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COMMENT RESPONSE

M1

The Draft EIR thoroughly analyzed and disclosed the potentially significant project 
impacts consistent with CEQA’s information disclosure mandates. As the comment 
does not offer any specifics, no further response to this comment is required by 
CEQA.
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E. henrer-Nguy<~l, E1wironnw1ual Planner 
City of Sun Diego [kw lopmenl Services Cent~r 
1222 First venue. MS 50 I 
an Diego. C. 92101 

Emnil: OSDl,Mi1111,,tndi~go.g,w 

Re: Merge 56 (:1k11 Merge 56 Orvelopm c'nt ), l'roj cd Nnmbt,r (,01111') 
(SCll 'o. 2014071065) 

Deur M~. Shcarer-Ngu, en: 

1 am writing on behalf of Laborers In1enrn1ionnl Uolon of Nor1h America. Local Uniou 
N.i. 89 1111d it~ membct'!; livliit in th~ Cfty of Snn Diego (c1\lled ivcly" IUN " M 

"Commcnters'') reg.irding the Dmfl Environmcntnl lmpnct Repor1 ("'Dlmn prepnred for lhe 
Merge 56 {akn Merge 56 o~velopntent), l'rojec1 umbe.r 360009 (SCH No. 2014071065) 
(~Projecf'). 

n~r re iewi11g the DT~IR. we conclude that the DEIR fails a~ an inJonnational docw11ent 
and foils Lo ,mpose nil feasible mitigation mcn.,ures to reduce the Project's impa Is. Commenters 
f'l:(fll~~ that tl1e City of Sru1 Diego address Ht~se shoncomi11g.s in J l'~l'ised draft environmenwl 
im11ac1 report.("RDEIR') and recircul~te tbe RDEfR prfor lo considering approval' for th~ 
Pr11jecl We reserve the right lo supplement these comments during revirn o/'tl1e Final EIR for 
U1~ Project and al public hearings con,,~ming lho Project. Galanle Vineyc,rdJ \'. A/onleNJ' 
Peni11m/a WarerM11n11gamml Ois1 .. 60 Cal. App. 4th ll 09. I 121 (1997). 

Sinc,-rely. 

Richard Dmry 
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