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section,

M&uu\ Pa,r'f-‘es will be LL:SL! interested o The awswers Frov{cleo‘
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A 45epaseslos commend Condtaining 196 Foutohes) by Travis Lowscore, PiD. o] Cottors
Rich, S0, M.A., #itled "Techuical Review of Bieloyeal’ Tmpechs Aualysis in Revised oot
Environ neuts / _Itn/)a,cf fe/m-?é o LesT Co‘za“fé. Hitls 5}3&";5,-1._ Ples avs &L% — L,_;U‘;N 7;

5 — . wTurg
Freserve, " wes Sobuibled Voe &, 2000 o Fhe C‘"VC? of Fullector, Do, Lf"«“jcore i$ Quaowe ofde.
+£.alv5g S‘Ct‘q_._;(_',e_ ‘D-"ﬂe(chn- 7[;,. Vie Urbaw Hild [anols (;"mlo oo a Pmﬁ;;e_,_ ad Use C_Deffr?lme..,‘:i
ojC Ge(,;,quv_l) wt_»r,{:,’yoﬁ o 7"'2.'_9, C(:ﬂﬂlt’/- 7€r S'Vf?z‘a-o‘ua,uﬁ CFOLIES‘ Dm Lc-:vj Cere LLGS DLs olcff“g Lae,
the lead awther of 9 sciest iy P agers prblisied o peer—reviewed 5ire. ﬁfr‘cJ&wmq&«
he hes o addition beew P Comautler of 7 Swe difrie Papers fowé byleod 1w peer- r*e.w.ﬁe_w?ep/
Secet A Jovrmalss Dr. Lowscore's PhiD. was <arved o UCLA avd L3 Ph.D. diFsertation
was (’nrr—ggv“p.‘q’( ﬁﬂﬂnro[wczs as Trmdicaters of Ees'/‘a—rq,%}w rw Coastz/ f%e_ Serd.”

Dees Ha City of Fulleston Rfree Yot Dr, Veavis loujcwt 55 ome of e werld ¥
lecuin‘»uég acdthorities wath r*esfoe.c‘:]‘ to P Floral cwd Tavwal Q,Sth_Kh‘. o ceastaf Sage scrod
Comnmonities 7
2. Dees Ha c'ﬁ'l '-’{ Fw”t’—r'JLw agree oot He Si0-acre areq Hod Fhe Wes? Cc-:za’"f?t Hitis RPELR
Covers chrri's‘es’ a ceas¥Fal Sage serub cow\mwu[u‘\_l?

3, I~ rmclfwac De. Lcchm‘j Lo mmmensT oo Hhe West ch]aft BFitls R,DELK) owe 5 STreck A‘I bhoo
oftes, in cluarwof‘v-r“'bfw} Ty Wesd Covofe Holls RDEIR | Dry Lowscere uses svel words amvo
breses as (’c{e;ac(o-‘e.d'; " esuffreie T “He RDEIR frrqﬁ'awa'b}l? bmr:;."‘uULa.:‘us_,N “tle RDEIR

Fasls 'i?s,,“ “He RDEIR Cc-uv""—‘-—'qNS Vccl,c.ﬁtuq,] exrors‘” eve.,
Does He C;‘h—l of Fullertom a;n-e,-a Ftat P icm}zcm? Z}?-—paég__}w; 2006 ConielT
ConTains MUmercns Severe Critieit g of the West Cm.l.«.-‘ft Hitls RDEIR 2

. Now, the ceasm Do Lomsgeon’s 43 -page~lmg aved heavily Foofioten 2006 Commmestt Contain
Mty Severe eritesswms of The West Co«.(_c-?h_, Hills RPELIR ey be becaswse e persen or
persons ue-;—lc.«",.,—o(_, for Keedow Kreitzer Cwls'u!ﬁp;_ CHW, CMTMV Foo i mew Fhe. Weg-
Coyote Hillk RDEIR) whe avthered the Biolegical Rescurtes fechions of P Wt Coqelfe
s RDCIR does pet Cor de “’C’Vl? F more Vhaw owe awdlior) pessess Pl A.;;L feved of
%err‘i";sew Pr. Lw5Ccr~c, pessesses wn it *eff,ecp" To T Scre e vwlmv”-wr{wog of
Cc'ﬁﬂl‘cul Fﬂ-je, SCrob Communithies, Lw ordes a defermive whether or wd? Y43 1T e
Case, plus&. provide: 1) He name(s) of The Pers-amﬁs) whe audhered e ‘Bm"alg’efm,_ ,
Resenvrees cechion of Fhe tWesd %oh Hitls RDEIR awd Fhe B«'cr'lgw"mi Resourtes gectiom of
o Lde&f.(' Conic'h Rills Keos'rcu]@’j‘ect R’DE[R; 2) te ecad et c;/?/ﬁr‘us Leld 19‘7 Hay
persen (515 3) Hee ‘-uufversfﬁ, Teaclig pesitioss. T persen(s) has held 5 &) Yie Wittles of
the seremfifie papers FvLLqLeA o peer— reviewed Sciesiie Jovwwl{“m person (<) bas
awthored or ca.._mnul; 5) He $He of e Phb. disserdafiow (if amy) awthored L‘Y
‘t"LM‘Q l?ef':'a‘hu[,S), . )

5, If He above requestrd backgrovmed nfrwation abont He cuithors of The RPEIRY awd
Recimew tated RDE?LE's B\“olayu‘cff Resources secitiom i€ roci ‘;F&TVLA cemaing, does “Fhae CﬁLvl of
Fullerfon apre. Hoadt ©F caw have litHle or ~o Comiiedests o ﬁ;ﬁ;rﬂ;j‘)a;‘n{/;r
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coestal sase servld ccmmu~:'+\7 ‘ﬁ)C/JEr?‘:?e of Dr, 2.0»5a—-n:.1 tloes y o9 Cf_}{—l7 of Fllbe Tow agrie
"'LAL'JL it e bl ﬂvzvr a..uv/ C,Aoojg VLé QCCQISOL "%L C-o-ur:_/uﬁr'n"'vs' o—f Dm éc"‘-’jiﬂ‘e as cug// as qcfafpy‘
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hnore nu.e..ﬂ‘/tj Svbuithed Covmmmesit off locs >
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%,

G itnal S/nac-;'es are o}aﬂoe‘,'f{‘ tod The assommpFomns based o These Svrveys shocld be
receas;dered rn Hae fm/ga,c;-f’ assessmend /prcae‘ss," Does Ha C;’7’17 of Follertons agree et
as e 5’::»»3»»0»’ role deficiet Swrveqs of P/G.ﬂ?l— dved anlanad specits  wall li’ke.(u[ lead Yo
a,ﬂumr)"h‘w; a_uo/ cho’us’a'cws, lpa,Se,c{ O ﬂ‘o:e S‘UPV&ZS, +hat 'H,emfe,}v-es are q.ISa c{e.qc.'cre,_ﬂ
o el fAJQ,CC..urg’]Le_?

O{u page o /c;g Wis 2006 tewmest Dr Lwﬁwm offers sy S-fiwﬁ CﬁWSMG) o tme of
iy waret | The womber of plet species missed by Dudek i preparing Fheiy 2003 reperd
15 of greadt Comeerss Firgh, i shows Hied Ha fext of the RDELR contaivs Factval e,nm’:f
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Dodel's Sur\muis were uot SU{f?c?e,ﬁ‘Ti‘..»“ 7o Dudel mactsed bmore. $lian 'H:r‘ex, ot even
Yemw Madive ?lm’j' Species (25 of o) ov Thedr extessive visits befivees 1994 aud 200;7 I
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"Focs'}'mu'h’, #17 Or -H\-;"S Seie. P"L}'L 10 S+¢+c8 i fﬂ,«d". ”O?Li.er errors a,bauxaa{ Du TS Te/oor?t. "
I~ "c“"j_w i WFN;. Dr. Lamﬁc»w,‘; etire lf?~py'<,-~/w5 ComnmesF, one Joses Track of alf
The Serious probleves 1P e West Co7ov‘1»_ Hills ROEIR tlat ke asserts exis?s
Gives Dre Lo Core’s Comsiderable ex ex"h‘fe,, el G e The mvuber avdl Se,ve.n’ﬁ? o

