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Abstract

Abstract: The proposed action would select and preserve a corridor for the future construction of Placer Parkway-anew east-
west roadway linking State Route (SR) 65 and SR 70/99. Potential benefits from future implementation include reduction of
anticipated congestion on both the local and regional transportation system and advancement of economic development goals
in southwestern Placer County and South Sutter County. Potential impacts from firture implementation include effects to
sociosconomic and community resources, farmtands, cultural resources, traffic and transportation, air quality, noise, hydrology,
temporary construction impacts, and growth impacts.
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Comments on the Draft Tier 1 EIS/EIR

Comment
Category Letter Commenter
Business B-001 Megan M. Quinn of Remy, Thomas, Moose and Manley, LLP, on
behalf of Placer Vineyards Development Group, LLC
B-002 Jeffrey F. Bordelon of the Law Offices of Jeffrey F. Bordelon,
Inc., on behalf of Placer Athens Limited Partners, LLC
B-003 Timothy D. Teron of Hefner, Stark & Marois, LLP, on behalf of
KT Communities
B-004 Megan M. Quinn of Remy, Thomas, Moose and Manley, LLP, on
behalf of a group of property owners who own 2,170 acres in the
southern portion of the proposed Sierra Vista Specific Plan
B-005 George M. Carpenter, Jr., of George M. Carpenter, Jr., Attorney at
Law, on behalf of the Measure M Owners Group
B-006 Deanne M. Green of Brookfield Land, on behalf of Brookfield
Land
B-007 Alicia Guerra of Cox, Castle & Nicholson LLP, on behalf of Blue
Oaks Property Owners Group
B-008 Alicia Guerra of Cox, Castle & Nicholson LLP, on behalf of
Placer Ranch, Inc.
Federal F-001 David Zilkoski of the National Geodetic Survey on behalf of
National Ocean Service
F-002 Nova Blazej of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
F-003 Kenneth Sanchez of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Kent
Smith of the California Department of Fish and Game
Individuals 1-001 Bill Pepoon, resident of Roseville, California
1-002 Don Perera, resident of Rocklin, California
1-003 Don Perera, resident of Rocklin, California
1-004 Jim Hill, resident of Roseville, California
1-005 Debbie Poling, resident of Roseville, California, on behalf of The
Amoruso Way and Sunset Boulevard West Community
1-006 Gunnar Henrioulle
1-007 Joel Neves, resident of Roseville, California
1-008 Anna, Lisa, Michael, and Lori Carpenter, residents of Roseville,
California
1-009 Roger and Elaine Karlson, residents of Roseville, California
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Comments on the Draft Tier 1 EIS/EIR (Continued)

Comment
Category Letter Commenter
Individuals 1-010 John R. Meers, resident of Roseville, California
(Continued) 1-011 F. Renee Laffey, resident of Roseville, California
1-012 Phil Zeitman, resident of Roseville, California
1-013 Celia Ziegler, resident of Roseville, California
1-014 Orley Anderson, resident of Rocklin, California
1-015 Jack D. Wallace, resident of Roseville, California
1-016 Eric Ahrens, resident of Roseville, California
1-017 Melvin Borgman, resident of Pleasant Grove, California
1-018 Faith Malcolm, resident of Elverta, California
1-019 Jan McKinsey, resident of Roseville, California
1-020 Kevin Kemper of the Law Offices of George E. Phillips, on behalf
of Joan Allen and Sharon Musto (Placer County property owners)
1-021 Bev Field, resident of Pleasant Grove, California (Transcript of
public hearing from Diamond Court Reporters)
1-022 Leo Trombatore, resident of Yuba City, California (Transcript of
public hearing from Diamond Court Reporters)
1-023 George Carpenter on behalf of the Sutter Point Specific Plan
Owners Group (Transcript of public hearing from Diamond Court
Reporters)
1-024 Olga Widnes, local resident (Transcript of public hearing from
Diamond Court Reporters)
1-025 Chris Poling, resident of Roseville, California (Transcript of public
hearing from Diamond Court Reporters)
Local L-001 Jaskamal Singh of the Sacramento County Department of
Transportation
L-002 Dana Wiyninger of the Placer County Health and Human Services,
Environmental Health Services
L-003 Deborah Kirschman of the Placer County Health and Human
Services, Environmental Health Services
L-004 Heather Trejo of the Placer County Water Agency
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Comments on the Draft Tier 1 EIS/EIR (Continued)

