
Responses to Comments  
Final Environmental Impact Report  page 1009 

C. Responses to Comment Emails 

Emails  Date     Page  

Comment Email E1 Monroe, Bill and Diana ....................................................... December 12, 2013 1010 
Comment Email E2 Murphy, Carla and Mark ..................................................... December 13, 2013 1014 
Comment Email E3 Dayles, Mary Ann and Paul ................................................. December 27, 2013 1016 
Comment Email E4 Mahony, Michael A. ............................................................ January 3, 2014 1028 
Comment Email E5 Ruge, Debra ........................................................................ January 6, 2014 1030 
Comment Email E6 Sparkman, David ................................................................. January 7, 2014 1032 
Comment Email E7 Brown, Charles .................................................................... January 14, 2014 1034 
Comment Email E8 Sparkman, David ................................................................. January 17, 2014 1036 
Comment Email E9 Schock, Mark ....................................................................... January 21, 2014 1040 
Comment Email E10 Nelson, Marlene .................................................................. January 22, 2014 1048 
Comment Email E11 Viva, Conrad ....................................................................... January 22, 2014 1050 
Comment Email E12 Shepard, Jeff ........................................................................ January 22, 2014 1053 
Comment Email E13 Rehmeyer, Sharon and Ted .................................................. January 21, 2014 1058 
Comment Email E14 Schumann, Edward L. .......................................................... January 22, 2014 1060 
Comment Email E14A Schumann, Edward .............................................................. February 3, 2014 1062 
Comment Email E15 Spellman, David and Lizette ................................................ January 23, 2014 1066 
Comment Email E16 Johnson, Kevin K. ................................................................ January 31, 2014 1068 
Comment Email E17 Slonkosky, Douglas ............................................................. January 31, 2014 1072 
Comment Email E18 Bartels, Robert ..................................................................... February 1, 2014 1074 
Comment Email E19 Carboni, Ron ....................................................................... February 3, 2014 1078 
Comment Email E20 Ebinger, Kent ....................................................................... February 3, 2014 1080 
Comment Email E21 Ramocinski, David .............................................................. February 3, 2014 1082 
Comment Email E22 Challacombe, Renee ........................................................... February 3, 2014 1084 
Comment Email E23 Gass, Brian .......................................................................... February 3, 2014 1086 
Comment Email E24 Lopez, Venessa and Wayne Martin ...................................... February 3, 2014 1092 
Comment Email E25 Spellman, David and Lizette ................................................ February 3, 2014 1096 
Comment Email E26 Francke, W. Bradford .......................................................... February 3, 2014 1100 
Comment Email E27 Rehmeyer, Sharon and Ted .................................................. February 3, 2014 1102 
Comment Email E28 Byrne, Joe and Paulette ........................................................ February 3, 2014 1104 
Comment Email E29 Rehmeyer, Sharon and Ted .................................................. January 29, 2014 1108 
Comment Email E30 Rehmeyer, Sharon and Ted .................................................. January 30, 2014 1110 
Comment Email E31 Nelson, Marlene .................................................................. January 31, 2014 1112 
Comment Email E32 Richards, Kathleen ............................................................... January 31, 2014 1114 
Comment Email E33 Slonkosky, Douglas ............................................................. February 1, 2014 1116 
 

November 2014 Esperanza Hills 



Responses to Comments  
Final Environmental Impact Report  page 1010 

Comment Email E1 
Monroe, Bill and Diana 
December 12, 2013 
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Response to 
Comment Email E1 
Monroe, Bill and Diana 
December 12, 2013 

E1-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Bill and Diana Monroe and the 
information related to the traffic conditions during the 2008 fire. 

E1-2 The DEIR addresses topics that are related to environmental issues. CEQA does not require 
consideration of economic issues related to the cost of or income from a proposed project. 
Therefore, no additional response is provided. 

E1-3 As outlined in the Hazards and Hazardous Materials Section of the DEIR (Section 5.7), 
extensive analysis was conducted regarding the 2008 Freeway Complex Fire. The Fire 
Protection and Emergency Evacuation Plan (FPEP), included as Appendix J in the DEIR, 
provided historical data, assessed potential fire hazards, and modeled the risk assessment for 
the Project site. Based on this analysis, as well as current Fire Codes, the DEIR includes the 
requirement for fuel modification zones, evacuation plans, upgraded facilities for the 
provision of water for firefighting, and residential design features that will make residences 
more fire resistant. The DEIR also identified joint efforts between OCFA, OCSD, and the 
Project proponents to evacuate residents out of harm’s way in the event of a fire. Evacuation 
plans will be in place and new residents will be provided with details for evacuation and be 
available to the general public. 

 Extensive geotechnical analysis, including trenching and boring to more accurately identify 
faults in the Project area, resulted in the establishment of setback zones to minimize 
potential earthquake impacts to residences. The homes will be built to the most current 
codes and standards for earthquake-safe structures. The DEIR concludes that impacts to fire 
hazard and evacuation and earthquakes will be less than significant. 

E1-4 The DEIR analyzed four ingress/egress options (Section 5.14 - Traffic and Transportation and 
Alternatives Analyses Sections 6.6 and 6.7). Traffic volumes will vary based on which 
alternative is selected. However, the Traffic Analysis prepared for the Project concluded that, 
with Mitigation Measures included in the DEIR, impacts from Traffic would be less than 
significant under normal conditions with the exception of the intersection of Yorba Linda 
Boulevard and Via del Agua. The analysis proposes the installation of a traffic signal at that 
intersection to reduce impacts. However, the County cannot compel the City of Yorba Linda 
to implement the suggested traffic signal, for which the Project would pay a fair share 
contribution. In that case, impacts would remain significant and unavoidable. 

E1-5 Please refer to Topical Response 1 - Fire Hazard and Topical Response 2 - Evacuation Plan. 
The Project in and of itself will not create an increased risk due to wildfire danger. 
Adherence to evacuation plans that have been formulated by the OCFA, the OCSD, and the 
Project proponent will provide for a managed evacuation and will allow emergency vehicles 
access to the area for fire-fighting purposes. 
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Comment Email E2 
Murphy, Carla and Mark 
December 13, 2013 
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Response to 
Comment Email E2 
Murphy, Carla and Mark 
December 13, 2013 

E2-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Carla Murphy on December 13, 2013. 
Please refer to Topical Response 1 – Fire Hazard and Topical Response 2 – Evacuation Plan 
information. 
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Comment Email E3 
Dayles, Mary Ann and Paul 
December 27, 2013 
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Response to 
Comment Email E3 
Dayles, Mary Ann and Paul 
December 27, 2013 

E3-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Paul and Mary Ann Dayles dated 
December 27, 2013 detailing their opposition to the Proposed Project. 

E3-2 Contrary to the commenters’ statement, the DEIR analyzed all environmental impacts as 
required in the CEQA Guidelines checklist and found that unavoidable adverse impacts will 
occur in the areas of greenhouse gas emissions, and traffic only if the traffic mitigation 
measures are not implemented, because the County cannot compel the installation of traffic 
improvements within the City of Yorba Linda. Please refer to Section 5.6, Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions, and Section 5.10, Noise for the complete analysis. Also refer to Topical Response 
8 – Noise Impacts (beginning on page 47) for clarification regarding noise impacts under 
each access option. 
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E3-3 The commenters’ opinion regarding development of the Project site and its approval are 
noted. The comments do not raise specific environmental issues. 

E3-4 The commenters are referred to Section 5.14, Transportation and Traffic, for the complete 
analysis of projected traffic related to the Proposed Project. The analysis used standard trip 
generation rates assumed within the Institute of Traffic Engineers Trip Generation Rates for 
the Project’s residential units. The existing condition at the intersection of Yorba Linda 
Boulevard and Stonehaven is Level of Service A (LOS A) during AM and PM peak periods 
(page 5-554). As the analysis shows, there is no change to the LOS under Option 1 (page 
5-580) or Option 2 (page 5-602) under “With Project” conditions. 
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E3-5 Please refer to response to Comment Email E3-4 above. The Project includes mitigation for a 
traffic signal at Yorba Linda Boulevard and Via del Agua, for which the Project would pay a 
fair share contribution, assuming the City of Yorba Linda approves the traffic signal 
installation. The commenters’ statements regarding the political composition of the City 
Council are not within the scope of the DEIR. 

