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C2b-255 (cont.) 
 Significant Cumulative Impacts: The comment lists the segments 

and intersections identified in the Draft EIR (July 2013) at which the 
project would result in a significant cumulative impact.  The 
recommended mitigation was payment of the County of San Diego's 
Transportation Impact Fee (TIF), which the comment contends was 
inadequate to mitigate the identified impacts.  However, since the 
proposed project is seeking an amendment to the County of San 
Diego's General Plan, the County will be required to update the TIF 
Program. Through this process, the program fee calculations 
contained in the TIF program's nexus study will be updated to 
account for the General Plan land use and roadway network 
changes proposed by the project.  With this required update, the TIF 
program will then accurately account for the proposed project land 
uses and identified cumulative transportation-related impacts; hence, 
the project's cumulative transportation-related impacts would be 
adequately accounted for and funded by the County of San Diego 
TIF program. 

 
 The comment refers to identified significant cumulative impacts at 

segments of Interstate 15.  As these facilities are under the 
jurisdiction and control of Caltrans, the County General Plan policies 
do not apply in this instance.  As to the comment that the project 
proposes to do nothing to mitigate the impacts, please see Global 
Response: Significant and Unavoidable Impacts to I-15. 

 
 Planning For Compatibility: The project is consistent with Policy LU-

12.4. The project includes design guidelines to ensure compatibility 
with the character of a rural Village.  Stand-alone facilities are 
located outside of dedicated open space and are separated from 
residential areas.  Old West Lilac Road will be retained in its current 
location and is not used for access by individual homes within the 
project.  Designed as a Village Entry Street, new Main Street within 
the project includes a travel way, bike lane, and parking.  Pedestrian 
walkways are included in the private area adjacent to buildings.   

 
C2b-256 See response to comment C1e-76. 
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C2b-257 See response to comment C1e-77. 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-258 See response to comment C1e-78. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-259 See response to comment C1e-79. 
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C2b-260 See response to comment C1e-80 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-261 See response to comment C1e-81 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-262 See response to comment C1e-82. 
 
 

C2b-
260 

C2b-
261 

C2b-
262 



 LETTER RESPONSE 

Community Groups-790 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-263 See response to comment C1e-83. 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-264 See response to comment C1e-84. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-265 See response to comment C1e-85 
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C2b-266 See response to comment C1e-86. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-267 See response to comment C1e-87. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-268 See response to comment C1e-88. 
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C2b-269 See response to comment C1e-89. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-270 See response to comment C1e-90. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-271 See response to comment C1e-91. 
 
 
 
 
C2b-272 See response to comment C1e-92. 

C2b-
269 

C2b-
270 

C2b-
271 

C2b-
272 



 LETTER RESPONSE 

Community Groups-793 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-273 See response to comment C1e-93. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-274 See response to comment C1e-95. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-275 See response to comment C1e-96. 
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C2b-276 See response to comment C1e-97. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-277 See response to comment C1e-98. 
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C2b-278 See response to comment C1e-99 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-279 The project is consistent with the Community Conservation and 

Protection Goals of the Valley Center and Bonsall Community Plans. 
 
 A review of the grading plan shows how the project design is 

stepped down slopes to maintain the overall “shape” of the land. 
Additionally, grading is contoured to maintain the rolling nature of the 
existing topography.  

 
 The project is designed to be as compact as possible, in order to 

encourage walkability and use land efficiently. The grading needed 
to ensure efficient use of land is less than 2,500 cubic yards per 
house but it allows a compact development footprint rather than a 
scattered approach to project design which spreads development out 
just to avoid an otherwise developable area. Grading avoids the vast 
majority of steep slopes as defined in RPO complies with 
encroachment allowances. 

 
 The project will result in the designation of 75 acres within the 

Bonsall Community Plan area being changed from Semi-Rural to 
Village 2.9. As described for several policies above, this new Village 
would be consistent with the collection of highly varied uses that is 
Bonsall, contributing to the overall atmosphere that is defined as 
rural for the Bonsall and Valley Center areas.  No lot area averaging 
or Planned Residential permits are proposed. The project does 
comply with the proposed zoning necessary to implement the 
Specific Plan. 
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C2b-280 See response to comment C1e-102. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-281 See response to comment C1e-101. 
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C2b-282 See response to comment C1e-102. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-283 See response to comment C1e-103. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-284 See response to comment C1e-104. 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-285 See response to comment C1e-105. 
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C2b-286 See response to comment C1e-106. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-287 See response to comment I51j-4. 
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C2b-288 See response to comments I51j-5 through I51j-8. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-289 See response to comment I51j-8. C2b-
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C21b-290 See response to comments I51j-9 through I51j-11. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-291 See response to comment I51j-12. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C2b-292 See response to comment I51j-13. 
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C2b-293 See response to comment I51j-14. 
 
 This is a conclusory comment. The issues raised have been 

addressed in the responses provided above. There are no errors or 
omissions in the Noise Technical Report and recirculation is not 
required. This comment will be maintained in the administrative 
record and available for review by the decision making body. 

C2b-
293 

C2b-
292 
cont. 


