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2. Response to Comments 

Section 15088 of the CEQA Guidelines requires the Lead Agency (City of Newport Beach) to evaluate 
comments on environmental issues received from public agencies and interested parties who reviewed 
the DEIR and prepare written responses. 

This section provides all written responses received on the DEIR and the City of Newport Beach’s 
responses to each comment.  

Comment letters and specific comments are given letters and numbers for reference purposes. Where 
sections of the DEIR are excerpted in this document, the sections are shown indented. Changes to the 
DEIR text are shown in underlined text for additions and strikeout for deletions. 

The following is a list of agencies and persons that submitted comments on the DEIR during the public 
review period. 

 
Number 

Reference Commenting Person/Agency Date of Comment Page No. 
Agencies 

A0 State Clearinghouse October 25, 2012 2-3 
A1 Newport-Mesa Unified School District September 19, 2012 2-9 
A2 Native American Heritage Commission September 20, 2012 2-13 
A3 Airport Land Use Commission of Orange County October 15, 2012 2-21 
A4 Santa Ana Unified School District October 16, 2012 2-25 
A5 Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board October 16, 2012 2-31 
A6 City of Irvine October 17, 2012 2-39 
A7 California Department of Transportation October 24, 2012 2-45 
A8 Irvine Ranch Water District October 24, 2012 2-53 
A9 University of California Irvine October 24, 2012 2-57 
A10 South Coast Air Quality Management District October 25, 2012 2-61 

Organizations 
O1 John S. Adams & Associates October 23, 2012 2-69 
O2 Canopi, LLC October 23, 2012 2-81 
O3 Olen October 24, 2012 2-85 
O4 Kennedy Commission  October 24, 2012 2-89 
O5 Saunders Property Company October 24, 2012 2-95 
O6 4200 Von Karman, LLC October 24, 2012 2-99 
O7 MIG Real Estate October 24, 2012 2-103 
O8 PRES Companies October 24, 2012 2-107 
O9 The Gas Company October 25, 2012 2-111 
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Number 
Reference Commenting Person/Agency Date of Comment Page No. 

Individuals 
I1 Kimberly A. Jameson, Ph.D. October 6, 2012 2-115 
I2 Bruce Asper September 2012 2-119 
I3 Debbie Stevens October 23, 2012 2-123 
I4 Whitney Allen October 23, 2012 2-135 
I5 Roger Stone October 24, 2012 2-139 
I6 James B. Hasty October 24, 2012 2-143 

Note: Responses to Comment Letters A6, A7 and A9 will be submitted to the Planning Commission separately.  
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LETTER A0 – State Clearinghouse (3 pages) 
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A0. Response to Comments from State Clearinghouse, Scott Morgan, Director, dated October 
25, 2012 

A0-1 The comment acknowledges that the City of Newport Beach has complied with State 
Clearinghouse review requirements for the DEIR, pursuant to CEQA. This comment 
also acknowledges that the State Clearinghouse received the DEIR and submitted it 
to select state agencies for review. Comment acknowledged. 
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LETTER A1 – Newport Mesa Unified School District (2 pages) 
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A1. Response to Comments from Newport Mesa Unified School District, Paul H. Reed, Deputy 
Superintendent and Chief Business Official, dated September 19, 2012. 

A1-1 The DEIR correctly indicates that the project site is within the service boundary of the 
Santa Ana Unified School District (SAUSD). The City acknowledges the Newport 
Mesa Unified School District’s (NMUSD’s) clarification that Newport-Mesa will not be 
serving students generated by the Uptown Newport project. 

A1-2 Comment acknowledged. 

A1-3 The commenter is correct in noting that the DEIR description under Expansion of 
NMUSD Boundaries is not complete without the context as provided in the School 
Impacts and Mitigation Report prepared by Jeanette C. Justus Associates and 
included in Appendix L of the DEIR. The DEIR text has been supplemented to 
describe the process and findings required to reorganize school district boundaries 
include comment noted (see Chapter 3.0, Revisions to the Draft EIR) include 
Comment noted. As included in the supplemental text, four types of reorganization 
proposals exist, and proposals must show that the district: 

• will have a sufficient number of pupils enrolled, 

• will be organized on the basis of a substantial identity, 

• will result in an equitable division of property and facilities, 

• will preserve its ability to educate students in an integrated environment and will 
not promote racial or ethnic discrimination or segregation, 

• will not increase in costs to the state as a result of the proposed reorganization, 

• will continue to promote sound education performance and will not significantly 
disrupt the educational program, 

• will not increase school facilities costs as result of the proposed reorganization  

• is not designed for purposes to significantly increase property values,  

• and will continue to promote sound fiscal management and not cause a 
substantial negative effect on the fiscal status. 

It is also acknowledged that no discussions have yet occurred between NMUSD and 
SAUSD regarding any potential district boundary changes. 

A1-4 Comment acknowledged. 
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