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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I201: SHARON HURLEY 

Response to Comment I201-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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Responses to Comments 2-696 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I202: KEVIN HURLEY 

Response to Comment I202-2 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I203: JUDY ISAMAN 

Response to Comment I203-1 

The commenter expresses concern about the public review process. 

Please see Master Response 1 – Public Comment Process. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I204: JUDY ISAMAN 

Response to Comment I204-1 

The commenter notes that Table 2-1 is missing the table key for the abbreviation “SU”.  

The “SU” stands for Significant and Unavoidable and has been added to Table 2-1. Please see Chapter 3 – 
Revisions to the Subsequent DEIR Text. 

Response to Comment I204-2 

In 2000, the voters of Placer County were presented with a ballot measure to express their desire for the Placer 
Legacy Open Space and Agricultural Conservation Program (Placer Legacy) and responded in the affirmative. 
Placer Legacy established the framework and funding mechanisms for the open space acquisition and outdoor 
recreational amenities that were brought to fruition through the HFRP and Trails Expansion Project properties. 
For each of the 11 property acquisitions that make up HFRP and the Trails Expansion Project properties to which 
the County was a party, beginning in 2003 the actions by the Board of Supervisors were noticed and discussed in 
public meetings, and the recreational components of each purchase and sale agreement were disclosed (See 
Appendix B of the Draft SEIR for the public trail descriptions associated with each property). As a development 
plan proceeded for each property, the County met or exceeded the public outreach guidelines for environmental 
review for each project including a previous Mitigated Negative Declaration and EIR. In the case of the current 
Project, the County provided multiple mailed notices to over 6,000 property owners in the vicinity of the Project 
in 2017 and 2018. There were two scoping meetings (in 2017 and 2018) which were both heavily attended by 
local residents, as evidenced by the scoping meeting attendance sheets and speaker sheets. The Project has been 
discussed in over 40 public meetings since late 2016 (including scoping meetings, Municipal Advisory Council 
meetings throughout western Placer County, Parks Commission, Planning Commission, Board of Supervisors, 
and other community groups upon request such as the Greater Auburn Area Fire Safe Council). Notices have been 
posted on the County web site, and multiple press releases and stories by local media outlets have been broadcast 
about the Project. 

Additionally, the County Parks Division offered to meet with any local residents who wished to discuss the 
proposed project. Parks staff met on three separate occasions with local residents who were interested in meeting 
with staff from the Parks Division. In February of 2019, the County invited members of the Protect Rural Placer 
group to participate in a site visit to the Santa Clara Open Space Authority’s Sierra Vista Open Space Preserve to 
learn how the East Bay area has successfully integrated public use of trails with on-going cattle operations. 
Additionally, the County met specifically with the Protect Rural Placer group and Supervisor Gore on May 28, 
2019 to address the groups’ questions and concerns. Lastly, the Notice of Availability for the Draft SEIR was 
again sent out to over 6,000 homeowners. Over 500 comments were received during the public comment period 
which included numerous comments from local residents and members of the Protect Rural Placer group. 

The commenter expresses concerns about the adequacy of the Draft SEIR. 

The Draft SEIR has been prepared pursuant to the requirements of CEQA, the potential impacts have been 
thoroughly analyzed, and appropriate mitigation measures have been proposed. No further response is required. 

Please also see Master Response 1 – Public Comment Process.  
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I205: JUDY ISAMAN 

Response to Comment I205-1 

The commenter states that the proposed project removes 2,500 acres currently zoned agriculture preserving and 
reserving it for family farming and ranching and turns it over to the Parks Department management to create a 
park for recreation. 

The proposed project is not requesting a change in zoning. Farm zoning allows for a multitude of uses in addition 
to agricultural, resource and open space uses, including such things as manufacturing and processing uses, 
residential uses, retail trade and service uses, as well as recreation, education and public assembly uses. Parks and 
rural recreation are uses allowed within the Farm zone district with approval of a Minor Use Permit. Cattle 
grazing and concurrent public use of multi-use trails have been successfully managed by the Parks Districts in the 
Bay Area for many years.  

The commenter expresses a concern that stakeholders or agricultural agencies such as the Placer County 
Agricultural Commissioner were not involved in the process or added to the List of Preparers for the Draft SEIR. 
The Agricultural Commissioner, as well as the commenter and other members of the Protect Rural Placer group, 
representatives from the Placer Land Trust (PLT) and staff from the Placer County Parks Division participated in 
the February 2019 site visit to the Santa Clara Open Space Authority’s. The purpose of the visit was to learn how 
the East Bay area has successfully integrated public use of trails with on-going cattle operations. A revision to the 
Draft SEIR has been made to add Josh Huntsinger, the Agricultural Commissioner, to the List of Preparers. 

