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 Response to Comment Letter O 

San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc. 
Environmental Review Committee 

February 24, 2013 

O-1 This comment is introductory in nature and does  
not raise an environmental issue for which a response 
is required. 

O-2 The County believes the commenter is referring to 
MM-CUL-1 (not M CR-1) from Section 2.5.6 of  
the DEIR. 

O-3 The County does not agree with this comment. The 
referenced mitigation measure is a feasible measure by 
which the County can encourage the restoration, 
renovation or adaptive use of historical resources. While 
this mitigation measure would not reduce impacts to 
historic resources a level less than significant, as noted in 
Section 2.5.6 of the DEIR, this measure would help to 
reduce impacts to historical resources.  Other measures, 
such as requiring an historical resources study for all 
projects is infeasible as Tier 1 and Tier 2 projects would 
not be streamlined meeting project objectives for permit 
flexibility.  

O-4 See response to O-3.  While the County understands 
there are current limitations, this mitigation measure 
may be implemented as funding and resources become 
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available.  It is anticipated that most horse stables 
being permitted under the new ordinance will be in 
locations already impacted, for example existing 
private stables.  Therefore, existing resources will 
remain in place. 

O-5 See responses to O-3 and O-4.  The referenced 
mitigation measure is intended to assist in the 
restoration, renovation and adaptive use of historical 
resources. It is not intended to mitigate all potential 
historical resource impacts to a level less than 
significant. 

O-6 This comment does not raise an environmental issue 
for which a response is required. 

O-7 The private use of horses, known as horsekeeping is 
already allowed throughout the County and does not 
require a historic resource study.  This will continue to 
be the case as horsekeeping does not require any 
permits. 

O-8 Comment noted. As commenter has stated, the DEIR 
acknowledges this concern. 

O-9 Comment noted. Ultimately, the County Board of 
Supervisors will determine which project or alternative 
will implemented. The information in this comment 
will be in the Final EIR for review and consideration 
by the Board. 
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O-10 The County is not required to analyze an alternative 
suggested in public comments. The suggested 
alternative would generally result in the same 
conclusions as the alternatives analyzed currently in 
the DEIR. Ultimately, the County Board of 
Supervisors will determine which project or alternative 
will implemented. The information in this comment 
will be in the Final EIR for review and consideration 
by the Board. 

O-11 A plan-to-plan analysis is not allowed under CEQA. 
The County's DEIR uses the proper plan-to-ground 
approach to analyze impacts. Determinations of the 
proposed project's effects on the environment are 
based on a comparison of existing conditions on the 
ground to future conditions anticipated under the 
proposed project. Similarly, environmental impacts 
from alternatives analyzed in Chapter 4.0 of the DEIR 
are evaluated using the plan-to-ground approach. 

O-12 This comment is a concluding statement and does not 
raise an environmental issue for which a response  
is required. 
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