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Ascent Environmental  Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 

Placer County 

Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 3.2.5-407 

I127 Patricia C. Heck 

July 7, 2015 

 

I127-1 The comment provides an opinion regarding the merits or qualities of the proposed project 

and does not address the content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR. The Placer County 

Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors will take the commenter’s opinions into 

consideration when making decisions regarding the project. 

I127-2 The project’s impacts related to water supply and groundwater are addressed in Chapters 

13, “Hydrology and Water Quality,” and 14, “Public Services and Utilities.” Also, see the 

Master Response regarding water supply for a discussion of the drought conditions included 

in the WSA Update, and the Master Response regarding the MAC for a discussion of the 

facility’s water use.  

I127-3 See response to comment I54-26 regarding the project’s potential to interfere with an 

adopted emergency evacuation plan. 

I127-4 The comment is directed towards the project approval process and does not address the 

content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR. Therefore, no further response is provided 

here. All comment letters submitted during the DEIR public review period will be reviewed 

and considered by the Placer County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors before 

a decision on the project is rendered. Also, see the Master Response regarding the Reduced 

Density Alternative. 

  



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR  Ascent Environmental 

 Placer County 

3.2.5-408 Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 

 

  



Ascent Environmental  Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 

Placer County 

Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 3.2.5-409 

I128 Jeff Hekemian 

July 17, 2015 

 

I128-1 The comment is an introductory statement and does not address the content, analysis, or 

conclusions in the DEIR. Therefore, a response is not provided here. 

 See the Master Response regarding the East Parcel. Property value is not inherently an 

environmental impact requiring CEQA analysis. See Impact 4-5 on pages 4-29 through 4-31 

of the DEIR regarding economic or social changes resulting in physical environmental 

changes. 

I128-2 Traffic is addressed in Chapter 9, “Transportation and Circulation,” of the DEIR. No specific 

issues related to the content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR are raised in this 

comment. No further response is provided here. 

I128-3 See the Master Response regarding the East Parcel. 

I128-4 Parking is addressed in Chapter 9, “Transportation and Circulation,” of the DEIR. No specific 

issues related to the content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR are raised in this 

comment. No further response is provided here. 

I128-5 The comment is directed towards the project approval process and does not address the 

content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR. Therefore, no further response is provided 

here. All comment letters submitted during the DEIR public review period will be reviewed 

and considered by the Placer County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors before 

a decision on the project is rendered. 

  



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR  Ascent Environmental 

 Placer County 

3.2.5-410 Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 

 

  



Ascent Environmental  Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 

Placer County 

Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 3.2.5-411 

I129 Rachel Hekemian 

June 12, 2015 

 

I129-1 The comment is an introductory statement and does not address the content, analysis, or 

conclusions in the DEIR. Therefore, a response is not provided here. 

 See the Master Response regarding the East Parcel. Property value is not inherently an 

environmental impact requiring CEQA analysis. See Impact 4-5 on pages 4-29 through 4-31 

of the DEIR regarding economic or social changes resulting in physical environmental 

changes. 

I129-2 The project’s potential impacts to wildlife and their habitat are addressed in Chapter 6, 

“Biological Resources,” of the DEIR. No specific issues related to the content, analysis, or 

conclusions in the DEIR are raised in this comment. No further response is provided here. 

I129-3 No specific issues related to the content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR are raised in 

this comment. No further response is provided here. 

  



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR  Ascent Environmental 

 Placer County 

3.2.5-412 Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 

 

  



Ascent Environmental  Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 

Placer County 

Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 3.2.5-413 

I130 Gretchen Heneveld 

July 11, 2015 

 

I130-1 The comment is an introductory statement and does not address the content, analysis, or 

conclusions in the DEIR. Therefore, a response is not provided here. 

I130-2 See the portion of the traffic Master Response regarding the effectiveness of Mitigation 

Measure 9-1a. 

I130-3 See the portion of the traffic Master Response regarding use of 2011-2012 ski season data. 

I130-4 The comment provides an opinion regarding the merits or qualities of the proposed project 

and does not address the content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR. The Placer County 

Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors will take the commenter’s opinions into 

consideration when making decisions regarding the project. 

I130-5 See the Master Response regarding the 25-year construction period. 

  



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR  Ascent Environmental 

 Placer County 

3.2.5-414 Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 

 

  



Ascent Environmental  Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 

Placer County 

Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 3.2.5-415 

I131 Trevor Heneveld 

July 17, 2015 

 

I131-1 The comment is an introductory statement and does not address the content, analysis, or 

conclusions in the DEIR. Therefore, a response is not provided here. 

I131-2 See the Master Response regarding the 25-year construction period. With regard to 

predicting the impacts of the project into the future, the commenter makes an important 

point on the difficulty of predicting these long-term outcomes. In anticipation of this, the DEIR 

bases many of the project impacts and mitigation measures on the need to attain 

performance standards that would reasonably be expected to reduce significant effects, to 

the degree feasible (and as stated in the DEIR) over the life of the project. 

