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2.0 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ON DEIR 

LETTER #10 – CONNECTIVITY FOR WILDLIFE 

Response to Comment 10-1 

All comments in this letter address wildlife corridors, habitat connectivity, and the related analysis in the 
DEIR. 

Please see Master Response 3, which addresses wildlife corridors in detail relative to the project. 
Please also see RDEIR Section 3.3. Section 3.3 has been updated and replaced in its entirety in 
the RDEIR. 

The project has been processed and reviewed for consistency with the County’s 1983 General 
Plan due to the timing of the original application. The current policies of the General Plan are 
not applicable to the project. 

The widening of a portion of Highway 68 is addressed in Section 4.0 of the RDEIR. As an 
alternatives analysis, the discussion is not as specific as the EIR in terms of impacts to wildlife 
movement. However, the effect of Highway 68 as a barrier to movement is addressed in Master 
Response 3. As the highway is already a significant barrier to movement, the low volume of 
additional traffic trips cannot be expected to result in measurable impact with respect to 
vehicle-animal collisions. 
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2.0 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ON DEIR 

RESPONSE TO LETTER #11 – COYNE, JANET 

Response to Comment 11-1 

Commenter expresses general opposition to the project, citing traffic congestion and natural resources.  

General comments are noted for the record. Please see Master Response 1 regarding these 
issues. See also Master Response 2 for additional information regarding potential water impacts. 

 

 

  

County of Monterey Planning Department  Ferrini Ranch Subdivision 
September 2014 Final Environmental Impact Report 

2.0-73 



2.0 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ON DEIR 

 
Ferrini Ranch Subdivision County of Monterey Planning Department 
Final Environmental Impact Report  September 2014 

2.0-74 



2.0 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ON DEIR 

RESPONSE TO LETTER #12 – CROSSGROVE, MARK 

Response to Comment 12-1 

Commenter expresses general opposition to the project, citing aesthetics. 

General comments are noted for the record.  
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2.0 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ON DEIR 

RESPONSE TO LETTER #13 – DARINGTON, SHERWOOD 

Response to Comment 13-1 

Commenter is generally supportive of the project because it protects and preserves over 75% of the land for 
continuing agricultural use, preserves the Highway 68 viewshed, and provides an entrance to the wine trail 
and preserves prime farmland.  

Comments are noted for the record. No response is warranted. 
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2.0 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ON DEIR 

RESPONSE TO LETTER #14 – DAY, CAROLE 

Response to Comment 14-1 

Commenter is generally opposed to the project due to traffic, water, sewer, and proposed inclusionary 
housing. 

Commenter is referred to Master Response 1, Response to Comment 6-3, and to Master 
Response 2 regarding water. 
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2.0 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ON DEIR 

RESPONSE TO LETTER #15 – DUKE, DAVID 

Response to Comment 15-1 

Commenter states that project should only be considered once infrastructure (water and roadways) has been 
addressed.  

Comments are noted for the record. Please see Master Responses 1 and 2 regarding these 
issues.  
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2.0 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ON DEIR 

RESPONSE TO LETTER #16 – EDDY, HETTY & JIM  

Response to Comment 16-1 

Commenters are opposed to the project due to the changes in visual character, visual changes from 
Alternative 3B, impacts to the scenic route, increased levels of mobile source noise, and increased traffic 
congestion associated proposed traffic signal (with Alternative 3B). 

Please see Master Response 1 and response to comment 27-1 regarding aesthetics, views, and 
viewsheds. Changes in visual character associated with Alternative 3B are addressed in Section 
4.0 of the RDEIR, as well as within the Alterative 5 analysis of the RDEIR. Please see also Section 
4.0 of the RDEIR for additional supporting detail regarding changes in noise levels from proposed 
highway improvements. Traffic operations with the alternative project entrance and new signal 
on State Route 68 are also addressed in Master Response 1. 

 

  

Ferrini Ranch Subdivision County of Monterey Planning Department 
Final Environmental Impact Report  September 2014 

2.0-84 



2.0 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ON DEIR 

  

County of Monterey Planning Department  Ferrini Ranch Subdivision 
September 2014 Final Environmental Impact Report 

2.0-85 



2.0 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ON DEIR 

RESPONSE TO LETTER #17 – FRAME, LEROY 

Response to Comment 17-1 

Commenter is opposed to the project due to existing traffic congestion on Highway 68, runoff, and flooding. 

