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Chapter 9 
Comments and Responses 

9.1 Comments Received on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report 

This chapter includes the text of all comments received on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 

(EIR). The comment letters (i.e., commenters) have been numbered as shown in Table 9-1.  

Table 9-1. List of Commenters  

Letter # Date of Comment Organization Commenter Name(s) 

State Agencies 

1 October 12, 2021 California Department of 
Transportation 

Mark Leong 

2 October 27, 2021 California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife 

Amanda Culpepper 

3 November 3, 2021 California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife 

Amanda Culpepper 

Local Agencies 

4 September 3, 2021 County of Sonoma Permit & 
Resource Management 
Department 

Tennis Wick, AICP, Director 

5 October 11, 2021 City of San Rafael Mayor Kate Colin; Jim Schultz 

6 October 29, 2021 Transportation Authority of Marin Anne Richman 

Organizations 

7 September 9, 2021 Wilderness Bike Trails/ 
Transportation Alternatives for 
Marin  

Patrick Seidler; Matthew 
Hartzell 

8 September 15, 2021 League of Women Voters Ann Wakeley 

9 September 29, 2021 San Rafael Heritage Linzy Klumpp 

10 October 4, 2021 Transportation Solutions Defense 
and Education Fund  

David Schonbrunn 

11 October 8, 2021 Resilient Shore Jeffrey Rhoads 

12 October 11, 2021 Wilderness Bike Trails/ 
Transportation Alternatives for 
Marin  

Patrick Seidler; Matthew 
Hartzell 

13 October 12, 2021 Sustainable San Rafael William Carney 

14 Date Unknown Canal Alliance and Voces de Canal Omar Carrera; Marina Palma; 
Darlin Ruiz 

15 November 3, 2021 Canal Alliance Omar Carrera 

Individuals 

16 September 15, 2021 N/A Sprague Terplan 

17 September 27, 2021 N/A Annette Holloway 
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Letter # Date of Comment Organization Commenter Name(s) 

18 September 27, 2021 N/A Jamie Mackie 

19 September 30, 2021 N/A Amy Glaza 

20 September 30, 2021 N/A Luana Miller 

21 September 30, 2031 N/A Stephen Spicer 

22 October 1, 2021 N/A Joseph Tassone 

23 October 2, 2021 N/A Stuart Brown 

24 October 6, 2021 N/A Leslie Simons 

25 October 7, 2021 N/A Philip Mooney 

26 October 11, 2021 N/A Fred Grange 

Public Meeting Comments 

27 September 14, 2021 N/A N/A 

 September 15, 2021 N/A N/A 

9.2 Responses to Comments 
The following sections include responses to each of the comments identified in the comment letters 

and identifies if revisions to the draft EIR were made. In responding to comments, the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not require a lead agency to conduct every test or perform 

all research, study, or experimentation recommended or demanded by a commenter. Rather, a lead 

agency need only respond to significant environmental issues and does not need to provide all 

information requested by reviewers, as long as a good-faith effort at full disclosure is made in the 

EIR (State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15088, 15204). 
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9.2.1.1 Response to Comment Letter 1, California Department of 
Transportation 

Comment 1-1 

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the environmental 

review process for the San Rafael Transit Center Replacement Project. We are committed to ensuring 

that impacts to the State’s multimodal transportation system and to our natural environment are 

identified and mitigated to support a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system. 

The following comments are based on our review of the August 2021 DEIR.  

Project Understanding  

The Golden Gate Bridge, Highway and Transportation District, in coordination with the City of San 

Rafael, Marin Transit, Transportation Authority of Marin (TAM), and Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit 

(SMART), proposes to replace the transit center in Downtown San Rafael. The proposed San Rafael 

Transit Center Replacement Project is needed primarily to preserve and enhance the functionality and 

effectiveness of the transit center following the implementation of the SMART Phase 2 line in Larkspur 

and the resulting loss of some of the transit center facilities. The new transit center would address short 

and long-term transit needs as well as improve transit usability for local residents and regional 

commuters. The project site is adjacent to US-101. 