_\"":5 criticisms of the West Cc“idfe Hells RPEWR does ~Hhe Cf‘fi, of FillerFou asree That a
Cfrest, sttt 5w erder — ot 3, a wew Bab:’y:z‘cw/ Resow rees Secds sm of Fhe WesTF Cmfo?Le
Hills £1R weeds Yo éaf"‘f“"e“!’ cvd That Keetom Ereitrer Co»osd?@b; shoule Coar‘c\’ihds'ft
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O Proe beyi2-20 og oo WesT C,c--.!u‘fi, H.otls Recirculated RPEIR W‘QCUI/ZWA\-»;_ F‘:u'ﬂanﬁmaJLu‘m
Bppenes ““The BowTerra data 75 wol comsidered a ?r-o'hrwl— level §urvey due Yo The Foof Haal
i ocowreed Aur{uoc Hoe rror- bP%C}.:M; seasirm for %gnzxf'm‘fbl‘aﬁ. A\NSA,, &N'va\fﬁ +he CSFWS
?ra’-i'o(.o] fer Surveys Fe.r‘»f:crme,af im-\ Bonlerre, 100 2004 doriog fhe NW‘“L”M’U’““} seasow
reﬁuﬂ%& uf’ ‘3‘0 NN S-;QLQ, V(;,‘#’g’ Hoe Survey o{.rr*rcq,cL was Moc{:“ﬁv_o[ ‘Fm- Fhe FuchS{ OTF‘HaQ_
Conmdrromectkizns Servey . Further, Hhe overall site wes divided tnte s Swealler areas To alln
cach Ho be surveced v a siwsle mermiug, by sV Am%tere.:‘"(’. brolegists; ""L*?a»piortn_»zth
wes ot able To accovnt For Foﬁcy‘ffq,/ Olvp“C—G-VL;W 1n C’U““%’""j -é”k"qgs Qe § Tha diffecest
bia!oﬁ,“;ﬁ amd acress The <utire siTe,”

Does Hu City of Fullertor agree that Hs above ~described 2e0t Benlerra survey,
whaoh 05 pet comsideed a rotocol- level Surveht,m 5 'HW-]-- lasT survey that l‘;‘s beew Fakeu
at the West Coyete Hills site of Fha Coastal Califernia Guifcatehers (CACNS

o, What isthe date of the last USFWS ?‘ro'!‘u col~lewvel Flera ard Fowmal §urves conrducfed
ot ’H’\.‘L we.';'ﬂj' Cabb(’-h— h[;’f,f_f, ;;‘f‘e_,\ q_,._-ol Lo oy %WS 4«90 WS 9"-’CLN a. S’W’V-{‘/««’ F‘E/ﬁl"mﬁoj
of Fullertow ree that ©EFWS Fm’l’awl— level Flere avd Favma Survey dota

oF He West Couate Hills site that 5 9 or 10 years old 5 old, obselete date?
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Does the Cf‘hl of Fullecton ajree, Heat 2~y i“w\porfa.u‘f fand Use clic(s.‘aw-—gpc.L as Cot
Covweil rejection or approvel of av GIR— regardivg the West Coyote Hills site snus# No:" 4
‘!.‘7@5&0[ o cfd> olaSo[e:f‘e_ clqja_7

The Recveulated RDEIR stetes with vwsped' Yo tha above~descr beol 2ol Surves Foaot “us
txﬂorwcu:ln wes ot able T accoudt for Pajf'e_u?qu,[ duﬂf:’m‘f‘ﬁw o CGUyVHrMp'C é'\"dsp e
Recrrecolated RDEIR states fw addition it “anm esfimated o posrs of gmadcatelers
were, Fouwd ot The frod'u'ﬁ“ sit” c&um'rv;_ Haz Same Servey . The RPEIR q_ss{;mcl liwq/mes,
Such as A5, o each of Hhe 6o CAGML peTs Hooug b Fo exisd at the West c"‘l"h Htls
site. Wlhiclh of these pairs taig W have beew dewbie-covetrd eluﬂ'fué; Fhe 2004 survey 7

Dc&j 'Hw.. Ci'l'\-l a‘F Fuuex‘"i'c-w a,s ree "HnaFJ‘“Hvﬁ Aad‘o\ abfuuﬁc{ 'Fv*cvm A 204 Bcﬂﬁrra, gurvej
comnst be considened fc,'e_uv(fuf:‘ca[/.? valid u\au‘j“q.,a.ruq/ that o poper based ow suel, daifa tod d
wuin!cel'.] ever ':;Q, CK.CGEF'\}'EA “Far fuu:c,qu‘fm bV\ a‘v»] Fﬁtr‘-rbl;awecl 5‘0|—e,;.n+§u[;‘r_ jourruq,l?

Usivg The nomewclaure eimploged iw the West Coyote Hills RDEIR . plense mame— sock a
AZ;1 B?YQ‘*’C.‘“‘- cL“ "H«?_, COG.$‘!’¢,,I C,o\,t;-s:arnfa\, GNAJ“LC.G:“}-C/L?—J" FM"S %CJ’- Fr«e,Se.a'H«aL C'F,.‘.».;V}— cluqm')“e;

ot 200%) exist at the West Coulaffe, Hills site .

T fact, doesut the City of Fullefon agree Hat absslutely wo one— mot BorTerra
Comsulting, mot DUPEK— w0 one has a clve how many ~iflavy~ Coastal California
Guateatclers Fnesep+h1 exist ot Ha West Coyotfe Hills 5ite 7

O"M&L CO\JU'?L\,! recﬁ,,‘l't,‘_,l Cmo;-1¢c$ el 2006-2007 pain 5'%50‘”5) ervemeed 15 wors
2-gear c{rou?lm‘f‘ Sinie. records have beeo ke,i:'t The Q_g:@_l‘l)’:g_ MT &5—'31&’ f"eforVLeol e Twe
articles dated Ma».i 21, 2007 Hael Ora.,..;,e, Cow'f:"s worunal awmoval raiviull Hotal s
3’340;’7 :‘,ucl;es C'ch"cu“-v} éu‘?‘" vav?" G,lc-rfﬂ:c 7‘3.’:?_.- 2000 - ZOOE rein SeqSess Orm)-.g_ C.cv.v?% recesvec
B l,_l g.c f‘»vc&&S P, olt,,-f,\y: Fhe 2006- 2007 raiv SedaSew he‘cejve,al a. dﬁ—Sc‘_’s’fr\gus [’17 /ca.u
2.19 inches —an amevatt so Jow ThaV iV set- & record For Fhe devestt g ear ever o
recerd ’Fww @r"wfe, Cc-wvit, waevam) Yhese are CeuuUL(1 averages. Tre Wes?™ c’—"ycﬂ?lg ya ey
75 focated f\N/q,n.nc{) ﬁqf'/‘s) it i wet located vean The Coast; awd je’uex‘q,//:? recesves
less ran ol Q.uuuq,!l'? Yaw Orauge. Cow?ly"g coastad areas, Whet was Fhe amcusd oF
r*“=e=ﬁsar—#'u-—* j‘h&xf‘% West Co«tw‘ft, Hills “recerved o e 2005~20006 awed 2806-2007

Yo $easewsg -

18~ The above 2005~2006 omd 2006-2007 press Tadvon '-[R.+c.. hes c,r:'f‘t'omlltr(mpord-MTf'

11,

St:jwﬁcfmﬂoe, watlh "e‘ipec,\'f‘ to the West Cc'\;aﬁ‘e_ Hills CAGN foFufaJHw. For we read on pase 9
e USEWS’s ook chlojw‘ml OF»‘NFM for the West Cm[d‘fz Hills fmjusf‘ the 3%!{;M;~M§;
f"Fo{;u!q,'f.'W declioes or iwereases ef j"\m‘h’f thew 5o Ff'-ft*’-ﬂd' beXiree~r Suceessive Years
have beew mloc-q-‘f‘ed recularlys Populatien Flo cHoaP s appear Yo be rniEluemced 97
preciprtation (Atweod ot 1l, 19980)," Does He City of &/gefv‘ag agree v‘mi% Atrood e;ic‘\’/;
!998 5"/\"0{7 s oa S’Ct@‘ff‘ﬁ"%/l;?-vmlfol J'VL‘VOL M"! ConiCasr "‘-"'pli: Dmfmjﬂ"z's ﬁ‘?uﬂ}f’v-)' #‘4;\
CAGN Fc?ula,vl‘ira‘w Adecdinves of 50% or mere due. luﬁ'ejV or 1 par % lack o preciprvais

rego fa.rf\j occor?

