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3. Comments and Individual Responses 
3.1 Introduction 
This chapter contains the comment letters received on the 2019 RDEIR for the Loomis Costco Warehouse and associated 
fueling station project (the project). A list of each commenter on the 2019 RDEIR, the affiliation of the commenter, if any, and 
assigned letter identifications are provided in Section 3.2. Section 3.3 presents each comment letter received on the 
Recirculated DEIR and the responses thereto. Each comment contained in the comment letter is summarized in italics at the 
beginning of each comment response in Section 3.3. 

3.2 List of Commenters 
Table 3-1 provides a list of all agencies and persons who submitted comments on the Recirculated DEIR.  

Table 3-1. List of Commenters on the Recirculated DEIR 

Agency/Individual Name Letter Date Letter ID 
State Agencies 

Caltrans 
Kevin Yount, Branch Chief 

February 10, 2020 Caltrans 

Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Greg Hendricks 

January 15, 2020 CVRWQCB 

Department of Toxic Substances Control 
Gavin McCreary 

January 3, 2020 DTSC 

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research 
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit 
Scott Morgan, Director, State Clearinghouse 

February 4, 2020 OPR 

Regional and Local Agencies 

City of Rocklin 
Daniel S. Cucchi 

February 10, 2020 City of Rocklin 

Placer County 
Leigh Chavez, Principal Planner/Environmental Coordinator 

February 10, 2020 Placer County 

Placer County Air Pollution Control District 
Laura Moore, Air Pollution Control Specialist 

February 10, 2020 PCAPCD 

Placer County Sheriff 
Devon Bell, Sheriff-Coroner-Marshall 

January 29, 2020 Placer County Sheriff 

South Placer Fire District 
Jeff Ingolia 

December 24, 2019 SPFD-1 

South Placer Fire District 
Eric Walder, EFO, Fire Chief 

February 10, 2020 SPFD-2 

South Placer Municipal Utility District 
Carie Huff, P.E., District Engineer 

February 10, 2020 SPMUD 

Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians 
James Sarmento 

January 9, 2020 Shingle Springs 

Sierra College 
Laura Doty 

February 7, 2020 Sierra College 
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Table 3-1. List of Commenters on the Recirculated DEIR 

Agency/Individual Name Letter Date Letter ID 
Individuals and Organizations 

Robert Auguscik February 4, 2020 Auguscik 

Cheryl Benson February 8, 2020 Benson-1 

Cheryl Benson February 9, 2020 Benson-2 

Cheryl Benson February 10, 2020 Benson-3 

Citizens Object February 10, 2020 Citizens Object 

Sonja Cupler February 10, 2020 Cupler-1 

Sonja Cupler February 10, 2020 Cupler-2 

Sandra Granada December 27, 2019 Granada 

Richard Jackson February 9, 2020 Jackson-1 

Richard Jackson February 11, 2020 Jackson-2 

Gary Liss February 5, 2020 Liss 

Thor Lude February 3, 2020 Lude 

Donald Mooney (Daljit Bains) February 10, 2020 Mooney 

Anna Nakashoji February 4, 2020 Nakashoji-1 

Anna Nakashoji February 5, 2020 Nakashoji-2 

Gerald Neal February 11, 2020 Neal 

Adam Noorani February 10, 2020 Noorani 

Roger Smith February 5, 2020 Smith 

Charlene Walters December 29, 2019 Walters 
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3.3 Comments and Responses on the Recirculated DEIR 
Comment letters and responses to comments are arranged in the following order: 

• Section A: State Agencies 

• Section B: Regional and Local Agencies 

• Section C: Individuals 

Each letter and each comment within a letter have been given an identification number. Responses are numbered so that they 
correspond to the appropriate comment. Where appropriate, responses are cross-referenced between letters. 
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3.3.1 Section A: State Agencies 
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3.3.1.1 Letter Caltrans, Kevin Yount, Branch Chief, February 10, 2020 
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Letter 
CALTRANS 
Response 

Caltrans 
Kevin Yount, Branch Chief 
February 10, 2020 

 

Caltrans-1 Caltrans thanks the Town for the opportunity to be included in the Initial Consultation review 
process for the project. Caltrans further states the Local Development-Intergovernmental Review 
Program reviews land use projects and plans.  

