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AN-1

AN-2

AN-3
AN-3 See Responses G-7, I-7 and I-8 regarding rural elements in the 

neighborhood and the Valiano Project.  See Responses I-64 and I-65 
regarding the balance of urban versus rural residences.

AN-2 See Topical Response: Fire/Evacuations regarding fire evacuation. The 
Project includes measures to ensure that it would not create or add to 
dangerous conditions in a fire situation (refer to Subchapter 2.9 of the 
EIR).

AN-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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AN-7 The comment concerns water usage.  See Responses C-2, C-8, and C-10 
for the Project’s consistency with the Rincon del Diablo Municipal Water 
District’s (Rincon MWD) Drought Ordinance and the 2014 Urban Water 
Management Plan (UWMP) update and the Project’s reduction of water 
use compared to the historical baseline.

AN-6 For your concern related to noise impacts, see Response K-149a for the 
requirement to prepare a blasting control plan and Response K-149b with 
respect to potential impacts to livestock and a Project alternative that 
minimizes grading and blasting.

AN-5 See Response W-4 regarding points of egress.  The scenarios for Country 
Club Drive in the TIA (Appendix H of the Final EIR) and EIR adequately 
evaluate traffic conditions under near-term and long-term conditions per 
County guidelines.  The Project would provide mitigation along Country 
Club Drive from Auto Park Way to Kauana Loa Drive by implementing 
intersection improvements at the Country Club Drive/Auto Park Way 
intersection and providing left-turn pockets onto Project access roads 
at Eden Valley Lane, Mount Whitney Road, and the two future access 
driveways.

AN-4 This is a repeat of comment AD-2.  See Topical Response: General Plan 
Amendment and Subarea Boundary Adjustment CEQA Analysis and 
Responses G-7 (focused on sewer) and AD-2 regarding consistency 
level with the General Plan, as well Responses I-3 and I-4 regarding the 
Project consistency with the Community Development Model.


