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O3b-1 The comment provides introductory comments to the letter that are 

further expanded and responded to in the remaining responses.  The 
commenter’s opinion and discussion of project concerns is 
acknowledged and included in the project’s FEIR for the decision 
makers to consider.   

 
 
 
 
O3b-2 A detailed response has been prepared to address the issues raised 

with regard to the Covey Lane/West Lilac Intersection. Please refer to 
Global Response: Easements (Covey Lane and Mountain Ridge 
Roads), included in the introduction to these responses to comments 
for a detailed discussion of the project’s easement rights.  
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O3b-3 A detailed response has been prepared to address the issues raised 
with regard to the Mountain Ridge Road/Circle R Drive Intersection. 
Please refer to Global Response: Easements (Covey Lane and 
Mountain Ridge Roads), included in the introduction to these 
responses to comments for a detailed discussion of the project’s 
easement rights. Additionally, the FEIR has been revised to include 
additional details relating to the line of sight issue in Chapters 1.0 and 
2.3. See also FEIR Appendix C-1 (Sight Distance Analysis). 

O3b-4 This commenter asserts that the proposed  intersection improvements 
and roadway exception requests have been treated in a piecemeal 
fashion without full environmental review. The County does not agree 
with this statement. All of the exceptions to County road standards 
being requested by the project and the intersection improvements 
were included in the project’s circulation design and considered as a 
part of the analysis for each subject area discussion within the FEIR.  
(FEIR, subchapter 2.3.2.3; see also FEIR Table 1-2; the “Proposed 
Road Modifications”).  All proposed improvements and road exception 
requests have been fully analyzed and considered in the FEIR.  All 
transportation-related impacts are addressed in subchapter 2.4 and 
Appendix E of the FEIR. In addition, the FEIR includes a project 
alternative that analyzes impacts that would occur if the project did not 
include the roadway exception requests.  Refer to the Roadway 
Design Alternative included in Chapter 4.0 of the FEIR.  

O3b-5 The issues raised in this comment are specifically addressed in the 
Global Response: Easements (Covey Lane and Mountain Ridge 
Roads), included in the introduction to these responses to comments. 
See also Global Response: Off-Site Improvements - Environmental 
Analysis and Easement Summary Table. 
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O3b-6 The County acknowledges the commenters opposition to the project 
and easement concerns. Refer to Global Response: Easements 
(Covey Lane and Mountain Ridge Roads), included in the introduction 
to these responses to comments for details of the easement rights 
along Covey Lane and Mountain Ridge Road. Ultimately, the Board of 
Supervisors will weigh the information contained in the FEIR to 
evaluate whether there would be a public benefit and whether a 
statement of overriding considerations should be adopted.  

O3b-7 The County acknowledges this comment but does not agree that 
recirculation of the EIR is required. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15088.5(a), the County is required to recirculate the DEIR if 
significant new information is added after public review of the DEIR, 
but before certification.  New information added to a DEIR is not 
significant unless the DEIR is changed in a way that deprives the 
public of a meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial 
adverse effect of the project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such 
an effect (including feasible alternatives) that the project’s proponents 
have declined to implement.  Recirculation is not required when the 
new information added to the document clarifies, amplifies, or makes 
insignificant changes to the EIR.  Any revisions that have been made 
to the REIR regarding easements and the right to access the project 
have been made to clarify the issues described herein and do not 
constitute “significant new information” within the context of CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15088.5; no substantial adverse effect of the 
project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including 
feasible alternatives) have resulted from said revisions.  Therefore 
recirculation is not   required. 

O3b-8 This attachment is in reference to a letter submitted to various County 
of San Diego officials outside of any CEQA public review. As this letter 
is not in reference to information contained in the EIR that was 
circulated for public review, a detailed response is not required.  

 
O3b-9 This attachment is in reference to a letter submitted outside of any 

CEQA public review. As this letter is not in reference to information 
contained in the EIR that was circulated for public review, a detailed 
response is not required. 
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 O3b-10 This attachment references the project’s sight distance analysis 
included as Appendix C-1 of the FEIR.  A detailed response is not 
required. 

O3b-11 This attachment references the Request for Exemption from Road 
Standards; however, does not raise any specific comment. Therefore, 
a detailed response is not required.  

 
O3b-12 This attachment references the project’s sight distance analysis 

included as Appendix C-1 of the FEIR.  A detailed response is not 
required. 

 


