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CQ-4 As proposed, the multi-use trail would accommodate pedestrian, cyclists, 
and equestrian users.  See Response G-6 regarding density and Topical 
Response: General Plan Amendment and Boundary Line Adjustment 
CEQA Analysis regarding lot sizes.

CQ-3 The type of treatment plant proposed for the Project would not generate 
substantial offensive odors to nearby residences or other sensitive 
receptors.  See Response K-28 for additional information.

CQ-2 Comment noted .  See Response BC-8.

CQ-1 See Response CO-7 regarding community noise.

CQ-6 See Response BS-2 for why the Project would not increase flooding.

CQ-5 See Responses AD-2 regarding the proposal for a GPA.

CQ-7 The Project’s traffic impacts are discussed in the EIR, Subchapter 2.8.  
Where traffic standards are exceeded, mitigation is proposed to reduce 
or avoid impacts.
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CQ-8 CQ-8 Noise limits and the Project’s noise compared to those limits are discussed 
in the EIR, Subchapter 2.6.  Where limits are exceeded, mitigation is 
proposed to reduce or avoid impacts.


