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Y-1 The intent of the Action Plan is to identify a work program for 

implementing the policies in the General Plan, and is covered by 
this PEIR.  However, once an implementation measure or program 
is proposed, it will undergo the appropriate environmental analysis.  
For example, community plan updates, modifications to the Land 
Development Code, and development projects will require separate 
environmental review.  

 
Y-2 These statements are not in conflict.  The PEIR recognizes that 

there are community plans that do not currently contain policies 
which address the General Plans City of Villages strategy, such as 
mixed-use land use designations or policies related to multi-modal 
connectivity and public space.  The General Plan provides policy 
direction and outlines the criteria for identifying village locations 
in community plans.  It is not possible at the General Plan level to 
ascertain the specific impacts that may occur since no changes to 
the community plans are proposed at this time.  Any proposed 
village locations or impacts related to land use changes will need 
to be analyzed for environmental impacts as part of the community 
plan update process.  
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Y-3  No specific projects or actions have been identified with the Draft 
General Plan that would result in any direct or indirect physical 
change in the environment.  Direct impacts to biological resources, 
including impacts to native habitat (see Biological Resources 
Mitigation Framework), would be addressed in subsequent 
environmental reviews and on a case-by-case basis.  Future 
discretionary actions would be subject to CEQA and impacts 
would be mitigated in accordance with the City’s Biological 
Resource Guidelines of the Land Development Code (LDC).   
Guidance and site specific recommendations for equivalences will 
be identified through a Parks Master Plan and/or during the 
community plan update/amendment process as stated in Policy  
RE-F.9.  The General Plan Equivalencies Policy, RE-F.9, has been 
edited and a new Table RE-5 – Eligible Population-Based Park 
Equivalencies replaces a portion of Table RE-4.  General Plan 
policies, including Table RE-5 identify equivalency types but do 
not attempt to provide site specific recommendation.   

An effort to approve a Council Policy 600-23 (Open Space, 
Acquisition, Retention, Management and Disposition) was stopped 
in favor of incorporating the main policy objectives into the 
General Plan.  General Plan policies on open space, acquisition, 
retention and bio-diversity can be found through out the General 
Plan, specifically, the Recreation Element, Section B – 
Preservation, Section E – Open Space Lands and Resource-Based 
Parks and in the Conservation Element, Section B – Open Space 
and Landform Preservation, Section G – Biological Diversity. 

Y-4 In the Land Use and Community Planning Element of the General 
Plan, the City has provided additional discussion and policies 
addressing the requirement to notify the Federal Aviation 
Administration for all projects (ministerial and discretionary) 
where projects meet the Federal Code of Regulations, Title 14, Part 
77 requirements.  Projects that meet the Part 77 notification 
requirement will be required to provide a no hazard determination 
from the FAA prior to approval.  If the FAA determines that a 
project is a hazard, the applicant will need to obtain Planning  
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Commission and City Council approval once state and Airport 
Land Use Commission requirements are satisfied.  

 
The City has also provided an additional discussion in the PEIR 
addressing the steps the City takes regarding Part 77.  The City 
informs project applicants when projects meet the Part 77 criteria 
for notification to the FAA.  The City will not approve ministerial 
projects that require FAA notification without a FAA 
determination of “No Hazard to Air Navigation” for the project.  
The City will not recommend approval for discretionary projects 
that require FAA notification without a FAA determination of “No 
Hazard to Air Navigation” for the project until the project can 
fulfill the state and Airport Land Use Commission requirements.  
The provision of this additional information further clarifies the 
City’s approach to this issue and does not affect the analysis or 
conclusions of the PEIR.   
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Y-5 The General Plan PEIR analyzes the traffic from a citywide 

perspective in year 2030 at a Program Level and is not intended to 
identify the specific timing of infrastructure needs.  As stated in the 
PEIR, the City acknowledges that there are many uncertainties 
associated with the multi-year implementation of the Draft General 
Plan and regional transportation plans that would result in traffic 
impacts at various points in time.  Potential for traffic impact exists 
due to possible changes in the availability of funding sources, 
specific project approval or construction delays, transportation 
infrastructure design changes, and new development projects that 
require new or different facilities.  These are some of the 
challenges of financing the transportation infrastructure within 
each community.  This level of detail in addition to the timing of 
the needed infrastructure will be addressed at the Community Plan 
level as the Community Plans are updated.   

 
Y-6 The PEIR acknowledges that implementation of the General Plan 

could result in significant impacts to transportation, traffic, 
circulation, and parking (pg. 10, Conclusions).  It is infeasible in 
this PEIR to provide specific mitigation that would reduce impacts 
to a less than significant level.  Specific mitigation can only be 
developed once village sites are identified, which will occur 
through the community plan update process.  Please see response 
to comment Y-5.
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Overall comment:  These comments do not address the adequacy of the 
environmental document; however, the following information has been 
provided as a courtesy to the commenter. 
 
Z-1 This policy recommendation is addressed in the Mobility Element 

policies under Section A, Walkable Communities, specifically 
ME-A.4 and ME-A.6; and ME-C.3. 

 
Z-2 This policy recommendation is addressed in the Mobility Element 

policies under Section A, Walkable Communities, specifically 
ME-A.6b and ME-A.7; and ME-B.9. 

 
Z-3 This policy recommendation is addressed in the Mobility Element 

policies under Section A, Walkable Communities, specifically 
ME-A.6.b. and ME-A.7. 

 
Z-4 Under the Telecommunications Act of 1996, the federal 

government has the primary authority to regulate 
telecommunications services, including the coverage provided to 
consumers.  The City only has the authority to regulate aesthetics 
and land use associated with such facilities. 

   
Z-5 Due to aesthetic concerns, the City encourages co-location on a 

case-by-case basis.  
 
Z-6 Temporary use permits are strictly enforced and are only issued for 

citywide public events up to a maximum of 90 days.  Due to 
limited resources, it is not possible to inform communities or 
permit expirations at least six months prior to their expiration.   

 
Z-7 This policy recommendation does not address the long range 

policy strategy for Prime Industrial Lands in the General Plan.  The 
purpose of the Economic Prosperity Element is to identify 
strategies to increase the standard of living of all San Diegans.  
Policies in the element are aimed at preserving the most important 
types of employment land in the City, such as land utilized by 
base-sector industries.  Although some industrial land in the City is 
ripe for redevelopment to other uses, the Prime  
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Industrial Land policies are designed to preserve the City's most 
significant industrial land.   

 
 
Z-8 This policy recommendation is addressed in the Mobility Element 

policies under Section A, Walkable Communities, specifically 
ME-A.6.
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Z-9 The Public Facilities, Services and Safety Element policies (PF-E.1 

through PF-E.7) address adequate police facilities and sufficient 
police services.  

 
Z-10 This policy recommendation is addressed in the Recreation 

Element policies under Section D, Joint Use and Cooperative 
Partnerships, specifically RE-D.8 and the Urban Design Element 
policies under Distinctive Neighborhoods and Residential Design, 
specifically UD-B.7 and UD-B.8. 

 
Z-11 This policy recommendation is addressed in the Mobility Element 

policies under Section A, Walkable Communities, specifically 
ME-A.6. 

 
Z-12 This policy recommendation addresses the Housing Element.  The 

Housing Element is part of the General Plan but is under a 
different timeline and is not being updated at this time.  The most 
recent Housing Element was adopted in October 2006 and is on a 
five year update schedule.
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