If He Cs+11 o{ Fuu“e&i‘w aL»‘ﬁa\.jneo5 'H—M?L A'&‘woca{ <t al's 1998 S'Th,aL-? AN Sd@ﬁ_@cwl’]\,’—va[?‘of
S""'vcl or 0\/1'5;1 res wntl Dh Ad‘woc:lbs ?Fs\ut,{;ﬂ "H.pﬁ]‘ CAGN d!o&HCwﬁ P’val;ﬂ/bj AecL:'ME,

y 5 5 por ;
5‘0"75 Cr wnore whewever Mf&huc& &Ffralov(}‘e,c{ l—)e.m’“cq{ oVC lew Mﬂvw] r‘a.{b'F@H, Wwha

QC;Q_-J'{":‘&ch'L]-VWL\O‘ 5“}‘“"!"] Caw Hu CT"}‘L.-} 01( ”ﬁr+m Foh.;d’ ‘f‘a ”H\q,‘}' c,cu"f'rmclr—(‘ﬂl's ‘-hne_ -F.‘).;d,‘rusj
of Atwood <t al's 1996 study
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A"‘”’*"”ﬁ- thit the City of Fullerfon concedes fhat the Findings of Atwond ot al's 199
SHody are valid—Fiudings wihieh Hhe US. Fish ew) WiAAGR Sefvice clearly consider 7o
be valid sivce USFWS crted Atwoeed et al's 1998 57’L-¢£7 i~ its 2004 3"51‘;;':‘5:\/ Op rviio
‘Jﬁo-r -y bJ.e,ﬂL Cavo?i‘\-_ H-'//s 5;7‘@ /DPGJN&CR?L-—- GJC&S Fhe C;7‘-,7 6..7(' th/‘/e_;-?écw %j% #Q%} jj*ve_«
'f‘A(’, Uau/precga/@fec] r‘ecorcj-—j'e,#f:u-j cf'ra‘u?l»’r?L 'fi‘tj_ 0"@)’& CC’U/U?L Cased ﬂ‘e« CJP,.S?L Coy.o‘ﬁt [/f},
experien wed cfwwj 2005-2007, 507 7o 969 of Hhe CAGN pairs Fhat wene /Mbj -
The West Coyote Hills site 7w 2005~ 2007 may have died ofF doring Fhe drevgh? ad
7”4:},7" mu/a7 & Few /oa,.v—j‘ c'-f" CAGENs nwu; f’ESwV/'/z7 SUrVINVE “Fho Lc)eﬁ/- Coyc.-jb f?’«'//; ;,‘)’e?

-nQ_, ch'sfda"} CQC+U5 Wrews 15 a C‘Ll;ﬁ"”;&. S%JS;ULJ'VC, 5}’&:4“&5 O'uuctl f’r"i\ar‘ 7% 7%?. f‘eCOTTj"S_E#f‘Uj
c‘lr‘ou;k‘f’ Ogg 2005 ~-2007 rescded ow Fle West Covyoife }VLE/}S sive. Hoes t"na_...n? /’“4\"5 o
Coastel Cacts Wrew presetly (first goarter 2008) hive on Ba West Coyote Hills 5ite?
Rufovs—crewwed Sparraw 5 a Califorwia sewsifive species amd pricr do the record-setfinsg

Arou§L+ of 2005-20¢7 resided on Hhe LWest Cou‘cff‘c. Whils site. Hew e g pesrs oF
Rufous-erowmed Sparccw presevthy (Ffiest quacter 2008) Live om The West Coyete Hills site?

T)ees Hee CH‘»I cﬂc F‘uu”er‘f‘cw ajr-u_, Fod He +ro'ﬁ’L1C‘,l_’ MO BV RSIVE. auf wer \43 Foe C(..LE‘VC__ ‘“j‘um
clu,ﬂs‘dﬂg‘ws ige of We den't kuow ir\()u) Mqﬂ.u].._‘.'qc awy ~ pairs of Coastal CQ‘C'f'uj Wrew awd
R,\;FOJS“‘CF‘OUJH@A S‘Fﬂ«r‘l'cu.u Fs"f.se-u_f'!ﬂ I"&Si'c’lﬁ oas 'ﬂl.ﬁ» wES'd' COLIG"?LQ, H,‘//g 5!?‘?/?

Givew Dr. Lomgeore’s severe eriticisms of Fhe r[q,.ﬁ!" amd awiimal Survegs Hot bame bee
C&'Niib\.o?LtJ over The F"JDL lo ‘76&1‘5 on T UeS'UL Co-./a“}‘b Hl"//j 5;7;13 ;.‘v‘&; VLLQ_DL Fhe /stl
S'Urve,x.’ Cowc!uc/jl'ga/ at The West Coyothe Mills e q’/"/pﬁ‘i/f 7o be a 2004 Svrv*z“? ot Fhe
ather(s) of Fhe Biological Resovrces sechin of Hhe Recireuloted RDEIR asserts ©is wof
Comsidered o fro‘faco/— Jeved S’urv&’ Yy, Hhe ULS, Ll a~d WWildinfe S‘E,rvﬂ'_e,> ﬁfvw +ha? <
rfz.Corcl-rSE'H’.‘»s, 2-year drm29 Lt s re.ceu“f'lu} (2e05-2007) afflicted He 'Fe,aie,m,tl.,, Harestemed
and Califercia sessitive bird Vfe species ‘wha,b‘.*!n’pé»_ He West Cﬂqwﬁ’. Hills site , amd gives

.-\.raﬂLc,q'S"oLLe,r- — eSSl s

et He federally —threstoved bird s fw'ts—-"}'t.a Coaste) California J
¢ of Atweed 2T al’s 17%

2-‘5"

on The West Co\alo‘?*& Hills site r‘ejv,ﬁ-f?j $ees, &Ccorc{r'uﬁ Jo Fhe Lradis
S’fuchl, P15 Fo,ﬁla‘h‘w declive §6%% or mere whes expesed do Jow awwval raivfall auw\cruﬂ"s) 1
doe&"“ﬂ-?/ Cﬁ"ul of Fw‘tu+oﬂ qﬁree, + see o it +Hhet a.INeM.), USFw$s fro'j'oc,ol- leveld Survey ot
“the ‘Ficrrq amd favwa of the west Ce ote Hills site be Fe;—‘:ﬁ,rmgol Fr\'or % chg.{a{e,mpl?‘c—w r
retechom oF AFPFOVCL’ of the Wt Coula"hz Hills §F“""'{'h‘v Plas EIR b‘_} Fhe Eollertew 64'717

L) FLL”Q,;-T}'W CA—'!Lb’ Ccu:v\',-;l CoLas 'J"EJ\)JQ/" o Aw‘si};ﬂ i;-:l,sea’ o recesy, CLCCUTCJ'%Q,

Cooncil So Hhet He
q,.ao‘ valiad alod'a.,?

I+ He C-"?‘ul of Fullertfers disocirees Heat e | USFwsS Pro"\}oco?—]e,vol Surves) of He Flora
amd Favwe of The West CO‘-«IO')‘L Bills site 43 MeLessamy v The C.“*I\,] of Fullerden -Me-f?-l")
g(ﬁm‘yj Q‘F‘F "f_o O~ O S woTr +o the Gv‘)c\rt, ue,s‘ﬁbwﬂ f»r-ovfc},&tt 1711 KQ&"'P’W Kre:‘f'w CcWSul'ﬁLI\)’;,
(e Fr‘e_r)mr of Hhe UL)Q“J' Cm"a‘h’_. Hitls R."DE-LR? or L\&S the Cf‘l‘\»} oF F-m”e/ﬂ&n’ a‘uf"\fuu[ ] "‘%’5
Ow i "Fwﬂvl +L\[N\-tjla+ +L\F'C'U§Ll 'Hﬂ;f Wﬂef"’q CM“FL\.” u-an'de/‘e.& —HA;S ﬁxﬂ’r@m% Mna W‘?Ldﬂ";'
c\ugg‘]‘t‘w 17\1 Cc‘HﬁvH‘fNJ. Oa 1'7"5 own  watl, Cq,)i"ﬁm’m-ag. DQFV&M&J_\’L G‘F Fsh avd Gome ‘,-'(Li'e-w?[rffS
dod constal sase scrob commonity experts such as Dry Lowgeore (whe cav be easily

)
Cw+c°°;}-e“j1 T”c"“‘qe‘ﬁ“’“‘?') bis work ewmarl address 131 ‘WECWQ@ usa.eclo>) ond Fheo decided
om s oww Fhat the reasows ad ve ced l?\'\ Pr Lwﬁ’m end others For Co—;ucfudi-fuj A wew, ._‘
VS5F WS Pru“J‘oc.o]Je,ve/} Survey of the West C&h‘o‘-]‘t Wills site’s Flore avd ‘\Fa_uufa, have w0 wmeri T
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26, Ow Dec’e"""’ke’" 1o, 2003 Fhe Center for B(clc;,s"uvl R'D-‘vé_rr{'lL‘-‘ subaited a commerd T He Wes:
Co«.!o-'f"e Mit)s 5[)u.'-!:;1 Pla~m DEIR, O.u' pase B of a3 coum tment Kassie S':'ese_/‘ e awHer of
CBD's Commendsy f)m’”‘fuj cw? This r “Dennes e awd Feral cats alewe could ,eq,si/' lead *+ #
C”‘Mf)!tf& Ek'f‘a'r(acﬂf')\a-ﬂ of ﬂﬂ-j"-”ﬁfﬁﬂfbéef avwd offer S/oe_cf‘eS From Fhe tWest Coycte Hill s, »
Does Pe City of FullerTenr agree Fhat Phe CAGN aud oFfer Specres coold éeCo:«,e, Lot
extived af He West Cg\jcn"f_, Hils s:7f as a resu it 0F Hhe futrcducion T Fha site of a

number of dewestic awd Feral cats ]

