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LETTER 169 SIMPSON, JENNY 
 
Response to Comment 169-1 
 
As stated on page 3-15 of the Project Description chapter in the DEIR, open space that 
will not be graded equals 312.7 acres. Open space that will temporarily impacted by 
surface grading for slopes, landscape lots, and utility corridors is 53.3 acres, which is 
included in the total count of open space of 366 acres because it will ultimately remain 
unused and unpaved. 
 
Response to Comment 169-2 
 
This comment expresses concern with a change in the project description and does not 
address the adequacy of the DEIR. 
 
Response to Comment 169-3 
 
The comment expresses concern with the project as proposed and does not address the 
adequacy of the DEIR.  
 
Response to Comment 169-4 
 
The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration does not have discretionary 
authority in the location of the creek buffer. Recommendations set forth by NOAA are 
recommendations and not requirements. The City’s of Rocklin’s Open Space Element is 
the regulatory document in this context. See Section 1 of Master Response 2 – Land Use. 
 
Response to Comment 169-5 
 
See Response to Comment 169-1 for an explanation of what constitutes open space. In 
addition, the Open Space policies 1, 2, and 4 “encourage” the protection of natural 
resources, and the project is consistent with those policies even though the project site is 
not being left as complete open space. If the slopes, landscape lots, and utility corridors 
are not counted in the open space acreage per the commenter’s concerns, open space that 
would remain ungraded and undeveloped upon project implementation would be 312.7 
acres. Of a total of 622.3 acres, more than half the project site would remain in open 
space. 
 
Response to Comment 169-6 
 
Paragraph four on page 4.2-11 explains that although the project does not include 
adequate parkland at 5.3 acres, the project would be required to pay an in-lieu fee toward 
the provision of parkland and would thus be consistent with Open Space policies 7, 8, 
and 9. 
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Response to Comment 169-7 
 
Other sewer alternatives are discussed in this impact statement, such as on pages 4.2-12 
and 4.2-13 which read, “Several potential alternative routes exist for crossing the creek [ . 
. . ] All of these alternatives would have a similar impact on stream-crossing and other 
park vegetation.”   
 
The second comment expresses the writer’s opinion and does not address the adequacy of 
the DEIR.  
 
Response to Comment 169-8 
 
The commenter’s contention regarding what future residents of the proposed project 
would say is speculative. Impact 4.2MM-3, ensures that homeowners are notified 
regarding nearby land uses would and would require potential homeowners to sign the 
disclosure, acknowledging that they are aware of the agricultural uses. 
 
Response to Comment 169-9 
 
See Section 1 of Master Response 3 – Aesthetics. This comment does not address the 
adequacy of the EIR. If the project were approved, the City Council would be required to 
issue a statement of overriding considerations acknowledging these impacts and 
explaining the reasoning behind their determination that the benefits of the proposed 
project would outweigh the impacts. 
 
Response to Comment 169-10 
 
Impact 4.4I-1 states that because the existing intersections are already at a failing level, 
that the measure of the project’s contribution to the existing conditions at those 
intersections be measured by how much it contributes to the volume-to-capacity (V/C) 
ratios. The traffic study determined that the proposed project would result in an increase 
of 0.007 V/C during peak hours. The standards of significance included on page 4.4-16, 
state that the standard for determining a significant impact at an already failing 
intersection is a contribution of 0.05 V/C. The project’s 0.007 V/C contribution is well 
below the 0.05 standard. 
 
Response to Comment 169-11 and 169-12 
 
See Section 3 of Master Response 4 – Traffic and responses to comments 19-15, 28-1, 
and 84-1. 
 
Response to Comment 169-13 
 
Please refer to the response to comment 74-4. 
 
 

Chapter 3.3 – Written Comments and Responses 
3.3-853 



Final EIR 
Clover Valley LSLTSM 

June 2007 
 
Response to Comment 169-14 
 
The effects of additional traffic have been analyzed in Section 4.4 of the DEIR.  Parks in 
the City of Rocklin have been planned in proximity to arterial roadways, and appropriate 
design has been provided for pedestrian access.  The DEIR analysis indicates that no 
significant traffic impacts are anticipated in proximity to parks. 
 