The commenter questioned that statement made by Parks staff that cattle grazing has been occurring at the 
existing HFRP in recent years. Although the cattle-grazing lease expired a number of years ago, cattle from 
various neighbors have continued to informally graze within the park since that time. The current leases within 
the Trails Expansion areas owned by the PLT will continue to be managed by the PLT. The PLT has stated in 
several public meetings that they fully intend to continue leasing the property to cattle grazers as a part of their 
ongoing vegetation management program.  

The commenter discusses the revenue potentials for the County from farming and ranching. This comment is not 
directed at the adequacy of the Draft SEIR for addressing adverse physical impacts associated with the proposed 
project, nor does it contain an argument raising significant environmental issues. However, this comment is 
published in this Response to Comments document for public disclosure and for decision maker consideration. No 
further response is required. 

The commenter expresses concerns related to agriculture and the adequacy of the analysis presented in the Draft 
SEIR. 

Please see Master Response 5 – Agriculture. The Draft SEIR has been prepared pursuant to the requirements of 
CEQA, the potential impacts have been thoroughly analyzed, and appropriate mitigation measures have been 
proposed. No further response is required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I206: KELLY JACKSON 

Response to Comment I206-1 

The commenter expresses concern about the public meeting. Please see Master Response 1 – Public Comment 
Process.  
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I207: KELLY JACKSON 

Response to Comment I207-1 

The commenter expresses concern about fire danger in the area. Please see Master Response 2 – Wildfire, Safety, 
and Emergency Response. 

The commenter also has questions about the costs of a Lightweight Rescue Vehicle and staffing. The purpose of 
the Draft SEIR is to identify the significant effects of the proposed project on the physical environment and the 
Draft SEIR is not intended to address social or economic impacts. This is consistent with CEQA guidelines 
stating that “An economic or social change by itself shall not be considered a significant effect on the 
environment” (CEQA Guidelines Sections 15131 and 15382). No further response is required. 

Response to Comment I207-2 

The commenter expresses concern about incompatible land use and enforcement. Please see Master Response 4 – 
Land Use Compatibility. 

The commenter also questions the cost of additional “Rangers”. Please see Response to Comment I207-1 as it 
pertains to economic impacts. 

Response to Comment I207-3 

The commenter expresses concern about wildfire. Please see Master Response 2 – Wildfire, Safety, and 
Emergency Response. 

Response to Comment I207-4 

The commenter has concerns about funding, liability, and insurance. Please see Response to Comment I207-1 as 
it pertains to economic impacts. 

Response to Comment I207-5 

The commenter expresses opposition to the project. The opposition is noted. No further response is required.  
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I208: ROLAND JACKSON 

Response to Comment I208-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project. The support is noted. No further response is required.  
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I209: BILL JENSEN 

Response to Comment I209-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project. The support is noted. No further response is required.  
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I210:  

Response to Comment I210-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

Response to Comment I210-2 

The commenter expresses concerns about the loss of oak trees as a result of road widening. Please see Draft SEIR 
Section 12.4 “Impacts” in Chapter 12.0 “Biological Resources” for an analysis on impacts to oak woodland. Also, 
see text below from Draft SEIR. Any removal of significant trees greater than 6 inches diameter at breast height 
will require mitigation. 

IMPACT 
12-9 

Biological Resources—Impacts on Oak Woodland Habitat. The proposed project would result in the 
removal of trees that are 6 inches dbh or larger from oak woodland habitat. Native oak trees are 
protected under the Placer County Tree Ordinance and SB 1334. 

 
Significance Potentially significant (Consistent with prior analysis in 2010 HFRP Certified EIR) 

 
Mitigation 
Proposed 

Mitigation Measure S12-7: Protect Oak Woodland Habitat 

Residual 
Significance 

Less Than Significant 

 

Mitigation Measure S12-7: Protect Oak Woodland Habitat 

• Prior to any removal of significant trees (equal to, or greater than, six [6] inches DBH [diameter at 
breast height] or 10 inches DBH aggregate for multi-trunked trees), the project applicant shall obtain 
a tree removal permit from Placer County. In conjunction with submittal of a tree removal permit 
application, the applicant shall submit a site plan showing all protected trees proposed for removal. In 
accordance with Chapter 12.16.080 of the Placer County Code, the applicant shall comply with any 
conditions required by the Planning Services Division, which shall include payment of in-lieu fees. 
In-lieu fees shall be paid into the Placer County Tree Preservation Fund at $100 per DBH removed or 
impacted. 