27, Dees Hwe Ci“f‘ul of Fullerfen Agrer. Hel a fro?““ge.d' i i g o meagure. ﬁ:&f‘ 5 f\*"ﬂ#\’..cjll“/e

o chuflﬂf'”’”;‘ ts eLJ‘ea‘;\,{’ Camwme? be Used ivaw TIR a5 o miﬁ'jav‘fm wieasere

28, The Recireolated RDEIR conTains 2 Frafw:‘«wl m."f‘fjafﬁm measwres whose oéd“ecv"{w_ is "t
keefs cats imdoors™ Tn Hu West Ceyste Hitls Prﬁlj‘u_;]* site's residecces Fhat own cafs, Pre ased
M(‘Hﬁodfaw Meesune 4.12~1v stafes a5 Follows: TOwmers menvuvals For The residecces wall
provide o discussiens of the ;Mf;z\_c‘i"; of dewestic animals on he 9NdVLCa.VLc'Zer awd ovher
s'jo{c.:‘cul s‘h‘*us 5(:@0&,5 amd Fhae "Mfm'oh o wildlife on dowetsFic amimals, The mamuvals will
descoss Fhe r'e?u?he,me...v" Yo /ce,ef cats wwdoors, awd ‘H»gﬂ" cals witl be remcoved trem The
reserve Greas. Resfa}e.u'f‘s \.\J—-'J"I| LQ, V‘%m-’n:o[u[ ‘ILf-c.,VL ﬂ&‘. deve }a/?meL Vs u{;‘aucmvé ?‘o Ne?lurq/
Opew SpacLe. Enceuntors with wildl¥e ar l“}’/'/? /Pf‘véq,élf,"

Dees tTha C(-h.l of Fullerton agrel Fhet He cwwmers of Fhe WesT Cm;c‘#t'. Hills [er_qc?L site
wdt recwl these above-described cwwees’ mevvals, giveu Yhet Fhere ‘;j‘s

ne Fhat tforces Vhem Yo read Fhe mawvall v wiich

g trawant of e Pefw'i"emeuvl' [”./3 fCexe/o cats indoors

residectes

NO%'N;L v Fha hw'vz"t;cxﬁ‘fmu meqsv

case Hese owmers wonbd emd vp b
29, Does Hu CH’\“ of Fulle ifon wgree :"LQ‘JL Some O wimers oF resrdectes o the West Cm.lcﬂ"e Mills

Frqje.d‘ site, may kwow lithe or me Enmghish (mertFhwesE Folleden whene Phe West Coyott Ml

5 locsted has oo ’cu}e, Koreda §Mmiﬁraﬂ‘3' Feru?cﬂlfw, For €xM-PIe) swd theretore would b
Hher “Ngbq'e&br + read the cwwers’ mamvel or oF n"ke\.' HFed Yo read '(VL, wedd LLMJ,(A.( vwdersTare

whed the mavuel sard 7
38, Kassic g:f’ﬁe" y e her 2003 Cewsfer for Biological Diverss c,o'v-mwe.JJ'-, S'J"«d‘% with respect do +

cat owmersiip probles in emvirommentallyletologically Frasile arcas Hoe Follewnvst * Edocatin

programs have Fo dofe beew insffective, as domesh” and feral cafs comtivve o ki
hondereds of wmaillions of birds,” Dees He C.“IH1 of Fullestn Bgree Hoedt Ha Lbaﬂ,[;”} ot

dwwers' mamuvals o the cwnerss of resideces a‘n_"Hw (Jesd Cot,c'f‘e, N lls F'"?'ec.?" sthe caw b

Cm‘l’ljarfz,u{ as o Ser¥ of aw edocmﬂ'c» fro}ra,m?

21, Does Hwe Citky ef Fullerfer aoree et s‘iw\.(:lu’ L:a.uc{a'n:j a mawval To am cwomen of a reside.
v He Wt Coyete Hills profect site | thew not Frcivg That owner Fo evew read Fhe mmavoa
(and v Samme Cases ‘ﬁ»r—c“»)‘ Fhe, crme~ Yo becosme Fluest 'e/UOU}'Zl e EN;(.;—A so Yhatt be can
u.uc/ersf'wa) w bttt Fhe Mwuc.-,/ 5%5), v df proeve Du&-ﬁ;cec.?‘!;‘vt, Fro &c,ca.mp/,'sz‘;;u}. #&oéj’ec’f‘,‘v
of ke{’f‘\"’,‘: e vwoer's Cafs judeors) amd Yheredere proposed vatfj-a,?‘fw Adeasire 4 2-lv
Cowrnet be used T The EIR a5 Lui"f’f;;-aoLr“w measvre ¢

32, The other ?r‘orciuvl m(+i§a+n‘w) g asere r%lw’f‘ﬁg_ o l’-ﬂ?_f;f'n/}* cats Pvdoors Hoat appears in the

Recircolated RDEIR v MME, 12+ 1u wlich states ™m FQ,%:(:TLL CCa4Rs will conTain woralfﬁj

Yot add resses Fo’-f‘eﬂf‘f‘ml .‘Mpad‘s (;F domeﬁ'it ominals oo wildiife, To ’-p,_-,i-,”w./afwf-z,& Creks

wilkd regudee wameowuers Yo kee cats \‘Noieo«rs. Cats o‘eﬁ"e,d‘e,c{ i Fhe Freserve dres Wady be

t"emcuec] 19 Mi'ma,‘ ch'f‘r-o) mcﬁ:w—s 0&4' 'Ha,{, d?;cne,v’-fm .:ué’ ‘Hm fneserve ma.-uagper,”

Does The City of Fableston agree Ht werding To a CCER 3 wel Fhe Same Fhirg as
active ed‘pzarc,e.me.«ﬂ" ot fhat woralfwog?
Does the City of Fudlerton agree Hoat Forthe “keep cals Dun{:mrs" werding i Fhe CCLRs Yo be
Q--F—&c'f‘?vg_,, #+ PJ"‘{&MM;IL‘ derq,wls v The owwress of Fhe cots s the West Cojp-}b Hills site o
Pe[;cg, themselves acd o’"’"? we rd n o The CCeRs Fhat He cat cwmers nnay ot emoo even
exats or have "Farﬁo#-ew exists?

33,
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24, TF e cot cwwer of Hhe WesF Cm_[of“c Hrils Fm?je”% ;,’ft, whether ints diomalle or QC&E{&?&/G)

bl'ﬁl‘r}—
335,

36.

37

lefs b cot ot af wisbt Cdecﬁi‘v‘t what Phe CCLELS aved Owmers Mawual state), does The i o
Fa.”u‘fw agm ﬁt‘ld_ f) ﬂt C‘LVL th{ ée,(',ma Vce’-q'/ d_.-.-q,/ FLam Oy P-ej‘maueﬁlf/-y Fr 71?1’2,,;7:‘\'.5&!‘\/&
drea Euucf/or 2) tle Fs-ejerve Ma_-uaawr w~/l fu;yV" o/e:/”eca‘ Fhe. 'P”&58~c¢ o P Cat ' Fhe
preserve area becavse be efher dees et work at A,-L’?Af' er, I'F se, r*a.re!y if ever bokes at
‘l‘/\r(}uSL -’%L f’"e_fe,,vvf_ ares Ce.f*‘%e.r Wtd.rf.uﬁ or N(:!C’L W{’_ﬁ.r'a'uau,: 4)494% VIS oo j‘ajﬁ/es) ?

Given Fhe L';N“t‘b"sl'“‘l watore of the West Coyote Hills I?-*O"]"t»od’ site preserve area, whicl ra
addifiow stretohes o comsrderalble distocc Frem easdt to w-esu"; docs Hha Cﬁ‘-n1 ot Fidlerton
Qg ree that evew Clur"’“«:L -H\L dayFime 7F wiil be exFrocvodimanrs] /uc'}-"‘-’ For The preserve
mamac e~ o evew 9/)9'\7" a caf Thatls A..‘J;h&(-_ Y Fhe bushes of The Wes# Cm,c?‘.t Btk

project se preserve area?

