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LETTER 27: JARVIS FAY & DOPORTO, LLP 
 
Response to Comment 27-1 
 
The comment does not specifically address any area of concern within the RDEIR. 
 
Response to Comment 27-2 
 
Based on the comment, the list of project objectives as presented on page 3-11 of the 
RDEIR is hereby amended to include the following additional objectives: 
 

7. Implement the 1998 Development Agreement by permitting a development 
project reasonably consistent with its terms.  

 
8. Provide a well-designed project that is consistent with the Sacramento Area 

Council of Governments (SACOG) preferred blueprint scenario for 2050 and the 
associated Growth Principles, particularly the principles regarding transportation 
choices, use of existing assets, and natural resources conservation. 

 
This amendment to the RDEIR results in no new significant project-related impacts under 
CEQA.  
 
Response to Comment 27-3 
 
The comment does not address the adequacy of the RDEIR. 
 
Response to Comment 27-4 
 
As stated in CEQA Guidelines section 15126.6(a) there is no established rules for 
governing the nature or scope of alternatives included within an EIR other than the rule 
of reason. CEQA  Guidelines section 15126.6(f) further explains the execution of the rule 
of reason in regard to the selection of feasible alternatives: 
 

The range of alternatives required in an EIR is governed by a “rule of reason” that 
requires the EIR to set froth only those alternatives necessary to permit a reasoned 
choice. The alternatives shall be limited to ones that would avoid or substantially lessen 
any of the significant effects of the project. Of those alternatives, the EIR need examine 
in detail only those that the Lead Agency determines could feasibly attain most of the 
basic objectives of the project. 

 
The no project and reduced buildout alternatives which are discussed in the DEIR 
perform the above function. 
 
Response to Comment 27-5 
 
The comment does not specifically address any area of concern within the RDEIR. 
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Response to Comment 27-6 
 
This comment does not address the adequacy of the RDEIR. 
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LETTER 28: HILL, PETER, CITY COUNCILMEMBER 
 
Response to Comment 28-1 
 
As stated in the response to comment 19-20, the study area of the proposed project is 
based upon the magnitude of the traffic generated by the project and its anticipated routes 
in relationship to non-project traffic volumes and roadway capacities.  The locations 
mentioned by the commentor were not included in the study area because the change in 
traffic volumes resulting from the project was small in relationship to available roadway 
capacity.  For informational purposes, the table below summarizes 2025 Current General 
Plan daily traffic volumes at selected locations with and without the Clover Valley 
project including a number of locations on Park Drive. The information in the table was 
derived from the December 2005 Clover Valley Transportation/Circulation report 
prepared by DKS Associates. Increases in traffic on Park Drive will not cause 
degradation in operating conditions beyond the level of service “C” standard maintained 
by the City of Rocklin. For informational purposes, Table 3.3-2 summarizes 2025 
Current General Plan daily traffic volumes at selected locations with and without the 
project.  
 

Table 3.3-2 

Selected Daily Traffic Model Volumes and Roadway Level of Service 

City of Rocklin 2025 Current General Plan 

Without Project With Project 

Location Volume LOS Volume LOS

Argonaut Avenue east of Midas Avenue 5,100 A 6,500 A 

Crest Drive east of Whitney Boulevard 4,100 A 5,200 A 

Midas Avenue south of Argonaut Avenue 10,800 C 10,200 B 

Park Drive northeast of Sunset Boulevard 19,000 A 20,500 A 

Park Drive south of Valley View Parkway 2,700 A 7,800 A 

Stanford Ranch Road northeast of Sunset Blvd. 21,000 A 20,900 A 

Victory Drive east of Park Drive 700 A 800 A 

Whitney Boulevard northeast of Sunset Blvd. 7,500 A 7,600 A 

Wyckford Boulevard north of Park Drive 3,700 A 3,700 A 
Source: DKS and Associates, June, 2006. 

 
Response to Comment 28-2 

 
The commenter is correct. For clarification purposes, the following is hereby added at the 
bottom of Page 4.5-3: 
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Ozone 
 
Ozone is produced by chemical reactions, involving nitrogen oxides (NOx) and 
reactive organic gases (ROG) that are triggered by sunlight.  Nitrogen oxides are 
created during combustion of fuels, while reactive organic gases are emitted 
during combustion and evaporation of organic solvents.  Since ozone is not 
directly emitted to the atmosphere, but is formed as a result of photochemical 
reactions, it is considered a secondary pollutant.  In the Sacramento Valley Air 
Basin ozone is a seasonal problem, occurring roughly from April through 
October. 
 
Ozone is a strong irritant that attacks the respiratory system, leading to the 
damage of lung tissue.  Asthma, bronchitis and other respiratory ailments as well 
as cardiovascular diseases are aggravated by exposure to ozone.  A healthy person 
exposed to high concentrations may become nauseated or dizzy, may develop 
headache or cough, or may experience a burning sensation in the chest. 
 
Research has shown that exposure to ozone damages the alveoli (the individual air 
sacs in the lung where the exchange of oxygen and carbon dioxide between the air 
and blood takes place).  Research has shown that ozone also damages vegetation.” 

