Edgardo Caldera, Associate Planner Via Email
City of Fullerton Community and

Economic Development Department 303

W. Commonwealth Avenue

Fullerton, CA 92832-1775
edgardo.caldera@cityoffullerton.com

Re: Goodman Logistics Center DEIR (SCH #2020031172)
Dear Mr. Caldera:

We represent area resident Brendan Virey. We write to provide comments on his behalf on the
Goodman Logistics Center (the “Project”) DEIR under the California Environmental Quality Act
(“CEQA”). Our comments generally follow the order in which issues appear in that DEIR.

Briefly put, the DEIR anticipates the construction of four warehouses, each 100,000 square feet
(“sf”) or more, to function as high cube logistics space and cold storage space. With the
Optional Site Plan which would add 47,862 square feet to Building 3, the DEIR anticipates
1,609,384 sf of development, of which 1,504,384 sf would be warechouse and 105,000 sf would
be ancillary office space. Construction is proposed to occur over approximately 15 months. The
site was formerly occupied by the Kimberly-Clark manufacturing facility; Kimberly-Clark has
now left the site and has taken with it a cogeneration plant located there. While the site is
generally surrounded by commercial and industrial development, there are residential uses in
Anaheim to the south; the closest residential development is approximately 1,282 feet to the
south.

F-1

Alternatives Analysis

The DEIR identifies no alternatives to the Project other than the required *No Project
Alternative.” This does not represent a reasonable range of alternatives. The DEIR asserts that F-2
no further alternatives need be analyzed because the Project has no significant impacts. We -
disagree with that assessment for a host of reasons outlined below.
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COMMENT LETTER F

Edgardo Caldera
September 17, 2020
Page 2 of 12

Project Description

The Project Description defines the Project solely in terms of a logistics center and job creation
for the community, although it is far from clear that Fullerton residents would benefit from the
Project’s resulting employment. According to the latest U.S. census data, available at F-3
https://data.census.gov/cedsci/profile7g=1600000US0628000&g=Fullerton%?20city%20Californi -
a,, over 41% of Fullerton’s residents have a Bachelor’s or a graduate or professional degree and
almost 50% have an Associate’s degree or more. This segment of the population would be ruled
out for most jobs at the site.

4t

At page 3-5, the Proposed Zone Change does not include the Optional Site Plan; this site would
apparently remain zoned M-G-ES. See Figure 3-3 on page 3-6. Also, at page 3-5, the DEIR
indicates that it analyzes “the potential effects of both the proposed Major Site Plan and the F-4
Optional Site Plan.” But at page 3-9, the DEIR refers to a breakdown of characteristics
associated with implementation of the Major Site Plan and an “Operational Site Plan.” We
presume this is a typo.

4t

Under “Site Layout and Building Alternatives,” subheading A, the DEIR states that “The future
occupants of the building are not known,” but that it is assumed that up to 50 percent of the
building square footage would be leased to one or more high-cube cold storage warehouse
tenants, and the remaining 50 percent would be occupied by a high-cube fulfillment center. F-5
Since the environmental impacts from the cold storage facility are likely to be substantially
greater, the DEIR should not have assumed the above mix absent a condition of approval
prohibiting over 50 percent cold storage use.

44

We’ll come back to the buildings’ commitments to meet the standards of the Building Code, the
Title 24 Efficiency Standards for Residential and Nonresidential Buildings, and CALGreen when F-6
we discuss the Energy and greenhouse gas (GHGs) sections of the DEIR.

44

Under subheading B, at 3-18, the DEIR asserts that Figure 3-17, Site Access, shows that each
driveway would accommodate full access, except for the western-most driveway on E. F-7
Orangethorpe Ave, which would be passenger-only and right-in, right-out. This is not what
Figure 3-17 shows, or what the text says regarding Buildings 1 and 3.

The DEIR states that internal and external bicycle parking would be provided. As we understand
it this is already required under Title 24.

ol S

Table 3-2 reflects that Demolition and Crushing/Pulverizing and Site Preparation and Grading
would all occur simultancously. We are uncertain as to whether this was considered in the Air F-9
Quality modeling. And the crushers would be on the south and southwest portion of the site,
which is the closest to the nearest residential sensitive receptor.