The botfen. Liwe Ve ~ﬂ.;s‘. whefler it be ufﬁlx‘f"ffm-e. or alm.l"f',‘m% it w3 eﬁc“J'rfme.L.’ o libele Hoe
e preserve mowares will deitect o cad Hhaad i3 i the Wes# Cory oty Hitls [Jrrl»f‘ecf s.’sz
preserve area, Therefore the Recirevlated RDEIR pivs mestF of 15 hopes o Foe wisl a7
Cot cwwer residests emselves wil efectvel ,ao!o‘ce_ Fhtomselves, Howe,vez\, weshes o
not Coms itoite om a m:’ﬁ};q}vl‘fw measere, Lot vs leok att a real worlsd exawple of a
S't-mf[&..i" m(‘)“-}c\j‘f\';w hng G Swire vaq’ See lu.w c'vL ZIQ.S wu-r'tec/ (."uéJL. Ow Folroar 25, 2008
T felephomed b speke do Dan Dawsem, Directer of B Valewtime Eastors Sierra Reserve,
a watore reserve admivisered by Fhe Universify of Calitornin, Sonda Burbara, Mr, Dawoson
’5 YEr\1 Coucerr\:em} ‘Lémj- #Q' Mﬁjqﬁ‘w?, "MFQ'C’DL c.q,?Lg Cox AQVQ- s m& dﬂfmcl./ L')Cg witleo
1‘4.@. VOLIQ.MVLSNA!{, Rﬁsef\“e’ Cb—'d’ GL‘F?AU yQCV"S age S'UCC{-e,clf;cl rad Lw\.ufrvﬁ w,-,"hle,_) 1\,1{3 +he CC#Es
of o wew IW}—L Covdo“cm}g-& devdo}omuo“ Lusld mear He Valesthve Reserve Hie rezw.ﬂm_{_
Hoat cat waue_r‘réflp wos bamwed @i thow The Co»-»c/c'/ladﬂer Jﬁvelg}?mu*f‘_ Does Hue .‘1‘17 of
F"‘-Hff‘_}-w agver Thet o Ca.'é‘ 0WMer5Lu"‘a ba. i"e,?(dlhr‘lme.)d' 1% G s ;-?L.-a,,:fe,— o,,.__-qf M-'C-A
wwre regteichive m-’+-’t§,a.7‘;'ow measuore Thav a "kﬂef cats ovdeors” r‘e7wf~ame~’f?

I asked Mr, Dawsem hhow the CC4Rs cot °W~€—r‘$l~v‘p b aw L\c.,s worked out ot $he ccwdo/lodf,e_
Cl.‘?—VQ,Q,O()MZM'!— Locoted wear The Valeafinve Easewc, awd he res'f:wden/ Hat He cot ow.uers‘A..‘,o Loon
has wef werked owt well af all becavse there has beew NO ACTIVE ENFORCEMEAT of it]
wolo owwers sell Fheir Condes Yo omotler persory saiel Adp, Dawson, a~nd dew'? care I
owns cats or whethes Fhe mew cwner might wat fo swe cafy,
And it appears Falbing To A Davwsers Fhat whafever Comdemimivan association tmawapesmedt
i3 1 place at TAe Concleflodge ‘-’/e\/e.gt./)me-o?d Jocated mear P Valewive Reserve, mamwasemess
Fhere 13 dery, l'_ﬁt[ea e 4”7\790'5-';, o qc{f{vek’ etforce e CeeR's cad Gﬁuuer;d..;p baw, 5:;} 49_,,{
1\5 q I"éryg \dorld €A B tan {t wlxé"t % CC¢€ LAV - S?Lrw}er Fhan 7%.9_ onap Frofyo)'ec/ ?(b Cc&;,?{ra/
cats i Fha w'ié”f“ Cm?r_r‘z(e, b?f//s Ll!.ve,gofmeyQL s 7e l,_q'; ot P reves eﬁtcﬁ—i'vg‘ T ok ine less
Han & mivctes Vo learws T3 abeve 5'7!"""7 'JC:‘UM Adr, Dawgers, Hs werk féweuuméer 15
(760) 9354334, This eutire e resarding heeping cats out of Hho West Coyote Hilfs
reserve dred 1S exfm« it o,—?ﬁlﬂ.v‘l as CC’:."?LI che Can érm&- Q,ZW Fhe exﬁ'ucvz"aw mf e
Federally—threatemed Coastil Califirmia Grdfeathers within Fhe West Cc"1 oFe Wills, Thecetore
does the Cﬁ’-\—, of Fullerfem Agres To on iFs wns— dmd act pass om The fask o Keetor
Kreitzer CmSu/"f':)rJ, ( be case "era-l aniT- Follenns '\ﬂlrau/ql( or m."j L ot acceratels, relate
what Mr Dawsas 94*19)-“&1{,:1..% Mn. Dan DM)‘W, Directin 0_{7% Vel me. QeServe)
amd hear Forsthaod has SQLorv, whath shevld be what T have 595+ f“?.‘ow‘?l'eal-—-‘fj\&“f‘ s,
Hoodt &cw.—dhs o Mr. Dawsen, a cat owuugl.;f;. bao weitfes wh the CC4Rs of a ]av,;;Q
Ccvclo}!'odje, deVeQEmele' located wewr the Valeadime Reserve has Failed Fo work vt well

due + s _i_v__ﬂ‘l‘ ,_.b_?:i’“;. ::Lc‘/‘fve,/x.’ anterced 2

Mo~y co
He new owwver afread
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3%, Givew ﬂu. iveffectveress (as M. Dawsow characterizes i) of the cat owwers s bs wer ding o Hhe
CCdRs for e [az}e, COMcfa/!oa’.;e, c{eveﬁojameu?" located mear e Valestive Reserve . does Hhe City of
Fotle o thrhe.?_ “h«cff‘ Pr‘opojtc.{ Mf%quﬁ(»-r;w Mecsure 12 -u Comwmet be u;ﬁg{ i Hha )L&)cs'f' Coufo?lz 3;’1-'”5
ngc..'-F-‘c. Plaw EIR becauvse i1 wnll ch{,oul;‘é‘g,_-uh' F""DV{ Soeffec Ve inasmoch @S He Dot Coste
Wills Recireulated RDEIR provides for ~o pre active or acHve ectoreemedt of Fluy m,'#,}&f,-zw
maangure (ood fvshad relies o the Sacifol hope that Hhe West Coyote Hills fn-oftcﬂ" res dote il
ma\ﬁfca“u’ Foh'ce_ Fremselves effectively or relies o Fhe soper bis lovgshef Clamce that Ye
Fi"QSErVE, wasarer 'hru—j Wt [uc.b”u] 5’Fo'?i' a Cc.,“f' Al‘c{:‘u}‘ Do bushes N ﬂa,we.ﬁL Cmr,_ﬁ‘,_ Molls s e
Fre-Gervc) Kt

39, Dr. Lowgcore own g2 42 of s 2oo6 West C&Llp'f‘c, MHills RDEIR. commesT mentions o S"f-uzh;
‘fb(:[,»'sfne,of in Nature l-.-..] Dr. Kevip Crocks eutitled “Mesopredalor release awd avifacial
et tions inm a fra}~me¢ﬁJ systew.” Does Tha Cr-7Ll7 of Follertor agree ot Dr. Creoks’ abeve
stedy % a, scientifically - valad ore, Gonsed ﬂﬁ.“{“ﬂbjﬁ'-ﬂnv%/—*/u&ﬁr?—“ S was ,Jufsfa‘:t»eof ‘o 1%
jw&ﬁ\,“«l Considered To be onve of The werlds most f?ref?ci;cJ‘P'uS seremtifc Jo;;r.vq,};;?