The Town appreciates Caltrans’ review of the EIR, coordination throughout this process, and the 
input provided to the Town for incorporation into the environmental documentation. 

Caltrans-2 Caltrans provides details from the Recirculated DEIR project description. 

The Town agrees with this summary characterization of the project. 

Caltrans-3 Caltrans states traffic operations is in full agreement with the proposed ramp metering upgrades 
anticipated for the Sierra College Boulevard interchange. 

The Town appreciates Caltrans’ review of potential future conditions related to congestion and 
input that the Town was able incorporate into the project conditions. 

Caltrans-4 Caltrans suggests the Recirculated DEIR should state that the hydraulic impact of the proposed 
project with mitigation will be less than significant, assuming post development runoff does not 
exceed 90% of the pre-development runoff. Caltrans further states the percentage of impervious 
surfaces in Section 5.3.2.4.2 should be consistent with that stated in Section 5.3.2.4.3. 

As shown in Section 5.3.2.4.1, impacts related to the alteration of drainage patterns would be less 
than significant and runoff from the project site will not affect Caltrans facilities.  

The Town Engineer has reviewed the proposed site plan and has determined that compliance with 
existing regulatory requirements will avoid any significant impact. The exact percentage of 
impervious surfaces added to the site is less important than the requirements that will be imposed 
on the project through design and construction.  

As detailed on pages 5-11 through 5-13 of the Recirculated DEIR, the grading and development of 
the project site would change the existing drainage patterns, thereby increasing the potential for on-
site erosion and sedimentation and increasing the amount of surface runoff by adding impervious 
surfaces. The addition of impervious surfaces would increase the frequency, volume, and flow rate 
of stormwater runoff would increase. Chapter 12.04, “Grading, Erosion, and Sediment Control,” of 
the Loomis Municipal Code requires a final drainage plan before issuance of a grading permit. 
Chapter 14.36, “Subdivision Design Standards,” of the Loomis Municipal Code specifies that storm 
drain systems must be designed based on the Placer County Stormwater Management Manual 
(Placer County Flood Control and Water Conservation District 1994). The project applicant will be 
required to prepare and submit final drainage plans to the Town of Loomis Public Works 
Department consistent with requirements of Chapter 14.36 of the Loomis Municipal Code. The 
drainage plan would demonstrate how on-site runoff would be appropriately contained and 
conveyed through the project site before being discharged into the off-site drainage systems. An 
accurate calculation of pre- and post-project runoff scenarios will be required as a part of the 
drainage plans that accurately evaluates potential changes to runoff, including increased surface 
runoff, and demonstrates that stormwater runoff rates at each point of discharge from the project 
site are reduced to less than or equal to 90 percent of the pre-development runoff rate for the 10-
year and 100-year storm events, consistent with the Placer County Stormwater Management 
Manual Site design measures. 
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3.3.1.2 Letter Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board, Greg Hendricks, 
Environmental Scientist, January 15, 2020 
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Letter 
CVRWQCB 
Response 

Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Greg Hendricks, Environmental Scientist 
January 15, 2020 

 

CVRWQCB-1 The comment states that the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB) 
has reviewed the Recirculated DEIR for the proposed project and notes that CVRWQCB is charged 
with protecting the quality of surface and groundwater in the State. 

The Town appreciates review of the draft environmental documentation. 

CVRWQCB-2 CVRWQCB provides regulatory information on the Basin Plan. 

As described in Recirculated DEIR Section 5.3.2.4, “Hydrology and Water Quality” (pages 5-11 
through 5-14), the project applicant would prepare and implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP), as required by the State Water Resources Control Board’s Construction 
General Permit, and the project’s drainage system would be designed and operated in compliance 
with Placer County’s MS4 permit. Therefore, construction and operation of the proposed project 
would protect beneficial uses designated in the Central Valley Basin Plan. 

CVRWQCB-3 CVRWQCB notes that all wastewater discharges must comply with the State’s Antidegradation 
Policy. CVRWQCB also states that the environmental document should evaluate potential impacts 
to surface and groundwater quality. 