In the event the Placer County Conservation Program is adopted prior to submittal of improvement 
plans for this project, then Mitigation Measure 6-10(a) may be replaced with the PCCP’s mitigation 
fees and conditions on covered activities to address this resource impact and avoidance and 
minimization measures as set forth in the PCCP implementation document. If PCCP enrollment is 
chosen and/or required by the State and federal agencies as mitigation for one or more biological 
resource area impacts, then the PCCP mitigation shall apply only to those species and waters that are 
covered by the PCCP. 



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-720 

• The Site Plans shall include a note and show placement of Temporary Construction Fencing. The 
applicant shall install a four-foot-tall, brightly colored (usually yellow or orange), synthetic mesh 
material fence (or an equivalent approved by the Development Review Committee) at the following 
locations prior to any construction equipment being moved on-site or any construction activities 
taking place: 

A. Adjacent to any and all open space preserve areas that are within 50 feet of any 
proposed construction activity; 

B. At the limits of construction, outside the critical root zone of all trees six [6] inches DBH 
[diameter at breast height], or 10 inches DBH aggregate for multi-trunk trees, within 50 feet 
of any grading, road improvements, underground utilities, or other development activity; or, 

C. Around any and all "special protection" areas such as open space parcels and wetland 
features. 
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Responses to Comments 2-722 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I211: JEROME JOANINO 

Response to Comment I211-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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Responses to Comments 2-724 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I212: BRIAN JODER 

Response to Comment I212-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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Responses to Comments 2-726 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I213: TROY JOHNSON 

Response to Comment I213-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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Responses to Comments 2-728 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I214: DON JONES 

Response to Comment I214-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I215: NICOLA JULIAN-VASQUEZ 

Response to Comment I215-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I216: JUSTIN KAMERMAN 

Response to Comment I216-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I217: SHANA KAPLAN 

Response to Comment I217-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I218: RALPH KEITH 

Response to Comment I218-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I219: DAVID KELLEY 

Response to Comment I219-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I220: KEITH KENWORTHY 

Response to Comment I220-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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2.7.221 LETTER I221 

 
  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I221: EVAN KERSNAR 

Response to Comment I221-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I222: JARED KESSLER 

Response to Comment I222-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I223: MR. KEVIN 

Response to Comment I223-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I224: DAN KIEFER 

Response to Comment I224-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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Responses to Comments 2-752 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I225: HEINZ KLOSE 

Response to Comment I225-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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2.7.226 LETTER I226 
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Responses to Comments 2-754 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I226: KEITH KNUTSON 

Response to Comment I226-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-755 Responses to Comments 

2.7.227 LETTER I227 
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Responses to Comments 2-756 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I227: ADAM KOCH 

Response to Comment I227-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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Responses to Comments 2-758 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I228: RONALD KOHL 

Response to Comment I228-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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Responses to Comments 2-760 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I229: PERRY AND KATRINA KOSTAS 

Response to Comment I229-1 

The commenter expresses concern about the public comment process. 

Please see Master Response 1 – Public Comment Process.  
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Responses to Comments 2-762 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I230: KANDACE KOST-HERBERT 

Response to Comment I230-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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Responses to Comments 2-764 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I231: LAUREN KRESS 

Response to Comment I231-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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2.7.232 LETTER I232 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I232: MIKE KRUG 

Response to Comment I232-1 

The commenter expresses concerns about traffic, safety, emergency services, and wildfire. 

Please refer to the Response to Comment Letter I428. Please also see Master Response 3 – Traffic, Circulation, 
and Parking; and Master Response 3 – Wildfire, Safety, and Emergency Response. 
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2.7.233 LETTER I233 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I233: MONTE KRUGER 

Response to Comment I233-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I234: MARY KUEHNE 

Response to Comment I234-1 

The commenter expresses concern regarding property insurance and wildfire. 

 The purpose of the Draft SEIR is to identify the significant effects of the proposed project on the physical 
environment and the Draft SEIR is not intended to address social or economic impacts. This is consistent with 
CEQA guidelines stating that “An economic or social change by itself shall not be considered a significant effect 
on the environment” (CEQA Guidelines Sections 15131 and 15382). No further response is required. 

