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I33i-1 These introductory comments are further developed in the comments 

that follow and specific responses are provided below.   
 
 
 
I33i-2 The purpose of the current application is to amend the General Plan to 

allow the proposed project. As this comment does not raise an 
environmental issue, a more detailed response is not required.   

 
 

Letter I33i 

I33i-1 

I33i-2 



 LETTER RESPONSE 

Individuals-146 

 

I33i-3 Property owners may request a General Plan Amendment pursuant to 
Government Code Sections 65300 et seq.  Prior to the sunset of Board 
of Supervisors Policy I-63, in order to initiate an amendment to the 
General Plan, an applicant was required to process a Plan 
Amendment Authorization (PAA). An application to amend to the 
General Plan was allowed to proceed by the approval of a PAA by the 
Planning Commission on December 17, 2010  Chapter 3.0, subchapter 
3.1.4, Land Use Planning of the FEIR and Appendix W provide 
information demonstrating how the project would comply with the 
General Plan. 

 
I33i-4 The County Public Road Standards allow for exceptions to the 

standards. As discussed in Chapter 1.0 of the FEIR, the project’s 
circulation plan includes 10 exceptions to County road standards to 
allow construction of roads associated with the project as allowed 
under Section 1.3 and Section 9 of the County’s adopted Public Road 
Standards. The specific road exceptions are identified in Table 1-2. 
Table 1-2 also provides the proposed design for each roadway 
compared to the requirement under the Public Road Standards. A 
discussion of each road design exception request is also included in 
the project Traffic Impact Study and subchapter 2.3 of the FEIR.  Road 
exceptions are commonly approved by the County and are a built in 
element of the County’s Public Road Standards. Exceptions are not 
approved if they compromise safety of roadways.  

 
I33i-5 The existing Mountain Ridge Road does not meet the County’s Private 

Road Standards and the Project proposes to improve this roadway to 
County Private Road standards.  The improvements to Mountain Ridge 
Road are included in the Project Description as a project design 
feature.  In addition, line of sight issues were evaluated along these 
roadways and a sight distance analysis for the intersection at Circle R 
Drive and Mountain Ridge Road (Appendix C-1 to the FEIR) 
determined that no line of sight issue existed for this area because 
recent clearing was performed in April 2013 by the County along the 
existing public road within APN 129-390-18, between the existing 
pavement of Circle R Drive and an existing public road easement 
granted per PM 17205.  The County acknowledges the existing 
concern about trash trucks.  
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 I33i-6 The County does not agree that there is inconsistency between the 
Evacuation Plan and the Traffic Study. The general statement made by 
the commenter, “The applicant’s evacuation plan states Mountain 
Ridge Road and Covey Lane will both be gated and locked at all times, 
with only the fire and police having keys” cannot be identified in the 
Evacuation Plan or in the evacuation discussion in subchapter 2.7. The 
FEIR clearly explains the location of the gates and the project areas 
that would have access to the varioius gated access points within the 
project boundaries. The gated access points are described in detail in 
subchapter 2.7. As further discussed in subchapter 2.7 and as detailed 
in Section 4.2.6 of the FPP, gates proposed for the project would be in 
compliance with DSFPD guidelines and County Consolidated Fire 
Code, Section 503.6.  All gates would be accessible by emergency 
vehicles at all times. In addition, during an emergency such as wildfire, 
all gates would also be open for evacuation.   

 
 The project description states, “Project access to the south is provided 

via Mountain Ridge Road to Circle R Drive. The southern third of the 
project (south of Covey Lane) would be a gated senior community with 
a gate just south of Covey Lane on Lilac Hills Ranch Road and another 
gate at the southern terminus of Lilac Hills Ranch Road just north of 
the proposed church site. Mountain Ridge Road would provide access 
only for the residents located in SFS-5 and SFS-6 (the southern 
portion of Phase 5), as well as the neighborhood park and the 
institutional (church) site.”  The Traffic Study evaluates potential 
transportation impacts based on this description.  
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I33i-7 Regarding the legality of easements, refer to the Global Response: 

Easements (Covey Lane and Mountain Ridge Roads) included in the 
introduction to these repsonses to comments.  

 
 
I33i-8 Regarding easement rights for roads and sewer lines, refer to the 

Global Response: Off-Site Improvements - Environmental Analysis 
and Easement Summary Table included in the introduction to these 
responses to comments.  

 
I33i-9 This comment provides concluding remarks and general statements 

that are not specific to the content of the FEIR; therefore, a more 
detailed response is not possible and is not required. The County 
acnnowledges your opposition to the project and the comment will be 
included in the record for consideration by the decisionmakers.  
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