





6253(a). Therefore, the 10-day response period applicable to a “request for a copy of
records” under Section 6253(c) does not apply to this request.

The courts have held that the failure to provide even a few pages of a CEQA
document for a portion of the CEQA review period invalidates the entire CEQA
process, and that such a failure must be remedied by permitting additional public
comment.? It is also well settled that an MND may not rely on hidden studies or
documents that are not provided to the public.? By failing to make all documents
referenced in the MND “readily available” during the current comment period, the
City is violating the clear procedural mandates of CEQA, to the detriment of CURE
CA and other members of the public who wish to meaningfully review and comment
on the MND. Accordingly, we request that the City extend the public comment
period for at least 20 days after the requested documents are produced.

2 Ultramar v. South Coast Air Quality Man. Dist. (1993) 17 Cal.App.4th 689, 699.

3 Santiago County Water District v. County of Orange (1981) 118 Cal App.3rd 818, 831 (“Whatever is
required to be considered in an EIR must be in that formal report; what any official might have
known from other writings or oral presentations cannot supply what is lacking in the report.”).
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