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COMMENTS RESPONSES 

 

Response to Comment I26-1 
The County acknowledges these introductory comments; however, they do not 
raise an issue concerning the environmental analysis or adequacy of the EIR. 
Please see the responses below to specific comments. 

Response to Comment I26-2 
The comments regarding public safety service and knowledge of evacuations 
are noted and are not in variance with the EIR’s analysis. 
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COMMENTS RESPONSES 

 

Response to Comment I26-3 
The comments regarding San Marcos Sheriff’s Station staffing and evacuations 
from the San Elijo Hills community during the Cocos fire are noted and are not 
in variance with the EIR’s analysis. 

Response to Comment I26-4 
The comments are noted, and are not in variance with the EIR’s analysis.   
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COMMENTS RESPONSES 

 

Response to Comment I26-5 
The County disagrees that the Project presents a fire risk or would impede 
evacuations of existing communities. The County has not “waived” a 
requirement, but is reviewing a Project that conforms to the applicable fire 
codes. Please see the Global Responses to Fire Hazard Impact Analysis and 
Adequacy of Emergency Evacuation and Access.  

Response to Comment I26-6 
In accordance with the County Fire Code, the Project has an ability to provide 
the Fire Code Official with findings to allow a modification that results in 
equivalent fire protection. Also, please note that the Wildland Urban Interface 
Risk Assessment (Rhode & Associates 2016) further describes emergency 
evacuations and the perception that only one route was proposed for 
access/egress to the Project. The conclusion of that report’s analysis was: 

In contrast, the consultant staff and public safety officials 
who participated in the field tour of the site unanimously 
agreed that the site has 4 [sic] potential routes of egress 
during evacuation, two with strong viability. All 
participants expressed comfort that the proposed variance 
for the 800-foot single access road was acceptable. 

Response to Comment I26-7 
The comments are noted. These comments do not address the environmental 
analysis or adequacy of the EIR, and therefore do not require a response.   
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COMMENTS RESPONSES 

 

Response to Comment I26-8 
The comments regarding fires in Portugal are acknowledged, but the conditions 
there vary from those of the Project. These comments do not address the 
environmental analysis or adequacy of the EIR, and therefore additional 
response is not required. 
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