45, Dr. Crocks' 5+UGL..1 meeds e be Co.re,_‘Fu.Hb] review¢d 5.1 e Ci'{—k,l g Fulle~ton. 'jg,,‘\d:,‘,\]] as re,:or"fe
or page b o tha “Dowmestic Cat Predatiow o Califoreia,” "’Q'ac-r“"f' Frtf:»wul Jm.), avd available Fer
review ot websithe of, He Americans Bivd Comservavey, D Crocks stodicd a~v area o
gM D-'ng Caudﬁ?“u] ﬁc{}' Py Sa'm.’}o..r +e "Hw) LJes?i Covo#'e IH-’Ns Sﬁ"e, Dr. C“Oo‘ks 'Fou,uo/ '9"1;:;7;'0.«)

AN e eecl outdeer cod killed S “’"'st eeccl, Y tar, with 525 Veoved bieds ée,r'w)‘ k///w/
armvally 5 dividiv g5 kitled birols 5 63'-‘45 Elled on aver ; c,q,‘?“ vve§ owe a_?La“f'q.‘
of 37 Q.,a.:;'"; r{,;,ocw;?éle_ Fon Py brred S’/Mtj Lter, /V{,w? bere's HMe cy;i;‘f;ft‘mﬂwﬁ@f /7(:')‘:07{'. /
Dr. Creoks stated, “7iiy level of bivd F”e"["“ﬁ“”‘} Appears o be w~susTainvable . Dr. Creoks
Fovwd after o white Yhat; 7w P words of the "Domestie Cad Predatvess v E‘DI'%VM‘AHP‘&[)W?L,
Hhere was “a drastic declme in diversity, avd v some cases eliminvation of Scrob _I,H_,eai,-uj
binds suel a5 Cactos Wrew, Califoraia GraTeateher, and Greate~ Roavlrommer, ™ Mywd o,
Fhs ebimination of The Cachs Wirews ewd CAGMs was a,ccc»m?/f_e,de,,/ v o sherT amoovn? of
Fome by owly 37 outdesrs cals. Dees the City of Fullectom agree that 77 cats, whether Feral
or dowestic, ‘regularly prowling Throgh the (et Coqote Hills site preserve could deciumsite
witl i s s'L\c-r‘lL Gtwcruw".f‘ O-g ‘f‘l‘wae, +£u€, CAGN C‘--WJ CC\.G'{'V} lrens "’J*‘-S'JL Cf“'“}"?"’b Hils f‘n"'llt F“Pu‘l‘d._a.u

41, Tn fack, withowt proactive and active esforcemest of a cal swmership baw , the west C"‘}o‘f‘e
Hals spui&‘r_, Plan Recireolated Rp&R will IIL‘A-J-«[ lead to He inFrodo e em of motf 37, but
268 OLUTDOORS CATS at He West ch,la\f'e, Witls Frc‘jﬁcd' site, The 2068 outdeers cods muuber is
§erestif cell —derived Ve the ‘f‘c“om;uj 'Q.ciuc.NLu‘o-pJI

T60 lomes to be boilt af West C0\1a+b Hills ?raje_d{' site
K 32% cat owwership per residever (see page 4z of De,
243 howes ot e West Cc»u[ufh-_, Hils site with Caif”s

¥
243 L .
X 17 cals per residence om cverage (See page 42 of Dr. Lowgure’s 2006 WU RDEIR Comment)

413 ety o residestes ot the West C.m.[ ate Hills ?rajec“' site
+

443 '
X 657 cots Hat are cotdeers cats (c\cwrc’.-vf, +o a 199 Ae pr
268 o tdoers cats at West “Domestic Cat Predotiow o~ Birds

Cov\o‘fi Hille Froje_cﬂ’ st

(O..(.(.Brtin'ws +G wiCH R'DEIE.)
stmre‘s 2006 W ROVER comment)

7 matienws de Fo”; see pege I oof
resorT by Awmeritan
Bord Comservamey)

Does the C(‘{"u‘ of F‘_w”«z,rﬂ'm Gogree. 'H«q,d‘ ﬁF,} a5 D Crooks -Famua), 37 eu‘f'deors Cﬁ-}F v\‘r*)'vq,H7
eliminvated v a short fem‘o& of Fiwme & poovietien of CAGRs awd Cuctus Wrey located iw an

arec, §rmilar To The West szb\o']!‘b Hilg s’f"l‘e_, Heo 268 cuvtdeers cats — a wumber whieh 15
Haw 37 cats— will lib:,!\.\ prove Yo be evenw more ledhal acd devastfatin

over 7 Fomes grester d  de
ﬁ,‘,: 72;:; wg-.'H Froim(:lul fead Fo The axdivdtion of— the West Coy ote Hills prefect site CAGN
anre CC\,CRLUQ L orew ’Qof;u/qj‘f'c-u?



42,

43,
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Pmpes‘._ad M.’}Jﬁacf'{m Mecsures &12-tw awd EidZ2-lv most Lo rg{;!qt_eo\ witl. the ‘Fd“au,-wg
Mitigedim Measore O=C (whiclk means "M,'/‘fjcﬁ!)'cw Measere Lere Cafs') or words fo 7hs ed¥oct «
““The CCeRs will recuire homeowwers To mot cwa cats, Each Fhe residesces will bhe fwowc)ec/
An Qucers’ Mawval Fhat discusses Hhe CCERS tat cw»verszu;p baw aud diseribes Hhe devasitian
-'-h-\/;a,c:/' putodeors cals Aave on Hhe Fa-;u/cﬂ‘fm of meardy Scrub é':—'fe,e:/fb; bord Species S“t-::Z.J
«$S the Coastal Califerwra Guitecteder ond CoasFa! Cachs WDrev. The C,C¢;€5 u~l! be
preactively acd cuj‘fve,/'7 enrtorced bq the preserve mavaser who wil) visi# aud ’;‘-’5'/»’6[:371"
Cl+ G Bl il n onle E\/ery & vaﬂs each .""E}';;;J&UCQJ !‘maﬂeo}c‘c‘%ﬁ/? l,q,,,',us a._,;mq/ Cmu‘?l;—;,-/
CW"CE'SCG'/L?- Gy Ca¥r Foond ci’w*r'aaﬂf f"NS/)ecffw.) on e premases, The prEseeve manager L A/
maicTain & log of each resideccs vy ted ol :‘us/vp_wlgz/, He date of cach I“N.fjpe_cji.'og) a-d e
bctica, 7 avy, 7"&&@»’3 #3 /“5 will bt audited once a year 6\1 eithe~ officvals at The
Colformia Depa-Fmeut o EF3bl aud Game or #he US, F3b acd Wiildlte Service in orde~ 7
Frcw'da overs:y Lt awd ewsure fhet The preserve masdge~ if /7roac7‘.’vc,/|7 vy a.c?live/y &uﬁrcruj
Fle cat OL&):Uﬁrjzu'f baw. Tw add,fion, He preserve imaw~ager et f‘mmf.ré:"ﬁ)(e/? ConFac?
Arimal conral whemever he defechs a cat withiv The preserve areq dwd have avimal conTr

Come oud avd remeve The cafs™

Tle above Mu'f’.gadf::'rw Measuire O-C VS ovag ‘H,,c;f- w;’ll‘ };bd\.[ prove 'Z‘!Ctpecﬂ"fv-e, b Fi“d'l‘;ec;"(‘fmj‘,
Hhe West Coyote Hills site’s CAGNs amd Cactos Wrens Frow cat predatiom. Tk does wof give
“l\'p serwee” o The tat ’ore_cicd‘{m ﬂrﬁrd’, which ¥ all MM &12- 1w awd 4.02-)v do, TF a,fSo
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Air Quality Health Hazards

67. On page 4.4-9 of the RDEIR a definition of "Sensitive Receptors"
appears, part of which includes the following statement: "Sensitive
population groups include children the elderly, the acutely ill and

chronically i1l especially those with cardio-respiratory diseases." Once
all the residences (about 760 are currently planned) in the West Coyote
Hills proposed project (WCHpp) are fully occupied, approximately how many
of the occupants of this development do you anticipate will fall under the
category of sensitive receptors?

68. If your answer to the above question is "I don't know" or some
other wvague answer, do you expect that each residence will contain on
average at least one child or one elderly person?

69. Assuming each residence in the WCHpp contains at least one person
defined as a sensitive receptor—i.e., a child, an elderly person, an
acutely 1ill1 person, or a chronically ill person, especially one with a
cardio-respiratory disease—do you agree that the WCHpp will contain 760
or more sensitive receptors?

70. The "Sensitive Receptors" section on page 4.4-9 also states the
following: "Recreational land uses are considered moderately sensitive to
air pollution. Although exposure periods are generally short, exercise
places a high demand on respiratory functions." How many recreational
trails are planned to be built within the WCHpp?

71. How many total miles of recreational trails does the WCHpp
contain?

72. Do you expect that some, if not a significant percentage, of the
users of the recreational trails contained within the WCHpp will exercise
on these trails, placing a "high demand" on their respiratory functions?

73. As pointed out on pages 4.4-11 and 4.4-12 of the RDEIR, the South
Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD} has ‘"established air
pollution thresholds against which a proposed project can be evaluated" by
a lead agency. Additionally, "the SCAQMD recommends that its air pollution
thresholds be used in determining the significance of construction and
operational air quality impacts." Particularly with respect to CO (Carbon
Monoxide}, NOx (Oxides of Nitrogen), and ROG (Reactive Organic Gases), do
you agree that the significance threshold levels for these three
pollutants that the SCAQMD has set are very well founded—i.e., they are
based on the best and most recent science relating to these three
poliutants and their effects on human health?

