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I22-1 The County acknowledges the commenter’s opposition to the project. 
The comment will be included as part of the record and made available 
to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project. 
The comment is introductory in nature.  

 
I22-2 The County acknowledges the commenter’s opposition to the proposed 

increase in density. See response to comment I4-1 and I5-3 for details 
related the project’s General Plan consistency and community character, 
respectively.  Impacts to agricultural resources are addressed in 
subchapter 2.4 of the FEIR. This comment does not raise a specific 
issue with regard to the content or adequacy of the FEIR.  

 
I22-3 The nature of the on-site soils was evaluated in subchapter 2.4 of the 

FEIR. The analysis determined that a significant impact to 43.8 acres of 
agricultural resources would occur and requires mitigation at a 1:1 
mitigation ratio (M-AG-1). In addition, the project would retain 
approximately 20 acres within the project site that would continue in 
agricultural use and provide agricultural buffering to the surrounding 
agricultural uses. Regarding the potential for pesticides and herbicides to 
leach into the soils, affecting the groundwater aquifer, the meaning of the 
comment is unclear since the project would not increase the potential for 
pesticide and herbicide use associated with agricultural use. This 
comment does not raise a specific issue with regard to the content or 
adequacy of the FEIR. 

 
I22-4 The FEIR includes an analysis of water supply, taking into account 

existing drought conditions and potential future drought conditions. 
Water supply for the project would come from the Valley Center 
Municipal Water District (VCMWD) which is imported from San Diego 
County Water Authority. Pursuant to Senate Bill 610 and Senate Bill 221, 
a Water Supply Assessment (WSA) was prepared for the project by the 
VCMWD (see Appendix Q of the FEIR).  The WSA concludes that the 
VCMWD would have adequate water supply to meet and exceed 
expected demands for a 20-year planning horizon, including the project. 
In addition, the VCMWD issued an updated letter dated May 6, 2014 
verifying that the conclusions of the WSA are still valid considering 
recent drought conditions and associated water use restrictions. This 
letter has been included as a cover letter to Appendix Q of the FEIR. 
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I22-5 The sustainability features of the project will be implemented through the 

Specific Plan and through project conditions during Tentative and Final 
Map processing. The comment does not raise an issue related to the 
adequacy of the FEIR.  This comment will be included as part of the 
record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final 
decision on the proposed project. 

 
I22-6 The comment makes a general comment and does not raise a specific 

issue with regard to the content of the FEIR. The adequacy of fire 
protection and emergency evacuation along with public services were 
analyzed in the FEIR. This comment will be included as part of the 
record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final 
decision on the proposed project.  

 
I22-7 The commenter makes a general comment about noise, congestion, and 

traffic that were analyzed in the FEIR. Noise impacts are addressed in 
subchapter 2.8, transportation impacts are addressed in subchapter 2.3, 
and consistency with the County General Plan (with regard to the 
comment on sprawl) is addressed in subchapter 3.1.3 of the FEIR and in 
Appendix W. The comment does not raise a specific issue with regard to 
the content or adequacy of the FEIR. This comment will be included as 
part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a 
final decision on the proposed project. 

 
I22-8 Please refer to Global Response: Fire and Medical Services. 
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I22-9 The project will be required to improve West Lilac Road between Old 

Highway 395 and Main Street to meet the General Plan Mobility Element 
classification of 2.2C, subject to exceptions as approved by the County 
(M-TR-4). As detailed in the Traffic Study (Appendix E) and subchapter 
2.3 of the FEIR, the impacts along this segment of West Lilac Road will 
be mitigated through implementation of M-TR-4, as stated above. Under 
build-out conditions (traffic scenario E), this segment is expected to 
operate at LOS D. In addition, none of the exception requests for this 
segment of West Lilac Road affect roadway capacity because they do 
not modify the required width of travel lanes. Modification requests affect 
shoulder and parkway widths, not the actual drivable portion of the road. 
Additional improvements at Old Highway 395 and West Lilac Road 
include a signalized intersection and a left-turn lane at the westbound 
West Lilac Road approach. As a result of these measures, and as 
demonstrated in the Traffic Study, West Lilac Road and the Lilac Road 
Bridge would be able to handle projected traffic. 