Please also see Master Response 2 – Wildfire, Safety, and Emergency Response.  
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2.7.235 LETTER I235 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I235: CJ LA CIVITA 

Response to Comment I235-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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2.7.236 LETTER I236 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I236: MATTHEW LAMBERT 

Response to Comment I236-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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2.7.237 LETTER I237 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I237: ELLEN LAPHAM 

Response to Comment I237-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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2.7.238 LETTER I238 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I238: IAN LEARY 

Response to Comment I238-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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2.7.239 LETTER I239 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I239: JUSTIN LEECH 

Response to Comment I239-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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2.7.240 LETTER I240 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I240: JAMES AND PATRICIA LEIDIGH 

Response to Comment I240-1 

The commenter expresses opposition to the project and expressed concern about the Draft SEIR.  

The opposition is noted. The Draft SEIR has been prepared pursuant to the requirements of CEQA, the potential 
impacts have been thoroughly analyzed, and appropriate mitigation measures have been proposed. No further 
response is required. No further response is required. 

Response to Comment I240-2 

The commenter expresses concern about wildfire and related insurance policies. Please see Master Response 2 – 
Wildfire, Safety, and Emergency Response. 

The purpose of the Draft SEIR is to identify the significant effects of the proposed project on the physical 
environment and the Draft SEIR is not intended to address social or economic impacts. This is consistent with 
CEQA guidelines stating that “An economic or social change by itself shall not be considered a significant effect 
on the environment” (CEQA Guidelines Sections 15131 and 15382). No further response is required. 

Response to Comment I240-3 

The commenter expresses concerns about traffic. Please see Master Response 3 – Traffic, Circulation, and 
Parking. 

Response to Comment I240-4 

The commenter expresses concerns regarding noise from increased traffic and the analysis included in the Draft 
SEIR. Please see Draft SEIR Section 10.4 “Impacts” in Chapter 10.0 “Noise” for an analysis of noise impacts. 

The Draft SEIR has been prepared pursuant to the requirements of CEQA, the potential impacts have been 
thoroughly analyzed, and appropriate mitigation measures have been proposed. No further response is required. 

Response to Comment I240-5 

The commenter states that the surrounding communities were not involved with the purchase of the Trails 
Expansion parcels acquired within the last 15 years. Please see Response to Comment letter I204-2 with regards 
to the public notification process for past land acquisitions. 

The commenter requests the project be rejected. The opposition is noted. No further response is required.  
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I241: TONY LIMA 

Response to Comment I241-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-786 

2.7.242 LETTER I242 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-787 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I242: LEE LIVINGSTON 

Response to Comment I242-1 

The commenter expresses concern regarding the cost and maintenance of rebuilding three connector county roads, 
and the cost of the expansion project.  

The purpose of the Draft SEIR is to identify the significant effects of the proposed project on the physical 
environment and the Draft SEIR is not intended to address social or economic impacts. This is consistent with 
CEQA guidelines stating that “An economic or social change by itself shall not be considered a significant effect 
on the environment” (CEQA Guidelines Sections 15131 and 15382). No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-788 

2.7.243 LETTER I243 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-789 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I243: TERRY LLOYD 

Response to Comment I243-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-790 

2.7.244 LETTER I244 

 



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-791 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I244: ALAN LOBERSTEIN 

Response to Comment I244-1 

The commenter expresses opposition to the project and concerns about the analysis presented in the Draft SEIR.  

The opposition is noted. The Draft SEIR has been prepared pursuant to the requirements of CEQA, the potential 
impacts have been thoroughly analyzed, and appropriate mitigation measures have been proposed. No further 
response is required. No further response is required. 

Response to Comment I244-2 

The commenter expresses concerns about wildfire. 

Please see Master Response 2 – Wildfire, Safety, and Emergency Response. Response to Comment I244-3 

The commenter expresses concerns about traffic, circulation and evacuation. Please see Master Response 3 – 
Traffic, Circulation, and Parking and Master Response 2 – Wildfire, Safety and Emergency Response 

Response to Comment I244-4 

The commenter asks whether the county has reserved funds for legal expenses and liability. The purpose of the 
Draft SEIR is to identify the significant effects of the proposed project on the physical environment and the Draft 
SEIR is not intended to address social or economic impacts. This is consistent with CEQA guidelines stating that 
“An economic or social change by itself shall not be considered a significant effect on the environment” (CEQA 
Guidelines Sections 15131 and 15382). No further response is required. 

