










STATE OF CALIFORNIA-=<;ALJFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DISTRICT 3 - SACRAMENTO AREA OFFICE 
2379 GATEWAY OAKS DRIVE, STE 150 - MS 19 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95833 
PHONE (916) 274-0638 
FAX (916)263-1796 
TTY711 

March 24, 2014 

Alex Fisch, Senior Planner 
County of Placer 
Community Development Resource Agency 
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190 
Auburn, California 95603 

032014-PLA-0010 
PSPA 20110385 
SCH# 20121 02023 

Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan- Notice of Preparation (NOP) 

Dear Mr. Fisch: 

EDMUND G. BROWN Jr .. Governor 

Flex your puwer! 
Be energy efficient! 

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the NOP review 
process for the Vi1lage at Squaw Valley Specific Plan NOP. The Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan 
is located within the 4,700-acre Squaw Valley (also known as Olympic Valley) in northeastern Placer 
County. The Specific Plan is the first specific plan proposed under the Squaw Valley General Plan and 
Land Use Ordinance (SVGPLUO), which was adopted by Placer County in 1983. On October 10, 2012, 
the County issued the original Notice of Preparation (NOP) for an earlier version of the project (then 
called the "Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan Phase 1 "), which Caltrans reviewed. Since then the 
project has been reduced by approximately one-third, and currently proposes to construct 750 new 
residential units with a maximum bedroom count of 1,493, and 293,733 square feet of new commercial 
space (see page 7 of the NOP). The Specific Plan encompasses a project footprint of94 acres (85 acres 
in the main Village area and approximately 9 acres referred to as the East Parcel). The plan area is 
located approximately two miles west of State Route (SR) 89, nine miles south of the Town of Truckee, 
and seven miles northwest of Tahoe City. The project would be developed over approximately 20-25 
years with construction proposed to begin in 2016. The following comments are based on the NOP 
received. 

Traffic Impact Study 

Based on the project location and anticipated trip generation, there will be additional trips on SR 89 
and other highways in the region. Therefore, a TIS is required to assess the impacts of this project on 
the adjacent road network, with specific attention to regional impacts to the State Highway System. 
We recommend using Caltrans' Guide for the Preparation ofTraffic Impact Studies (TIS Guide) for 
detennining which scenarios and methodologies to use in the analysis. It is available at the following 
website address: 

''Caltrans improves mobility across California" 
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http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/tpp/of:fices/ocp/igr cega files/tisguide.pdf. 

We request an opportunity to review the scope of the TIS before work begins. 

The TIS should include analysis of Highway 89 from Donner Pass Road to Highway 28, and should 
include the following intersections: 

• Highway 89 /Deerfield Drive 
• Highway 89 /West River Street 
• Highway 89 /Alpine Meadows Road 
• Highway 89 /Squaw Valley Road 
• Highway 89 /Highway 28 

Please include analysis of project effects on existing traffic conditions, and potential cumulative traffic 
conditions. The effects of traffic demand management measures (e.g. staggered check in/checkouts, 
traffic flagging, etc.) and reduced flows due to upstream congestion should be documented and included 
in the analysis. 

Please also consider including the following analysis in the TIS, which is consistent with analysis 
standards used in the Tahoe Basin: 

• Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) analysis 
• A Level of Service (LOS) analysis standard of 4 hours of LOS E per day (maximum) as a 

definition of congestion in this recreational area 

Please provide our office with copies of any further actions regarding this project. We would 
appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on any changes and documents related to this 
development. 

If you have any questions regarding these comments or require additional information, please 
contact Jeffrey Morneau, Intergovernmental Review Coordinator for Placer County at 
(916) 274-0679 or by email at: jeffrey.momeau@dot.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

MARLO TINNEY 
Chief, Office of Transportation Planning - East 

Cc: Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse 

"Cal trans impruves mobility across California" 









 
PLACER COUNTY 
FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 

 
Ken Grehm, Executive Director 
Brian Keating, District Engineer 

Andrew Darrow, Development Coordinator 
 
 

 
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 220 / Auburn, CA 95603 / Tel: (530) 745-7541 / Fax: (530) 745-3531 

 
 
 
March 24, 2014 
 
 
Maywan Krach 
Placer County 
Community Development Resource Agency 
3091 County Center Drive 
Auburn, CA 95603 
 
RE: Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan Project / Revised NOP of a Draft EIR 
 
Maywan: 
 
Regarding the preparation of a Draft EIR for the subject project we have the following comments. 
 
