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BJ-3

BJ-4

BJ-5

BJ-4 This is a repeat of comment AD-4.  See Response AD-4.

BJ-3 See Response AD-3 regarding Community Development Model.  Please 
also see Response K-11b regarding variation in lot size in the vicinity of 
the Project.  

BJ-2 This is a repeat of comment AD-2.  See Response AD-2.  

BJ-1 Introductory comment noted.  .  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.  Please see responses to specific comments, below.

BJ-5 See Response U-2a regarding the semi-rural nature of the Project, as well 
as Topical Response: General Plan Amendment and Subarea Boundary 
Adjustment CEQA Analysis.  Project conditions require a notice to future 
residents in proximity of off- and on-site large animals about the nature 
of the community, which may include other large animals besides horses. 
See Response AZ-2.  
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BJ-9 This is a repeat of comment AD-14.  See Response AD-14

BJ-8 See Topical Response: Fire/Evacuations regarding fire evacuation.

BJ-7 This is a repeat of comment AD-10. See Responses K-199 and AD-10. 

BJ-6 See Topical Response: Fire/Evacuations regarding evacuations, including 
large animal evacuations.

BJ-11 See Response I-61 regarding potential traffic impacts of the SPRINTER.  
Information was added to the EIR but the added information did not 
result important new information as defined by CEQA that would require 
recirculation of the EIR.

BJ-10 See Responses E-12 regarding proposed improvements to Country Club 
Drive and the intersection with Auto Park Way and K-167 regarding the 
analysis and mitigation of that intersection.

BJ-12 Your position regarding the negative effects of the Project is hereby 
included as part of the record and made available to the decision makers 
prior to the final decision on the Project.  Refer to the design features 
the Project has incorporated to retain the rural to semi-rural character of 
the area (Table 1-4 of the EIR).  Regarding General Plan compliance, 
see Topical Response:  General Plan Amendment and Subarea Boundary 
Adjustment CEQA Analysis.