E3-6 The commenters are referred to Section 5.7, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, for analysis 
regarding potential fire hazards and proposed evacuation plans. Topical Response 1 and 
Topical Response 2 also provide additional information related to evacuation plans and 
traffic management. 
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E3-7 With regard to the provision of public services (schools, fire protection, police protection) 
the commenters are referred to Section 5.12, Public Services, for details about existing and 
future conditions. Beginning on page 5-508 in the DEIR, mitigation measures and impacts 
after mitigation are discussed. Page 5-509 presents cumulative impact information and 
concludes that operational and cumulative impacts can be mitigated with implementation of 
the proposed mitigation measures. 

E3-8 The commenters present no factual support for the contention that existing residents will 
face increased costs for utilities and taxes or that property values will decline. No 
environmental issue is identified. 

E3-9 Comment noted. No new environmental issues have been raised. 
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E3-10 Commenters’ concerns are noted. The DEIR for the Proposed Project includes conditions of 
approval, mitigation measures, and project design features to minimize environmental 
impacts. Please see responses to Comment Email E3-1 through -9 above. 
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Comment Email E4 
Mahony, Michael A. 
January 3, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E4 
Mahony, Michael A.  
January 3, 2014 

E4-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Michael Mahony dated January 3, 2014. 
To clarify, a CEQA determination of environmental impacts is based on the assumption that 
the project will be implemented. Therefore, any identified impacts could be considered less 
than significant, less than significant with mitigation incorporated, or potentially significant. 
Potentially significant impacts are considered unavoidable if there is no mitigation that could 
feasibly reduce the impact to lesser significance with project implementation. An EIR must 
always include analysis of a “No Project” alternative. Please refer to Chapter 6, Section 6.5 
for an analysis of the No Project Alternative and Section 6.8 for an analysis of the 
Lower/Reduced Density Alternative. The Lower/Reduced Density Alternative analyzes 
development of Planning Area 1 of the Project site, leaving Planning Area 2 in its current 
condition. This Alternative would result in the construction of 218 residential units, a 
reduction of 122 units. 

E4-2 Please see Topical Response 2 – Evacuation Plan for a discussion of the evacuation plans 
that will be implemented in the event of an emergency evacuation situation. 

E4-3 The commenter’s remarks have been included in the Responses to Comments document and 
will be considered as part of the Project approval process. 
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Comment Email E5 
Ruge, Debra 
January 6, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E5  
Ruge, Debra  
January 6, 2014 

E5-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Debra Ruge dated January 6, 2014. The 
commenter identifies the evacuation challenges during the 2008 Freeway Complex Fire from 
her home to Stonehaven Drive or Via del Agua. Please refer to Topical Response 2 – 
Evacuation Plan. As indicated, evacuation plans will be in place, including plans formulated 
in conjunction with OCFA, and plans designed by OCSD, to facilitate traffic movement out 
of the Project and adjacent neighborhoods. Emergency fire access roads are incorporated 
into the Project in addition to staging areas for fire-fighting equipment. Evacuation and safety 
measures are further discussed in Section 5.7, Hazards and Hazardous Materials in the 
DEIR. 

E5-2 As stated in the DEIR, Section 5.14 - Transportation and Traffic, the Project will add 
approximately 3,617 daily trips. The intersection of Yorba Linda Boulevard and Via del Agua 
is currently operating at an unacceptable Level of Service F (LOS). The Project includes a 
mitigation measure for payment of a fair share contribution to the installation of a traffic 
signal at that intersection. With installation of the signal, operations are anticipated to return 
to an acceptable LOS B during the AM peak hour and LOS A during the PM peak hour. Both 
the County and City of Yorba Linda have established LOS D as an acceptable condition 
during peak commute hours.  

 The traffic analysis regarding impacts to the intersection of Yorba Linda Boulevard and 
Stonehaven show that under Option 1, the LOS will change from LOS A to LOS C, which is 
an acceptable level of service as set forth in the City of Yorba Linda General Plan and the 
County of Orange General Plan. The traffic analysis regarding impacts to the intersection of 
Yorba Linda Boulevard and Stonehaven show that under Options 2, 2A, and 2B, the LOS for 
the intersection will remain at LOS A, which is an acceptable level of service as set forth in 
the City of Yorba Linda General Plan and the County of Orange General Plan. Please also 
refer to Topical Response 3 - Traffic/Ingress-Egress. 
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Comment Email E6 
Sparkman, David 
January 7, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E6  
Sparkman, David  
January 7, 2014 

E6-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from David Sparkman dated January 7, 2014 
and appreciates the commenter’s explanation of evacuation conditions during the 2008 
Freeway Complex Fire. It is noted that the commenter provided an attachment containing 
the same information as the email and, therefore, the attachment is not addressed separately. 

E6-2 The commenter is referred to Topical Response 1 - Fire Hazard and Topical Response 2 – 
Evacuation Plan. As stated in the DEIR Section 5.7, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, 
extensive analysis has been performed related to the 2008 Freeway Complex Fire and the 
Project site’s fire risk assessment. The OCSD has developed an evacuation plan that will 
disperse traffic through adjacent neighborhoods south of Yorba Linda Boulevard.  

 The Project includes emergency access roads that were not available during the 2008 fire. 
Each of the four access options included in the DEIR provides specific emergency routes as 
shown below: 

• Option 1 (Stonehaven Drive) - emergency access via Esperanza Hills Parkway as 
well as an emergency only access off Via del Agua 130 feet northeast of Via de la 
Roca. 

• Option 2 (Aspen Way) - emergency access via the extension of Aspen Way and the 
existing emergency access roadway located off Stonehaven Drive which will 
connect to the southernmost internal roadway. 

• Option 2A - emergency access off Stonehaven Drive connecting to the 
southernmost internal street system with the project site via an existing emergency 
access roadway. 

• Option 2B - emergency access provided under Option 2A would be converted to a 
secondary access point. The access road from Stonehaven Drive would be 
expanded to accommodate both daily ingress/egress and emergency ingress/egress. 

 The Project will enhance options for vehicular movement south and east in an evacuation 
which is an improved condition over the existing single exit to Yorba Linda Boulevard. 
Therefore, options and alternatives will be in place to assist in emergency evacuation and 
allow better access for emergency vehicles. 
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Comment Email E7 
Brown, Charles 
January 14, 2014 

 

November 2014 Esperanza Hills 



Responses to Comments  
Final Environmental Impact Report  page 1035 

Response to 
Comment Email E7 
Brown, Charles  
January 14, 2014 

E7-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Charles Brown on January 14, 2014. The 
commenter is concerned with the additional vehicles on Stonehaven Drive that would result 
if the Proposed Project is developed. The commenter’s attention is called to Section 5.14 – 
Transportation and Traffic, in the DEIR. A Traffic Analysis was prepared to assess the 
Project’s impacts on streets in the Project vicinity. Four access options were presented and 
analyzed. The Traffic Impact Analysis can be found in Appendix O of the DEIR. 

 The Traffic Impact Analysis determined that the existing traffic volume for Stonehaven 
through two separate days of traffic counts was 1,966 vehicles per day, which is LOS A, the 
highest level of service. Under Option 1, the LOS for Stonehaven will be LOS C and under 
Options 2, 2A, and 2B the LOS will remain an A (refer to Topical Response 3, Table 1). 

