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I141 Katie Hughes 

July 15, 2015 

 

I141-1 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. 
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I142 Elizabeth L Hutchinson 

July 14, 2015 

 

I142-1 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 responses to 

comments I142-2 through I142-5 for responses to the detailed traffic comments. 

I142-2 See the portion of the traffic Master Response regarding use of the 2011-2012 ski season 

data to represent existing winter conditions. Also, see the Master Response regarding the 

MAC. It is acknowledged that the project would cause traffic levels to increase on many days 

throughout the year. This is true of nearly all land uses that have recurring activities. The 

DEIR correctly analyzes the effects of the project under peak season traffic and activity 

levels. The selection of these analysis periods is appropriate because they are most likely to 

show the project causing operations to worsen from acceptable to unacceptable levels, or 

further degrading of already unacceptable operations. The use of the other (non-peak) study 

periods would not be as likely to reach such conclusions. Also please refer to comment O8d-

8 for a detailed evaluation of the MAC trip generation.  

Noise and light impacts resulting from operation of the MAC are addressed in Chapters 11, 

“Noise,” and 8, “Visual Resources,” respectively. 

I142-3 See the portion of the traffic Master Response regarding use of the 2011-2012 ski season 

data to represent existing winter conditions. 

I142-4 The comment suggests that Mitigation Measures 9-2a and 9-2b are already occurring and 

not effective. The proposed mitigation will significantly improve upon and enhance the three-

lane coning program that occasionally occurs on Squaw Valley Road. Unlike the current 

program, this program will include a predictive model to provide advance notice of when staff 

resources will be needed to operate the program during both the morning and afternoon 

peak periods. In contrast, the current program was not operated during a single morning 

during the 2013-2014 ski season (for a variety of reasons) and operated only twice during 

the afternoon. The infrequent operation of the existing program made it infeasible to observe 

its effectiveness and areas of potential improvement. The project’s Traffic Management Plan 

is to be prepared to the satisfaction of the Placer County Department of Public Works and the 

Engineering and Surveying Division. 

I142-5  The comment expresses concern about fugitive dust emissions generated by vehicles 

passing along Squaw Valley Road. See response to comment PH-73.  

The commenter specifically expresses concern that the dust generated by vehicles passing 

along Squaw Valley Road contains crystalline silica and the commenter states, “This is a 

major environmental public health hazard whose impact needs to be addressed in the DEIR.” 

See response to comment I282-4. 

I142-6 See the Master Response regarding significant and unavoidable impacts, which includes a 

discussion of the Placer County General Plan Policy 1.G.1. 

I142-7 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. 
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 See the Master Response regarding significant and unavoidable impacts. Also, see response 

to comment I67-6 regarding a new alternative that would combine elements of the Reduced 

Density Alternative with elements of the Reduced Building Heights Alternative. 
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I143 Beth Ingalls 

July 17, 2015 

 

I143-1 The comment provides a summary of detailed comments provided below. See responses to 
the detailed comments below. 

I143-2 See the Master Response regarding water supply. As described therein, the updated 2015 
WSA incorporated data from 2012 through 2014, which includes several of the recent 
drought years (2015 data are not yet available because the 2015 water year did not end 
until September 30, 2015, after the July 2015 WSA Update was prepared). 

I143-3 The comment expresses concerns related to the project’s significant and unavoidable traffic 
impacts. These impacts are identified in the DEIR as well why these impacts would be considered 
significant and unavoidable. Also, see the portion of the traffic Master Response regarding 
effectiveness of Mitigation Measure 9-1a (Traffic Management on Squaw Valley Road). 

I143-4 Concerns related to jobs that provide a living wage are noted. The wage structure for potential 
future employees is not known and is not an environmental issue. Implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 5-3 would make the project consistent with Policy C-2 in the County’s General Plan that 
requires employee housing to be provided for 50 percent of the full-time equivalent employees in 
one of the following ways: construction of on-site employee housing; construction of off-site 
employee housing; dedication of land for needed units; and/or payment of an in-lieu fee.  

 The comment correctly states that socioeconomic issues are not subject to CEQA; however, 
all comments on the project are considered during the decision-making process.  

I143-5 Concerns related to the types of housing for resort employees is noted. See response to 
comment I143-4 for a discussion related to employee housing requirements under the 
Placer County General Plan. Cumulative impacts associated with employment, population, 
and housing are discussed in Chapter 18 of the DEIR. As stated, ” The VSVSP would provide 
housing for up to an additional 201 project employees on the East Parcel, and would meet 
County requirements that the project provide for housing to accommodate 50 percent of the 
annual full-time equivalent project employees. For these reasons, therefore, any contribution 
to a cumulative impact would be less than significant.” This comment relates to 
socioeconomic issues, which are not subject to CEQA; however, all comments on the project 
are considered during the decision-making process.  