Response to Comment 1-1 

The comment summarizes the context for the proposed project. The comment does not concern the 

adequacy of the EIR and no further response is required.  

Comment 1-2 

Right of Way (ROW) 

The “Under the Freeway” alternative would have the most impact on State facilities and will require a 

ROW agreement with Caltrans. Please note that there are existing ROW use agreements for parking 

between 3rd and 4th streets. There is also a Park and Ride lot from 3rd Street to Mission Avenue. This 

alternative may impact the State’s ability to conduct future maintenance on US-101. Please clarify 

under this alternative if the State would have the ability to partially or completely close the transit 

center to facilitate maintenance activities and who would be responsible for additional costs incurred 

by this process. 

Response to Comment 1-2 

This comment requests clarification whether the Under the Freeway Alternative would allow the 

state to partially or completely close the transit center for U.S. Highway 101 (US-101) maintenance 

and who would be responsible for the cost. As noted in the comment, a right-of-way agreement 

would be required for use of the state facility for the transit center. It is anticipated that the 

agreement would govern terms of access and eviction of the transit center uses. Based on previous 

discussions with the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), it is anticipated that the 

state would retain the right to partially or completely close the transit center to facilitate 

maintenance activities, and the cost of temporary or permanent relocation of the transit center 

would be the responsibility of the Golden Gate Bridge, Highway and Transportation District 

(District) and/or other agency stakeholders. 
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Comment 1-3 

Cultural Resources  

Since significant impacts to tribal cultural resources are being reduced to “less than significant” 

without input from local tribes, Caltrans recommends that further outreach to local Native American 

tribes be conducted when drafting and implementing Cultural Resources and Tribal Cultural Resources 

mitigation measures. If this outreach is ongoing, Caltrans recommends details regarding outreach be 

included in the Cultural Resources and Tribal Cultural Resources section of the EIR. 

Response to Comment 1-3 

The comment recommends additional outreach to Native American tribes and additional 

documentation of outreach with the tribes. The District is complying with requirements of Assembly 

Bill (AB) 52 in reaching out to Native American tribes and keeping them apprised of project 

milestones. Tribal outreach efforts are documented in the Draft EIR in Sections 3.4, Cultural 

Resources, and 3.15, Tribal Cultural Resources. 

Comment 1-4 

Hydraulics  

Section 3.9.1.2, Environmental Setting, Surface and Groundwater. Please note the document refers to 

the size of the San Rafael Creek watershed as 11 square miles, and then later as 6.5 square miles. This 

discrepancy should be resolved. 

Response to Comment 1-4 

The comment points to a discrepancy in the stated size of the San Rafael Creek Watershed. Section 

3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, has been revised in the Final EIR to correct this discrepancy and 

clarify the size of the San Rafael Creek Watershed (see page 3.9-10 of the Final EIR). The correct 

statistic for the size of the San Rafael Creek Watershed is 11 square miles.  

Comment 1-5 

Lead Agency  

As the Lead Agency, the Golden Gate Bridge Highway and Transportation District is responsible for all 

project mitigation, including any needed improvements to the State Transportation Network (STN). 

The project’s fair share contribution, financing, scheduling, implementation responsibilities and lead 

agency monitoring should be fully discussed for all proposed mitigation measures. 

Response to Comment 1-5 

The comment provides information about mitigation requirements. This comment does not concern 

the adequacy of the EIR. No revisions to the Draft EIR are necessary. 

Comment 1-6 

Equitable Access  

If any Caltrans facilities are impacted by the project, those facilities must meet American Disabilities 

Act (ADA) Standards after project completion. As well, the project must maintain bicycle and 
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pedestrian access during construction. These access considerations support Caltrans’ equity mission to 

provide a safe, sustainable, and equitable transportation network for all users. 