I131-3 See the Master Response regarding the 25-year construction period, and the Master 

Response regarding noise for a discussion of additional Placer County review that all 

proposed nighttime construction must go through. With regards to additional mitigation such 

as electric shuttles, new mitigation has been included in the FEIR (see the Master Response 

regarding noise) to apply rubberized asphalt to Squaw Valley Road. This measure would 

reduce noise impacts associated with the project on Squaw Valley Road to a less-than-

significant level.  

I131-4 The comment provides an opinion regarding the merits or qualities of the proposed project 

and does not address the content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR. The Placer County 

Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors will take the commenter’s opinions into 

consideration when making decisions regarding the project. 

  



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR  Ascent Environmental 

 Placer County 

3.2.5-416 Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 

 

  



Ascent Environmental  Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 

Placer County 

Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 3.2.5-417 

I132 Marilyn Henriques 

July 10, 2015 

 

I132-1 The comment is directed towards the project approval process and does not address the 

content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR. Therefore, no further response is provided 

here. All comment letters submitted during the DEIR public review period will be reviewed 

and considered by the Placer County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors before 

a decision on the project is rendered. 

  



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR  Ascent Environmental 

 Placer County 

3.2.5-418 Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 

 

  



Ascent Environmental  Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 

Placer County 

Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 3.2.5-419 

I133 Michael J. Henriques 

July 7, 2015 

 

I133-1 See the Master Response regarding significant and unavoidable impacts. Also, see the 

Master Response regarding the Reduced Density Alternative. 

I133-2 The comment provides an opinion regarding the merits or qualities of the proposed project 

and does not address the content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR. The Placer County 

Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors will take the commenter’s opinions into 

consideration when making decisions regarding the project. 

  



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR  Ascent Environmental 

 Placer County 

3.2.5-420 Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 

 



Ascent Environmental  Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 

Placer County 

Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 3.2.5-421 

 



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR  Ascent Environmental 

 Placer County 

3.2.5-422 Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 

 



Ascent Environmental  Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 

Placer County 

Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 3.2.5-423 

 



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR  Ascent Environmental 

 Placer County 

3.2.5-424 Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 

 

  



Ascent Environmental  Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 

Placer County 

Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 3.2.5-425 

I134 Danielle Hicks 

no date 

 

I134-1 The comment provides an opinion regarding the merits or qualities of the proposed project 

and does not address the content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR. The Placer County 

Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors will take the commenter’s opinions into 

consideration when making decisions regarding the project. 

I134-2 The comment provides a summary of the project and notes concerns such as drought, 

habitat destruction, and the environmental impact of destroying wetlands. These issues are 

all addressed in the DEIR. No specific issues related to the content, analysis, or conclusions 

in the DEIR are raised in this comment. No further response is provided here. 

I134-3 See the Master Response regarding significant and unavoidable impacts. 

I134-4 See the Master Response regarding water supply. 

I134-5 Alternatives to the proposed project are described and evaluated in Chapter 17, 

“Alternatives,” of the DEIR. Regarding a permanent mitigation plan, see response to 

comment I41-7 for a discussion of the MMRP. 

The remainder of the comment provides an opinion regarding the merits or qualities of the 

proposed project and does not address the content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR. The 

Placer County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors will take the commenter’s 

opinions into consideration when making decisions regarding the project. 

I134-6 See response to comment I134-1. 

I134-7 See response to comment I134-1. 
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Ascent Environmental  Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 

Placer County 

Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 3.2.5-427 

 

  



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR  Ascent Environmental 

 Placer County 

3.2.5-428 Village at Squaw Valley Specific Plan EIR 

I135 Dave Higgins Jr. 

July 17, 2015 

 

I135-1 The comment is an introductory statement and does not address the content, analysis, or 

conclusions in the DEIR. Therefore, a response is not provided here. 

I135-2 See the Master Response regarding traffic and the Master Response regarding significant 

unavoidable impacts. 

I135-3 See the Master Response regarding water supply. The comment does not provide specific 

reasons why Impacts 13-4 and 13-5 should not be less than significant after mitigation. 

Therefore, a response cannot be provided.  

I135-4 The comment provides an opinion regarding the merits or qualities of the proposed project 

and does not address the content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR. The Placer County 

Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors will take the commenter’s opinions into 

consideration when making decisions regarding the project. 

I135-5 See response to comment I135-4. Also, see the Master Response regarding the MAC. 

I135-6 See the Master Response regarding significant unavoidable impacts. Regarding mitigation 

measures, see response to comment I41-7 for a discussion of the MMRP. 

I135-7 See response to comment I135-5. 

  


