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Karen Comstock, Chief, Chino Police Department 
PH-1 The comment expresses the opinion that CDCR can build a secure MHCF, but also expresses 

concerns related to the existing conditions at the CIM facility and public safety.  Please see 
Master Response 1 and Master Response 2, respectively.  The comment does not address 
the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

PH-2 The comment expresses concern related to the transportation of inmates and security. 
Please see Master Response 2.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft 
EIR’s analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

PH-3 The comment expresses concern related to the existing conditions at the CIM facility.  Please 
see Master Response 1.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s 
analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

PH-4 The comment correctly states that CIM was proposed as the site for the MHCF.  It is noted 
that leadership at CDCR, including the Secretary, has changed since the reported meeting in 
Chino took place.  In compliance with CEQA, the Secretary will review the EIR, including 
comments and responses, before deciding whether to approve the project.  

PH-5 The comment incorrectly states that CIM disposes human waste on institution grounds.  See 
response to comments A4-15 and A5-2 regarding wastewater treatment. 

PH-6 The comment provides a general closing statement.  The comment does not address the 
adequacy of the Draft EIR’s analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

Kevin Mensen, Chino Police Department 
PH-7 The comment expresses concern related to the safety of the community.  Please see Master 

Response 2.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s analysis, and 
no further response is necessary. 

PH-8 The comment expresses concern related to the existing conditions at the CIM facility.  Please 
see Master Response 1.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s 
analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

PH-9 The comment expresses concern related to the transportation of inmates and security.  
Please see Master Response 2.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft 
EIR’s analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

PH-10 The comment provides a general closing summary of the concerns identified in comments 
PH-7, PH-8, and PH-9.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s 
analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

Gary George, San Bernardino County 
PH-11 The comment expresses opposition to the proposed project.  The comment does not address 

the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

Nicholas Liguori, City of Chino 
PH-12 The comment states that the EIR project description is inadequate because no site plan is 

provided.  See response to comment A4-3.  

PH-13 The comment states that because CIM is identified as the proposed MHCF location in the 
State Budget Act, the decision to place the MHCF at CIM has not been reviewed under CEQA.  
This EIR provides the CEQA review for CDCR’s proposal to construct and operate a MHCF at 
CIM.  All projects subject to CEQA begin with a proposal to place a project at a specific 
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location, and this project is no different.  It cannot be evaluated without a proposed location.  
However, that does not mean the project has been approved.  It is undergoing this CEQA 
review and will be subject to the deliberation and decision as to whether it should be 
approved when the EIR is brought before and reviewed by the Secretary of CDCR.  
Alternatives to the location at CIM are addressed in Chapter 7, “Alternatives,” of the Draft 
EIR.  See also response to comment A4-5.   

PH-14 The comment states that the EIR does not provide an analysis of alternative locations for the 
proposed project.  Funding for preliminary design and CEQA documentation by the 
Legislature does not commit CDCR to approve the project and does not preclude the ability 
to select an alternative.  Nothing in state law or policy directs CDCR to approve projects that 
receive this type of preliminary funding.  See response to comment A3-3. 

PH-15 The comment expresses concern related to the existing conditions at the CIM facility.  Please 
see Master Response 1.  The comment also raises issues regarding future maintenance of 
the MHCF, if it is constructed.  Maintenance funding is allocated throughout CDCR’s prison 
system and placing the MHCF at a different location would not alter future funding to 
maintain it.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s analysis, and no 
further response is necessary. 

PH-16 The comment provides a general closing statement of the above concerns and identifies 
concerns about the following topics without providing specific comments: traffic and roadway 
impacts, water supply, storm water, and utilities.  No further response is necessary. 

Kyle Collins, Deputy Chief, Chino Valley Fire District 
PH-17 The comment states that CIM’s fire department personnel does not provide emergency 

medical care and that the addition of a 50-bed mental health crisis facility will increase the 
service demand placed upon the CVFD.  See response to comment A1-3. 

PH-18 The comment requests that CDCR address the issues identified in the 2008 audit by the Office 
of the Inspector General and requests information related to first responders at similar mental 
health crisis facilities.  See response to comment A1-4. 

Donna Marchesi 
PH-19 The comment provides introductory language to the overall concerns expressed in comments 

PH-20 and PH-21, below.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s 
analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

PH-20 The comment expresses concern related to the safety of the community.  Please see Master 
Response 2.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s analysis, and 
no further response is necessary. 

PH-21 The comment expresses concern related to the existing conditions at the CIM facility.  Please 
see Master Response 1.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s 
analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

Yan-Bo Yang 
PH-22 The comment expresses concern related to existing prison noise and the potential increase 

of noise.  Please see response to comment I14-5. 

