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CHAPTER 2 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

Written comments received on the Livingston’s Concrete Batch Plant Draft EIR include: 

Letter Author 
Letter A State Clearinghouse 
Letter B California Native American Heritage Commission 
Letter C California Department of Water Resources 
Letter D Placer County Sheriff Coroner-Marshall 
Letter E County of Placer Newcastle/Ophir Municipal Advisory 

Council 
Letter F Ophir Area Property Owners 
Letter G Ophir Area Property Owners 
Letter H Robert and Jennifer Allen 
Letter I Nina Applegate 
Letter J Curtiss M. Bailey 
Letter K Diana Bruno 
Letter L Murray and Judith Cannedy 
Letter M Nelson Cockrum 
Letter N Gene Davis 
Letter O Janice DeFelice 
Letter P Ron and Jan DeNello 
Letter Q Joanne English 
Letter R John D. and Sarah K. Gillmore 
Letter S Jerilyn Green 
Letter T Tom Grove 
Letter U Joan Hammon 
Letter V Don and Lynn Huber 
Letter W Carl and Louise Isaacson 
Letter X Jack and Sue Jessen 
Letter Y Elizabeth Klopotek 
Letter Z Joe R. and Peggy E. Leonard 

Letter AA Rich and Judith Maye 
Letter AB Gerald Mohlenbrok 
Letter AC Shirley Paris 
Letter AD Debby Peterson 
Letter AE Elinor Petuskey 
Letter AF Elinor Petuskey and Michael T. Leydon 
Letter AG Joyce Richter 
Letter AH Deedee Ross 
Letter AI Jack Sanchez 
Letter AJ Jim Schaefer 
Letter AK Jean Schenk 
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CHAPTER 2 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

Letter Author 
Letter AL Kurt and Gail Sjoberg 
Letter AM Sandy Snyder 
Letter AN Patricia Stinson 
Letter AO James Stuck 
Letter AP Barbara Van Riper 
Letter AQ Victoria A. Webster 
Letter AR Nola Witt 

This chapter presents each of the written comments on the Draft EIR and the Lead Agency’s 
response to each comment.  Each comment letter is numbered in the margin to indicate the 
individual comments for which responses are provided.  Each comment letter is immediately 
followed by the response to that letter (correspondingly numbered). 

One public hearing of the Placer County Planning Commission was held during the public 
review period for the Draft EIR.  Three individuals offered verbal comments during the hearing, 
however two of those individuals read from their written comments, which are included and 
responded to in this Final EIR as Comment Letter M and Comment Letter AP.  The verbal 
comments from the third individual are summarized and responded to following Comment 
Letter AR.  In addition, public comments were received from three individuals at the 
Newcastle/Ophir Municipal Advisory Council meeting on February 21, 2008.  Those comments 
are also summarized and responded to following Comment Letter AR.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER A 
 
Submitted by:   

Terry Roberts, Director 
State of California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research State Clearinghouse 
and Planning Unit 

 

A-1 The comment states that the State of California Governor’s Office of Planning and 
Research State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit (State Clearinghouse) has submitted 
the Draft EIR to selected state agencies for review.  The comment states that the 
review period closed on March 17, 2008, and all comments received from the listed 
state agencies are enclosed with the letter.  The comment provides acknowledgement 
that the County has complied with State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft 
environmental documents. 

No specific comments on the content of the EIR are provided in the State 
Clearinghouse letter, and no response is necessary.  Responses to individual 
comments received from state agencies included as enclosures to the State 
Clearinghouse letter are provided separately.  Specifically, the comments received 
from the following state agencies are responded to in this Final EIR: 

The comments from the Native American Heritage Commission are included and 
responded to as Comment Letter B. 

The comments from the Department of Water Resources are included and responded 
to as Comment Letter C. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER B 
 
Submitted by:   

Katy Sanchez, Program Analyst 
Native American Heritage Commission 

 

B-1 The comment states that the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) has 
reviewed the Notice of Completion for the proposed project and recommends several 
actions to assess and mitigate project-related impacts to archaeological resources.  
The comment recommends that the County conduct a records search for the project 
site through the appropriate Information Center, and have an archaeological survey 
conducted if records indicate potential for resources to occur onsite.  The comment 
notes that the site is not listed in the NAHC’s Sacred Lands File, but that this does not 
preclude the possibility for cultural resources to be present onsite.  The comment 
provides a list of Native American Contacts and recommends that the County contact 
each individual listed for consultation regarding the proposed project.  The comment 
also recommends measures that should be included in a cultural resources mitigation 
plan, pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section (§) 7050.5, CEQA Guidelines 
§15064.5(e), and Public Resources Code §5097.98.   