 Commenter’s residence is within the Project study area for traffic analysis. Traffic volumes 
were analyzed for the study area using major intersections to determine Level of Service 
(LOS). The intersection of Stonehaven and Aviemore was not specifically identified. 
However, the commenter is again referred to Topical Response 3, Table 1, which identifies 
the street capacities and the anticipated vehicles per day for the street segments. As shown, 
traffic will be dispersed throughout the street segments depending on the Option approved. 
Under any option, the LOS will remain at acceptable levels.  

 The Traffic Impact Analysis included recommendations, which were included as Mitigation 
Measures in the DEIR, to reduce Project traffic impacts. Depending on the access option 
selected, the Project will contribute a fair share payment to the installation of a 
recommended traffic signal at Yorba Linda Boulevard and Via del Agua, plus payments 
towards lane widening, striping, and lengthening of left turn pockets at select locations to 
improve overall traffic flow. 
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Comment Email E8 
Sparkman, David 
January 17, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E8  
Sparkman, David  
January 17, 2014 

E8-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from David Sparkman dated January 17, 
2014. The commenter disagrees with the evacuation plan presented in the DEIR and 
discussed at the January 16, 2014 public information meeting for Esperanza Hills. It must be 
noted that since the 2008 Freeway Complex Fire, significant advances have been made with 
regard to fuel modification, residential construction, and analysis of fire behavior. The same 
level of planning and preparedness was not in place in 2008 as will exist when the Proposed 
Project is implemented. The OCSD has developed an evacuation plan that includes traffic 
control points where traffic will be disbursed through neighborhoods to relieve congestion 
on major arterials. While the commenter has provided narrative of his personal experience 
during the 2008 Freeway Complex Fire, OCFA and OCSD will implement evacuation plans 
that were not in place in 2008. Please refer to Topical Response 2, which provides an 
evacuation model for the Project site as well as the adjacent residences. The proposed 
evacuation plans were based on models and reports from the Freeway Complex Fire and are 
designed to avoid the traffic control problems experienced during that event. 

E8-2 Commenter is incorrect. Controlled intersections are included in the evacuation plans, but 
there is no plan to close the south side of Yorba Linda Boulevard. In addition, as noted on 
page 5-288 of the DEIR, while law enforcement agencies do not have the authority to force 
residents to evacuate, they may restrict residents from entering evacuation areas. Respecting 
and maintaining designated lanes for emergency vehicles will be critical, as will use of 
designated lanes for traffic flow away from the evacuation area. Traffic control points that 
are manned by law enforcement officers will provide direction for vehicles to implement a 
more controlled, faster flow of traffic. Critical to the success of the evacuation plan is the 
education and cooperation of all area residents. 

E8-3 It is the intent of all proposed evacuation plans to prevent bottlenecks as identified by the 
commenter. The plans, working in concert during an emergency condition, are anticipated 
to provide a controlled traffic flow on major arterials and the freeway through the use of 
traffic control points with law enforcement providing direction. There are no current plans 
that we are aware of that will automatically close either the westbound or eastbound lanes 
of the SR-91 Freeway, and any effect on the traffic flow on the SR-91 Freeway would be 
wholly dependent upon the circumstances at the time. The comment concerns traffic 
evacuation from Anaheim Hills, which is located on the south side of the SR-91 Freeway in 
the City of Anaheim. Traffic evacuation from Anaheim Hills would likely use either the 
SR-91 Freeway, as the author points out, or alternative evacuation routes such as Santa Ana 
Canyon Road or other routes as determined by the City of Anaheim. The traffic evacuation 
control plan for the subject property and the surrounding area would not involve the 
intersection of Weir Canyon and the SR-91 Freeway, which is approximately two miles 
away; Santa Ana Canyon Road, which is on the south side of the SR-91 Freeway; or the 
intersection of the SR-91 Freeway and Yorba Linda Boulevard, as traffic from the Project site 
and the surrounding area would be directed west along Yorba Linda Boulevard, west via 
Fairmount, or south down Yorba Linda Boulevard and then west on La Palma or other major 
streets, thereby bypassing the SR-91 Freeway in the event that it were required for 
evacuation of areas such as Anaheim Hills. The Anaheim Hills subdivisions lie 
approximately 3 to 4 miles from the subject property, across the SR-91 Freeway in the City 
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of Anaheim, and not within the area expected to be affected by development of the Project. 
In addition, phased evacuations are included in the plans. As indicated, the evacuation plan 
would not take project trips to the on-ramps noted by the commenter, and there would be 
no contribution to traffic on the SR-91 Freeway.  

E8-4 The Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) included traffic counts that were taken during peak AM and 
peak PM hours. Peak hour count summaries and computer model printouts are included as 
Appendix B-1 to the TIA (Appendix O in the DEIR Technical Appendices). AM peak counts 
began at 7:30 a.m. PM peak counts began at 4:00 p.m. As noted on page 6 of the TIA, 
existing AM peak hour and PM peak hour traffic volumes for the 15 key study intersections 
were obtained from manual turning movement counts. This information was the basis for the 
computer model analysis of “With Project” conditions. 

E8-5 Please refer to Topical Response 1 – Fire Hazard and Topical Response 2 – Evacuation Plan. 
In addition, the Fire Protection and Emergency Plan (Appendix J of the DEIR) notes on 
page 42 that Blue Mud Canyon will be significantly improved from a fire and habitat 
perspective, based on the expert opinion of the Dudek study, through restoration activities to 
remove non-native, flammable vegetation and provide native, riparian vegetation and to 
create large fuel modification areas and two fire breaks. These areas were strategically 
located to reduce the fire intensity and spread rates along the southern project boundary in 
Blue Mud Canyon. Emergency vehicle staging areas for firefighting will be located on both 
sides of the canyon. In addition, the access options provide various emergency access 
options. Option 1 places primary and secondary emergency access across Blue Mud 
Canyon. Options 2, 2A, and 2B provide access across Blue Mud Canyon but also through 
Aspen or directly to San Antonio. Based on expert opinion, exit paths will remain open 
regardless of the Option approved. 

E8-6 The Proposed Project provides four options for ingress/egress to the site, in addition to 
dedicated emergency vehicle roads and staging areas. The suggestion for an evacuation road 
to the north is not feasible, as Chino Hills State Park lies to the east and north and would not 
allow construction of such a road. There is no current legal entitlement to construct such a 
road. In addition, wildfires historically occur starting from the east in Chino Hills State Park. 
The suggested emergency road will provide for evacuation into the wildfire area, onto 
Carbon Canyon, which is an area that historically has had issues due to its proximity to the 
Wildland Urban Interface. 
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Comment Email E9 
Schock, Mark 
January 21, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E9  
Schock, Mark  
January 21, 2014 

E9-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Mark Schock dated January 21, 2014. 
The County appreciates information provided by commenter regarding a video of the 2008 
Freeway Complex Fire, which is available to the public for viewing. This video was 
reviewed and analyzed by Dudek Engineering. No changes result to the fire modeling used 
to determine the effect of the construction of the Proposed Project on the Project site and the 
surrounding neighborhood, as the model assumed a more rapid burn rate than the burn rate 
time as determined by the video. 

E9-2 The County also acknowledges receipt of an email from the commenter during the IS/NOP 
review period, which was included in the DEIR as Appendix B, along with all comment 
letters received. 

E9-3 Contrary to commenter’s assertion, the email from the commenter dated February 1, 2013, 
was included in the print copies of the DEIR Technical Appendices available for review at 
the January 16, 2014 public information meeting. Unfortunately, the email was not located 
until a more thorough search was subsequently done. The email was included in the DEIR 
Appendices posted on the County’s website for review. It appears on page 216 of the PDF 
version on the County website. Research verified that the email was also included in all five 
CD sets of the DEIR and Appendices that were sent to state and local agencies for review. 
The video was reviewed by the County and staff of Dudek Engineers who prepared the Fire 
Protection and Emergency Evacuation Plan (FPEP). Commenter is referred to Topical 
Response 1 - Fire Hazard. As noted above and in Topical Response 1, the video did not alter 
the conclusions of the experts who prepared the FPEP or the modeling for the evacuation 
plan. The computer model was based on a faster moving, more aggressive fire than actually 
occurred in 2008. No new information was provided in the video that was previously 
unknown to the preparers of the FPEP. Commenter is also referred to Topical Response 2 - 
Evacuation Plan for details regarding the emergency evacuation plan prepared for the 
Project and adjacent residences. 
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E9-4 Mr. Michael Huff of Dudek has acknowledged his conversation with the commenter and has 
since been provided with a copy of the video identified by commenter. As noted in 
responses to Comment Email E9-1 and -3, the video did not change the analysis or the 
results of that analysis. 