The proposed Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan Project has the potential to create the following 
impacts: 
 

a.) Increases in peak flow runoff downstream of the project site. 
 
b.) Overloading of the actual or designed capacity of existing stormwater and flood-

carrying facilities. 
 
c.) The alteration of 100-year floodplain boundaries. 

 
Future EIRs must specifically quantify the incremental effects of each of the above impacts due to the 
subject project and propose mitigation measures if necessary. 
 
Please call me at (530) 745-7541 if you have any questions regarding these comments. 
 
 

 
 
Andrew Darrow, P.E., CFM 
Development Coordinator 
 
d:\data\letters\cn14-36.docx 
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Maywan Krach 
Environmental Coordination Services 
Community Development Resource Agency 
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190 
Auburn, CA  95603 

 
March 10, 2014 

 
Dear Ms. Krach: 

 

 
The Squaw Valley Mutual Water Company ("SVMWC'') received a copy of the 

notice of preparation (''NOP") of a draft environmental impact report  ("EIR'') for the 
proposed  Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan and Phase I Project ("project").  SVMWC 
provides the following comments to highlight issues that SVMWC believes the EIR must 
address during this California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA'') review process. 
SVMWC's concerns fall into five principal categories, as elaborated below: (1) hydrological 
studies; (2) water usage patterns and projections; (3) water sources; (4) water rights; and (5) 
cumulative impacts. 

 
Regarding hydrological studies, SVMWC urges Placer County ("county'')  to outline 

early in the EIR process the analyses that the county and project proponent will complete to 
provide sufficient background information for determining  the project's impacts on water 
resources.  These studies should include consideration of the following concerns: 

 
•  Overall supply capacity of Squaw Valley's groundwater basin and surface 

water bodies and seasonal variations in that capacity; 
 

• Determination of the sustainable yield of Squaw Valley's groundwater basin, 
and margins of safety to avoid groundwater depletion in multiple dry year 
scenarios; 

 

• Status of underground storage tanks and migration of subterranean pollution 
plumes through the basin; 

 

• Location of any proposed new pump(s) that the project proponent will 
construct  as a condition of developing the location of SVMWC's current 
pumping stations and;  determination of the feasibility of utilizing these 
proposed  pump relocation sites (including the maintenance of water quantity, 
quality and reliability and the  obtainment and location of  easements for 
pipelines to connect  to SVMWC's existing system).  Specifically this would 
apply to SVMWC's well's # 1 & 2 including the combined pumping facility for 
both wells located within the proposed  area of development. This includes 
the replacement of any facility displaced by the project ; 

http://www.svmwc.com/
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•  Maintenance and potential enhancement of the flow rates in Squaw Creek, 
including an examination of creek sinuosity and its impact on the supply 
capacity and sustainability of the groundwater basin. 

 

•  Impacts of climate change on the availability of water, in both temporal and 
quantitative terms; and 

•   Integration of the Todd Engineering report with the results of ongoing 
hydrological studies, such as the joint University of Nevada, Reno and 
Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory's investigations. 

 

 
Regarding water usage patterns and projections, the EIR must analyze and disclose 

the following: 
 
 

• Current water usage in the basin, disaggregated by user and time of use; 
 

• Overall anticipated water usage of the proposed project in its various stages 
of completion, including consideration  of any fluctuations in use due to 
expected seasonal variations and specifically in multiple dry years; 

 
• Comparison between current water usage and projected usage after project 

completion; 
 

• Storage mechanisms (and their environmental impacts) to level out variability 
and differences in demand and supply; and 

 
• Enforceable means to make the resort's operations maximal1y water-efficient. 

 
 

Regarding water sources, SVMWC believes that the EIR must examine the following 
aspects of the project: 

 

 
• Locations and sources inside or outside Squaw Valley from which the project 

will draw its supply; 
 

• The quantity of water that the project will draw from each of these locations 
and sources; 

 
• Required measures that will take effect if   any of the anticipated water sources 

lacks sufficient supply for the resort's needs; and 
 

• Accommodation of fluctuations and increased variability in supply that are 
likely to result from climate change-driven alterations in the availability of 
water in California, particularly in the Sierra Nevada as snowpack decreases 
over time and hydrographs change in both the timing and amount of flows. 

