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Derik Martin 

June 1, 2015 

I10-1 The County acknowledges receipt of Derek Martin’s 

input and appreciates the comments regarding the 

potential impacts associated with implementation of the 

project. This comment does not address the adequacy of 

the DEIR, therefore no further response is required. 

I10-2 Cumulative discussion throughout Chapters 2 and 3 of 

the Final EIR has been revised to include the most up 

to date status of both the ECO substation and ESJ 

Phase 1 projects (Table 1-7). Specifically, cumulative 

impacts with respect to aesthetics is included within 

Section 3.1.4, and analysis shows that impacts would 

be less than significant.  

I10-3 The County acknowledges this comment; however it 

does not address the adequacy of the DEIR, therefore 

no further response is required. Aesthetics impact 

analysis with respect to implementation of the project 

is included within Section 2.1 of the DEIR.  

I10-4 The County acknowledges this comment; however it 

does not address the adequacy of the DEIR, therefore no 

further response is required. To clarify, neither CEQA 

nor the County of San Diego protect private views. 
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I10-5 The County acknowledges this comment; however it 

does not address the adequacy of the DEIR, therefore 

no further response is required. 

I10-6 The County acknowledges this comment; however it 

does not address the adequacy of the DEIR, therefore 

no further response is required. 

I10-7 The County acknowledges this comment; however it 

does not address the adequacy of the DEIR, therefore 

no further response is required. 

I10-8 The County acknowledges that the commenter 

disagrees with the conclusion reached about visual 

impacts in the DEIR. The commenter has provided no 

evidence in support of his contention. To clarify, 

neither CEQA nor the County of San Diego protect 

private views. 

I10-9 The County acknowledges this comment; however it 

does not address the adequacy of the DEIR, therefore 

no further response is required. 
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I10-10 The County acknowledges receipt of these photos of 

the ECO substation. See Response to Comment I10-2. 
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