E9-5 Please refer to response to Comment Email E9-3 above confirming that commenter’s emails 
were received and included in the DEIR. 

E9-6 Please refer to response to Comment Email E9-4 above. Commenter is directed to the Fire 
Protection and Emergency Evacuation Plan (FPEP) (Appendix J). Specifically, the FPEP 
describes the conditions that were considered in the preparation of the model, which was 
the basis for the FPEP analysis. On page 27, climate conditions are discussed including the 
effects of the Santa Ana winds and how the winds converge in canyons resulting in 
accelerated velocity. Historical fire data was also used to prepare the FPEP, including the 
2008 Freeway Complex Fire. 

E9-7 Please refer to response to Comment Email E9-3 above. 

E9-8 The commenter has requested an extension of the deadline for the public review period for 
the DEIR. The County provided a 62-day review period (December 4, 2013 to February 3, 
2014), which is 17 days longer than the 45-day review period required per §15105 of the 
CEQA Guidelines. Section 15105(a) states: “The public review period for a draft EIR should 
not be less than 30 days nor longer than 60 days except in unusual circumstances. When a 
draft EIR is submitted to the State Clearinghouse for review by state agencies, the public 
review period shall not be less than 45 days, unless a shorter period, not less than 30 days, is 
approved by the State Clearinghouse.” There have been significant efforts to provide public 
noticing and conduct public meetings that far exceed what is required, and no additional 
review time is warranted. Please note that the general public will have additional 
opportunities to comment during County public hearings for Project approval. The video 
itself provided additional information on the fire showing the burn time from the eastern 
edge of the property along Blue Mud Canyon to the western boundary of the southern 
portion of the property to the extent that the video camera was able to capture the fire. 
However, this video did not result in information that was determined to be new or different, 
as the video showed a slower burn rate than anticipated by the fire modeling used by 
Dudek. In addition, it was determined that the email comment was in the record at the time 
that the public outreach meeting occurred on January 16, 2014. The video did not provide 
new significant information which resulted in a significant impact identified in the DEIR. 

 In addition, CEQA Guidelines §15103(c) states that the review period must be at least as 
long as the review period established by the State Clearinghouse. In a letter dated January 
21, 2014, the State Clearinghouse noted that their review period began on December 4, 
2013 and closed on January 17, 2014, a total of 45 days. Therefore, from a CEQA 
standpoint, all review period requirements have been met. 

E9-9 With regard to posting the video on the County website, the video is available at: 
https://cms.ocgov.com/gov/pw/cd/planning/land/projects/esperanza_hills.asp. The County 
appreciates provision of the video by the commenter. The commenter’s email has been 
included in this Responses to Comments document as part of the public review process. See 
response to Comment Email E9-8 above. 
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Comment Email E10 
Nelson, Marlene 
January 22, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E10  
Nelson, Marlene  
January 22, 2014 

E10-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Marlene Nelson dated January 22, 2014. 
The commenter requests an extension of the public review period for the DEIR from 
February 3 for an additional 15 days. The commenter has requested an extension of the 
public review period from February 3, 2014 to February 18, 2014.  

 Please see response to Comment Email E9-8. 
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Comment Email E11 
Viva, Conrad 
January 22, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E11  
Viva, Conrad  
January 22, 2014 

E11-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Conrad Viva dated January 22, 2014. 
The commenter states that development of the Project is an extreme fire risk to people who 
live in the area. The development of the Esperanza Hills project is not, in and of itself, a fire 
risk, as the entire area has been subjected to wildfires in the past. Please refer to Topical 
Response 1 and Topical Response 2 for further discussion regarding fire hazards and 
evacuation plans. 

E11-2 The Transportation and Traffic section of the DEIR (Section 5.14) discusses the results of a 
Traffic Impact Analysis prepared specifically for the Project. Please refer to Topical 
Response 3 for further discussion about estimated daily trips, proposed roads, and traffic 
congestion. 

E11-3 As detailed in the Public Services section of the DEIR (Section 5.12), the Placentia-Yorba 
Linda Unified School District has experienced a trend towards declining enrollment. It is 
estimated that the Proposed Project’s 340 residences will contribute approximately 177 new 
students to the District. These additional students will not negatively impact District facilities 
when considered with the declining enrollment. In addition, Mitigation Measure PS-2 
requires the payment of developer fees in accordance with Senate Bill 50 and per California 
Education Code §17620.  

E11-4 Devaluation of property is a speculative issue and not considered an environmental impact 
related to residential housing development.  

E11-5 As noted in the Transportation and Traffic section of the DEIR (Section 5.14), based on the 
Traffic Impact Analysis, the intersection of Yorba Linda Boulevard and Via del Agua has 
been identified as benefiting from the installation of a three-phase traffic signal. Mitigation 
Measure T-1 provides for the payment of a fair share contribution towards such installation. 
However, as noted in the DEIR, the County cannot compel the City of Yorba Linda to 
approve the installation of a traffic signal; therefore, if no signal is installed, the traffic impact 
has been identified as significant and unavoidable. 

E11-6 Chapter 4 - Project Description of the DEIR (page 4-25), Section 4.6 states that construction 
will occur in several phases, so it is accurate that construction of the entire Project could 
extend over several years. However, grading for Planning Areas 1 and 2 is projected to last 
from 6 months to a maximum of 10 months per Planning Area. The grading phase will 
balance on-site, thus reducing truck transport of graded materials. The construction phase 
will result in temporary increases in dust and noise. Mitigation has been provided to reduce 
impacts as discussed in Section 5.2 (Air Quality) and Section 5-10 (Noise). Construction 
activity will comply with the County Noise Ordinance for hours of operation. These 
temporary short-term impacts will cease upon construction completion.  

E11-7 It is unclear what the commenter refers to as “oversaturation.” The addition of houses and 
people to the Project site was envisioned in the County and City of Yorba Linda General 
Plans and is consistent with the densities identified therein. The commenter is referred to 
Section 5.9 (Land Use and Planning) for additional information regarding the Project’s 
consistency with local planning goals and policies. The commenter is also referred to 
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Chapter 8, Growth-Inducing Impacts, for a discussion of the Project’s potential to induce 
additional housing in the area in light of the limited availability of additional developable 
land. As identified on page 8-1, there is little potential for development of new projects of 
the size and scope proposed for Esperanza Hills and no additional opportunity to expand; 
therefore, there is no inducement for growth in the Project vicinity. 

E11-8 The commenter’s environmental concerns have been addressed in responses to Comment 
Email E11-1 through -7 above. 
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Comment Email E12 
Shepard, Jeffrey G. 
January 22, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E12  
Shepard, Jeffrey G. 
January 22, 2014 

E12-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Jeffrey Shepard on January 22, 2014. Mr. 
Shepard is a member of Yorba Linda Land, LLC, the owner of property east of the Proposed 
Project. There is no intent to eliminate existing access for adjacent property owners through 
implementation of the Esperanza Hills Project. The Specific Plan, if approved, will provide 
physical and legal access to the Yorba Linda Land, LLC property. The property is currently 
undeveloped and is not a part of the Esperanza Hills proposed project. 

