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BY-1

BY-2

BY-3

BY-4

BY-4 See Topical Response: Fire/Evacuations regarding evacuations. 

BY-3 See Topical Response: Fire/Evacuations regarding evacuations.

BY-2 Section 1.4.4 of the FPP has been revised to address this comment 
regarding the Cocos Fire history.  The FPP addressed scenarios such as 
the Cocos Fire, which experienced south to southwest prevailing winds 
in hot dry weather conditions in high load, dry climate shrub and other 
non-native fuels (e.g., avocado orchards).  

BY-1 Thank you for your introductory comments.  This comment indicates 
that the Project would threaten to destroy the community (character); 
please note that the EIR analysis does not come to the same conclusion.  
Your hope for the developer to follow the vision of the General Plan is 
hereby 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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BY-14 See Responses C-2, C-8, C-10 and K-99 regarding the Project’s reduced 
use of water compared to the baseline condition.

BY-13 This is a repeat of comment AF-26.  See Topical Response: General 
Plan Amendment and Subarea Boundary Adjustment CEQA Analysis, 
Responses K-16 regarding Project consistency with General Plan Policy 
COS-12.1 and Response AF-22 regarding mass grading.

BY-10 This is a repeat of comment AD-18.  See Response AD-18.

BY-9 See Response E-15 regarding treatment of Citracado Parkway in the 
traffic study.

BY-8 See Response I-61 regarding SPRINTER impacts.

BY-7 See Response E-12 regarding proposed improvements to Country Club 
Drive and the intersection with Auto Park Way and Response K-167 
regarding the analysis and mitigation of that intersection.

BY-12 This is a repeat of comment AF-25.  See Response AF-25 regarding 
characterization of Project impacts and the Project simulations.

BY-11 See Responses AD-5, AF-22 and AF-23 regarding grading and 
manufactured slopes, as well as walls, fencing and sound walls.  
See Response U-2a regarding the consolidated nature of proposed 
development.

BY-6 This is a repeat of comment BJ-7.  See Response BJ-7.

BY-5 This is a repeat of comment BJ-7.  See Response BJ-7.
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