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Response to Comment Letter I3 

Howard Cook 

May 22, 2015 

I3-1 The County acknowledges receipt of Howard Cookôs 

input and appreciates his comments regarding the 

potential impacts associated with implementation of the 

project. This comment does not address the adequacy 

of the DEIR, therefore no further response is required. 
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I3-2 The County acknowledges this comment. Numerous 

surveys of the site were completed as detailed in Tables 

1 and 2 of Appendix 2.2-1. As outlined in detail within 

Section 2.2.6 of the DEIR, mitigation measure M-BI-1 

includes the requirement of a County-approved biologist 

to be contracted to perform biological monitoring during 

all grading, clearing, grubbing, trenching, and 

construction activities. Due to the presence of this 

monitor on-site during these activities, and required 

coordination between the project biologist and the 

contractor regarding potential seasonal surveys and 

nesting, no additional mitigation measures are required. 

I3-3 The County acknowledges this comment; however it 

does not address the adequacy of the DEIR, therefore 

no further response is required. Additionally, bats are 

described in Appendix 2.2-1 acknowledging that they 

likely forage on the project site. The bat roost at the 

Carrizo Creek bridge referred to in the comment was a 

maternity roost, which requires avoidance during the 

pupping season. Maternity roosts are not expected to 

occur within the project area due to the lack of 

structures, large trees, caves, undercrossings, and other 

typical maternity roost habitat.  

I3-4 The County acknowledges this comment; however it 

does not address the adequacy of the DEIR, therefore 

no further response is required. The referenced maps 

do not include the Project site within identified ranges 
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of the Peninsular Big Horn Sheep. As discussed in 

Appendix G of the BTR, the species is not expected to 

occur due to the Proposed Project site being situated 

outside the known range of the species and poor habitat 

suitability. As shown on figure 6 of the BTR, Federal 

Critical Habitat for Peninsular bighorn sheep is situated 

approximately 12,000 feet to the north, northeast of the 

project site. The final Critical Habitat for the species 

does not cross south of Interstate 8 within San Diego 

County. Further, the species does not occur where they 

are unable to see. Chaparral and juniper woodlands do 

not provide for suitable sightlines for the species. 

I3-5 The County acknowledges this comment; however it 

does not address the adequacy of the DEIR, 

therefore no further response is required. The 

project site is not identified within the ranges shown 

on the referenced map. 

I3-6 The County acknowledges this comment; however it 

does not address the adequacy of the DEIR, therefore 

no further response is required. 

I3-7 The County acknowledges this comment; however it 

does not address the adequacy of the DEIR, therefore 

no further response is required. 

I3-8 The County acknowledges this comment; however it 

does not address the adequacy of the DEIR, therefore 

no further response is required. 
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I3-9 The County has analyzed a reasonable range of 

alternatives to the project, in accordance with CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15126.6. Under CEQA, the DEIR 

ñneed not consider every conceivable alternative to the 

project.ò (CEQA Guidelines, Section 15126.6(a).) The 

County has briefly described the rationale for selecting 

the alternatives discussed in the DEIR (DEIR, pp. 4.0-

1 - 4.0-3.) and explained the reasons underlying the 

Countyôs determination that certain alternatives were 

eliminated from detailed consideration according to 

the factors provided in CEQA Guidelines Section 

15126.6(c). 

I3-10 The County acknowledges this comment; however it 

does not address the adequacy of the DEIR, therefore 

no further response is required. 

I3-11 The County acknowledges this comment; however it 

does not address the adequacy of the DEIR, therefore 

no further response is required. Please also see response 

to comment O5-134. 

I3-12 The County acknowledges this comment; however it 

does not address the adequacy of the DEIR, therefore 

no further response is required. 
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I3-13 The County acknowledges this comment; however it 

does not address the adequacy of the DEIR, therefore 

no further response is required. 
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