 
Regarding water rights, the EIR must consider the superiority of existing Squaw 

Valley water users' rights vis-a-vis any new users.  The EIR must, therefore, examine how the 
project proponent will ensure respect for existing users' water rights, including the rights 

http://www.svmwc.com/
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of SVMWC, in times of water shortage as demonstrated by the current three consecutive 
year drought.   Any such shortages in supply should not be shared pro rata with all basin 
users; the superior rights of SVMWC and other users must be satisfied in full before new 
users receive any portion of the available supply within Squaw Valley. The EIR must 
identify measures to ensure respect for these superior rights and must contain contingency 
plans that the project will implement when the available supply is insufficient for all users. 
The county should also, to the extent possible, quantify water rights in the basin to 
understand the scope of senior users' rights. 

 
Regarding cumulative impacts, the EIR must investigate other planned development 

projects in Squaw Valley to determine whether impacts to water resources will be 
cumulatively significant in light of these other projects.  The county should identify the likely 
scale of any such anticipated developments and analyze whether the available water 
resources can accommodate them.  Any insufficiency should result in additional mitigation 
measures to be implemented by the project proponent. 

 
The abovementioned issues reflect SVMWC's concerns about the substantial scale of 

the proposed project and its impacts on Squaw Valley's water resources.  SVMWC believes that 
the CEQA process will provide a vehicle for analysis of these various concerns, and SVMWC 
looks forward to engaging in this process to help produce an EIR that will address the needs 
and rights of existing Squaw Valley residents and water users while also protecting Squaw 
Valley's environment and appropriately accommodating new users. 

 
Thank you for your attention to these issues. 

 
 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 

 

http://www.svmwc.com/
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10183 Truckee Airport Road, Truckee, CA 96161-3306 
www.townoftruckee.com 

Administration: 530-582-7700 / Fax: 530-582-7710 / email: truckee@townoftruckee.com 
Community Development: 530-582-7820 / Fax: 530-582-7889 / email: cdd@townoftruckee.com 
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Town Council 
 
Patrick Flora, Mayor 
 
Alicia Barr, Vice Mayor 
 
Dr. Mark Brown D.C., Council Member 
Joan deRyk Jones, Council Member 
Carolyn Wallace Dee, Council Member  

Department Heads 
 

Tony Lashbrook, Town Manager 
Andy Morris, Town Attorney 

Adam McGill, Chief of Police 
John McLaughlin, Community Development Director 

Kim Szczurek, Administrative Services Director 
Judy Price, Town Clerk 

Alex Terrazas, Assistant Town Manager 
Daniel Wilkins, Public Works Director/Town Engineer 

 
 

 
March 12, 2014 
 
Maywan Krach  
Environmental Coordination Services 
Community Development Resources Agency 
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190 
Auburn, CA 95603 
 
RE: Revised Notice of Preparation, Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan and project 
 
Dear Ms. Krach: 
 
Thank you for continuing to include the Town of Truckee in your circulation of the revised 
Notice of Preparation for the Environmental Impact Report for the Village at Squaw Valley 
Specific Plan and project. 
 
Even with the significant downward revision of total housing and lodging units, the project is 
still substantial with regional construction, traffic and housing impacts that will affect the 
Town of Truckee. As such, the Town would like to reiterate the comments in the previous 
letter from Tony Lashbrook, Town Manager, dated November 9, 2012 (find attached). 
 
The Town appreciates that “Additional information has also become available regarding 
several project components, including plans for employee housing.” Moreover, the Town 
continues to stress the importance of explicitly detailing workforce housing needs within the 
project as well as analyzing the housing impacts stemming from the project on adjacent 
communities. 
 
The Town of Truckee appreciates the opportunity to comment on this project and is 
committed to working with the County to clearly communicate and address our concerns.  
 
Please contact me with any questions or concerns at (530) 582-2927 or 
csvensk@townoftruckee.com.  
 
Sincerely, 

 
Christian Svensk    
Senior Planner 

mailto:policedepartment@townoftruckee.com
mailto:csvensk@townoftruckee.com
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