Response to Comment I244-5 

The commenter states that the surrounding communities were not involved with the purchase of the Trails 
Expansion parcels acquired within the last 15 years. Please see Response to Comment letter I204-2 with regards 
to the public notification process for past land acquisitions. 

The commenter asks that the project be rejected. The opposition is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-792 

2.7.245 LETTER I245 

  
  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-793 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I245: RAMON LOBO 

Response to Comment I245-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-794 

2.7.246 LETTER I246 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-795 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I246: JEREMY LOCKHART 

Response to Comment I246-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-796 

2.7.247 LETTER I247 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-797 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I247: CONNI LONDON 

Response to Comment I247-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-798 

2.7.248 LETTER I248 

 



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-799 Responses to Comments 

 



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-800 

 
 



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-801 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I248: MIKE LUTZKER 

Response to Comment I248-1 

The commenter expresses and opinion regarding County planning. 

This comment is not directed at the adequacy of the Draft SEIR for addressing adverse physical impacts 
associated with the proposed project, nor does it contain an argument raising significant environmental issues. 
However, this comment is published in this Response to Comments document for public disclosure and for 
decision maker consideration. No further response is required. 

Response to Comment I248-2 

The commenter expresses concern about traffic and vehicle emissions. 

Please see Master Response 3 – Traffic, Circulation, and Parking. Please also see the discussion for Impact 9-2 in 
Chapter 9.0, “Air Quality,” of the Draft SEIR regarding the long-term operational emissions from the project. 
Emissions would be less than the limits adopted by the Placer County Air Pollution Control District and the 
impact was determined to be less-than-significant. 

Response to Comment I248-3 

The commenter expresses concern about tree removal. Please see the Draft SEIR Section 12.4 “Impacts” of 
Chapter 12.0 “Biological Resources” of the Draft SEIR for an analysis of impacts to trees. Specifically see Impact 
12-9 Biological Resources – Impacts on Oak Woodland Habitat and proposed Mitigation Measures S12-7: Protect 
Oak Woodland Habitat. Mitigation is provided for impacts on oak trees greater than 5-inch diameter at breast 
height. 

Response to Comment I248-4 

The commenter expresses concern about home-owners insurance and property values. The purpose of the Draft 
SEIR is to identify the significant effects of the proposed project on the physical environment and the Draft SEIR 
is not intended to address social or economic impacts. This is consistent with CEQA guidelines stating that “An 
economic or social change by itself shall not be considered a significant effect on the environment” (CEQA 
Guidelines Sections 15131 and 15382). No further response is required. 

Response to Comment I248-5 

The commenter expresses concerns about land us issues related to development and park use. Please see Master 
Response 4 – Land Use Compatibility, as it pertains to trespassing and enforcement. 

Response to Comment I248-6 

The commenter expresses concern about economic impacts. Please see Response to Comment I248-4 as it 
pertains to economic impacts. 



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-802 

Response to Comment I248-7 

The commenter expresses concern regarding conversion of agricultural lands to recreation. Please see Master 
Response 5 – Agriculture.  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-803 Responses to Comments 

2.7.249 LETTER I249 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-804 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I249: KAREN LYNAUGH 

Response to Comment I249-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-805 Responses to Comments 

2.7.250 LETTER I250 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-806 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I250: JULIE MADRONA 

Response to Comment I250-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-807 Responses to Comments 

2.7.251 LETTER I251 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-808 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I251: ERIN MAGERS 

Response to Comment I251-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-809 Responses to Comments 

2.7.252 LETTER I252 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-810 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I252: ANGELO MAGLIOLA 

Response to Comment I252-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-811 Responses to Comments 

2.7.253 LETTER I253 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-812 

 



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-813 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I253: CHRIS AND BOB MANTZ 

Response to Comment I253-1 

The commenter expresses concern about the public review process. 

Please see Master Response 1 – Public Comment Process.  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-814 

2.7.254 LETTER I254 

 



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-815 Responses to Comments 

 



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-816 

 
  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-817 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I254: BOB MANTZ 

Response to Comment I254-1 

The commenter expresses concern about the adequacy of the Draft SEIR. The Draft SEIR has been prepared 
pursuant to the requirements of CEQA, the potential impacts have been thoroughly analyzed, and appropriate 
mitigation measures have been proposed. No further response is required. 

Response to Comment I254-2 

The commenter expresses concern about the public review process. Please see Master Response 1 – Public 
Comment Process. 

