Comment Summary

Per County Council’s request, the comment form
stipulated that the individual filling out the survey must Alternative Preference
provide an address. Of the paper comments, 29
respondents failed to provide a residential and/or
property address. The Project Team did not include
these comments in the following summarization,
however, these incomplete forms have been included in
the total comments package provided to Council. Only
one submission per person was included in this

summarization.
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Comment Summary: James Island Responders
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Comment Summary: Important Factors

progﬂé?t';n |'§1%dacts Of the 491 comment form responses
14% received, 393 individuals correctly
completed the question stating: Please
rank the below factors in order of
importance. The responders ranked the

important factors as follows:
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