Project-related impacts on water quality were evaluated in Recirculated DEIR Section 5.3.2.4, 
“Hydrology and Water Quality” (pages 5-11 through 5-14). As discussed therein, implementation of 
the required SWPPP during construction and operation of the proposed drainage plan, in 
compliance with the County’s MS4 permit, would prevent the proposed project from contributing to 
water quality degradation of downstream surface water and groundwater receiving water bodies, 
including Secret Ravine and Dry Creek. All water quality impacts are less than significant.  

CVRWQCB-4 CVRWQCB provides information related to compliance with the Construction Storm Water General 
Permit.  

Please see the Response to Comment CVRWQCB-3.  

CVRWQCB-5 CVRWQCB provides requirements related to the Phase I and II Municipal Separate Storm Sewer 
System (MS4) Permits.  

Please see the Response to Comment CVRWQCB-3.  

CVRWQCB-6 CVRWQCB provides requirements related to the Industrial Storm Water General Permit. 

Please see the Response to Comment CVRWQCB-3.  

CVRWQCB-7 CVRWQCB provides requirements related to the Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit. 

Project-related compliance with the Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit requirements is discussed 
in Recirculated DEIR Section 3.4, “Biological Resources” (pages 3.4-15 and 3.4-24). As noted on 
page 3.4-24, the project applicant must obtain a Section 404 permit from USACE and comply with 
the conditions therein and must also obtain a Section 401 water quality certification from the 
Central Valley RWQCB.  

CVRWQCB-8 CVRWQCB provides requirements related to the Clean Water Section 401 Permit Water Quality 
Certification. 

Please see the Response to Comment CVRWQCB-7.  

CVRWQCB-9 CVRWQCB provides requirements related to the waste discharge requirements (WDRs) for 
discharges to non-jurisdictional waters of the state.  

Project-related compliance with WDRs that are necessary for discharges to non-jurisdictional 
waters of the state is discussed in Recirculated DEIR Section 3.4, “Biological Resources” (pages 
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3.4-17 and 3.4-25). As noted on page 3.4-25, water quality certification pursuant to CWA Section 
401, or WDRs for waters of the state, are required before the notice of determination and a Section 
404 permit are issued. Before construction begins in any areas containing aquatic features, the 
project applicant would obtain water quality certification for the project. Any measures required as 
part of the issuance of water quality certification and/or WDRs must be implemented by the project 
applicant. 

CVRWQCB-10 CVRWQCB provides requirements related to coverage for dewatering discharges to land.  

If the proposed project requires dewatering discharges to land, the project applicant will obtain all 
necessary permits from CVRWQCB, including coverage under either the Low Risk General Order 
or the Low Risk Waiver.  

CVRWQCB-11 CVRWQCB provides requirements related to the Limited Threat General NPDES Permit for 
construction-related discharges to surface water. 

If the proposed project requires dewatering discharges to surface water, the project applicant will 
obtain all necessary permits from CVRWQCB, including a permit for construction dewatering under 
the Limited Threat General Order. 

CVRWQCB-12 CVRWQCB provides requirements related to coverage by an NPDES permit if the project If the 
proposed project discharges waste that could affect the quality of surface waters of the state, other 
than into a community sewer system.  

As described in Recirculated DEIR Chapter 2, “Project Description,” and shown on Figure 2-10, 
“Drainage,” all drainage generated at the project site would be conveyed to the existing community 
drainage system. Therefore, a separate NPDES permit for the proposed project would not be 
required. 
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3.3.1.3 Letter Department of Toxic Substances Control, Gavin McCreary, Project 
Manager, Site Evaluation and Remediation Unit, January 3, 2020 
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Letter 
DTSC 

Response 

Department of Toxic Substances Control 
Gavin McCreary, Project Manager, Site Evaluation and Remediation Unit 
January 3, 2020 

DTSC-1 DTSC provides a brief summary of the proposed project. 

The Town appreciates this review of the environmental documentation and agrees with this 
characterization of the project. 

