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LETTER 31: MENTH, LARRY, PLANNING COMMISSIONER  
 
Response to Comment 31-1 
 
This is an introductory comment which precludes the following, more specific comments 
regarding the loss of cultural resources. 
 
Response to Comment 31-2 
 
Long-term measures are being developed for the protection of resources, see Master 
Response 7 – Cultural Resources. 
 
Response to Comment 31-3 
 
The federal process provides for the identification, evaluation and protection of sites to 
the degree possible, see Master Response 7 – Cultural Resources. 
 
Response to Comment 31-4 
 
This will be handled in the Historic Properties Treatment Plan (HPTP) and the Historic 
Properties Management Plan (HPMP), see Master Response 7 – Cultural Resources. 
 
Response to Comment 31-5 
 
This will be handled in the HPTP and HPMP, see Master Response 7 – Cultural 
Resources. 
 
Response to Comment 31-6 
 
Fencing will be installed to prevent incidental pedestrian access, but will be designed to 
avoid drawing attention to the resources. The majority of the sensitive cultural sites will 
be owned and maintained by the UAIC, so the City will have no direct authority to police 
the sites. However, all areas must be maintained and protected as set forth in the Historic 
Properties Treatment Plan and the Historic Properties Management Plan. Prosecution of 
trespassers or vandals is not an appropriate topic for environmental review and does not 
address the adequacy of the DEIR. 
 
Response to Comment 31-7 
 
At this time, it is proposed that the artifacts may be given to the UAIC.  It will be up to 
them to determine the need for interpretive displays. 
 
Response to Comment 31-8 
 
This comment does not address the adequacy of the DEIR. 
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LETTER 32: NORTH FORK AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED GROUP 
 
Response to Comment 32-1 
 
The comment does not address the adequacy of the RDEIR.   
 
Response to Comment 32-1 
 
The comment does not address the adequacy of the RDEIR.   
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LETTER 33: PG&E, LAND SERVICES 
 
Response to Comment 33-1 
 
The comment does not address the adequacy of the RDEIR.   
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LETTER 34: PROTECT AMERICAN RIVER CANYONS 
 
Response to Comment 34-1 
 
The comment refers to areas of concern within the RDEIR, but does not provide specific 
comments. 
 
Response to Comment 34-2 
 
See Section 1 of Master Response 2 – Land Use. 
 
Response to Comment 34-3 
 
Please see Impact Statement 4.8I-15 in the RDEIR (pp. 4.8-53 through 4.8-56) for a 
discussion of special-status fish species and associated habitat. Impacts to northwestern 
pond turtles and raptors (including Swainson’s hawk) are addressed in Impact Statements 
4.8I-12 and 4.8I-10, respectively.   
 
It should be noted that the RDEIR finds project-related cumulative impacts to biological 
resources to be significant and unavoidable. See also Section 1 of Master Response 8 – 
Biological Resources. 
 
Response to Comment 34-4 
 
As noted in Impact Statement 4.7I-1 of the RDEIR (pp. 4.7-33 to -34), the proposed 
project has been revised several times in order to avoid and/or protect known cultural 
resources; however, not all on-site cultural resources can be avoided through project 
design. Therefore, the RDEIR identifies project-related impacts to on-site cultural 
resources as potentially significant.  Because complete avoidance of all archaeological 
sites on the project site would not constitute “feasible” mitigation as defined in CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15364, the applicant would mitigate impacts to cultural resources by 
implementing Mitigation Measures 4.7MM-1, -3, and -4 in the RDEIR (see CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15126.4[b][3][C]). 
 
Response to Comment 34-5 
 
The comment does not address the adequacy of the RDEIR.   
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LETTER 35: REGENT DEVELOPMENT, INC. 
 
Response to Comment 35-1 
 
The comment does not address the adequacy of the RDEIR.   
 
Response to Comment 35-2 
 
Access to the property is a project-design issue and is not considered to be part of an 
environmental impact. Therefore, this comment does not address the adequacy of the 
RDEIR and will be forwarded to the appropriate decision-making bodies. 
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LETTER 36: ROCKLIN PARK PLACE CONDOMINIUMS OWNERS ASSOCIATION 
 
Response to Comment 36-1 
 
The comment does not address the adequacy of the RDEIR.   
 
Response to Comment 36-2 
 
The comment does not address the adequacy of the RDEIR.   
 
Response to Comment 36-3 
 
The comment does not address the adequacy of the RDEIR.   
 
Response to Comment 36-4 
 
Please refer to the response to comment 28-1 and Master Response 4 - Traffic. 
 
Response to Comment 36-5 
 
The comment correctly notes that the RDEIR identifies project-related cumulative air 
quality impacts as significant and unavoidable. 
 
Response to Comment 36-6 
 
Please refer to the response to comment 28-1.
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LETTER 37: SAVE CLOVER VALLEY (JANUARY 20, 2006) 
 
Response to Comment 37-1 
 
In response to the commenter’s request, the City of Rocklin extended the public comment 
period on the RDEIR by nine (9) days to March 15, 2006. 
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LETTER 38: SAVE CLOVER VALLEY (JANUARY 26, 2006) 
 
Response to Comment 38-1 
 
In response to the commenter’s request, the City of Rocklin extended the public comment 
period on the RDEIR by nine (9) days to March 15, 2006.  
 


