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AU-2 See Topical Response: Fire/Evacuations regarding evacuations.  
Accessory Dwelling Units, if built at all, would be limited to 640 square 
feet with only one parking space, so they will generate fewer trips than 
the homes.  After improvements, the speed limit on Eden Valley Lane 
would be 30 mph.

AU-1 Regarding Eden Valley Lane, the Project acknowledges that Eden 
Valley Lane is a private road, which is a type of County designation 
for roadways.  As a property owner on the roadway, the Project would 
have rights to use the road.  See Response AL-2 for more information.  
Regarding the rural nature of the area, the Project has been designed to 
incorporate the rural/semi-rural nature of the area.  The Project housing 
density is classified by the County as semi-rural.
The most sensitive biological areas of the Project site would be set into 
open space set aside, as depicted on Figures 2.4-10a and b, which would 
be located throughout the Project.  The inclusion of this open space 
would correspond to a rural area and would continue to support wildlife 
on your property and adjacent properties.  
In addition, the proposed agricultural easement is intended to ensure the 
availability and viability of agricultural operations at the site, maintain 
elements of the rural character in the Project site and vicinity, and 
provide an agricultural/visual amenity for residents of the Project site 
and surrounding areas.  See Response I-69a for additional description of 
the proposed on-site agricultural easement and related uses.
Regarding dark skies, see Responses K-109 and U-2a.  
Regarding the quiet nature of the area, as detailed in Subchapter 2.6, all 
noise impacts would be lowered to less than significant levels through 
design or mitigation.

AU-3 As can be seen in Figure 1-15a, the dip would remain.
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AU-4 A new water main would result in temporary construction impacts.  
There is no County requirement for existing parcels to connect to the 
new sewer system.

AU-5 Existing residents would retain their septic systems.  The use of a sewage 
system by the Project would not affect the existing residents’ use of 
septic.  
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AU-6

AU-7

AU-8

AU-9

AU-10 AU-9 As noted in the EIR, the Proposed Project’s geotechnical reports note 
that the site is underlain with granitic rock formations, and that portions 
of the site are anticipated to require blasting after the rippable mantle is 
removed.  Figure 1-31 in Chapter 1 shows the areas where extensive cut/
fill with likely blasting would occur.  
A final blasting schedule cannot be completed until after the site is 
cleared of surface material.  The preliminary blasting evaluation for 
the Proposed Project is based on a reasonable minimum blast size and 
its closest allowable off-site residential distance based on available 
standards.  Blasting is expected to occur in Neighborhood Area 2, 
Neighborhood Area 3, and Neighborhood Area 4 during Phase 1 of the 
anticipated construction schedule.  The analysis concluded that there 
would be a significant impact to nearby residences, and the Applicant 
would be required to implement Mitigation Measure M-N-9, which 
would be the preparation and implementation of a blast control plan to 
reduce impacts to any nearby structures.  As noted in Response K-148, 
blasting within 600 feet of an occupied residence would not be permitted 
without demonstration that no damage would occur.
If Project construction is proposed adjacent to an occupied habitat during 
the breeding season, Mitigation Measure M-BI-7 would be implemented 
to reduce impacts to a less than significant level.  Potential impacts related 
to wildlife and sensitive species are further discussed in Subchapter 2.4, 
Biological Resources, of the EIR.

AU-8 See Response I-61 regarding peak hour traffic at the Country Club Drive 
/ Auto Park Way intersection.  See Topical Response: Fire/Evacuations 
regarding fire evacuations.

AU-7 See Response K-28 with respect to odor control for the WTWRF.

AU-6 Commenter’s address provided in comment AU-1 is located to the east 
of the Project site.  The building profiles are small in scale relative to the 
local topography such that the local hills will more strongly direct the 
wind flows.  The proposed density of residential structures would not 
have an adverse effect on wind flows or air quality.

AU-10 The comment expresses the opinions of the commenter, but does not 
raise an environmental issue; therefore, no further response is required.