DTSC-2 DTSC recommends that the EIR acknowledge the potential for site activities to release hazardous 
waste/substances, and in instances where releases could occur, further studies should be carried 
out to delineate the nature and extent of contamination and to evaluate the potential threat to 
human health and the environment. DTSC also recommends that the EIR identify mechanisms to 
initiate any required investigation and/or remediation, including the agency that would provide 
regulatory oversight. 

Section 5.3.2.3.2 of the Recirculated DEIR analyzes human health hazards from exposure to 
existing hazardous materials. As discussed therein, the impact is considered potentially significant 
because construction workers could come in contact with, and be exposed to, elevated levels of 
arsenic and lead that are present in soils. However, this impact would be reduced to a less-than-
significant level with implementation of Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 (see pages 5-9 through 5-10 of 
the Recirculated Draft EIR). 

DTSC-3 DTSC recommends that if the project area or sites in vicinity have been used for mining, proper 
investigation for mine waste should be discussed in EIR.  

Section 5.3.2.3 of the Recirculated DEIR analyzes impacts related to hazardous materials 
comprehensively (Recirculated DEIR page 5-8 through 5-11). Neither the project area nor sites in 
the vicinity are known to have been used for mining activities.  

DTSC-4 DTSC recommends that if buildings or structures would be demolished, surveys should be 
conducted for the presence of lead-based paints or products, mercury, asbestos-containing 
materials, and polychlorinated biphenyl caulk, and that any such materials should be removed and 
disposed of in compliance with State regulations. 

The proposed project does not require the demolition of any buildings or other structures that could 
contain the referenced substances. 

DTSC-5 DTSC recommends that if the proposed project requires imported soil for backfill of excavated 
areas, sampling should be conducted to ensure the imported soil is free of contamination. 

The project does not require imported soil. 

DTSC-6 DTSC recommends that a potential investigation of organochlorinated pesticides should be 
addressed in the EIR if the site was used for agricultural, weed abatement, or related activities.  

Section 5.3.2.3 of the Recirculated DEIR analyzes impacts from hazardous materials 
comprehensively. The Phase II Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) completed for the proposed 
project tested site soils for organochloride pesticides. Organochloride pesticide concentrations did 
not exceed their respective Environmental Screening Levels or DTSC’s California Human Health 
Screening Levels, and therefore no further action is required (see pages 5-9 through 5-10 of the 
Recirculated Draft EIR). 

DTSC-7 The comment states that DTSC appreciates the opportunity to review the Recirculated DEIR and 
provides web link to submit a request for Lead Agency Oversight Application if any assistance is 
needed with an environmental investigation.  

The Town appreciates DTSC’s review and the additional information.  
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3.3.1.4 Letter Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and 
Planning Unit, Scott Morgan, Director, State Clearinghouse, February 4, 2020 
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Letter 
OPR 

Response 

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research 
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit 
Scott Morgan, Director, State Clearinghouse 
February 4, 2020 

OPR-1 OPR notes the EIR has been submitted to selected state agencies for review. OPR further notes 
the review period closed on 2/3/2020 and the comments received will be available on the CEQA 
database. The OPR comment letter acknowledges the Town has complied with the State 
Clearinghouse review requirements.  

The Town appreciates the efforts of the Clearinghouse to circulate the EIR among State agencies 
and compile the comments for incorporation into this Final EIR. In addition to the review period 
referenced in OPR’s comment letter, the Town provided an additional review period beyond the 
time period recommended in State guidance, and comments were accepted through February 10, 
2020 and two comments included in this Final EIR were submitted on February 11, 2020.  

 


	3. Comments and Individual Responses
	3.1 Introduction
	3.2 List of Commenters
	3.3 Comments and Responses on the Recirculated DEIR
	3.3.1 Section A: State Agencies
	3.3.1.1 Letter Caltrans, Kevin Yount, Branch Chief, February 10, 2020
	3.3.1.2 Letter Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board, Greg Hendricks, Environmental Scientist, January 15, 2020
	3.3.1.3 Letter Department of Toxic Substances Control, Gavin McCreary, Project Manager, Site Evaluation and Remediation Unit, January 3, 2020
	3.3.1.4 Letter Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit, Scott Morgan, Director, State Clearinghouse, February 4, 2020