4
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COMMENT LETTER F

Edgardo Caldera
September 17, 2020
Page 3 of 12

<—
You assume that construction would occur eight hours per day, six days per week, although the F-10
City’s Code allows construction for 13 hours a day. In our experience, construction often -
involves two shifts, and this is not a worst-case analysis. -

<—

In Table 3-3 at page 3-44 it is indicated that the Building Construction Equipment fleet will use 2
generator sets during Crushing/Pulverizing, and another during Building Construction. This is F-11
contrary to Fullerton’s Mitigation Measures associated with its General Plan, and we are not sure
you modeled the emissions from these generators in your CalEEMod output.

44

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (“SCAQMD™) assumes that truck trips will be
40% of the traffic to high cube logistics facilities, but according to your assumptions, only 26% F-12
of trips will be trucks.

*

At 3-46 you assure readers of the DEIR:

*

Pursuant to State law, on-road diesel-fueled trucks are required to comply with
various air quality and greenhouse gas emissions standards, including but not

limited to the type of fuel used, engine model year stipulations, acrodynamic F-13
features, and idling time restrictions. Compliance with State law is mandatory.”

Compliance with State law is nof necessarily compliance with CEQA, and it is not in this case.

A4

The DEIR indicates that a variance is required to permit an exceedance of the 45-foot height
limit in an MP-200-3S zone. A variance is not warranted to put local residents at risk (whether F-14
they reside in Fullerton or not).

There is a proposed Tentative Parcel Map to separate the Project into four legal parcels.

F-15

Environmental Analysis

o S

Section 4.2 — Air Quality. At4.2-11 the DEIR attempts to assure readers that CARB’s Drayage
Truck Regulation, the Truck and Bus Regulation, and the Ports of Los Angeles and Long
Beach’s Clean Truck Program require “accelerated implementation of clean trucks.” These are F-16
floors, not ceilings, and the Clean Trucks Program’s limits will not apply to the trucks visiting
the Project site unless they are going to or coming from the Ports.

-
<—
A14.2-12, the DEIR refers to AB 617, but there is no effort here to implement clean air F-17
technologies. <—
- . - . . . . . <_
The requirements of CALGreen, listed at 4.2-12, will not in the main reduce Air Quality impacts.
There are no additional commitments to add bicycle parking or clean air vehicle parking or EV F-18
<—

chargers.

2-27 Responses to Comments Received During Public Review Period



.. Goodman Logistics Center Fullerton Project
.|:| Final Environmental Impact Report

COMMENT LETTER F

Edgardo Caldera
September 17, 2020
Page 4 of 12

At 4.2-14 to 4.2-16 the DEIR covers SCAQMD Rules, but it does not address the Indirect Source
Rule under development, which would apply to logistics centers like the present one. There is a F-19
Proposed Rule issued in 2019 which is not discussed at all, and a technical source document
which has been ignored.

44

At 4.2-22, the DEIR lists Mitigation Measures from The Fullerton Plan, including MM AQ-5,
which provides that “Electricity from power poles shall be used instead of temporary diesel or F-20
gasoline-powered generators to reduce the associated emissions.” This requirement has been
ignored in the present DEIR which proposes a Project that would use three generators.

44

At 4.2-23, the DEIR asks whether the Project would conflict with the applicable AQMP. The
only basis on which the City proposes to find that it does nof is through subtracting the emissions F-21
of the Kimberly-Clark Plant. The Kimberly-Clark Plant and its cogeneration facility have left

the site, and will continue operations in Kentucky. The Project would conflict with the AQMP,

44

At 4.2-24, the DEIR asks if the Project would cause a cumulatively considerable net increase of
any criteria pollutant for which the Project is nonattainment. The answer is yes. The maximum
NOx emissions from the Project’s construction are 290.98 lbs./day, which is well in excess of the
Project’s 100 1bs./day threshold. And regarding operations, the Project will have emissions of
218.81 Ibs/day of NOx in the summer, but because of the miraculous subtraction of the emissions F-22
from the former cogeneration facility, the emissions are projected to be -141.23 lbs/day NOs in
the summer. Obviously, residents in the vicinity will not experience clean air as a result of the
Project’s operations. The DEIR was required to analyze emissions in light of Cmtys. for a Beiter
Env’tv. 8. Coast Air Quality Mgmt. Dist. (2010) 48 Cal. 4th 316, 321, which required analysis
from the actual baseline, not a hypothetical one.