PH-23 The comment expresses concern related to safety and security.  Please see Master 
Response 2.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s analysis, and 
no further response is necessary. 
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Mark Hargrove, Chino City Council 
PH-24 The comment provides introductory language to the overall concerns expressed in comments 

PH-25 through PH-29, below.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft 
EIR’s analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

PH-25 The comment expresses concern related to the security levels at CIM.  Please see Master 
Response 2.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s analysis, and 
no further response is necessary. A lethal electrified fence is not necessary for security at 
Level IV facilities and not all CDCR Level IV facilities are surrounded by these fences. A lethal 
electrified perimeter fence around either the separate MHCF or the entire D Yard is not part 
of the scope of the proposed project as authorized by the State Budget Act.   

PH-26 The comment states that the location for the proposed MHCF was selected for Southern 
California, specifically CIM, from the beginning, and discusses the difficulty in recruiting for 
professional staffing positions in more remote areas.  Please see response to comment A3-3 
for a discussion of the need for a MHCF in Southern California.  

PH-27 The comment expresses concern related to the transportation of inmates and security. 
Please see Master Response 2.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft 
EIR’s analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

PH-28 The comment expresses concern related to the existing conditions at the CIM facility.  Please 
see Master Response 1.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s 
analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

PH-29 The comment discusses American Correctional Association (ACA) accreditation.  ACA 
accreditation is not discussed in the Draft EIR and is not related to the proposed project.  The 
comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s analysis, and no further response 
is necessary. 

Marc Lucio, Chino City Council 
PH-30 The comment expresses concern related to the transportation of inmates and security.  

Please see Master Response 2.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft 
EIR’s analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

PH-31 The comment expresses concern related to community safety and security.  Please see 
Master Response 2.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s 
analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

Denise Powell 
PH-32 The comment expresses concern related to the existing conditions at the CIM facility.  Please 

see Master Response 1.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s 
analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

Dr. Sekhon 
PH-33 The comment expresses support for the proposed MHCF.  No response is necessary. 

Steve Elie, Director, Inland Empire Utilities Agency 
PH-34 The comment presents introductory language and briefly discusses the CEQA process.  The 

comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s analysis, and no further response 
is necessary.  The comment suggests that insufficient time was provided to review the Draft 
EIR.  State CEQA Guidelines Section 15105 requires that Draft EIRs are circulated for a 
minimum of 45 days.  This Draft EIR was circulated for 53 days. 
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PH-35 The comment correctly states that social issues are not discussed in the EIR.  CEQA is 
required to address environmental impacts, which are defined as direct or indirect effects on 
the physical environment (e.g., land, air, water, biological resources, noise) (State CEQA 
Guidelines Sections 15358 and 15360).  Social and economic effects of a project, however, 
“…shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment,” although an EIR may trace 
a “chain of cause and effect” from an economic or social effect to an effect on the physical 
environment (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15131).  Please see Master Response 1 for a 
discussion of the existing conditions at the CIM facility. 

PH-36 The comment expresses concern related to the existing conditions at the CIM facility.  Please 
see Master Response 1.  Regarding the condition of infrastructure that would be used by the 
project, please see Section 4.11, “Utilities and Service Systems,” of the Draft EIR, which 
discusses the onsite WWTP and water treatment plant.  Also see response to comment I11-5. 

PH-37 The comment incorrectly states that CIM is on a septic system and should connect into the 
IEUA system.  CIM has an onsite WWTP that treats effluent to a secondary level.  See 
response to comments A4-15 and A5-2 as well as response to comment I11-5.  Because 
CDCR treats its own wastewater and does so to levels that meet the RWQCB requirements, 
there is no need to connect to and use the capacity of the IEUA system. 

PH-38 The comment expresses the belief that the alternatives analysis is inadequate and suggest 
that CDCR has discretion about whether to analyze a no project alternative.  State CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15126.6(e)(1) requires that a “no project” alternative be evaluated to 
allow decision makers to compare the impacts of approving the proposed project with the 
impacts of not approving the proposed project. 

 The comment also states that a two-story MHCF could have been considered in the EIR as an 
alternative to a one-story building.  A two-story MHCF alternative would not reduce any 
significant impacts of a one-story MHCF or vice versa because there are no significant 
effects.  The possible maximum height of the proposed building is appropriately identified in 
the Draft EIR project description.  See response to comment A4-3 regarding the level of detail 
necessary in the project description.  

PH-39 The comment incorrectly states that environmental impacts of a two-story building versus a 
one-story building have not been analyzed.  See response to comment A4-3 regarding the 
level of detail necessary in the project description. 