Response to Comment I254-3 

The commenter expresses opposition to the project and use of private roads to access the Harvego Bear River 
Preserve. Please see Master Response 3 – Traffic, Circulation and Parking 

The opposition is noted. No further response is required. 

Response to Comment I254-4 

The commenter expresses concern regarding wildfires and home-owners insurance policies. Please see Master 
Response 2 – Wildfire, Safety, and Emergency Response, and Response to Comment letter I234.  

The purpose of the Draft SEIR is to identify the significant effects of the proposed project on the physical 
environment and the Draft SEIR is not intended to address social or economic impacts. This is consistent with 
CEQA guidelines stating that “An economic or social change by itself shall not be considered a significant effect 
on the environment” (CEQA Guidelines Sections 15131 and 15382). No further response is required. 

Response to Comment I254-5 

The commenter prefers docent led activities in Harvego Bear River Preserve be the only activities allowed.  

The comment is noted and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies for review. No further response is 
required. 

Response to Comment I254-6 

The commenter expresses opposition to the project; however, continues to support Placer Land Trust’s 
conservation efforts and docent led hikes of small groups to the Harvego Bear River Preserve.  

The comment is noted and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies for review. No further response is 
required.  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-818 

2.7.255 LETTER I255 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-819 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I255: MITCH MARKEY 

Response to Comment I255-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project. 

The support is noted. No further response is required.  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-820 

2.7.256 LETTER I256 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-821 Responses to Comments 

 



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-822 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I256: CHRIS MAROVICH 

Response to Comment I256-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required.  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-823 Responses to Comments 

2.7.257 LETTER I257 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-824 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I257: MICHAEL MAROVICH 

Response to Comment I257-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required.  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-825 Responses to Comments 

2.7.258 LETTER I258 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-826 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I258: SETH MARTIN 

Response to Comment I258-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required.  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-827 Responses to Comments 

2.7.259 LETTER I259 

  
  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-828 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I259: DAN MARTIN 

Response to Comment I259-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required.  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-829 Responses to Comments 

2.7.260 LETTER I260 

 

 



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-830 

 



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-831 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I260: LARRY MATZ 

Response to Comment I260-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required.  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-832 

2.7.261 LETTER I261 

 



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-833 Responses to Comments 

 



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-834 

 



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-835 Responses to Comments 

 
  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-836 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I261: LARRY MATZ 

Response to Comment I261-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required.  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-837 Responses to Comments 

2.7.262 LETTER I262 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-838 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I262: MARK MAYFIELD 

Response to Comment I262-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-839 Responses to Comments 

2.7.263 LETTER I263 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-840 

 



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-841 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I263: PAUL MCDANIEL 

Response to Comment I263-1 

The commenter expresses opposition to the project.  

The opposition is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-842 

2.7.264 LETTER I264 

  
  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-843 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I264: SHELLEY MCDONOUGH 

Response to Comment I264-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

The commenter requests for the County to institute a mounted patrol within the existing HFRP boundary. 
Although this is not a CEQA-related issue and is not directed at the adequacy of the Draft SEIR for addressing 
adverse physical impacts associated with the proposed project, the comment is published in this Response to 
Comments document for public disclosure and for decision maker consideration. 

The commenter notes concerns with widths of proposed entrances and leaving sufficient room for trailers to pass 
one another. Please refer to pages 8-23 through 8-26 of the Draft SEIR for a discussion of the entrances. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-844 

2.7.265 LETTER I265 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-845 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I265: SHELLEY MCDONOUGH 

Response to Comment I265-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

The commenter notes concerns with widths of proposed entrances and leaving sufficient room for trailers to pass 
one another. Please refer to pages 8-23 through 8-26 of the Draft SEIR for a discussion of the entrances. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-846 

2.7.266 LETTER I266 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-847 Responses to Comments 

 



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-848 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I266: AUSTIN MCINERNY 

Response to Comment I266-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-849 Responses to Comments 

2.7.267 LETTER I267 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-850 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I267: LORI MCINTOSH 

Response to Comment I267-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-851 Responses to Comments 

2.7.268 LETTER I268 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-852 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I268: STEPHANIE MCLAUGHLIN  

Response to Comment I268-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-853 Responses to Comments 

2.7.269 LETTER I269 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-854 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I269: JANET MCMARTIN 

Response to Comment I269-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-855 Responses to Comments 

2.7.270 LETTER I270 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-856 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I270: BETTY MCMARTIN 

Response to Comment I270-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project. 