Regarding the Health Risk Assessment (“HRA™), it should have summed the risks from the
construction and operation of the Project, as residents will be exposed to both.

F-23

M4t

A1 4.2-43, the DEIR addresses Disadvantaged Communities, and acknowledges that the Project
sitc are part of a disadvantaged community under SB 535. However, the DEIR docs not
acknowledge that the Project will add to the already substantial pollution burden the area is F-24
experiencing. This is true whether the Project is considered individually significant under
SCAQMD’s health risk assessment criteria.

-
Somewhere in this section, the DEIR falsely states that TRUs will only idle for 5 minutes F-25
because CARB regulations prohibit further idling. They do not. o
The DEIR fails to acknowledge cumulative impacts regarding NOy regional emissions as well. ::l F-26
The solutions to the air quality problems that the DEIR identifies but actually refuses to F-27
acknowledge are easy. The Project should have solar roofs and should extend conduit to the -
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Edgardo Caldera
September 17, 2020
Page 5 of 12

F-27
(CONT)

truck bays to power not only TRUs but also the trucks themselves. The technology is available
NOW. This would greatly reduce the emissions from the Project.

e

Section 4.4 — Energy. The DEIR goes wrong from the beginning, focusing solely on statewide
energy consumption. This is not a helpful or relevant starting point for an energy analysis. The
DEIR then discusses reliability of the electric grid in the Southern California region, and how it F-28
has been hampered by recent developments. The DEIR fails to discuss how this Project can be a
part of the solution, by providing its own solar power, or at least some of its own solar power.

The DEIR discusses natural gas for almost three pages at 4.4-4 to 4.4-7, although elsewhere the
DEIR says that it will not connect to natural gas.

F-29

b4t

At 4.4-7, Transportation Energy Resources, the DEIR includes two paragraphs of discussion of
statewide transportation fuel use. This discussion is hopelessly general, providing information
on the number of miles of California’s roadway system and the number of passenger vehicles, F-30
which has nothing to with the impacts of this Project or how they can be mitigated. The
discussion also differs from that at the beginning of the section, rather substantially, in terms of
the number of billion gallons of gasoline and diesel fuel in use today (or at least as of 2017).

4t

Under Existing Policies and Regulations, the DEIR discusses ISTEA and TEA-21 as to federal
initiatives but does not address any energy efficiency programs such as Energy Star. As to State
initiatives, it refers to the California Energy Commission’s IEPR, but it does nothing to address
how the Project could actually take a step forward on the goals stated in the IEPR, or, for that F-31
matter, the State of California Energy Plan. With respect to the IEPR, the Project, through
combining solar with its plans, could address the state’s climate goals, its transportation fuel
reliability goals regarding electric vehicles, and Southern California’s grid reliability.

Similarly, the DEIR mentions the Title 24 Part 6 and Part 11 goals, but it does not address how
this Project could further those goals by providing solar, and hookups for future electric trucks.

F-32

pr 44

At 4.4-9 you address Pavley without noting that the most recent revisions to it have been blocked
by U.S. EPA’s SAFE program, which is now in the Courts. On that page, going to 4.4-10, you
discuss SB 350, which requires doubling the encrgy efficiency of existing buildings. You do not
address steps this applicant could take to make the buildings more efficient than they must be.

F-33

4

And the discussion of State policies and regulations is incomplete because it does not address:
e SB 32, which requires a 40% reduction in GHG emissions from 1990 levels by 2030.
e Executive Order B-55-18, establishing a statewide goal of carbon neutrality by 2045, or
e CARB’s 2017 Scoping Plan Update, calling for a 27-32% reduction in GHG emissions F-34
from the transportation sector by 2030. See Scoping Plan Update at 31 (Table 3). It also
concludes that local lead agencies play a central role in reducing GHGs from the
transportation sector. fd. At 100-101.
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Edgardo Caldera
September 17, 2020
Page 6 of 12

The Thresholds of Significance here, while consistent with those set out in Appendix G, do not
comport with the requirements in CEQA Guidelines Appendix F. As Appendix F clarifies, “The
goal of conserving energy,” as is mandated by Public Resources Code section 21100(b)(3),
“implies the wise and efficient use of energy,” which is achieved not only by “decreasing overall
per capita energy consumption,” but also by:
(2) decreasing reliance on fossil fuels such as oil, and F-35
(3) increasing reliance on renewable energy.