Response to Comment 1-6 

The comment provides information about compliance requirements. The project would comply with 

all state and federal regulations regarding Americans with Disabilities Act compliance and providing 

equitable access. As described in Section 3.14, Transportation, of the EIR, a Traffic Control Plan 

addressing circulation for transit, bicycles, pedestrians, and private vehicles will be implemented 

during construction. 

Comment 1-7 

Encroachment Permit  

Please be advised that any permanent work or temporary traffic control that encroaches onto the ROW 

requires a Caltrans-issued encroachment permit. As part of the encroachment permit submittal 

process, you may be asked by the Office of Encroachment Permits to submit a completed encroachment 

permit application package, digital set of plans clearly delineating the State ROW, digital copy of 

signed, dated and stamped (include stamp expiration date) traffic control plans, this comment letter, 

your response to the comment letter, and where applicable, the following items: new or amended 

Maintenance Agreement (MA), approved Design Standard Decision Document (DSDD), approved 

encroachment exception request, and/or airspace lease agreement. Your application package may be 

emailed to D4Permits@dot.ca.gov.  

To download the permit application and to obtain more information on all required documentation, 

visit https://dot.ca.gov/programs/traffic-operations/ep/applications. 

Response to Comment 1-7 

Chapter 2, Section 2.8, Approvals and Permits Required for the Preferred Alternative and Build 

Alternatives, lists approvals and permits required for the proposed project, including a Caltrans 

encroachment permit for each of the build alternatives. The Draft EIR stated that the Under the 

Freeway Alternative would be the only alternative requiring a Caltrans encroachment permit, but 

Section 2.8 of the Final EIR has been revised to state that all alternatives would require this permit, 

due to the modification of Hetherton Street. The project proponent will follow the steps outlined in 

this comment to obtain an encroachment permit, as required by the project’s location and necessary 

traffic controls.  

Comment 1-8 

Thank you again for including Caltrans in the environmental review process. Should you have any 

questions regarding this letter, please contact Llisel Ayon at Llisel.Ayon@dot.ca.gov. Additionally, for 

future notifications and requests for review of new projects, please email LDIGR-D4@dot.ca.gov. 

Response to Comment 1-8 

Future correspondence will be routed to the contact information provided in this comment. The 

comment does not raise any issues about the adequacy of the EIR; therefore, no further response is 

required. 

  



From: Culpepper, Amanda(Mandy)@Wildlife
To: Raymond Santiago
Cc: Day, Melanie@Wildlife
Subject: RE: San Rafael Transit Center Relocation Project - State Clearinghouse #2018102042
Date: Wednesday, October 27, 2021 4:48:58 PM

Hi Raymond,
Thank you for reaching out. I reviewed the CEQA document for this project and determined that the
CEQA mitigation measures as proposed were generally adequate to avoid and minimize impacts to
biological resources to less than significant, and therefore did not provide an official public comment
letter. Please let me know if you have specific items or concerns you would like to discuss with
CDFW. I would be happy to have a meeting to provide specific input on the project, as needed.
Best,
Mandy
Amanda Culpepper (she)
Environmental Scientist | Marin & Solano Counties
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
(707) 428-2075 | amanda.culpepper@wildlife.ca.gov
2825 Cordelia Road, Suite 100, Fairfield, CA 94534

CDFW is transitioning to the Environmental Permit Information Management System (EPIMS), an
online system, for all Lake or Streambed Alteration (LSA) Notifications. CDFW now only accepts
standard and emergency Notifications through EPIMS.

From: Raymond Santiago <RSantiago@goldengate.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 27, 2021 4:11 PM
To: Day, Melanie@Wildlife <Melanie.Day@wildlife.ca.gov>
Subject: San Rafael Transit Center Relocation Project - State Clearinghouse #2018102042
WARNING: This message is from an external source. Verify the sender and exercise caution when clicking links or
opening attachments.

