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Response No. 16
Sierra Club Santa Margarita Group
Pam Nelson, Conservation Committee Chair

16.1

Responses to specific comments are provided below; no further response is
required.

16.2

This comment affirms the value of the Project and does not raise any
environmental issues related to Draft PEIR adequacy. Therefore, no further
response is required. (State CEQA Guidelines § 15088(a) (CEQA requires that a
lead agency respond to environmental comments.).)

16.3

The commenter’s preference for the 25% Reduction Alternative and other
opinions expressed are noted and will be considered by the County during
Project deliberations. Responses to the concerns regarding traffic circulation,
noise, light, air quality (including greenhouse gas emissions), and wildlife
corridors are provided in detail in comments and responses below, which fully
address the comments provided.

16.4

This comment does not identify any specific concern with the adequacy of the
Draft PEIR or any environmental issues. This comment has been duly noted and
is presented in this Comments and Responses document for decision makers to
evaluate as part of their Project deliberations. This comment provides a
suggestion for concerts and other [outdoor] noise‐emitting events to take place
inside a property’s residence or structure. Special occasion facilities noise, and
other stationary noise sources, are reduced and mitigated by compliance with
existing policies and regulations, as well as Mitigation Measures LU‐1, and NOI‐
3 through NOI‐6, which require noise studies, a noise control plan, a review by
the Office of Industrial Hygiene, and noise‐attenuation measures that are
regulated on a case‐by‐case basis as implementing projects are proposed within
the Project boundary. No further response is required. (Browning‐Ferris Indust. of
California, Inc. v. City Council of the City of San Jose (1986) 181 Cal.App.3d 852
(where a general comment is made, a general response is sufficient.).)

16.5

This suggestion does not identify any specific concern with the adequacy of the
Draft PEIR or any environmental issues. This comment has been duly noted and
is presented in this Comments and Responses document for decision makers to
evaluate as part of their Project deliberations. Special occasion facilities noise,
and other stationary noise sources, are reduced and mitigated by compliance
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with existing policies and regulations, as well as Mitigation Measures LU‐1, and
NOI‐3 through NOI‐6, which require noise studies, a noise control plan, a review
by the Office of Industrial Hygiene, and noise‐attenuation measures that are
regulated on a case‐by‐case basis as implementing projects are proposed within
the Project boundary. No further response is required. (State CEQA Guidelines §
15088(a) (CEQA requires that a lead agency respond to environmental
comments.).)
16.6

This comment does not identify any specific concern with the adequacy of the
Draft PEIR or any environmental issues. This comment has been duly noted and
is presented in this Comments and Responses document for decision makers to
evaluate as part of their Project deliberations. The Draft PEIR addresses this issue
in Chapter 4.1 Aesthetics, Light & Glare, pages 4.1‐17 to 4.1‐20. As part of the
Project Development Standards, all exterior lighting, including spotlights,
floodlights, electric reflectors and other means of illumination for signs,
structures, landscaping, parking, loading, unloading and similar areas, shall be
focused, directed, and arranged to prevent glare and direct illumination of
streets or adjoining property. All non‐essential lighting shall be operated by a
timer and shall be turned off at the close of business. All implementing projects
will be required to comply with the County Ordinances No. 915 and 655. No
further response is required. (State CEQA Guidelines § 15088(a) (CEQA requires
that a lead agency respond to environmental comments.).)

16.7

This suggestion does not identify any specific concern with the adequacy of the
Draft PEIR or any environmental issues. This comment has been duly noted and
is presented in this Comments and Responses document for decision makers to
evaluate as part of their Project deliberations. The Draft PEIR indicates that the
Project will be phased over a 20+ year period, as noted on page 3.0‐15 of the Draft
PEIR. Any implementing project will be required to comply with existing
regulations, measures, and policies. However, this is a Program EIR and
implementing projects will be required to comply with the Project requirements
and Mitigation Measures NOI 1‐7 at the time of project development. Since the
various implementing projects are not known at this time, it will be difficult to
determine the nature, scale, location, and impacts of those projects at this point in
time. No further response is required. (State CEQA Guidelines § 15088(a) (CEQA
requires that a lead agency respond to environmental comments.).)

16.8

This suggestion does not identify any specific concern with the adequacy of the
Draft PEIR or any environmental issues. This comment has been duly noted and
is presented in this Comments and Responses document for decision makers to
evaluate as part of their Project deliberations. The Draft PEIR addresses air
quality and GHG issues in Chapters 4.3 and 4.7, respectively as well as
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Mitigation Measure GHG‐2. Mitigation Measures TRF‐2 specifically indicates
consideration of a shuttle for special events, pursuant to the required Traffic
Management Plan. The Project is a community plan area (programmatic EIR) in
which the County has little or no control over operations, nor timing of each
individual implementing project. Each implementing project will be regulated
and administered on a case‐by‐case basis. The Project requires compliance with
regulations, policies, and measures, which serve to reduce vehicle trips and GHG
emissions as described in Responses to Comments letter No. 11 and in Section
4.3, Air Quality, in the Draft EIR. Detailed trip reduction mitigation measures
such as requiring use of shuttles is not feasible for this programmatic level EIR.
No further response is required. (State CEQA Guidelines § 15088(a) (CEQA
requires that a lead agency respond to environmental comments.).)
16.9

The comment appears to summarize benefits of the Project and opportunities to
preserver or protect wildlife corridors, and does not raise any significant Draft
PEIR adequacy issues. Wildlife corridors are addressed in Draft PEIR Chapter
4.4 Biological Resources, which addresses the MSHCP and related linkages and
corridors, as well as existing drainages. Wildlife corridors will be regulated with
MSHCP compliance as future projects are implemented. It should be noted that
the Project will reduce overall density compared to existing General Plan and
zoning classifications. Also refer to Responses to Comments letter No. 2 and 5,
and response 16.12. No further response is required.

16.10

This suggestion does not identify any specific concern with the adequacy of the
Draft PEIR or any environmental issues. This comment has been duly noted and
is presented in this Comments and Responses document for decision makers to
evaluate as part of their Project deliberations. The Draft PEIR addresses air
quality and GHG issues in Chapters 4.3 and 4.7, respectively. Mitigation
Measure GHG‐2 includes options as noted in Draft PEIR Appendix E, including
use of alternative energy sources. No further response is required. (State CEQA
Guidelines § 15088(a) (CEQA requires that a lead agency respond to
environmental comments.).)

16.11

This comment states an opinion regarding the Draft PEIR but does not provide
any specific Draft PEIR adequacy issues other than the general statements noted.
The Draft PEIR addresses alternatives in Chapter 6. In addition, cumulative
impacts are addressed in each individual topical area in Chapter 4. The
comment does not raise any significant Draft PEIR adequacy issues or
environmental issues. Therefore, no further response is required. (Browning‐
Ferris Indust. of California, Inc. v. City Council of the City of San Jose (1986) 181
Cal.App.3d 852 (where a general comment is made, a general response is
sufficient.).)
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This comment does not identify any specific concern with the adequacy of the
Draft PEIR or any environmental issues. Mitigation Measure LU‐1, AES‐1
through AES‐3 will assist in maintaining the Wine Country rural character. Refer
to Responses to Comment Letter No. 2 and 5 for detailed discussion regarding
biological issues. Mitigation measures and applicable existing regulation
regarding water quality and erosion are provided in the Draft EIR Section 4.9,
Hydrology and Water Quality. Therefore, no further response is required.
(Browning‐Ferris Indust. of California, Inc. v. City Council of the City of San Jose
(1986) 181 Cal.App.3d 852 (where a general comment is made, a general response
is sufficient.).)
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