E12-2 The commenter notes that the Project applicant has accommodated request for access and 
utilities to the eastern boundaries of Yorba Linda Land, LLC. The County encourages 
agreements between adjacent landowners for continuing access. Utilities will be secured 
through agreements with water, sewer, electric, and gas providers. No additional 
environmental issues have been identified related to the commenter’s request for access. 

E12-3 The commenter is correct that the Yorba Linda General Plan envisioned development and 
access to the Esperanza Hills project site and the adjacent properties. Comments are noted 
regarding access and utility easements through the proposed Cielo Vista project and the 
Esperanza Hills Project. The Yorba Linda Water District, provider of water and sewer 
service, will require agreements between project proponents for the provision of those 
services. 
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E12-4 The commenter correctly notes the elevations of the two underground water reservoirs 
proposed on the Project site. The commenter correctly notes that provision of water for 
adjacent properties will require agreements with the Yorba Linda Water District and/or the 
applicant. 

E12-5 Access and utilities to adjacent properties via existing and/or proposed facilities will be 
required as part of the approval process to ensure development rights for such properties. 

E12-6 See response to Comment Email E12-5 above. 

E12-7 The County appreciates the support of Yorba Linda Land LLC related to fire staging areas, 
fuel modification, emergency ingress/egress, and trails. These project features have been 
designed in consultation with appropriate agencies to ensure that requirements are met with 
regard to providing safety for existing and future residents in the immediate area. 
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Comment Email E13 
Rehmeyer, Sharon and Ted 
January 21, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E13 
Rehmeyer, Sharon and Ted  
January 21, 2014 

E13-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Sharon and Ted Rehmeyer dated 
January 21, 2014. The commenter has requested an extension of the public review period 
from February 3, 2014 to February 18, 2014. Please see response to Comment Email E9-8. 
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Comment Email E14 
Schumann, Edward L. 
January 22, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E14  
Schumann, Edward L. 
January 22, 2014 

E14-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Edward Schumann dated January 22, 
2014. Commenter is referred to response to Comment Email E9-8, regarding an extension of 
the public review period. 
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Comment Email E14A 
Schumann, Edward 
February 3, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E14A  
Schumann, Edward  
February 3, 2014 

E14A-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an additional email dated February 3, 2014, which 
included an article by Gloria Sefton. Water availability is discussed in Section 5.15 (Utilities 
and Service Systems) in the DEIR. Greenhouse Gas emissions are analyzed in the DEIR in 
Section 5.6. 

 As a general response to the article, the Esperanza Hills Project has worked closely with 
governmental agencies and service providers to ensure adequate protection of the 
environment while providing the services required to support the proposed development. 
For example, Topical Response 4 - Water Provision/Capacity, summarizes the Project’s 
coordination with Yorba Linda Water District (YLWD) to ensure adequate water supplies 
and infrastructure to deliver water for daily and emergency uses. The applicant has partially 
funded the Northeast Area Planning Study prepared for YLWD, which analyzes 
infrastructure requirements. Biological studies have been prepared identifying impacts to 
plant and animal species and providing mitigation to reduce impacts to less than significant. 
The clustered design for the residences results in significant areas of natural open space, 
trails, parks and managed fuel modification areas to provide habitat protection and 
recreational opportunities.  

 With respect to greenhouse gas emissions (GHG) and climate change, the DEIR 
acknowledges that the Project will result in increased GHG emissions due to operational 
conditions. However, the DEIR also outlines strategies that will be implemented to reduce 
impacts through GHG reduction measures designed by the California Air Pollution Control 
Officers Association. The Project has incorporated all design features feasible to reduce 
impacts. Nevertheless, the Project will exceed the thresholds adopted by the South Coast Air 
Quality Management District. 
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Comment Email E15 
Spellman, David and Lizette 
January 23, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E15  
Spellman, David and Lizette  
January 23, 2014 

E15-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from David and Lizette Spellman dated 
January 22, 2014. The commenter is referred to response to Comment Email E9-8, regarding 
an extension of the public review period. 
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Comment Email E16 
Johnson, Kevin K. 
January 31, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E16  
Johnson, Kevin K.  
January 31, 2014 

E16-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Kevin Johnson dated January 31, 2014. 
An attachment included the same comments as the email and, therefore, is not addressed 
separately. The commenter requests an extension of the public comment period of 62 days 
for an unspecified amount of time. Please refer to response to Comment Email E9-8 
regarding such extension. 

E16-2 Commenter is referred to Topical Response 5 - Segmentation/Piecemealing. The Cielo Vista 
and Esperanza Hills properties are owned by separate, unrelated entities. Utility 
infrastructure will be based on agreements with the providers of such services, who will 
have the responsibility to ensure that adjacent developments are consistent with the 
providers’ specifications for connectivity. The Esperanza Hills Project includes mitigation 
requiring coordination with service providers prior to any construction activity.  

 With regard to disputed access, the Esperanza Hills DEIR analyzed four access options. If 
agreement cannot be reached with the adjacent Cielo Vista project proponents, another 
option can be selected, thereby eliminating the dispute to which the commenter refers. 

 The County has discretion to approve or not approve projects independent of each other. 
The project sites are owned by different parties and are proposed to be developed by 
different developers who are completely unrelated. The scope of the governmental 
entitlements sought by Esperanza Hills (e.g., General Plan Amendment, Specific Plan, zone 
change, VTTM) does not include any governmental entitlements or permits for or applicable 
to the proposed Cielo Vista project. However, the cumulative and growth-inducing impacts 
of both projects were evaluated in the DEIR in each topical section where both projects 
apply, as well as in Chapter 7 - Summary of Cumulative Impacts and Chapter 8 – Growth-
Inducing Impacts. 

E16-3 The commenter notes that there are “multiple instances of deferred assessment and 
mitigation identification in the DEIR because impact assessment work is on-going.” The 
County cannot respond, as no information is provided about specific mitigation to which the 
commenter alludes. The DEIR contains 69 mitigation measures in addition to conditions of 
approval. 
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E16-4 Commenter does not cite anything or identify issues that raise unusual circumstances. The 
DEIR has addressed safety concerns (Section 5.7, Hazards and Hazardous Materials) and air 
quality (Section 5.2, Air Quality and Section 5.6, Greenhouse Gas Emissions). Earthquakes, 
earthquake fault locations, and compliance with the Building Code requirements for 
construction are also discussed in Section 5.7, Hazards and Hazardous Materials. The 
commenter raises no unusual circumstances or specific concerns and provides no new 
information that would warrant further review time or an extension of the comment period. 
Public comment has not been suppressed as numerous opportunities have been available for 
providing comments since the Notice of Preparation was distributed on December 21, 2012. 
Please refer to response to Comment Email E9-8. 

E16-5 The commenter’s email has been incorporated as part of the DEIR Responses to Comments, 
which will be included for review by the County Planning Commission and the Board of 
Supervisors during the public hearing process. 
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Comment Email E17 
Slonkosky, Douglas 
January 31, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E17  
Slonkosky, Douglas  
January 31, 2014 

E17-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Douglas Slonkosky dated February 2, 
2014. The commenter is referred to response to Comment Email E9-8 regarding a request to 
extend the public comment period. The January 16, 2014 informational meeting was not 
required by CEQA but was hosted by the developer. The meeting was designed to provide 
additional information to the public and to allow the public to make comments at the 
meeting that would be transcribed by a court reporter and recorded via video. These 
comments were then incorporated into the comments received on the Project, and responses 
have been provided herein. The general public will have additional opportunity to comment 
at the public hearings conducted by the County during the Project approval process. 
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Comment Email E18 
Bartels, Robert 
February 1, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E18  
Bartels, Robert  
February 1, 2014 

The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Robert Bartels dated February 1, 2014. Mr. Bartels 
also submitted a letter to the County dated January 20, 2014 containing identical comments as those 
contained in the email. The letter is included herein as Comment Letter L25. Comments in the email 
and letter are addressed in responses to Comment Letter L25. 
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Comment Email E19 
Carboni, Ron 
February 3, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E19  
Carboni, Ron  
February 3, 2014 

E19-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Robert Carboni dated February 2, 2014. 
Section 5.2, Air Quality and Section 5.6, Greenhouse Gas Emissions both provide an 
analysis of existing air quality conditions and conditions during construction and operation 
of the Proposed Project. Beginning on page 5-78 the DEIR discusses construction emissions 
generally and describes the computer model used to assess emissions on a daily basis. 