I143-6 See response to comment I52-13 regarding the two 1960s Olympic-related buildings (the 
Olympic Valley Lodge and the Far East Center). 

I143-7 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. 

I143-8 The comment states that the DEIR does not discuss the project’s impacts to Tahoe City. The 
comment, however, does not specify what impacts the project could have related to Tahoe 
City. Therefore, a response cannot be provided. Also, see the Master Response regarding 
TRPA thresholds. 

I143-9 The comment summarizes the conclusion of the DEIR regarding greenhouse gas impacts, 
including the unknown future regulatory structure past 2020. The comment is a summary of 
the DEIR and does not address any issues associated with the adequacy of the DEIR.   
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I144 Jamie Iredell 

July 15, 2015 

 

I144-1 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. 

I144-2 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. 

 The comment expresses concern regarding the project’s potential to upset the balance of 

human development with the natural environment, specifically in terms of its impacts related 

to views, habitats, Squaw Creek, air pollution, noise, and traffic. These issues are 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.  

I144-3 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. 
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I145 Birney A. Jensen 

July 17, 2015 

 

I145-1 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. Also, see the Master Response 

regarding significant and unavoidable impacts.  

 The comment also states that the DEIR does not address the many other impacts the project 

will have on the traffic flow and economy around the area. The project’s traffic-related 

impacts are addressed in Chapter 9, “Transportation and Circulation,” of the DEIR. With 

respect to the economy, see Impact 4-5 (economic or social changes resulting in physical 

environmental changes).  
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I146 Charles Jones 

no date 

 

I146-1 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. 

I146-2 See the Master Response regarding significant and unavoidable impacts, which includes a 

discussion of the Placer County General Plan Policy 1.G.1. 

I146-3 See the portion of the traffic Master Response regarding use of the 2011-2012 ski season 

data and adequacy of the parking supply. 
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I147 Elizabeth Jones 

July 17, 2015 

 

I147-1 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. 

I147-2 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. 

 With respect to the project’s environmental and economic impacts during construction, see 

the Master Response regarding the 25-year construction period. With respect to construction 

effects in Truckee and North Lake Tahoe, see the Master Response regarding TRPA 

thresholds. Also, see the portion of the traffic Master Response regarding SR 89 traffic 

between Truckee and Tahoe City. 

I147-3 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. 
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I148 Louis B. Jones 

no date 

 

I148-1 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. 

I148-2 No specific issues related to the content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR are raised in 

this comment. No further response is provided here. 

I148-3 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. Also, see the Master Response 

regarding the MAC. 

I148-4 See the Master Response regarding occupancy assumptions.  

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

this comment. No further response is provided here. 

I148-5 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.  

I148-6 No specific issues related to the content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR are raised in 

this comment. No further response is provided here. 
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I149 Robert Joseph 

July 15, 2015 

 

I149-1 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. 

I149-2 See the Master Response regarding the visual impact analysis for a discussion of building 

heights and nighttime light pollution. Also, see Section 2.1, “Project Modifications,” of this 

FEIR for a discussion of the applicant’s proposed changes to the proposed building heights in 

response to concerns expressed by the Squaw Valley Design Review Committee and 

members of the public. 

I149-3 See the portion of the traffic Master Response regarding transit service expansion. 

I149-4 See the Master Response regarding occupancy assumptions. 

I149-5 See the Master Response regarding the visual impact analysis. 

I149-6 See the portion of the traffic Master Response regarding use of the 2011-2012 ski season 

data. 

I149-7 No specific issues related to the content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR are raised in 

this comment. No further response is provided here. 

I149-8 See the Master Response regarding significant and unavoidable impacts. 

  



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR  Ascent Environmental 

 Placer County 

3.2.5-482 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 3.2.5-483 

I150 David Kahn 

July 14, 2015 

 

I150-1 The project’s visual impacts are addressed in Chapter 8, “Visual Resources,” of the DEIR. 

Also, see the Master Response regarding the visual impact analysis. 

I150-2 The project’s socioeconomic impacts, though not inherently a CEQA issue, are addressed in 

the DEIR under Impact 4-5 (economic or social changes resulting in physical environmental 

changes). 

I150-3 See the Master Response regarding the MAC, which addresses the MAC’s compatibility with 

surrounding uses and the Olympic Valley. 

I150-4 See the Master Response regarding the cumulative analysis. 

I150-5 The comment states that the proposed development is incapable of properly mitigating its 

traffic impacts. The comment does not provide specific reasons specifying why the DEIR’s 

traffic mitigation is perceived to be inadequate. Therefore, a response cannot be provided. 

However, see the Master Response regarding traffic for additional discussion of the project’s 

traffic impacts and mitigation measures. 

I150-6 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. 
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