Dear Ms. Day,
I was attempting to contact someone from your office in regards to our San Rafael
Transit Center Relocation project, State Clearinghouse #2018102042. We had
previously worked with Deborah Waller and Karen Weiss, but have been informed
that neither of them are currently with Fish & Wildlife. The reason I was trying to
contact them is that we’ve recently released the Draft Environmental Impact Report
for our project, and have not received any comments from your Department. The
initial deadline for public comments was October 12th, but that has been extended to
November 2nd (next Tuesday). As the project has potential impacts to Erwin Creek in
San Rafael, we believe it is critical to receive input from Fish & Wildlife.
Please let me know if you have any questions or would like to discuss our request.
You may reach me via e-mail at rsantiago@goldengate.org, or on my mobile phone
(working from home since the pandemic) at (707) 416-3695.
Thank you very much for your attention.
Sincerely,
Raymond A. Santiago
Principal Planner

Comment Letter 2

mailto:Amanda.Culpepper@Wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:RSantiago@goldengate.org
mailto:Melanie.Day@wildlife.ca.gov
https://nam04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.edi.nih.gov%2Fblog%2Fcommunities%2Fwhat-are-gender-pronouns-why-do-they-matter&data=04%7C01%7CRSantiago%40goldengate.org%7Ce9cb791bd373440d83bc08d999a457a6%7C35f44930e31b48039bb015ab7249d289%7C0%7C0%7C637709753390969161%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=pwboyuVLTMQ8jnytxZj9Oqx%2FPu%2BdwN6JwUiWVAf7zbc%3D&reserved=0
mailto:amanda.culpepper@wildlife.ca.gov
https://nam04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwildlife.ca.gov%2FConservation%2FEnvironmental-Review%2FEPIMS&data=04%7C01%7CRSantiago%40goldengate.org%7Ce9cb791bd373440d83bc08d999a457a6%7C35f44930e31b48039bb015ab7249d289%7C0%7C0%7C637709753390969161%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=6mK1zOrZ%2BwkLTWV6o7CoAw5LRw4qAu%2F8bicZS9aXF04%3D&reserved=0
mailto:RSantiago@goldengate.org
mailto:Melanie.Day@wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:rsantiago@goldengate.org
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Golden Gate Bridge, Highway & Transportation District
1011 Andersen Drive
San Rafael, CA 95901-5318
rsantiago@goldengate.org
(415) 257-4443

mailto:rsantiago@goldengate.org
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9.2.2.1 Response to Comment Letter 2, California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife 

Comment 2-1 

Thank you for reaching out. I reviewed the CEQA document for this project and determined that the 

CEQA mitigation measures as proposed were generally adequate to avoid and minimize impacts to 

biological resources to less than significant, and therefore did not provide an official public comment 

letter. Please let me know if you have specific items or concerns you would like to discuss with CDFW. I 

would be happy to have a meeting to provide specific input on the project, as needed. 

Response to Comment 2-1 

The comment expresses support for the CEQA mitigation measures included in the Draft EIR to 

address potential impacts on biological resources. The comment does not raise any issues about the 

adequacy of the EIR; therefore, no further response is required.  

 

  



From: Culpepper, Amanda(Mandy)@Wildlife
To: Raymond Santiago
Cc: Trisal, Shilpa
Subject: San Rafael Transit Center Replacement Project DEIR
Date: Wednesday, November 3, 2021 11:56:07 AM

Dear Raymond,
Thank you for reaching out to CDFW to discuss our Notice of Preparation (NOP) comment letter,
dated November 30, 2018, and the draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the San Rafael
Transit Center Replacement Project, State Clearinghouse number 2018102042.
We support the alternative that has the least impacts to fish and wildlife resources and consider
avoiding Irwin Creek as a worthwhile approach to minimizing impacts to fish and wildlife resources.
If substantial alteration to Irwin Creek would occur, a Lake or Streambed Alteration (LSA) Notification
would be required, as identified in our NOP comment letter.
Please let us know if you have any questions, and thank you again for reaching out to CDFW.
Best,
Mandy
Amanda Culpepper (she)
Environmental Scientist | Marin & Solano Counties
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
(707) 428-2075 | amanda.culpepper@wildlife.ca.gov
2825 Cordelia Road, Suite 100, Fairfield, CA 94534

CDFW is transitioning to the Environmental Permit Information Management System (EPIMS), an
online system, for all Lake or Streambed Alteration (LSA) Notifications. CDFW now only accepts
Notifications through EPIMS.

