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I73-1 This comment is an introduction to comments that follow and addresses 

general subject areas of improvements and scale of the project which 
were analyzed in the FEIR.  The comment does not raise any specific 
issue regarding the adequacy of the 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.   

 

Letter I73 

I73-1 



 LETTER RESPONSE 

Individuals-608 

 

I73-2 The County acknowledges this comment and the 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. 

 
I73-3 The comment provides background information about the existing 

condition of West Lilac Road. 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.   

 
I73-4 The comment references the results from the Reid Middleton 

Roundabout Study.  As detailed in subchapter 2.3 and Appendix E of the 
FEIR, the project includes various improvements to West Lilac Road to 
accommodate anticipated traffic. Two roundabouts are proposed along 
West Lilac Road, one at the main project entrance at Main Street and 
Street C and a second at the easterly project entrance at the intersection 
of Main Street and Street Z.  As stated in subchapter 2.3 of the FEIR:  

Several roundabouts are proposed along the new West 
Lilac Road. Roundabouts would calm traffic, thereby 
enhancing the comfort and safety of both cyclists and 
pedestrians. Proposed roundabouts would be designed to 
meet applicable safety and design standards. Thus, 
proposed roadway improvements would be safe for 
vehicles, bicyclists, and/or pedestrians. 

 The comment also refers to the elimination of the north shoulder and a 
“conceptual parkway and bike lane” on the south side. The north 
shoulder would not be eliminated because the full shoulder width to 
current Mobility Element standards does not currently exist. Section II of 
the Specific Plan details the proposed pathway that would be 
accommodated within the road right-of-way along the south side of West 
Lilac Road. Due to constraints along the north side of West Lilac Road 
(residences, slopes), improvements will be focused on the project side 
(south side) of West Lilac Road. The project will be required to improve 
West Lilac Road to accommodate anticipated traffic prior to recordation 
of the Final Map associated with the 929th EDU of the Lilac Hills Ranch 
Specific Plan. West Lilac Road improvements between Old Highway 395 
and Main Street would be required to meet the General Plan Mobility 
Element classification of 2.2C, subject to exceptions as approved by the 
County (M-TR-4). Refer to subchapter 2.3 and Appendix E of the FEIR 
for details  

I73-2 

I73-3 

I73-4 

I73-5 

I73-6 



 LETTER RESPONSE 

Individuals-609 

 I73-4 (cont.) 
 on the analysis of impacts and proposed improvements along West Lilac 

Road. The analysis demonstrates that project impacts to West Lilac 
Road would be fully mitigated to below a level of significance. 

 
I73-5 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 Planned 
Authorized Amendment (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, 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. In 
addition, refer to Global Response: Project Consistency with General 
Plan Policy LU-1.2 included as an introduction to these Responses to 
Comments. 
 
The comment also addresses concerns with traffic which was analyzed 
in the FEIR.  See subchapter 2.3 and Appendix E for details related to 
traffic impacts and required improvements.  The comment does not raise 
any specific issue regarding the adequacy of the 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. 

 
 



 LETTER RESPONSE 

Individuals-610 

 

 
I73-6 The comment expresses the opinions of the commentator and 

addresses general subject areas of roadway exceptions, traffic, 
agricultural resources, biological resources, and fire.  See subchapter 
2.3 and Appendix E, subchapter 2.4 and Appendix F, subchapter 2.5 
and Appendix G, and subchapter 2.7.2.4 and Appendices J and K for 
details related to impacts and mitigation for traffic, agricultural resources, 
biological resources, and fire, respectively.  The comment does not raise 
any specific issue regarding the adequacy of the 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. 

 
I73-7 The comment addresses general subject areas of traffic, agricultural and 

biological resources, and infrastructure.  See response to comment I73-
6 for a discussion of traffic, and agricultural and biological resources.  
See subchapter 3.17 for details of infrastructure impacts and mitigation.  
The comment does not raise any specific issue regarding the adequacy 
of the 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. 

 
I73-8 The County acknowledges this comment and the 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. 
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