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LETTER 186: WALLACE, IAN, DVM  
 
Response to Comment 186-1 
 
This letter expresses the commenter’s opposition to the proposed project and does not 
address the adequacy of the EIR. 
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LETTER 187: WALLACE, NATSUKO 
 
Response to Comment 187-1 
 
This letter includes the commenter’s opinions regarding the development of the proposed 
project and does not address the adequacy of the EIR. 
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LETTER 188: WEBSTER, JOHN 
 
Response to Comment 188-1 
 
The commenter states that they oppose the closure of rawhide road, as it would restrict 
access to the Clover Valley area. This comment pertains to design features and does not 
address the adequacy of the EIR; it will be forwarded to the appropriate decision-making 
bodies. 
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LETTER 189: WEINFELD, SANFORD A. 
 
Response to Comment 189-1 
 
This comment does not address the adequacy of the RDEIR. 
 
Response to Comment 189-2 
 
The effects of additional traffic have been analyzed in Section 4.4 of the DEIR.  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.  Please refer to the 
response to comment 28-1. Regarding the need for Valley View Parkway, the comment 
does not address the adequacy of the EIR.  The City’s General Plan has long called for 
the construction of Valley View Parkway in this location and is meant to provide an 
alternate citywide traffic connection between the east and west areas of the City. See 
Master Response 4 – Traffic.  
 
Response to Comment 189-3 
 
Though the RDEIR found impacts related to traffic conditions at the intersection of 
Valley View Parkway and Park Drive to be potentially significant, Impact 4.4I-5 includes 
Mitigation Measure 4.4MM-5(a) which would reduce this impact to a less-than-
significant level. 
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Cont. 
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