 Beginning on page 5-82, the DEIR includes a discussion of sensitive receptors, defined as 
“persons with asthma, the elderly, very young children, people already weakened by other 
disease or illness, and persons engaged in strenuous work or exercise.” While air quality 
impacts during the construction phase of the Project were shown to be potentially 
significant, Mitigation Measure AQ-1 has been included in the DEIR to reduce exhaust 
emissions (page 5-88). In addition, best management practices have been included in 
Mitigation Measure AQ-3 (page 5-89) to ensure that dust control measures are implemented 
during the grading/ construction phase of the Project. These measures include use of soil 
stabilizers, watering of exposed surfaces to avoid dust migrating from the site, covers on 
trucks hauling dirt, and a high wind dust control plan. It is anticipated that these measures 
will reduce impacts to sensitive receptors to a level of insignificance as well as those in the 
general area who are not subject to impacts due to existing health issues. 
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Comment Email E20 
Ebinger, Kent 
February 3, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E20  
Ebinger, Kent  
February 3, 2014 

E20-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Kent Ebinger dated February 2, 2014. As 
noted in the commenter’s email, technical analyses and reports were prepared for the 
Esperanza Hills DEIR. The reports were prepared by experts in their respective fields in order 
to bring credence to the findings and recommendations that were used as the basis for 
determining environmental impacts. 

E20-2 The traffic analysis conducted for the Project relates to the amount and movement of traffic 
to determine impacts to the identified study intersections under “Existing” and “Future With 
Project” conditions. A separate study was also conducted using the estimated number of 
vehicles from the Project and the surrounding neighborhoods using the same streets for 
evacuation. The results of that analysis are included in Topical Response 2 – Evacuation 
Plan. 

E20-3 The commenter does not raise an environmental issue. 

E20-4 The commenter does not raise an environmental issue. 

E20-5 The commenter does not raise an environmental issue. 
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Comment Email E21 
Ramocinski, David 
February 3, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E21  
Ramocinski, David  
February 3, 2014 

E21-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from David Ramocinski dated February 3, 
2014. Section 5.5, Geology and Soils, page 5-204, describes the existing condition related to 
regional faulting and seismicity. Page 5-206 specifically identifies the Whittier Fault Zone in 
relation to the Project. The section also notes that the Fault Hazard Report provided an 
assessment regarding potential surface fault rupture. In excess of 2,500 feet of fault trenching 
provided conclusive documentation of fault locations on the Project site. As noted on page 
5-232:  

No change in the state-mandated 50-foot-wide seismic setback zone to the south was 
recommended, as there are no habitable structures designed to occur south of the main 
trace of the Whittier Fault. 

E21-2 It is unclear whether the comment related to “moving tens of thousands of cubic yards of 
dirt” refers to geologic impacts or air quality impacts. Geologic-related impacts are analyzed 
in Subsection 5.5.3 of Section 5.5, including the consideration of 15 to 16 million cubic 
yards of earthwork cut, which will be substantially balanced on site. 

E21-3 As noted on page 5-634 of the DEIR, the Project will provide a minimum fire flow storage of 
1,500 gallons per minute for a 2-hour duration with a minimum residual pressure of 20 psi 
to meet OCFA and Yorba Linda Water District fire flow requirements. OCFA also requires 
that all standard conditions be met, including water supply. Water will be provided via two 
underground storage tanks with a combined 1.3 million gallon capacity. Please refer to 
Topical Response 4 - Water Provision/Capacity for additional information. 

E21-4 The commenter fails to provide specific information regarding his statement about “faulty 
analysis” in the DEIR. The Project is conditioned to comply with all building and safety 
codes in place at the time of construction. Expert analysis has been provided in the DEIR 
and findings and conclusions have been based on such analysis by State, County, and City 
agencies responsible for review and approval. Every effort has been made to provide the 
public and decision-makers with full disclosure of all the information related to the Project. 
Comment noted. 
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Comment Email E22 
Challacombe, Renee 
February 3, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E22  
Challacombe, Renee  
February 3, 2014 

E22-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Renee Challacombe dated February 3, 
2014 detailing the Challacombe family experience during the 2008 Freeway Complex Fire. 
Please refer to Topical Response 2 - Evacuation Plan for information regarding the Project’s 
emergency evacuation plan. 

R22-2 The commenter’s statements related to a trail “around the bend toward Via del Agua” are 
assumed to refer to any trail that is located in Blue Mud Canyon, as there are no trails 
designed directly north of Via del Corral. The trails that will be designed for the Blue Mud 
Canyon area are designed in a fuel modification zone that will consist of irrigated areas, low 
water use, and fire resistant plants, which should result in reduced fire hazard to the 
neighborhoods along Dorinda and Via del Corral. With regard to the plants in the canyon, 
revegetation will consist of plants approved by the OCFA (page 5-300, last paragraph), 
avoiding plants that have increased flammability potential. As noted on page 5-310, two fuel 
breaks are provided within Blue Mud Canyon. This will significantly affect fire behavior 
spread rates and intensity. Please also refer to Topical Response 1 - Fire Hazard for 
additional information. Commenter is also referred to Section 5.13 -Recreation - for 
additional information and exhibits showing the existing and proposed trail locations.  
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Comment Email E23 
Gass, Brian 
February 3, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E23  
Gass, Brian  
February 3, 2014 

E23-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Brian Gass dated February 3, 2014 with 
additional comments attached in a letter. All comments are addressed herein. 

 The applicant has coordinated with Yorba Linda Water District (YLWD) to assess the 
Proposed Project needs and adequacy of the water supply. The YLWD Urban Water 
Management Plan indicates that water supply will be sufficient to meet demand, including 
the Proposed Project and the proposed Cielo Vista project, through 2035 (DEIR page 5-631, 
Subsection 5.15.3 1.). 

E23-2 Comments noted. Please refer to Topical Response 2 - Evacuation Plan.  
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E23-3 Comment noted. 

E23-4 Section 5.1 - Aesthetics, page 5-57, provides discussion regarding the light and glare that 
could potentially result from the Proposed Project. As noted, no lighting currently exists on 
the site, because it is substantially vacant with the exception of existing oil well operations. 
There will be an incremental increase in light from the Proposed Project. Mitigation 
measures are included to require that light impacts are reduced through use of shielded light 
fixtures. Lighting will be an extension of and consistent with lighting in the adjacent 
residential neighborhoods. The clustering of homes will result in significant amounts of open 
space that will remain in its natural state with no artificial lighting. The Specific Plan for 
Esperanza Hills contains design guidelines that will include night sky lighting policies as 
well as low intensity landscape lighting. Impacts with mitigation and project design features 
would be less than significant. 

E23-5 See response to Comment Email E23-4 above. 

 

November 2014 Esperanza Hills 



Responses to Comments  
Final Environmental Impact Report  page 1090 

 

 

November 2014 Esperanza Hills 



Responses to Comments  
Final Environmental Impact Report  page 1091 

E23-6 The Project has developed PDF 13 to limit the potential impacts of lighting on areas of 
adjacent open space, which would in turn limit the effects of lighting on wildlife species. 
Regarding potential adverse effects on coyotes, owls, bobcats, and mountain lions, a number 
of factors need to be considered when determining when a potential impact would be 
significant. First, coyotes and bobcats are widespread and common and have no special 
status, and as such, potential effects from lighting would not be considered significant. 
Additionally, coyotes and bobcats are active both during the day and at night and will shift 
movement and foraging patterns as needed to avoid any potential impacts. Given these 
factors, there would be no potential impact on coyotes or bobcats associated with the low 
levels of lighting generated by the Project at the urban-wildlife interface.  