Response to Comment 169-15 
 
Identification of an impact as “significant and unavoidable” is not a dismissal of the 
impact.  The purpose of the EIR is to provide decision makers with information on the 
environmental implications of approval of the project.  Impacts identified as “significant 
and unavoidable” require that decision-makers make findings that there is a “overriding 
consideration” that justifies the significant impact. 
 
Response to Comment 169-16 
 
The term “unavoidable” is based on construction of the project.  Avoiding the impacts by 
not constructing the project is the No Project Alternative. See Chapter 6 for more 
information regarding the no project alternative. 
 
Response to Comment 169-17 
 
See Response to Comment 169-16. 
 
Response to Comment 169-18 
 
See Response to Comment 39-7. 
 
Response to Comment 169-19 
 
See Response to Comment 110-4. 
 
Response to Comment 169-20 
 
See Master Response 7 -  Cultural Resources. 
 
Response to Comment 169-21 
 
See Master Response 7 -  Cultural Resources. 
 
Response to Comment 169-22 
 
See Section 2 of Master Response 8 - Biological Resources. 
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Response to Comment 169-23 
 
See Section 2 of Master Response 8 - Biological Resources. 
 
Response to Comment 169-24 
 
This comment does not address the adequacy of the DEIR. 
 
Response to Comment 169-25 
 
The standards of significance as determined in the chapters are based upon accepted 
CEQA standards. The commenter’s disagreement with these conclusions and the 
standards used is noted; however, this comment does not address the adequacy of the 
DEIR as much as it does the standards set forth in the CEQA process. 
 
Response to Comment 169-26 
 
As stated in Impact 4.9I-2, the DEIR agrees that impacts related to grading and filling 
and the changing of existing topography would be significant and unavoidable. 
 
Response to Comment 169-27 
 
The commenter states that the Public Services discussion is comprised of estimates and is 
therefore invalid. Estimates are the only tools available for predicting the impact that a 
development would have. The estimates (which include total number of residents, vehicle 
trips and other data) are based upon standards set in the Rocklin General Plan and other 
authoritative sources and are considered to be valid. Mitigation measures included in the 
Public Services and Utilities chapter of the EIR include the payment of fair share fees as 
determined by the City of Rocklin.  The collection of these fees would fund the 
expansion of public services so that adequate protection is available for both future and 
existing residents. Additionally, the EIR includes measures such as measure 4.12MM-
4(a) which would ensure that police radio access is fully operational throughout Clover 
Valley; the project applicant would be responsible for the expansion of radio facilities to 
ensure that this coverage is adequate. 
 
Response to Comment 169-28 
 
Though the EIR is lengthy, the length was necessary to ensure that all of the 
environmental impacts associated with the proposed project were adequately addressed. 
If the project were approved, the City Council would be required to issue a statement of 
overriding considerations acknowledging these impacts and explaining the reasoning 
behind their determination that the benefits of the proposed project would outweigh the 
impacts. 
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Due to the reduction in the total scale of the proposed project as it is currently proposed, 
the overall environmental impacts that would result from its development are 
substantially decreased from those associated with the 2002 proposal.  
 
 
Response to Comment 169-29 
 
The comment states that they support either a no project or the environmentally superior 
alternatives. The remainder of this comment includes the opinions of the commenter and 
does not address the adequacy of the EIR. 

Chapter 3.3 – Written Comments and Responses 
3.3-856 



Final EIR 
Clover Valley LSLTSM 

June 2007 
 

 

Letter 170 

170-1 

Chapter 3.3 – Written Comments and Responses 
3.3-857 



Final EIR 
Clover Valley LSLTSM 

June 2007 
 
LETTER 170 SINGH, JAMIE (MARCH 4, 2006) 
 
Response to Comment 170-1 
 
This comment states the commenter’s opinions regarding the project and does not address 
the adequacy of the EIR. 
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