Comment Letter 3

mailto:Amanda.Culpepper@Wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:RSantiago@goldengate.org
mailto:Shilpa.Trisal@icf.com
https://nam04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.edi.nih.gov%2Fblog%2Fcommunities%2Fwhat-are-gender-pronouns-why-do-they-matter&data=04%7C01%7CRSantiago%40goldengate.org%7C49b4889e3d4d4c3eb9b008d99efb9516%7C35f44930e31b48039bb015ab7249d289%7C0%7C0%7C637715625678610075%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=GrTUqK0Q72tWWWSpUb7OPeqsgWMJ8yrme3m2WojhHPo%3D&reserved=0
mailto:amanda.culpepper@wildlife.ca.gov
https://nam04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwildlife.ca.gov%2FConservation%2FEnvironmental-Review%2FEPIMS&data=04%7C01%7CRSantiago%40goldengate.org%7C49b4889e3d4d4c3eb9b008d99efb9516%7C35f44930e31b48039bb015ab7249d289%7C0%7C0%7C637715625678610075%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=dkzFHOaupdibbMV0IiIBA7kGePv1bMfMaGYX84m6084%3D&reserved=0
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9.2.3.1 Response to Comment Letter 3, California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife 

Comment 3-1 

Thank you for reaching out to CDFW to discuss our Notice of Preparation (NOP) comment letter, dated 

November 30, 2018, and the draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the San Rafael Transit 

Center Replacement Project, State Clearinghouse number 2018102042. 

We support the alternative that has the least impacts to fish and wildlife resources and consider 

avoiding Irwin Creek as a worthwhile approach to minimizing impacts to fish and wildlife resources. If 

substantial alteration to Irwin Creek would occur, a Lake or Streambed Alteration (LSA) Notification 

would be required, as identified in our NOP comment letter. 

Please let us know if you have any questions, and thank you again for reaching out to CDFW. 

Response to Comment 3-1 

The comment expresses support for alternatives that avoid Irwin Creek. Only the Under the Freeway 

Alternative would affect Irwin Creek. The preferred alternative (Move Whistlestop Alternative) and 

other build alternatives would avoid Irwin Creek. A Lake or Streambed Alteration Agreement would 

be prepared if the Under the Freeway Alternative were selected as the chosen alternative. The 

comment does not concern the adequacy of the EIR, and no revisions to the Draft EIR are required. 

 

  



3 September 2021 

permit 
SONOMA 

Raymond Santiago, Principal Planner 

Golden Gate Bridge Highway and Transportation District 

1011 Andersen Drive 

San Rafael, California 94901 

County of Sonoma 
Permit & Resource Management Department 

via email to SRTC@goldengate.org 

RE: SAN RAFAEL TRANSIT CENTER EIR {COUNTY PPR21-0011) 

APNS 011-279-07, 011-279-01, 014-121-14, 011-277-02, 011-277-01, 011-275-13, 011-275-05, 

011-275-04, 011-275-01, 011-275-02, AND 011-275-03

Dear Principal Planner Santiago: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed San Rafael Transit Center EIR. Staff have 

determined the project to be consistent with the Sonoma County General Plan. Please see attached the 

General Plan Consistency Determination. 

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Eric Gage at 707-565-1391 or email at 

Eric.Gage@sonoma-county.org. 

Sincerely, 

• • Digitally signed by Tennis Wick 

Tenn IS Wick Date: 2021.09.02 09:43:33

-07'00' 

Tennis Wick, AICP 

Director 

Enclosure: General Plan Consistency Determination 

cc: File No. PPR21-0011 

2550 Ventura Avenue Santa Rosa CA 95403-2859 (707) 565-1900 
www. Permit Sonoma .org 

Comment Letter 4
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To: 

From: 

Date: 

Project Applicant: 

Project Name: 

Project Location: 

Project Description: 

GENERAL PLAN CONSISTENCY DETERMINATION 

Golden Gate Bridge Highway and Transportation Dept. 