 
The addition of the above text does not alter any of the conclusions included in the DEIR. 
 
Response to Comment 28-3 
 
The references to “severe” nonattainment on pages 4.5-4 and 4.5-16 have been changed 
to “serious” nonatttainment to reflect current status.  The following clarifying text is 
hereby added at the top of page 4.5-6: 
 

In July 1997, EPA promulgated a new 8-hour standard for ozone. This change 
lowered the standard for ambient ozone from 0.12 parts per million of ozone 
averaged over one hour to 0.08 parts per million of ozone averaged over eight 
hours. In general, the 8-hour standard is more protective of public health and 
more stringent than the federal 1-hour standard. The adoption of the 8-hour ozone 
standard required new designations and nonattainment classifications in June 
2004 and the revocation of the 1-hour ozone standard in June 2005.  The 
Sacramento region has been designated as a “serious” nonattainment area for the 
federal 8-hour ozone standard with an attainment deadline of June 2013. 

In addition, the following is hereby added to the second paragraph on page 4.5-5: 

The Sacramento Federal Nonattainment Area for ozone includes all of 
Sacramento and Yolo Counties, and portions of El Dorado, Placer, Sutter and 
Solano Counties. 
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The addition of the above text does not alter any of the conclusions included in the DEIR. 
 
Response to Comment 28-4 
 
The title of Table 4.5-3 is hereby corrected to read: 
 

Construction Emissions for On-site Project, in Pounds Per Day 
 
This change does not alter any of the conclusions included in the DEIR. 
 
Response to Comment 28-5 
 
The exceedance difference of 12.1 noted by the comment is in pounds per day. 
 
According to the California Air Resources Board publication entitled “California 
Almanac of Emissions and Air Quality – 2006 Edition”, the Sacramento Valley Air Basin 
(which is comprised of Butte, Sacramento, Yolo, Yuba, Sutter, Colusa, Glenn, Tehama, 
Shasta and parts of Placer and Solano Counties) had an annual average total of 243 tons 
per day of reactive organic gases (ROG) emissions for the year 2005. Of that total, Placer 
County had an annual average total of 20 tons per day of ROG emissions for the year 
2005. 
 
The exceedance of 12.1 pounds per day of ROG for operational emissions as projected 
for the Clover Valley project represents 0.0000248 percent of the 486,000 pounds per day 
(243 tons/day) of the Sacramento Valley Air Basin and 0.0003025 percent of the 40,000 
pounds per day (20 tons/day) of Placer County’s portion of the 2005 ROG emissions. As 
demonstrated by these numbers, the Clover Valley project’s contribution to ROG 
emissions when viewed in relationship to the overall Sacramento Valley Air Basin and 
Placer County is minimal. 
 
Because ozone is a secondary pollutant that is created in the atmosphere by chemical 
reactions involving nitrogen oxides (NOx) and ROG, it is currently not possible to 
estimate concentrations of pollutants such as ozone resulting from an indirect source of 
air pollutants such as the project. However, one can infer from the numbers above that 
the project’s contribution from operational emissions to ozone formation in the 
Sacramento Valley Air Basin and Placer County is also minimal. See Response Comment 
28.4 regarding the units used in Table 4.5-3. 
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LETTER 29: HISTORIC TRAILS COUNCIL 
 
Response to Comment 29-1 
 
The RDEIR discusses issues pertaining to historic and prehistoric resources on the project 
site in Chapter 4.7, Cultural and Paleontological Resources.  See also Appendices G and 
H in Volume 2 of the RDEIR:  Appendices D through Q. 
 
Response to Comment 29-2 
 
Sewer line design for the proposed project is addressed throughout the RDEIR, including 
on pages 3-13 through 3-15, and pages 4.12-8 through 4.12-11. 
 
Response to Comment 29-3 
 
The RDEIR addresses project-related impacts to wetland areas in Impact Statements 4.8I-
4 and 4.8I-5 (pp. 4.8-28 to -33). Regarding oak trees, the RDEIR finds that 
implementation of the proposed project would result in significant and unavoidable 
impacts related to loss of oaks of all species on the project site, even with the 
implementation of the required mitigation. 
 
Response to Comment 29-4 
 
See Section 1 of Master Response 2 – Land Use. 
 
Response to Comment 29-5 
 
In accordance with the proposed project goals (see Page 3-11 of the DEIR), the Clover 
Valley project includes a number of bike trails and pedestrian access along the Clover 
Valley Creek, which is currently inaccessible to the public.  
 
The commenter’s request that the proposed project address the further dedication of open 
space for Rocklin is an issue of City policy and does not address the adequacy of the 
environmental analysis for the Clover Valley project. 
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LETTER 30: LUND, KATHY, CITY COUNCILMEMBER 
 
Response to Comment 30-1 
 
See response to comment 28-1. 
 
Response to Comment 30-2 
 
Signalization of this intersection has been assumed for future conditions and all future 
LOS calculations are based on a signal at this location. 
 
Response to Comment 30-3 
 
The commenter’s opinion regarding the significance of the stone walls is noted and their 
request will be forwarded to the appropriate decision-making bodies. See Section 3 of 
Master Response 7 – Cultural Resources. 
 
 