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-857 Responses to Comments 

2.7.271 LETTER I271 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-858 

 



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-859 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I271: STEWART MCMORROW  

Response to Comment I271-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-860 

2.7.272 LETTER I272 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-861 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I272: CHRIS MCMORROW 

Response to Comment I272-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project. 

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-862 

2.7.273 LETTER I273 

  
  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-863 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I273: BO MCNALLY 

Response to Comment I273-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-864 

2.7.274 LETTER I274 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-865 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I274: CASS MCNALLY  

Response to Comment I274-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-866 

2.7.275 LETTER I275 

 



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-867 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I275: LIAM MCNALLY 

Response to Comment I275-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-868 

2.7.276 LETTER I276 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-869 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I276: DAVID MCQUEARY 

Response to Comment I276-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-870 

2.7.277 LETTER I277 

  
  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-871 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I277: DOLORES MCSWEENEY 

Response to Comment I277-1 

The commenter expresses opposition of the project.  

The opposition is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-872 

2.7.278 LETTER I278 

  
  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-873 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I278: DOLORES MCSWEENEY 

Response to Comment I278-1 

The commenter expresses opposition of the project.  

The opposition is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-874 

2.7.279 LETTER I279 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-875 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I279: RYAN MERRYMAN 

Response to Comment I279-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-876 

2.7.280 LETTER I280 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-877 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I280: STEVE MESSER 

Response to Comment I280-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-878 

2.7.281 LETTER I281 

 



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-879 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I281: STEVE MESSER 

Response to Comment I281-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-880 

2.7.282 LETTER I282 

 



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-881 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I282: WILLIAM AND LAURIE MEYERPETER 

Response to Comment I282-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

Response to Comment I282-2 

The commenter believes property values will increase with development of the park.  

The purpose of the Draft SEIR is to identify the significant effects of the proposed project on the physical 
environment and the Draft SEIR is not intended to address social or economic impacts. This is consistent with 
CEQA guidelines stating that “An economic or social change by itself shall not be considered a significant effect 
on the environment” (CEQA Guidelines Sections 15131 and 15382). No further response is required. 

Response to Comment I282-3 

The commenter again expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-882 

2.7.283 LETTER I283 

 



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-883 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I283: TOM MIELE 

Response to Comment I283-1 

The commenter expresses concern about trespassers entering the Harvego Preserve from the private road Sisson 
Lane. 

Please see Master Response 3 – Traffic, Circulation and Parking, section on Private Roads 

Please see Master Response 4 – Land Use Compatibility as it pertains to trespassing and enforcement. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-884 

2.7.284 LETTER I284 

 



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-885 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I284: TOM MIELE 

Response to Comment I284-1 

The commenter expresses concern about trespassers entering the Harvego Preserve from the private road Sisson 
Lane.  

Please see Master Response 3 – Traffic, Circulation and Parking, section on Private Roads. Please also see Master 
Response 4 – Land Use Compatibility as it pertains to trespassing and enforcement. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-886 

2.7.285 LETTER I285 

  
  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-887 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I285: CHRIS MILLER 

Response to Comment I285-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-888 

2.7.286 LETTER I286 

 



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-889 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I286: JAEDE MILOSLAVICH 

Response to Comment I286-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-890 

2.7.287 LETTER I287 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-891 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I287: JOHN MINNIEAR 

Response to Comment I287-1 

The commenter is not in support of the project unless the local roads are improved. Please refer to Master 
Response 4 – Roadway Safety section. 

The commenter is not in support of the project unless there is an increase in Parks staff to prevent litter, vandalism 
and theft. Please refer to the discussion included within Impact 13-2 of the Draft SEIR on page 13-12. 

The commenter is concerned about perceived deteriorating property values. The purpose of the Draft SEIR is to 
identify the significant effects of the proposed project on the physical environment and the Draft SEIR is not 
intended to address social or economic impacts. This is consistent with CEQA guidelines stating that “An 
economic or social change by itself shall not be considered a significant effect on the environment” (CEQA 
Guidelines Sections 15131 and 15382). No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-892 

2.7.288 LETTER I288 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-893 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I288: BEN MITCHELL 

Response to Comment I288-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
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Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-895 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I289: VICTOR MONJARAS 

Response to Comment I289-1 

The commenter expresses opposition to the project. 

The opposition is noted. No further response is required. 

Response to Comment I289-2 

The commenter expresses concern about tree removal.  