At least two cases establish that a lead agency does not demonstrate compliance with Appendix
F by merely showing that a Project will comply with Title 24’s requirements: Cal. Clean Energy
Comm. v. City of Woodland (“CCEC”) (2014) 225 Cal. App. 4th 173, 211, and Ukiah Citizens
Jor Safety First v. City of Ukiah (“Ukiah Citizens™) (2016) 248 Cal. App. 4th 256, 265.

44

Under “Construction Energy Usage,” the DEIR asserts that diesel fuel used in construction
equipment is “‘single-cvent diesel fuel demand [which] would not require on-going or permanent
commitment of diesel fuel resources.” This fails to acknowledge that diesel fuel is a non- F-36
rencwable resource in fact permanently and irretrievably committed when used. This discussion
also does not acknowledge that using diesel fuel for Crushing/Pulverizing and Building
Construction in the form of generators is contrary to The Fullerton Plan’s MM AQ-5.

4t

Further in that section, the DEIR discusses Construction Worker Fuel, though it does not sum all
the fuel to be used by the workers, which would come to about 159,584 gallons of fuel (although F-37
some of that may be diesel as opposed to gasoline). The DEIR repeats its sentence about no
“permanent commitments” being made by this fuel, but again this is false.

ol

As to Construction Vendor and Hauling Fuel Consumption Estimates, the DEIR surmises that
50% of trips would be MHDT and 50% HHDT, and all the hauling trips would be HHDT. The
DEIR actually does sum the HHDT trips and fuel consumption but not that of the HHDTs. And
vendor trips were assumed to be only 6.9 miles, and while this may be the CalEEMod default, it F-38
is unjustified. The DEIR again repeats the sentence about no “permanent commitment™ but
again this is a mischaracterization as to diesel fuel use.

4

The DEIR asserts that:

f

Construction contractors would be required to comply with applicable CARB
regulation regarding retrofitting, repowering, or replacement of diesel off-road
construction equipment,

o : - F-39
but this is slim reassurance, as CARB and EPA regulations as we understand them at this point
merely prohibit adding construction equipment of Tier 2 or lower if the contractor operates a
large or medium fleet. Small fleets can still add Tier 2 equipment, and all types of fleets can still
usc equipment from lower Tiers. See Attachments A and B.

2-30 Responses to Comments Received During Public Review Period



.. Goodman Logistics Center Fullerton Project
.|:| Final Environmental Impact Report

COMMENT LETTER F

Edgardo Caldera
September 17, 2020
Page 7 of 12

Regarding Operational Energy Demand, the DEIR projects 2,168,481 gallons of fuel annually
(diesel being at least 1,236,520 gallons of this, or more than half), if we can rely on your
assumptions regarding vehicle miles traveled (“VMT") 0of 27,998,131. This depends on the trip
frequency and length assumptions. While we don’t necessarily dispute the trip length F-40
assumptions, the trip frequency assumptions appear understated, as the SCAQMD has
recommended assuming that at least 40% of trips to high cube warchouses be assumed to be
from trucks, and the DEIR and Appendices posit something like 26% of trips being from trucks.

+ ot

Also, in this section, for Facility Energy Demand, the DEIR estimates consumption in Table 4.4-
13 for both natural gas and electricity. The DEIR earlier states that the Project will not connect
to natural gas:

8 F-41
natural gas service to the Project is not required and the Project does not include
the installation of natural gas lines.

4t

DEIR at 4-30.
Under “Operational Energy Efficiency/Conservation Measures,” the DEIR asserts that:

Energy efficiency/energy conservation attributes of the Project would be
complemented by increasingly stringent state and federal regulatory actions,
addressing vehicle fuel economies and vehicle emissions standards, and enhanced
building/utilities energy efficiencies mandated under California building codes. F-42

This is a fancy way of saying that the Project will comply with existing and possibly future laws.
This is simply not enough under CCEC and Ukiah Citizens. And the statement regarding
“increasingly stringent State and federal regulatory actions addressing vehicle fuel cconomics
and vehicle emissions standards™ is an overstatement, given the federal government’s actions to
invalidate Pavley II. The EPA “SAFE” rule increases corporate average fuel economy
(“CAFE”) and CO, emissions standards by 1.5% each year through model year 2026, as
compared with much more significant an