 Owls were not documented on the site; however, it is likely that barn owls and/or great 
horned owls forage at least occasionally on the site. As noted for the coyote, neither the barn 
owl nor the great-horned owl has any special status, and as such, any minor impacts such as 
shift in foraging patterns associated with project lighting would not be significant. It is also 
noteworthy that both of these species are highly urban-adapted, occurring in parks, golf 
courses, and residential neighborhoods, and as such, would not be adversely affected by the 
minimal lighting from the Proposed Project.  

 Mountain lions would be at best uncommon visitors to the site (see Shute Mihaly Weinberg 
response to Comment Letter L50-52) and according to Paul Beier (see Shute Mihaly 
Weinberg response to Comment Letter L50-52), the Chino Hills are not important habitat for 
the mountain lion and as such, the project would not result in significant impacts on the 
mountain lion, if an occasional mountain lion reaches this area.  

 Relative to potential effects on the commenter’s residence, including pets due to increased 
predation, such impacts are beyond the scope of the CEQA analysis relative to the 
significance of potential biological impacts. The commenter has chosen to live near that 
urban-wildland interface with the associated potential for predation by coyotes along the 
urban interface. Construction of the project would most likely reduce the likelihood of 
coyote incursions into these neighborhoods because the project would provide a buffering 
effect to the east of the site, which is one of many potential areas where coyotes occur in the 
area. There are no potentially significant impacts associated with the commenter’s 
speculation of changes in foraging patterns of common species such as the coyote. 

E23-7 Section 5.7 - Hazards and Hazardous Materials - pages 5-305 through 5-110, contain 
descriptions of the fuel modification zone vegetation. As noted, in each zone there is a 
requirement for: maintenance including ongoing removal and/or thinning of undesirable 
combustible vegetation, replacement of dead/dying plantings, maintenance of the 
programming and functionality of the irrigation system, regular trimming to prevent ladder 
fuels. Annual inspections of the fuel modification zones will be required and paid for by the 
Homeowners’ Association. Vegetation landscaping will use plants on the OCFA-approved 
Fuel Modification plant list.  

E23-8 Comment noted. Commenter is referred to Section 5.1, Aesthetics, Section 5.3, Biological 
Resources, and Section 5.7, Hazards and Hazardous Materials for analysis regarding the 
environmental issues raised in the commenter’s email and letter. 
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Comment Email E24 
Lopez, Venessa and Wayne Martin 
February 3, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E24  
Lopez, Venessa and Wayne Martin  
February 3, 2014 

E24-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email form Venessa Lopez and Wayne Martin dated 
February 3, 2014. 

E24-2 The commenter is referred to Section 5.3, Biological Resources, in the DEIR, which provides 
an analysis of impacts to plant and animal species in the Project area. Page 5-116 of the 
DEIR, Subsection-2, details the special status wildlife that was observed within the study 
area. Page 5-121, Subsection 8.a. notes:  

Although the Study Area provides habitat for small wildlife and may support movement 
on a local scale, it does not function as a regional wildlife movement corridor because 
it does not connect two or more habitat patches due to the surround development.  

 The major wildlife corridors in the vicinity of the biological resources study area are all in 
preserved lands within Chino Hills State Park. The Biological Technical Report (Appendix D 
to the DEIR) determined that, with mitigation, there would be no impact to special status or 
protected species. 

E24-3 The Applicant has coordinated with the Yorba Linda Water District (YLWD) to assess the 
Project needs and adequacy of the water supply. The YLWD Urban Water Management Plan 
indicates that water supply will be sufficient to meet demand, including the Proposed 
Project and the proposed Cielo Vista project, through 2035 (DEIR page 5-631, Subsection 
5.15.3 1.). 
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E24-4 The Murdock property, of which the Proposed Project is a part, was anticipated to be 
developed as a residential housing development of one unit per acre under the City of Yorba 
Linda General Plan adopted in 1993. Refer to Section 5.9 (Land Use and Planning), page 5-
431 for analysis of consistency with the Yorba Linda General Plan. The density of the 
adjacent developments is generally 1.25 to 2+ units per acre as shown in the DEIR on page 
5-433, Table 5-9-10. The proposed Project anticipates 340 units on 469 acres, or .73 
dwelling units per acre, which is substantially less than any adjacent approved and 
constructed subdivision, with the except of Casino Ridge, which was developed at the rate 
of .74 units per acre. The adjacent streets (San Antonio Drive and Stonehaven) were 
designed to accommodate the traffic flow and, as pointed out in the Traffic Impact Analysis, 
currently experience LOS A levels and will continue to experience LOS A levels under 
Options 2, 2A and 2B and LOS C under Option 1.  

E24-5 As discussed in Section 5.12, Public Services, page 5-505, the Placentia-Yorba Linda School 
District is experiencing a trend towards declining enrollment. The Proposed Project is 
expected to add approximately 177 K-12 students, which will not negatively impact the 
existing facilities or the ability of the school district to serve existing students. The Project 
includes Mitigation Measure PS-2, which requires, prior to issuance of building permits, 
payment of applicable school fees per Senate Bill 50 consistent with California Education 
Code §17620. 

E24-6 Please see Topical Response 1 – Fire Hazard and Topical Response 2 – Evacuation Plan. 
Regarding impacts to local traffic, please refer to Topical Response 3 - Traffic/Ingress-Egress. 

E24-7 Comment noted related to the commenter’s 2008 Freeway Complex Fire experience. 

E24-8 Please refer to response to Comment Email E9-8. 
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Comment Email E25 
Spellman, David and Lizette 
February 3, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E25  
Spellman, David and Lizette  
February 3, 2014 

E25-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email with attached comments from David and 
Lizette Spellman dated February 3, 2014. Comments noted regarding previously requested 
extension of time for public review of the DEIR. 
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E25-2 Because it is unknown exactly what is going to be approved, it is impossible to design 
structures or roads. The Geotechnical Report that has been prepared and approved by the 
County contains the appropriate level of detail. More precise analysis will be provided in the 
future once lot configurations and roads have been approved. Please refer to American 
Geotechnical, Inc. Summary of Geotechnical Exploration and Engineering Analysis dated 
March 12, 2014 included herein which provides a summary of completed field investigation 
and engineering analysis.  

E25-3 The existing Fault Hazard Assessment Report (Appendix H in the DEIR) was required to be 
prepared and required to be approved by the County. The report was reviewed and 
approved by the County and State geologists. Once approvals are received, additional 
analysis may be required in advance of building permit issuance. There is no legal 
requirement to provide this analysis in advance. 

E25-4 See responses to Comment Email E25-2 and -3 above. 

E25-5 Option 2A is fully discussed in Chapter 6, Alternatives, in the DEIR. The Option 2A 
Alternative is substantially the same as Option 2 with the exception that access to the site 
will be provided via a main access roadway connected to San Antonio Road approximately 
1,850 feet south of Aspen Way. 

E25-6 As noted on page 4-19 of the DEIR, Project Entry, the emergency road for Option 1 would 
occur along an existing 50-foot-wide roadway and utility easement. Final Project access will 
be determined by the County during the approval process. Regardless of which access 
option is selected, emergency access will be required and provided per existing law and 
regulation. 