Eric Gage, Planner Ill 

September 3, 2021 

Golden Gate Bridge Highway and Transportation Dept. 

San Rafael Transit Center DEIR (County PPR21-0011) 

City of San Rafael, APNs 011-279-07, 011-279-01, 014-121-14, 

011-277-02, 011-277-01, 011-275-13, 011-275-05, 011-275-04,

011-275-01, 011-275-02, and 011-275-03

The proposed project is to replace the existing transit center in 

San Rafael following the impact on transit center facilities 

following the implementation of SMART Phase 2 line to 

Larkspur. A new transit center would be located at the San 

Rafael SMART station, and would improve the desirability of 

transit in the region. 

General Plan Consistency Determination: Consistent 

Applicable General Plan Policies: 

LU-lla: Encourage reduction in greenhouse gas emissions, including alternatives to use of gas-powered 

vehicles. Such alternatives include public transit, alternatively fueled vehicles, bicycle and pedestrian 

routes, and bicycle and pedestrian friendly development design. 

LU-2c: Encourage public transit, ridesharing and van pooling, shortened and combined motor vehicle 

trips to work and services, use of bicycles, and walking. Minimize single passenger motor vehicle use. 

CT-2b: Establish transfer facilities and supportive park-and-ride lots that provide convenient connection 

to the transit routes on Figure CT-2. Locate transit centers to avoid rerouting by buses, provide adequate 

off street parking, and provide convenient pedestrian access from activity centers. 

CT-2g: Encourage and participate in joint efforts by the various transit operators to coordinate services 

by reducing route duplication, coordinating schedules to increase transfer potential, encouraging joint 

transit fare prepayment, joint marketing of transit services, and discounting fares for intersystem 

transfers. 

,,� 

I\� 
permit 
SONOMA 

Sonoma County Permit and Resource Management Department 

2550 Ventura Avenue Santa Rosa CA 95403-2859 (707) 565-1900 

www. PermitSonoma. org 

Page 1 of 2 
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SAN RAFAEL TRANSIT CENTER EIR (COUNTY PPR21-0011) 

TAMALPAIS AVENUE AND 4rn STREET 

CT-2j: Support regional and commute bus service from Sonoma County to employment centers in San 

Francisco and Marin County. 

Discussion 

San Rafael had been the final stop for the southbound SMART commuter train until service began at the 

Larkspur station in 2019. The resulting reconfiguration of the train tracks and platforms negatively 

affected bus circulation. Pedestrian access and safety to the site and between platforms was also 

disrupted by the change in SMART service. For this reason the transit center is proposed to be relocated. 

This regional commuter project encourages reductions in single passenger vehicle use and greenhouse 

gas emissions. It also supports the coordination of services of various transit providers, and convenient 

connections to transit routes. For these reasons, the project is consistent with the goals and policies of 

the Sonoma County General Plan. 

,,� 
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Sonoma County Permit and Resource Management Department 

2550 Ventura Avenue Santa Rosa CA 95403-2859 (707) 565-1900 
www. PermitSonoma. org 

Page 2 of 2 

Comment Letter 4 attachment, page 2
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9.2.4.1 Response to Comment Letter 4, County of Sonoma Permit & Resource 
Management Department 

Comment 4-1 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed San Rafael Transit Center EIR. Staff have 

determined the project to be consistent with the Sonoma County General Plan. Please see attached the 

General Plan Consistency Determination. 

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Eric Gage at 707-565-1391 or email at 

Eric.Gage@sonoma-county.org. 

Response to Comment 4-1 

Future correspondence will be routed to the contact information provided in this comment. The 

comment does not raise any issues about the adequacy of the EIR; therefore, no further response is 

required. 
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