PH-40 The comment expresses the belief that the schedule of responding to comments is 
accelerated.  CEQA does not mandate a period of time that must pass between the close of a 
comment period and the release of a Final EIR.  Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines 15105(a) 
the public review period of a Draft EIR shall not be less than 45 days.  On December 6, 2018, 
CDCR released the Draft EIR for a 53-day public review and comment period.  Pursuant to 
State CEQA Guidelines 15088(b), the responses to comments in this current document will 
provided to commenting agencies 10 days before certification of an EIR.  CDCR will adhere to 
applicable procedural timing requirements of CEQA.  

PH-41 The comment expresses concern related the potential adverse effects on groundwater 
related to the discharge of treated secondary effluent onto CIM property.  See response to 
comment A5-2.  Water supply and capacity of the CIM wastewater treatment system are 
analyzed in Draft EIR Section 4.11, “Utilities and Service Systems.” 

PH-42 The comment provides summary statements related to alternatives and existing conditions.  
None of the comments received on the Draft EIR have resulted in a new or substantial increase 
in the severity of an environmental impact; therefore, recirculation is not necessary. 
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Deb Baker 
PH-43 The comment provides introductory language and does not address the adequacy of the 

Draft EIR’s analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

PH-44 The comment expresses concern related to community safety.  Please see Master Response 
2.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s analysis, and no further 
response is necessary. 

Darian Venerable 
PH-45 The comment expresses concern related to the existing conditions at the CIM facility.  Please 

see Master Response 1.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s 
analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

PH-46 The comment expresses concern related to community safety and security.  Please see 
Master Response 2.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s 
analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

Pat Schaffer 
PH-47 The comment states that the deactivated youth authority facility adjacent to CIM was once a 

maximum-security facility and could be fully operative with improvements.  The MHCF is a 
unique facility, specifically designed to address the needs of inmates in mental health crisis.  
The existing youth facility could not simply be modified and repurposed to accommodate the 
treatment needs of these inmates.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the 
Draft EIR’s analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

Maria Rodriguez 
PH-48 The comment expresses concern related to the existing conditions at the CIM facility.  Please 

see Master Response 1.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s 
analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

PH-49 The comment questions how a ten-day stay is going to stabilize someone who is experiencing 
a major mental health crisis and what happens if it does not work.  See response to 
comment I14-11.  The analysis in the EIR assumes certain parameters, including a typical 
10-day treatment period, for the impact analysis.  However, if an inmate requires longer 
treatment, it would be provided.  The capacity of the facility including the number of inmates 
and staffing would not change if this were to occur, and no additional environmental effects 
would result.  

PH-50 The comment questions whether the proposed MHCF will be maintained in the future.  
Provision of mental health crisis treatment in a secure environment is consistent with the 
agency mission of CDCR.  CDCR endeavors to keep its facilities in good working order and 
would do so with the MHCF, if constructed.  

Eunice Ulloa, Mayor, City of Chino 
PH-51 The comment expresses concern related to the existing conditions at the CIM facility.  Please 

see Master Response 1.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s 
analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

PH-52 The comment correctly states that polluted groundwater in the Chino Basin is subject to 
treatment.  Water treatment is performed by the Chino Desalter Authority, as discussed on 
page 4.7-7 of the Draft EIR.  The comment also correctly states that CIM operates a WWTP 
and discharges treated secondary effluent to percolation ponds.  See response to comment 
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A5-2 regarding connecting to the IEUA system.  See response to comment I11-5 regarding 
the effectiveness of the onsite WWTP. 

PH-53 The comment expresses concern related to the transportation of inmates and security of 
CIM.  Please see Master Response 2.  The comment does not address the adequacy of the 
Draft EIR’s analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

PH-54 The comment is a summary statement that does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR’s 
analysis, and no further response is necessary. 

  



Responses to Comments  Ascent Environmental 

 California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation 
3-140 California Institution for Men Mental Health Crisis Facility Project Final EIR 

 

This page intentionally left blank. 

 


	3.2.4 Public Hearing
	Karen Comstock, Chief, Chino Police Department
	Kevin Mensen, Chino Police Department
	Gary George, San Bernardino County
	Nicholas Liguori, City of Chino
	Kyle Collins, Deputy Chief, Chino Valley Fire District
	Donna Marchesi
	Yan-Bo Yang
	Mark Hargrove, Chino City Council
	Marc Lucio, Chino City Council
	Denise Powell
	Dr. Sekhon
	Steve Elie, Director, Inland Empire Utilities Agency
	Deb Baker
	Darian Venerable
	Pat Schaffer
	Maria Rodriguez
	Eunice Ulloa, Mayor, City of Chino