Please see the Draft SEIR Section 12.4 “Impacts” of Chapter 12.0 “Biological Resources” for an analysis of 
impacts to trees and sensitive habitats. Specifically see Impact 12-9 Biological Resources – Impacts on Oak 
Woodland Habitat and proposed Mitigation Measures S12-7: Protect Oak Woodland Habitat. 

The commenter suggests that the parking lots should be paved with concrete rather than asphalt in order to 
minimize heat retention and thermal impacts on the surrounding area. 

The commenter’s preference for concrete parking lots is noted, however this is a design issue and is not evaluated 
under CEQA. No further response is required.  
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Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-897 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I290: ANGIE MONROE  

Response to Comment I290-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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2.7.291 LETTER I291 

  
  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-899 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I291: JONATHAN MOORE 

Response to Comment I291-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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2.7.292 LETTER I292 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-901 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I292: BETH MOOREHEAD 

Response to Comment I292-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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2.7.293 LETTER I293 

  



Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR  AECOM 
 2-903 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I293: BERYL MORA 

Response to Comment I293-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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2.7.294 LETTER I294 
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AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-906 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I294: ROBERT MORGAN 

Response to Comment I294-1 

The commenter expresses concerns regarding traffic, safety, and traffic law enforcement issues. Please see Master 
Response 3 – Traffic, Circulation, and Parking as well as Master Response 4 – Land Use Compatibility. 

Response to Comment I294-2 

The commenter expresses opposition to the project.  

The opposition is noted. No further response is required. 
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2.7.295 LETTER I295 
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 2-909 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I295: ERICA MORGAN 

Response to Comment I295-1 

The commenter expresses opposition to the project.  

The opposition is noted. No further response is required. 

Response to Comment I295-2 

The commenter expresses concerns regarding traffic, safety, and traffic law enforcement. Please see Master 
Response 3 – Traffic, Circulation, and Parking as well as Master Response 4 – Land Use Compatibility. 

The commenter expresses concerns with local residents not being able to have private access entry points into 
HFRP and the Trails Expansion area. Although this is not a CEQA-related issue and is not directed at the 
adequacy of the Draft SEIR for addressing adverse physical impacts associated with the proposed project, the 
comment is published in this Response to Comments document for public disclosure and for decision maker 
consideration. 

The commenter infers that there would be a risk to local flora and fauna because of the proposed project. 

The commenter is not specific as to what she feels would cause a risk to local flora and fauna. Please refer to 
Section 12.0 of the Draft SEIR, “Biological Resources,” and specifically to Mitigation Measures S12-1 through 
S12-7. 

The commenter expresses concerns with “the change in character” of the community, should the Project be 
approved. Please see Master Response 4 – Land Use Compatibility 

Response to Comment I295-3 

The commenter expresses concern regarding wildfire and emergency services. The current Conditional Use 
Permit for HFRP allows for group camping and campfires only within the special use area on the western side of 
the park and only with a Special Event Permit Application coordinated through the County’s Parks Division. To 
date, neither group camping nor campfires have occurred within the special use area, as the area has not yet been 
developed, although it is in the planning process. No camping or campfires are allowed anywhere else within the 
park, nor will they be allowed anywhere within the Trails Expansion areas. 

Please see Master Response 2 – Wildfire, Safety, and Emergency Response.  
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 2-911 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I296: YVONNE MORRIS 

Response to Comment I296-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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2.7.297 LETTER I297 
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 2-913 Responses to Comments 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I297: JEFFREY MORTON  

Response to Comment I297-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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2.7.298 LETTER I298 
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AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-916 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I298: ERIC MOSS 

Response to Comment I298-1 

The commenter expresses concern about the public review process. Planning Commission meetings are 
customarily held at 10:00 in the morning. The meeting on May 14, 2020 was held in the evening in order to 
provide additional opportunities for working people to participate. Realizing that this meeting would likely have a 
large number of commenters, and that the meeting could likely span several hours, the starting time of 5:00 p.m. 
was chosen so that the meeting would not continue too late in the evening for all participants. 

Please see Master Response 1 – Public Comment Process. 
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2.7.299 LETTER I299 

  



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-918 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I299: KRISTIN MOTZ 

Response to Comment I299-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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2.7.300 LETTER I300 

 



AECOM  Hidden Falls Regional Park Trail Expansion Final SEIR 
Responses to Comments 2-920 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER I300: KAREN MUNOZ 

Response to Comment I300-1 

The commenter expresses support for the project.  

The support is noted. No further response is required. 
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