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CP-5 See Responses U-2a regarding night lighting in general and AG-1 
regarding street lights in particular.   

CP-4 See Response BC-8 for why the Project site would not be critical for 
plants and wildlife habitat.

CP-3 As discussed in Subchapter 2.8 of the EIR, significant impacts from 
Project traffic would be mitigated with improvements to the infrastructure 
of the roads.

CP-2 See Responses C-2, C-8, and C-10 regarding water use and consistency 
with Rincon MWD’s plans.

CP-7 Much of the existing site could be considered an older, established area 
of human use, as the site has been farmed as early as the 1870s.  The 
existing site parcels include two homes, sheds/barns, water tanks, etc. 
to support an equestrian facility and grove areas, among other isolated 
elements.  The most sensitive biological areas would be preserved in 
open space, as depicted on Figures 2.4-10a and b, which would be 
located throughout the Project.  The grading, although substantial, is the 
minimum practical to support the Project.  In addition, a proposed 35.4-
acre agricultural easement would preserve the availability and viability 
of this area for agricultural use, as discussed under Response I-69a.

CP-6 See Topical Response: Fire/Evacuations regarding fire evacuation of 
people and horses.

CP-1 Introductory comment noted.  See responses to detailed comments below.
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