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The County acknowledges this comment and the opposition to the
project. The comment addresses the subject area of traffic which was
analyzed in the FEIR. See subchapter 2.3 and Appendix E for details
related to traffic impacts and required improvements. The comment
does not raise any specific issue regarding the adequacy of the
environmental document. The comment will be included as part of the
record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final
decision on the proposed project.

The comment raises economic issues that do not relate to any physical
effect on the environment or the adequacy of the environmental
document. The project incorporates various design features that will
reduce visual effects along the project perimeter, achieve compatibility
with the community, and retain the rural character of the community.
These include the use of wider lots, grade separations, or landscape
buffers in areas where there are existing home. Additionally, the
project’s grading guidelines ensure natural topography is adhered to by
applying refined grading techniques. As detailed in the project’s
Specific Plan, project design guidelines for landscaping and
architecture contain rural-themed concepts. Through application of
these design and grading guidelines the project would be consistent
with the goals and policies associated with the rural character of the
development as expressed in the community plans. See subchapter 2.3
and Appendix C. The comment will be included as part of the record
and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on
the proposed project.
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