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Response to Comment Letter I30 

Beverly Goodnight 

February 10, 2014 

I30-1 The County of San Diego (County) acknowledges the 

commenter’s opposition to the Proposed Project. The 

information in this comment will be provided in the 

Final Program Environmental Impact Report (FPEIR) 

for review and consideration by the decision makers. 

Related to the commenter’s concern regarding impacts 

to views, the County acknowledges that the Project 

will have certain significant and unavoidable impacts 

related to aesthetics, including visual character and 

quality (see DPEIR Chapter 2.1). However, impacts 

associated with development of the Los Robles site are 

not evaluated on a project-specific level in the Draft 

Program Environmental Impact Report (DPEIR); any 

proposed development of the Los Robles site would 

require additional site-specific environmental review 

in the future, including aesthetic effects. 

I30-2 The County acknowledges the commenter’s concerns 

about water supply. Water use and potential adverse 

impacts to groundwater were considered and addressed 

in Chapters 3.1.5 (Hydrology – Groundwater) and 3.1.9 

(Utilities – Water) of the DPEIR.  It has been 

determined that the Proposed Project would have a less 

than significant impact on groundwater supply.  Please 

refer to common response WR1 and WR2. 
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I30-3 The County acknowledges the commenter’s concern 

related to dust. Fugitive dust impacts associated with 

both construction and operation were analyzed in 

Section 2.2.3.2 of the DPEIR.  Based on the 

environmental analysis, it has been determined that 

impacts related to dust would be less than significant. 

Particulate matter (PM10 and PM2.5) emissions were 

estimated for the Proposed Project and project design 

features have been identified to reduce impacts related 

to fugitive dust emissions. See also the response to 

comment I27-2.    

The commenter identifies health as a concern.  In 

order to respond to the concern of health, the comment 

must specifically identify an environmental issue that 

would cause a substantial adverse effect to human 

beings.  The comment does not provide specificity as 

to any environmental impact, and as such a specific 

response cannot be provided.  

I30-4 Potential adverse impacts related to wildlife were 

addressed in Chapter 2.3, Biological Resources, of the 

DPEIR. The commenter’s concerns related to impacts 

to species, foraging habitat, nesting habitat, and 

migratory paths were all analyzed in the DPEIR Based 

on the environmental analysis, it has been determined 

that potential impacts of the Proposed Project on 

biological resources would be less than significant 

with the implementation of mitigation. 



Response to Comments 

December 2014  7345 

Final PEIR I30 3 

I30-5 All potential impacts associated with the Proposed 

Project have been analyzed in the DPEIR.  It is not 

anticipated that any additional environmental issues 

will “surface” related to the Proposed Project that 

would not be addressed through implementation and 

enforcement of proposed mitigation measures during 

the lifetime of the Project. The County acknowledges 

the commenter’s opposition to the Project and support 

for the No Project Alternative. The decision makers 

will consider all information in the FPEIR and related 

documents before making a decision on the Proposed 

Project. The information in this comment will be 

provided in the FPEIR for review and consideration by 

the decision makers. 
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