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LETTER 73: BRIGGS, SUE 
 
Response to Comment 73-1 
 
As noted in Impact 4.3I-4 on page 4.3-14 of the DEIR, seven to eight homes exist on the 
eastern-facing ridge slopes immediately to the east of the project site. The discussion 
identifies a less-than-significant aesthetic impact because the Clover Valley LSLTSM 
development would consist of low-density residential units and park/open space corridor 
visually consistent with these adjacent homes. The comment regarding the commenter’s 
property value does not address the adequacy of the DEIR.  See Master Response 3 – 
Aesthetics. 
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LETTER 74: BRYANT, MARIE 
 
Response to Comment 74-1 
 
This comment states the commenter’s opinions regarding the project and does not address 
the adequacy of the EIR. 
 
Response to Comment 74-2 
 
Project impacts related to wildlife in Clover Valley are addressed in Chapter 4.8, the 
Biological Resources section of the DEIR. As noted in Impact 4.8I-16, cumulative 
impacts related to biological resources, including wildlife, were found to be significant 
and unavoidable. If the project were approved, the City Council would be required to 
issue a statement of overriding consideration, acknowledging these impacts and 
explaining the reasoning behind their determination that the benefits of the proposed 
project would outweigh the impacts. 
 
Response to Comment 74-3 
 
This comment does not address the adequacy of the EIR. 
 
Response to Comment 74-4 
 
This comment does not address the adequacy of the EIR. The effects of additional traffic 
have been analyzed in Section 4.4 of the DEIR.  Schools 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 schools. 
 
Response to Comment 74-5 
 
The proposed project would result in the construction of 558 single-family homes, not 
over 1,000 homes as the commenter states. As noted in the discussion of growth-inducing 
impacts (Page 5.2 of the DEIR), the project would include the construction of sewer 
systems capable of servicing over 1,000 additional residential units in the area. The 
increased sewer infrastructure is in accordance with the South Placer Municipal Utility 
District (SPMUD) Master Plan, which anticipates the possibility of supporting additional 
developments to the north and the south of the proposed project site. However, any 
development beyond those specifically discussed in this EIR would require their own 
separate, project-specific environmental analysis. See Master Response 13 – Growth 
Inducing Impacts. 
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LETTER 75: CHANG, MICHAEL 
 
Response to Comment 75-1 
 
This comment states the commenter’s opinions regarding the project and does not address 
the adequacy of the EIR. 
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LETTER 76: CHEAP, JIM 
 
Response to Comment 76-1 
 
This comment states the commenter’s opinions supporting the project and does not 
address the adequacy of the EIR. 
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LETTER 77: COMBS, LAURIE 
 
Response to Comment 77-1 
 
The environmental analysis included in the DEIR found that a number of impacts related 
to biology and the loss of habitat (discussed in impacts 4.8I-6, 4.8I-8 and 4.8I-16), 
impacts related to air quality (discussed in impacts 4.5I-1 and 4.5I-4) and cumulative 
impacts to traffic (discussed in impact 4.4I-6) would be significant and unavoidable. 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 77-2 
 
This comment states the commenter’s opinions regarding the project and does not address 
the adequacy of the EIR. See also Section 3 of Master Response 4 – Traffic. 
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LETTER 78: COY, JOSE AND MARY 
 
Response to Comment 78-1 
 
This comment states the commenter’s opinions regarding the project and does not address 
the adequacy of the EIR. 
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LETTER 79: DEGLI-ESPOSTI, ROBERT AND DEANNA 
 
Response to Comment 79-1 
 
This comment states the commenter’s opinions regarding the project and does not address 
the adequacy of the EIR. 
 
Response to Comment 79-2 
 
Please refer to the responses to comments 28-1 and 74-4. 
 
Response to Comment 79-3 
 
This is not a comment on the project or EIR.  This is an existing condition.  City staff has 
been made aware of these concerns. 
 
Response to Comment 79-4 
 
This comment states the commenter’s opinions regarding the project and does not address 
the adequacy of the EIR. 
 
Response to Comment 79-5 
 
This is not a comment on the project or EIR.  This is an existing condition.  City staff has 
been made aware of these concerns. 
 
Response to Comment 79-6 
 
This comment states the commenter’s opinions regarding the project and does not address 
the adequacy of the EIR. 
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LETTER 80: DEHAAN, DONALD R. 
 
Response to Comment 80-1 
 
See Master Response 4 – Traffic. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