74. On page 4.4-22 of the RDEIR is Table 4.4-8, which is identified
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as Oﬁerational Emissions Produced from the Proposed Project West Coyote
Hills Specific Plan Amendment {see next page). In this table one sees that
the total operational emissions for CO (carbon monoxide) is expected to be
865.1 pounds per day, which the table goes on to state exceeds the SCAQMD
threshold of 550 pounds per day. Do you agree that the WCHpp's total
operational emissions for CO is expected to exceed the SCAQMD threshold by
315.1 pounds per day, which equates to an amount of CO pollution that
exceeds SCAQMD's threshold by about 57%7?

75. In this same table one also sees that the total operational
emissions for NOx (nitric oxide and nitrogen dioxide) is expected to be
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Table 4.4-8

Ty e

Operational Emissions Produced from the Proposed Project
West Coyote Hills Specific Plan Amendment

Mobile Sources 033.8 | 124.7 | 889 0.6 83.6
Natural Gas S.1 15.1 1.1 0.0 0.0
Landscape Maintenance 22.2 0.1 3.2 0.2 0.1
Consumer Products — — 37.2 — —
Paint Maintenance — — 31.8 — —
Total (Operational Emissions) 865.1 139.9 | 162.2 0.8 83.7
SCAQMD Threshold 550 55 55 150 150
Exceeds Threshold? Yes Yes Yes No No

Al quantities expressed in pounds per day.

SOURCE: Synectecology, September 2004 (Revised February 2, 2008).
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139.9 pounds per day, which the table goes on to state exceeds the
SCAQMD threshold of 55 pounds per day of NOx. Do you agree that the
WCHpp's total operational emissions for NOx is expected to exceed the
SCAQMD threshold by 84.9 pounds per day, which equates to an amount of
NOx pollution that exceeds SCAQMD's threshold by about 154%7?

76. In addition, one also sees in this same table that the total
operational emissions for ROG {(reactive organic gases) is expected to be
162.2 pounds per day, which the table states exceeds the SCAQMD
threshold of 55 pounds per day of ROG. Do you agree that the WCHpp's
total operational emissions for ROG is expected to exceed the SCAQMD
threshold by 107.2 pounds per day, which equates to an amount of ROG
pollution that exceeds SCAQMD's threshold by about 195%?

77. On page 4.4-4 of the RDEIR it is stated with respect to ozone
that it "is one of a number of substances called photochemical oxidants
that are formed when reactive organic compounds and NOx (both byproducts
of the internal combustion engine) react with sunlight." This section
goes on to say that ozone "is present in relatively high concentrations
in the SCAB, and the damaging effects of photochemical smog are
generally related to the concentrations of 03. Ozone may pose a health
threat to those who already suffer from respiratory diseases as well as
healthy people." Given the excessively high amounts of ROG and NOx that
the West Coyote Hills proposed project will generate each day, and given
that ozone is created when ROG and NOx "react with sunlight" (as the
RDEIR states), isn't it correct to conclude that the WCHpp will generate
excessively high amounts of ozone on days when the sun is shining?

78. On a very sunny summer day, where there is no morning overcast,
how much ozone do you estimate will be generated by the West Coyote
Hills proposed project?

79. In Table 4.4-2(see next page) we see that in 2004 ozone
exceeded the California state l-hour limit of .09 ppm (parts per million)
for ozone for the West Coyote Hills area (which is covered by the SCAQMD's
Ia Habra/Anaheim monitoring stations) on 6 days. Given the excessively
high amounts of ROG and NOx that the WCHpp will generate each day, and
once again given that ROG and NOx "react with sunlight" to form ozone,
isn't it reasonable to conclude that the WCHpp will create additional days
each year in the West Coyote Hills that exceed the California state l-hour
limit of .09 ppm for ozone?

80. How many additional days per year do you estimate the WCHpp will
add to the current 6 days per yvear total in which the West Coyote Hills
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Table 4.4-2

Air Quality Monitoring Summary for the La Habra/Anaheim Monitoring Stations
(Number of Days Standards Were Exceeded and Maximum Levels During Such Violations)'

Woest Coyote Hills Specific Plan Amendment

Poliutant/Standdrd : L 20000, ] ... 2007 2002 . 2003 - 2004 .

Ozone

State 1-Hour >0.0% ppm 8 4 3 7 6

Federal 1-Hour >0.12 ppm 1 ¢ )] 1 0

Federal 8-Hour >0.08 ppm 4 2 o 2 0

Max. 1-Hour conc. (ppm) 0.14 0.114 0.121 0.165 0.099

Max. 8-Hour cone. {ppm) 0.103 0.090 0.079 0.087 0.080
Carbon Monoxide

State 8-Hour >9.1 ppm 0 0 0 0 0

State 1-Hour 220 ppm 0 V] 1] 0 o

Federalt 8-Hour >9.5 ppm 0 ¢ o 0 ¢

Federal 1-Hour =35 ppm 0 0 0 0 0

Max. 1-Hour conc. (ppm) 14 1 10 8 7

Max. 8-Hour conc. (ppm) 6.1 4.7 4.4 4.1 4.0
Nitrogen Dioxide

State 1-Hour >0.25 (ppm) o 0 o o 0

Max. 1-Hour cone. (ppm) o.12® 0.13 0.12 0.16 0.12
Inhalable Particulates {PM1o)?

State 24-Hour > 50 ug/m® B8/61 9/46° 5/61 6161 7/81

Federal 24-Hour > 150 {ugim®) 0/61 0/46° 0/61 0/61 0/61

Max. 24-Hour conc. (ug/m®) 126 93* 68 a6 74
Inhalable Particulates (PM, .)*

Federal 24-Hour > 65 ngfm® 6/273 1/252 1/351 3/340 0/319

Max. 24-Hour conc. {ug/m?) 113.9 70.8 68.8 1155 58.8

*With the exception of inhalable particulates (PM,,), all values are based on 365 days per year.

NViolations per number of samples.
3 ess than 12 full months of data. May not be representative.

SOURCE: SCAQMD Air Quality Data; 2000, 2001, 2002, 2004 and 2004,
Synectecology, September 2004 (Revised February 1, 2006).
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area exceeds the California state l-hour limit of .09 ppm for ozone?

81. Table 4.4-2 also shows that in 2004 inhalable participates for
the West Coyote Hills area exceeded the California state l-hour limit for
this particular pollutant on 7 days. Such particulates, the RDEIR states
on page 4.4-4, result Tprimarily from industrial, agricultural,
construction and transportation activities." Additionally, the RDEIR
states on page 4.4-22, with respect to the West Coyote Hills proposed
project, that "the majority of the long-term operational emissions results
from the use of automobiles." Given that 3 of the WCHpp's operational
emissions—CO, NOx, and ROG-significantly exceed the SCAQMD threshold for
such emissions, isn't it reasonable to conclude that the WCHpp will create
additional days each year in the West Coyote Hills that exceed the
California state l-hour limit for inhalable particulates?

82. How many additional days per year do you estimate the WCHpp will
add to the current 7 days per year total in which the West Coyote Hills
area exceeds the California state 1-hour limit for inhalable
particulates?

83. On pages 4.4-3 and 4.4-4 of the RDEIR the following is stated:
"The primary adverse health effect associated with CO is the interference
of normal oxygen transfer to the blood, which may result in tissue oxygen
deprivation." "...Adverse effects on human health are not caused by ROG,
but rather by reactions of ROG to form secondary pollutants.”™ "...NOx acts
as an acute respiratory irritant and increases susceptibility to
respiratory pathogens." "...Ozone may pose a health threat to those who
already suffer from respiratory diseases as well as healthy people.”
Inhalable particulates "may adversely affect the human respiratory system,
especially in those people who are naturally sensitive or susceptible to
breathing problems." Given this information, does the City of Fullerton
consider itself fully aware of the adverse health effects a person,
particularly a sensitive receptor, experiences when he breathes excessive
amounts of CO, NOx, ROG, ozone, and inhalable particulates?

84. In Table 4.4-3(see next page) it is shown that the West Coyote
Hills is located in an area that is in "Extreme Non-attainment" status at
both the state and  federal level for ozone. Is it the policy of the City
of Fullerton to do everything within its power to see to it that the West
Coyote Hills area of Fullerton, if not all areas of Fullerton, achieve
"Attainment" status at both the state and federal level for ozone?

85. Does the City of Fullerton agree that sensitive receptors who
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Table 4.4-3

Attainment Status for the SCAB

West Coyote Hills Specific Plan Amendment

Arpoliutant: | | . StateStatusi. .. | 1. . Federal Status:
Nitrogen dioxide {NOz) Attainment Attainment/Maintenance
Carbon monoxide {CQO) Attainment Attainment/Maintenance
OCzone (0a) Extreme Non-attainment Extreme Non-attainment

Particulate matter (PM1o)

Serious Non-attainment

Serious Non-attainment

SOURCE: Synectecology, September 2004 (Revised February 1, 2006).
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reside within an area whose status 1is "Extreme Non-attainment” at the
state and federal level for ozone are likely at times to experience
significantly adverse health effects from the high levels of ozone that
they are subjected to?