E25-7 The 70-foot roadway will taper appropriately to meet the existing roadway widths at Aspen 
Way and San Antonio. Regardless of which Option is approved, emergency access will be 
required and provided per existing law and regulation. Emergency access with Option 2 is 
proposed via the extension of Aspen Way and the existing emergency access roadway 
located off Stonehaven which will connect to the southernmost internal road. The four-lane 
section of the Aspen Way extension has been designed to provide emergency vehicle access 
on one side of the median and resident egress on the other side. The emergency vehicles 
will have two points of access under this Option. Please refer to Topical Response 2 for 
additional detail regarding the emergency evacuation plan. 
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Comment Email E26 
Francke, W. Bradford 
February 3, 2014 

 

November 2014 Esperanza Hills 



Responses to Comments  
Final Environmental Impact Report  page 1101 

Response to 
Comment Email E26  
Francke, W. Bradford  
February 3, 2014 

E26-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Brad Francke dated February 3, 2014 
objecting to the use of Stonehaven Drive for Project-generated traffic. Please refer to Topical 
Response 3 – Traffic/Ingress-Egress. As shown in the table on page 1 of the Topical 
Response, Stonehaven has a vehicle per day (vpd) capacity of 12,500. Under Option 1, the 
projected vpd in year 2020 “With Project” is 3,389. Option 2B, which also uses Stonehaven 
as one of two access roadways, shows a total projected vpd of 2,521. All numbers are well 
below the street capacity. 
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Comment Email E27 
Rehmeyer, Sharon and Ted 
February 3, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E27  
Rehmeyer, Sharon and Ted 
February 3, 2014 

E27-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Sharon and Ted Rehmeyer dated 
February 3, 2014 submitting a comment letter and attachments. The comment letter, 
attachments, and responses are included herein as Comment Letter L34. 
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Comment Email E28 
Byrne, Joe and Paulette 
February 3, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E28  
Byrne, Joe and Paulette  
February 3, 2014 

E28-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Paulette Byrne dated February 3, 2014. 
Commenter notes that the 300-foot radius minimum for notification about the Project is 
inadequate. The County notice regarding the Esperanza Hills Project was a 2,000-foot radius 
from Project boundaries, all state, county and local agencies involved with Project review 
and approval, and all additional interested parties requesting notice, including email 
notification of persons who attended the original Project open house information meeting in 
August 2012. The notification included in excess of 800 mailed notices and 50+ email 
notices. 

E28-2 Please refer to Topical Response 4 – Water Provision/Capacity. 

E28-3 The Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) was prepared consistent with the appropriate Guidelines 
and did include analysis of Yorba Linda Boulevard and the SR-91 Freeway. Roadways as 
proposed were analyzed for capacity, safety, and design adequacy and will meet all State 
and County and safety requirements. The roadways within the residential areas within the 
study that will carry Project traffic were analyzed in the TIA. Please also refer to Topical 
Response 1 - Fire Hazard, Topical Response 2 – Evacuation Plan, and Topical Response 3 - 
Traffic/Ingress-Egress. 

E28-4 The commenter is referred to Section 5.15 (Utilities and Service Systems) in the DEIR 
beginning on page 5-625. As stated on page 5-643, Section 2. Sanitary Sewer Service, 
Preliminary Sewer Reports were prepared for the Proposed Project. The reports identify the 
alignments and pipe sizes for the proposed sewer facilities. The Yorba Linda Water District 
(YLWD) provides local sewer service, and the reports prepared for the Project included 
pipeline designs in accordance with the YLWD design guidelines. As noted on page 5-643, 
the Project will be served in accordance with the terms and conditions of a Development 
Agreement between the applicant and the YLWD for sewer service. The Project will install 
approximately 32,100 feet of 8-inch vitrified clay pipe gravity sewer. The flows will drain to 
the existing Wastewater Treatment Plant #1 in Fountain Valley for treatment as detailed in 
Section 5.15 (Utilities and Service Systems) page 5-647. An average of 207 mg of 
wastewater is treated each day by Plants #1 and #2. Adequate capacity exists for the 
proposed Project and no significant impacts will occur. 

 With regard to solid waste management, page 5-647 of the DEIR, Subsection 3. Solid Waste, 
notes that the Operations Manager of Yorba Linda Disposal has confirmed that the Olinda 
Alpha landfill can accommodate the Project solid waste. The landfill is scheduled to close in 
December 2021, at which time the Project area will be served by the Frank R. Bowerman 
landfill in Irvine and/or the Prima Deschecha landfill in San Juan Capistrano (DEIR page 
5-630). The Bowerman landfill opened in 1990 and had an original close date of 2014. Final 
EIR 604, approved in August 2006, extended the life of the Bowerman Landfill to 2053. The 
Prima Deschecha landfill opened in 1976 and is scheduled for service until 2067. Therefore, 
no significant impacts will occur regarding provision of adequate sewer services/capacity or 
solid waste disposal. 
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E28-5 Comment noted. As noted on page 5-121 of the DEIR, although the Project area provides 
habitat for small wildlife and may support movement on a local scale, it does not function as 
a regional wildlife movement corridor, because it does not connect two or more habitat 
patches due to surrounding development. The Project is adjacent to Chino Hills State Park 
which provides large open space areas that support habitat for wildlife. As noted on page 
5-169 of the DEIR, residents will be provided with educational materials regarding 
unintended impacts to biological resources and domestic pets. 

E28-6 DEIR Section 5.10 (Noise) on page 5-482 identifies an unavoidable adverse impact as a 
result of increased traffic noise. This impact is considered significant and unavoidable. As 
identified in Topical Response 8 – Noise Impacts (beginning on page 47), this impact would 
occur if access Option 2 is selected. Option 2 would result in a perceptible increase in 
ambient noise levels under CEQA, an increase greater than 10 dB, even though the 65 dB 
CNEL would not be exceeded. There would be no significant impact with Options 1, 2A, or 
2B.  

 With regard to light pollution, design features have been included to minimize light and 
glare. Please refer to Section 5.1, Aesthetics. As noted on page 5-57, the Project will 
incrementally increase the amount of light because the Project site does not currently 
generate any night time light source. The proposed street lighting for the Project will be an 
extension of the existing lighting in surrounding neighborhoods and consistent with 
surrounding low-density developed areas. On-site lighting will be required to be directed 
downward. Landscaping is proposed to mitigate potential headlight glare from automobiles. 
Therefore, impacts from lighting will be less than significant. 

E28-7 The commenter is referred to Section 5.9, Land use and Planning, beginning on page 5-395. 
As noted on page 5-398, the Orange County Zoning Code provides for a maximum of 
1 dwelling unit per acre. The Yorba Linda General Plan states the potential for an overall 
density of 1 dwelling unit per acre. The Project site consists of 340 residential units with a 
density of .73 dwelling unit per acre. The residential units will be clustered to allow for the 
provision of more open space. 
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Comment Email E29 
Rehmeyer, Sharon and Ted 
January 29, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E29  
Rehmeyer, Sharon and Ted  
January 29, 2014 

E29-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Sharon and Ted Rehmeyer dated 
January 29, 2014, requesting an extension for the DEIR review period to February 18, 2014. 
Please refer to response to Comment Email E9-8. 
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Comment Email E30 
Rehmeyer, Sharon and Ted 
January 30, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E30 
Rehmeyer, Sharon and Ted  
January 30, 2014 

E30-1 The County acknowledges an email from Sharon and Ted Rehmeyer dated January 30, 2014 
as a follow-up to an earlier email requesting an extension of the DEIR public review period. 
Comment noted. 
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Comment Email E31 
Nelson, Marlene 
January 31, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E31  
Nelson, Marlene  
January 31, 2014 

E31-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Marlene Nelson dated January 31, 2014 
following up on a request for an extension of the DEIR public review period. Comment 
noted. 
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Comment Email E32 
Richards, Kathleen 
January 31, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E32  
Richards, Kathleen 
January 31, 2014 

E32-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Kathleen Richards dated January 31, 
2014 forwarding an email to Supervisor Todd Spitzer. The commenter is requesting an 
extension of the DEIR public review period. Please refer to response to Comment Email 
E9-8. 
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Comment Email E33 
Slonkosky, Douglas 
February 1, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Email E33  
Slonkosky, Douglas 
February 1, 2014 

E33-1 The County acknowledges receipt of an email from Douglas Slonkosky dated February 1, 
2014 requesting an extension of the DEIR public review period. Please refer to response to 
Comment Email E9-8. 
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