Commenter is referred to Master Response 1 regarding traffic congestion.  

Project drainage is addressed in Section 3.7 of the DEIR. Figure 3.7-3 of the DEIR illustrates the 
local watersheds and proposed detention basins for the project. A preliminary drainage plan for 
the project has been prepared, and all final plans must meet Monterey County Water Resources 
Agency standards for design and performance to prevent drainage and flooding problems. 

Potential runoff and erosion impacts are identified as less than significant and less than 
significant with implementation of mitigation measure MM 3.5-5a. The proposed project’s 
potential for exposure to flooding is addressed under Impact 3.7-4 starting on page 3.7-23 of the 
DEIR, which is identified as less than significant with implementation of mitigation measure MM 
3.7-4. See also response to comment D-3. 
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2.0 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ON DEIR 

RESPONSE TO LETTER #18 – GASOIN-RUFFIE, LETICIA 

Response to Comment 18-1 

Comments express concern regarding existing traffic congestion along Highway 68, alternative intersection 
location and widening of Highway 68, loss of trails within the state right-of-way, noise, and safety. 

Please see Master Response 1 regarding these issues.  

Response to Comment 18-2 

Commenter cites general concerns regarding water supply and reliability. 

Please see Master Response 2 regarding water concerns.   

Response to Comment 18-3 

Aesthetics, impacts to the scenic highway and appearance of the final developed project. 

The potential impact to the State Route 68 scenic corridor and other local scenic roadways is 
addressed under Impact 3.1-4 starting on page 3.1-45 of the DEIR, which is identified as a 
significant and unavoidable impact if the original project entrance concept is pursued. Section 
3.1 of the DEIR specifies the applicable policies and development review and approval 
procedures that are required subsequent to subdivision approval, which ultimately affect the 
appearance of the built environment. 

Response to Comment 18-4 

Seismic safety and emergency response. 

Potential seismic hazard impacts are addressed under Impacts 3.5-1 through 3.5-4 starting on 
page 3.5-23 of the DEIR. These impacts are identified as less than significant or less than 
significant with implementation of mitigation measures MM 3.5-1, MM 3.5-2a, and MM 3.5-2b. The 
project is required to meet all building codes and standards for emergency access. 
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2.0 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ON DEIR 

RESPONSE TO LETTER #19 – GAWLOWSKI, MICKEY 

Response to Comment 19-1 

Comments express concerns regarding traffic congestion, baseline water conditions, wildlife corridors and 
age of data, building within the critical viewshed, and ridgeline and steep slope impacts. 

Please see Master Response 1 regarding traffic congestion concerns and Master Response 3 
regarding wildlife corridors.  

Critical viewsheds are illustrated in Figures 3.1-1A and 3.1-1B of the DEIR. The project’s potential 
impact to critical viewsheds and areas of visual sensitivity is addressed under Impact 3.1-1 
starting on page 3.1-18 of the DEIR. Mitigation is provided requiring changes to the project to 
remove residential lots from the critical viewshed or otherwise confirm that development is not 
visible. Impacts remain significant and unavoidable even with mitigation, however, due to the 
proposed Ferrini Ranch Road. Please see also Alternative 5 of the RDEIR, which makes 
adjustments to the lots within the critical viewshed.  

General comments regarding development on slopes and hilltops are noted for the record. The 
potential visual impact due to development on slopes greater than 30 percent is addressed 
under Impact 3.1-5 starting on page 3.1-47 of the DEIR, which is identified as less than significant 
with implementation of mitigation measures MM 3.5-2a and MM 3.5-2b, and MM 3.5-5a through 
MM 3.5-5c. The potential for ridgeline development impacts as viewed from common public 
viewing areas is addressed under Impact 3.1-6 starting on page 3.1-49 of the DEIR. 

Please see Master Response 2 regarding water. See also response to comment 27-1, Master 
Response 1, and responses to comments 36-4 through 36-10 regarding aesthetics and visual 
impacts.  
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