Category Category Category
Local L-005 Christine Turner of the Placer County Department of Agriculture
Weights and Measures
(Continued) L-006 Paul Devereux of Reclamation District No. 1000
L-007 Robert Sherry of the Sacramento County Planning and Community
Development Department
L-008 Lisa Wilson of the Sutter County Community Services Department
L-009 John Law of the City of Sacramento Development Services
Department
L-010 Michael J. Johnson of the Placer County Community Development
Resource Agency
L-011 Terry A. Richardson of the City of Rocklin
L-012 Mark Morse of the City of Roseville
Non-Profit N-001 Terry Davis of the Sierra Club, Mother Lode Chapter
State S-001 Kevin Boles of the State of California Public Utilities Commission
S-002 Christopher Huitt of the State of California Department of Water
Resources
S-003 Rick Ward of the State of California Department of California
Highway Patrol
S-004 Kenneth Sanchez of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Kent
Smith of the California Department of Fish and Game
S-005 Dennis J. O’Bryant of the State of California Department of
Conservation
Tribal T-001 Greg Baker of the United Auburn Indian Community of the

Auburn Rancheria
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Comments on the Partially Revised Draft Tier 1 EIS/EIR (PRD)

Comment
Category Letter Commenter
Business B-009 Kevin Kemper of the Law Offices of George E. Phillips, on behalf

of Placer Athens, LP

B-010 Timothy D. Teron of Hefner, Stark & Marois, LLP, on behalf of
Placer 2780, LP

Federal F-004 Enrique Manzanilla of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

F-005 Kenneth Sanchez of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Individuals 1-026 Kevin Kemper of the Law Offices of George E. Phillips, on behalf
of Joan Allen and Sharon Musto (Placer County property owners)
1-027 Jonathon Burke, Pleasant Grove, California property owner

1-028 Peter F. Burke, resident of Sutter County

1-029 Rich Fabbre, resident of Roseville, California

1-030 James and Diane Hintz, residents of Pleasant Grove, California
1-031 Roy and Barbara Jackson, residents of Pleasant Grove, California
1-032 Esther Kent, resident of Pleasant Grove, California

1-033 Sharon L. Malone, Sankey Road property owner

1-034 Chris McKenzie, resident of Pleasant Grove, California

1-035 Jan McKinsey, resident of Roseville, California

1-036 Myrtle Norsill, resident of Pleasant Grove, California

1-037 Anonymous resident of Pleasant Grove, California

1-038 Dan, Suzanne, Greg, Michele, Cole, and Chantz Risse, residents of

Pleasant Grove, California

1-039 Laurie Seifert, resident of Amoruso Way

1-040 Dean Taneka

1-041 Celia Ziegler, resident of Roseville, California
1-042 Chris Burke, resident of Pleasant Grove, California
1-043 Chris Burke, resident of Pleasant Grove, California
1-044 Chris Burke, resident of Pleasant Grove, California
1-045 Jan McKinsey, resident of Roseville, California

1-046 Loren Cook on behalf of WestPark Fiddyment Farm
Neighborhood Association

1-047 Robert Harmoney, resident of Pleasant Grove, California
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Comments on the Partially Revised Draft Tier 1 EIS/EIR (PRD) (Continued)

Comment
Category Letter Commenter
Individuals 1-048 Diane Lanni, Sankey Road property owner
(Continued) 1-049 Chris McKenzie, resident of Pleasant Grove, California
Local L-013 Yushuo Chang of the Placer County Air Pollution Control District
L-014 Michael J. Johnson of the Placer County Community Development
Resource Agency
L-015 Deborah Kirschman of the Placer County Health and Human
Services, Environmental Health Services
L-016 Terry A. Richardson of the City of Rocklin
L-017 W. Craig Robinson of the City of Roseville
L-018 Kamal Atwal of the Sacramento County Department of
Transportation
L-019 Doug Libby of the Sutter County Community Services Department
L-020 Heather Trejo of the Placer County Water Agency
Non-Profit N-002 Board of Directors of Protecting Earth and Animals with
Compassion and Education, Peace
N-003 Terry Davis of the Sierra Club, Mother Lode Chapter
N-004 Marilyn Jasper of the Sierra Club, Placer Group
State S-006 Moses Stiles of the State of California Public Utilities Commission
S-007 Rick Ward of the State of California Department of California
Highway Patrol
S-008 Terry Roberts of the State of California Governor’s Office of
Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit
S-009 Moses Stiles of the State of California Public Utilities Commission
S-010 Central Valley Flood Protection Board
Tribal T-002 Katy Sanchez of the State of California Native American Heritage

Commission
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