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I59-1 This comment is introductory in nature.  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.   

 
I59-2 Refer to response to comment I26-1, for details related to fire 

protection and emergency evacuation.  The comment does not raise an 
issue related to the adequacy of the environmental document.  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.   

 
I59-3 The comment addresses general subject areas of traffic, fire safety, 

public safety, and pollution which were analyzed in the FEIR.  Refer to 
subchapter 2.3 and Appendix E, response to comment I26-1, 
subchapter 3.1.5, and subchapter 2.2 for details related to traffic, fire 
protection, public safety, and air quality, respectively.  The comment 
does not raise any specific issue regarding the adequacy of the 
environmental analysis.  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. 

 
I59-4 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 report 
evaluates water supplies that are or will be available during normal, 
single-dry year, and multiple dry water years during a 20-year 
projection to meet existing demands, existing plus projected demands 
of the project, and future water demands served by the VCMWD. 
Based on the VCMWD’s water supply reliability analysis contained in 
the 2010 Urban Water Management Plan, 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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 I59-4 (cont.) 
 Additionally, as shown in the June 9, 2015 memorandum from Dexter 

Wilson Engineering (FEIR Appendix T-1), the project is consistent with 
the temporary, emergency Executive Order (EO) B-29-15 issued by 
Governor Brown on April 1, 2015. The project is consistent with the 
emergency water conservation regulations mandated by the SWRCB 
and the VCMWD. The project intends to fully comply with all water 
conservation regulations required by the VCMWD and the State 
(emergency or otherwise). Please refer to FEIR subchapter 3.1.7 and 
Appendix T-1 for details.  Also, the VCMWD issued another letter dated 
June 5, 2015, which is attached as Exhibit A to FEIR Appendix T-1.  
The June 2015 VCMWD letter concludes that “despite the impacts of 
short-term droughts and water supply shortages, in the long-term the 
District is confident that through the combined efforts of the state, 
MWD, the SDCWA and the VCMWD, sufficient supplies will be 
available for its service area, including the LHR development.” 

 
I59-5 The comment raises social issues that do not relate to any physical 

effect on the environment. 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.  However, because the comment 
does not raise an environmental issue with respect to the FEIR, no 
further response is required. 

 
I59-6 The FEIR includes conceptual blasting locations in Figure 1-19. 

Subchapter 2.8 and Appendix M evaluate the potential impacts that 
would be associated with proposed blasting.  As discussed in this 
analysis, two blasting impacts are identified, impacts N-14 and N-16. 
Mitigation measures M-N-11 and M-N-12 would reduce potential 
blasting impacts to less than significant. The comment does not raise 
any specific issue regarding the adequacy of the environmental 
analysis.  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. 

 
I59-7 Regarding the proposed senior center area, this area would include 

group care (assisted living). An assisted living type facility would 
provide on-site routine medical care to support the medical needs of 
the elderly. Emergency medical care that requires specialized care or 
hospitalization would require travel to regional hospitals or medical 
facilities. This use would require future approval of a Major Use Permit.   
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 I59-8 The comment expresses the opinions of the commenter.  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.   

 
I59-9 With respect to the adequacy of fire and emergency response service, 

see Global Response: Fire and Medical Services. The project’s 
Evacuation Plan (Appendix K) of the FEIR includes multiple 
components intended to create an orderly and safe evacuation of the 
project site in time of emergency, such as details of evacuation routes, 
evacuation points, and specific measures to keep future residents and 
employees informed and safe if wildfire occurs.  See response to 
comment I26-1 for details related to the Fire Protection Plan and 
Evacuation Plan. 

 