The project site has been subjected to substantial disturbance associated with 
construction of Ophir Road and Interstate 80, and as a result of orchard operations 
and infrastructure placement across the property.  Surface surveys of the property 
were determined to be unnecessary.  No records search of the property was 
conducted by the Information Center, but review of County records indicate that no 
known archaeological resources occur on the project site.  As noted in the comment 
letter, the project site is not listed in the NAHC Sacred Lands File.   

The Initial Study determined that the proposed project would result in less than 
significant impacts to archaeological resources with implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 14.1, which requires work to stop immediately in the event of the discovery 
of archaeological artifacts, exotic rock (non-native), or unusual amounts of shell or 
bone during onsite construction activities, and further requires that an evaluation of 
the deposit be conducted by an archaeologist certified by the Society of Professional 
Archaeologists.  The provisions of Mitigation Measure 14.1 are consistent with the 
requirements of CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(e) and (f).   

Should human remains be discovered during project construction, Mitigation 
Measure 14.1 requires that the Placer County Coroner and NAHC be contacted and 
that work may only proceed after authorization is granted by the Placer County 
Planning Department.  Treatment of any human remains would be required to 
comply with the provisions of Health and Safety Code §7050.5, CEQA Guidelines 
§15064.5 (e), and Public Resources Code §5097.98.  Mitigation Measure 14.1 provides 
that authorization to proceed with work after discovery of archaeological artifacts, 
exotic rock, unusual amounts of shell and bone, or human remains may be 
accompanied by additional development requirements to provide protection of the 
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site and/or additional mitigation measures necessary to address the resources 
discovered. 

The proposed project requires no amendment to the Placer County General Plan and 
requires no federal agency approvals and is therefore not subject to consultation 
requirements of Senate Bill 18 or Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act.  The CEQA Guidelines and Statutes include no specific requirement for 
consultation with Native American individuals or tribal representatives in 
determining presence or absence of cultural resources or determining impacts to 
cultural resources that could potentially result from a proposed project.   

 

Livingston’s Concrete Batch Plant  North Fork Associates 
Final EIR 2-9 September 2008 



C-1









RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C 
 
Submitted by:   

Christopher Huitt, Staff Environmental Scientist 
Department of Water Resources 

 

C-1 The comment notes that the proposed project may be within a Designated Floodway 
and may encroach on the State Adopted Plan of Flood Control.  The comment refers 
to a website providing maps of Designated Floodways.  

Review of the maps of Designated Floodways at the website provided in the 
comment letter indicates that the proposed project is located well outside of any 
designated floodway.  The only Designated Floodway map in Placer County at the 
referenced website is Dry Creek, which is located in western Placer County, west of 
the City of Roseville.  This more than 15 miles west of the project site.  The proposed 
project would not encroach on the State Adopted Plan of Flood Control and would 
not require an encroachment permit from the Department of Water Resources.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER D 
 
Submitted by:   

Edward N. Bonner, Sheriff/Coroner/Marshal 
Placer County Sheriff 

 

D-1 The comment calculates the estimated annual budget impact associated with 
providing Sheriff’s services to the proposed project.  The comment also suggests 
working with law enforcement early in the project planning process to avoid 
potential crime problems through project design.  The comment states that in order to 
provide for the law enforcement needs generated by the proposed project, funding 
authorized for the Sheriff’s Department must allow for the costs identified in the 
letter. 

No specific comments are provided on the Draft EIR and no revision to the Draft EIR 
is necessary.  The analysis provided in the Initial Study stated that the proposed 
project would not include uses generally associated with generating a high demand 
for law enforcement services and concluded that impacts associated with the ability 
to provide for the increased demand generated by the proposed project for law 
enforcement services would be less than significant.  It is also noted that the 
proposed project is consistent with land use and zoning designations for the project 
site, and is generally consistent with budget and law enforcement needs associated 
with buildout of the general plan.  
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