86. Given the excessively high amounts of ROG and NOx that the WCHpp
will generate each day—195% over the SCAQMD threshold for ROG and 154%
over the SCAQMD threshold for NOx—and once again given that ROG and NOx
"react with sunlight" to form ozone, as the RDEIR points out, isn't it
reasonable to conclude that the WCHpp will make it even more difficult for
the area in which the West Coyote Hills 1is located to achieve
"Attainment”" status at the state and federal level for ozone?

87. Given the excessively high amounts of ROG and NOx that the WCHpp
will generate each day—195% over the SCAQMD threshold for ROG and 154%
over the SCAQMD threshold for Nox—and once again given that ROG and NOx
"react with sunlight™ to form ozone, as the RDEIR points out, isn't it a
fact that sensitive receptors who reside within or adjacent to the West
Coyote Hills proposed project site——-an area, to repeat, that is in
"Extreme Non-attainment"” for ozone at the state and federal level—will
likely experience additional adverse health effects from the increased
levels of ozone that they will be subjected to should the WCHpp proceed as
planned?

88. In short, won't the excessively high amounts of emissions
generated by the WCHpp bring about or exacerbate health problems caused by
ozone exposure for sensitive receptors living in the West Coyote Hills
area, particularly for those sensitive receptors who end up residing
within or adjacent to the West Coyote Hills proposed project?

89. Also in Table 4.4-3 it is shown that the West Coyote Hills is
located in an area that is in "Serious Non-attainment™ status at both the
state and federal level for particulate matter. Is it the policy of the
City of Fullerton to do everything within its power to see to it that the
West Coyote Hills arxea of Fullerton, if not all areas of Fullerton, achieve
"Attainment” status at both the state and federal level for particulate
matter?

90. Does the City of Fullerton agree that sensitive receptors who
reside within an area whose status is "Serious Non-attainment” at the
state and federal level for particulate matter are likely at times to
experience significantly adverse health effects from the high levels of
particulate matter that they are subjected to?
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91. Given that particulate matter according to the RDEIR (page 4.4-4)
is generated "primarily from industrial, agricultural, construction and
transporation activities" and also given, with respect to the WCHpp, "the
majority of the long-term operational emissions results from the use of
automobiles, "™ isn't it reasonable to conclude that the WCHpp will make it
even more difficult for the area in which the West Coyote Hills is
located to achieve "Attainment" status at the state and federal level for
particulate matter?

92, To be more specific, on page 4.4-11 of the RDEIR appears this
statement which reads in part: "From an air quality perspective, a project
would normally be Jjudged to produce a significant or potentially
significant effect on the environment if the project were to:

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the

applicable air quality plan."”

Given that the WCHpp site lies within an area that is in "Serious Non-
attainment" for particulate matter at the state and federal level, and
given that the WCHpp will generate 83.7 pounds per day of particulate
matter, do you agree that the WCHpp "will conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable air quality plan,” which in this case
is the Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) that SCAQOMD and SCAG (Southern
California Association of Governments) have prepared——a plan that calls for
particulate matter levels to reach "attainment" status "by December 31,
2006, or as expeditiously as possible?"

93, Given that the WCHpp site lies within a "Serious Non-attainment"
area for particulate matter, given the WCHpp will generate 83.7 pounds per
day of particulate matter, and given that the AQMP calls for the West
Coyote Hills area to "reach attainment by December 31, 2006, or as
expeditiously as possible” for particulate matter, do you agree that
"normally” the WCHpp would "be Jjudged to produce a significant or
potentially significant effect on the environment?"

94. Given the additional amount of particulate matter that the WCHpp
will generate (83.7 pounds per day), isn't it likely that sensitive
receptors who end up residing within or adjacent to the West Coyote Hills
proposed project—an area, to repeat, that already is in "Serious Non-
attainment" for particulate matter at the state and federal level--will
likely experience additional adverse health effects from the increased
levels of particulate matter that they will be subjected to should the
WCHpp proceed as planned?

95. In short, won't the excessively high amounts of emissions
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generated by the WCHpp bring about or exacerbate health problems caused
by particulate matter exposure for sensitive receptors living in the West
Coyote Hills area, particularly those who might end up residing within or
adjacent to the WCHpp?

96. Given the additional amount of CO that the WCHpp will generate
(865.1 pounds per day)—an amount that significantly exceeds the SCAQMD
threshold of 550 pounds per day—isn't it likely that sensitive receptors
who end up residing within or adjacent to the WCHpp site—an area that is
in "Extreme Non-attainment” and "Serious Non-attainment" for ozone and
particulate matter respectively—will experience additional adverse
health effects from the increased levels of CO that they will be subjected
to should the WCHpp proceed as planned?

97. In short, won't the excessively high amounts of emissions
generated by the WCHpp bring about or exacerbate health problems caused by
CO exposure for sensitive receptors living in the West Coyote Hills area,
particularly those who might end up residing within or adjacent to the
WCHpp?

98. Given the additional amount of NOx that the WCHpp will generate
(139.9 pounds per day)—an amount that significantly exceeds the SCAQMD
threshold of 55 pounds per day—isn't it likely that sensitive receptors
who end up residing within or adjacent to the WCHpp site-—an area that is
in "Extreme Non-attainment” and "Serious Non-attainment" for ozone and
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pafticulate matter respectively—will experience additional adverse
health effects from the increased levels of NOx that they will be
subjected to should the WCHpp proceed as planned?

99. In short, won't the excessively high amounts of emissions
generated by the WCHpp bring about or exacerbate health problems
caused by NOx exposure for sensitive receptors living in the West
Coyote Hills area, particularly those who might end up residing within
or adiacent to the WCHpp?

100. Given the additional amount of ROG that the WCHpp will generate
(162.2 pounds per day)—an amount that significantly exceeds the SCACQMD
threshold of 55 pounds per day—-isn't it 1likely that sensitive receptors
who end up residing within or adjacent to the WCHpp—an area that is in
"Extreme Non-attaimment" and "Serious Non-attainment" for ozone and
particulate matter respectively—will experience additional adverse
health effects from the increased levels of ROG that they will be
subjected to should the WCHpp proceed as planned?

101, In short, won't the excessively high amounts of emissions
generated by the WCHpp bring about or exacerbate health problems
caused by ROG exposure for sensitive receptors living in the West Coyote
Hills area, particularly those who might end up residing within or
adjacent to the WCHpp?

102. On page 4.4-25 of the RDEIR the writer of this section
basically threw up his hands and said that it was hopeless as far as
coming up with mitigation measures that would reduce the CO, NOx and ROG
emitted pollutants in the WCHpp below SCAQMD significance thresholds for
these pollutants. The writer states as follows:

With the implementation of the mitigation measures
prescribed in Section 4.4-5, as well as those described for
traffic congestion management, impacts for all emissions
will be reduced. However, any reductions would be on the
order of only a few percent and CO, NOx, and ROG associated
with site preparation and construction and/or project
occupancy would be expected to remain significant even
after the incorporation of mitigation measures.

However, it is not at all impossible to reduce the CO, NOx, and ROG levels
so that they fall below the SCAQMD significance threshold for these
pollutants. If the WCHpp were significantly scaled back, the CO, NOx and
ROG levels would fall under the SCAQMD significance thresheld.

How many vehicle trips per day in a scaled back WCHpp would be
necessary to bring the CO, NOx and ROG levels under the SCAQMD
significance threshold for these pollutants?

103. Bbout how many residences (homes and townhomes) would this
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number of wehicle trips per day you provided as your answer to the
previous question equate to?

104. Have any members of the Fullerton City Council received campaign
donations from Chevron or Pacific Coast Homes (the latter being the
developer of the WCHpp and is a subsidiary of Chevron)?

105. If so, who are these members, how much money from Chevron or
Pacific Coast Homes did each of these members receive, and will they be
recusing themselves from voting on the West Coyote Hills proposed project
when it comes before the Fullerton City Council for approval?

106. If the Fullerton City Council decides to approve the WCHpp as
it currently stands—a project that significantly exceeds the SCAQMD
threshold for CO, NOx and ROG——do you agree that such an action would
place the City of Fullerton at risk of being sued by the SCAQMD and
private individuals?

107. On page 4.4-11 of the RDEIR appears the statement that "the
final determination of 'significance' is within the purview of the lead
agency." In fact, isn't it true that the entity that exercises "the final
determination of ‘significance'" is not the Fullerton City Council (the
lead agency in this instance) but rather the California court system?



