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I211 Aline Ohanesian 

July 15, 2015 

 

I211-1  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 the MAC. 

I211-2  The comment expresses concerns about the rate and scope of development in the Valley and 

the resulting cumulative effects of which the project will be a part. See the Master Response 

regarding the cumulative analysis. 

I211-3 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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I212 Christina Oldenburg 

no date 

 

I212-1 Overall, 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. 

 In particular, the comment expresses concerns about natural resource protection, traffic, 

wasting of energy and water, sewer capacity, and safety of users on foot, horse, and bicycle. 

These issues are addressed in the DEIR and in the Master Responses in this FEIR. 

I212-2 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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I213 Chris Ottenweller & Barbara Lovero 

July 11, 2015 

 

I213-1 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 detailed responses 
below to the detailed comments in this letter. 

I213-2 The comment states that the DEIR does not address how other alternatives, such as the 
Reduced Density Alternative, would affect the project’s impacts. Chapter 17, “Alternatives,” 
of the DEIR describes alternatives to the project, including those considered but not 
evaluated further (Section 17.2) and those selected for detailed analysis in the DEIR (Section 
17.3). For those alternatives that were selected for detailed analysis in the DEIR, including 
the Reduced Density Alternative, an analysis of impacts is provided in the DEIR followed by a 
comparison of the alternative’s impacts to those of the proposed project (using such terms 
as “less,” “similar,” and “greater” in italics following the impact discussion). These 
comparisons are compiled in Table 17-14, which shows the impacts of the alternatives as 
compared to those of the proposed project. This table was used to determine the 
Environmentally Superior Alternative (Section 17.3.8). 

 CEQA does not require EIRs to evaluate alternatives at an equal level of detail as the 
proposed project. Rather, as stated on page 17-1 of the DEIR: 

The State CEQA Guidelines require that the EIR include sufficient information about 
each alternative to allow meaningful evaluation, analysis, and comparison with the 
proposed project. If an alternative would cause one or more significant effects in 
addition to those that would be caused by the project as proposed, the significant 
effects of the alternative must be discussed, but in less detail than the significant 
effects of the project as proposed (CCR Section 15126.6[d]). 

I213-3 See the Master Response regarding the Reduced Density Alternative. Regarding project 
consistency with the SVGPLUO, this issue addressed in the DEIR under Impact 4-2 (beginning 
on page 4-21). 

I213-4 The comment states that the DEIR does not adequately address traffic. See the Master 
Response regarding traffic and response to comment O8d-14 which addresses adequacy of 
the DEIR’s traffic mitigation measures. 

The Reduced Density Alternative and its potential effects as compared with the proposed 
project are described on pages 17-24 through 17-31 of the DEIR. Specifically, transportation 
and circulation impacts associated with this alternative are described on pages 17-28 
through 17-29. As described therein: 

traffic impacts would be less under this alternative; however, impacts would remain 
great enough that most, if not all of the mitigation measures required for the proposed 
project would likely also be required for this alternative. In addition, significant and 
unavoidable impacts identified for the proposed project (Impacts 9-2, 9-3, 9-4, and 9-
5) would remain significant and unavoidable under this alternative. (Less) 

I213-5 See the Master Response regarding water supply for a discussion of the drought.  

I213-6 The comment asks that a revised EIR be prepared to study how the environmental impacts of the 
Reduced Density Alternative compare to the impacts of the Specific Plan. However, for the 
reasons discussed under response to comment I213-2, the analysis is adequate and no 
changes to the DEIR are necessary.  



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR  Ascent Environmental 

 Placer County 

3.2.5-660 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 3.2.5-661 

I214 Scott Patrick 

July 15, 2015 

 

I214-1 See the Master Response regarding traffic issues at Squaw Valley Road and Squaw Peak 

Road. 

I214-2 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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I215 Sandy Pavel 

May 19, 2015 

 

I215-1 Overall, 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. 

 In particular, the comment expresses concerns related to water supply, occupancy, noise, 

visual resources, historical resources, and tree removal. These issues are addressed in the 

DEIR and in the Master Responses in this FEIR. 
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I216 Susan Pelican 

July 16, 2015 

 

I216-1 No specific issues related to the content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR are raised in 

this comment. No further response is provided here.  

Section 1.7, “Project Review and CEQA Process,” of the DEIR describes the CEQA process 

conducted to date for this project, including the opportunities for public involvement.  

I216-2 Overall, 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. 

 In particular, the comment expresses concerns related to the size and scale of the project, 

height of buildings, and the MAC. These issues are addressed in the DEIR and in the Master 

Responses in this FEIR. 

I216-3 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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I217 Mark & Karen Perlroth 

June 17, 2015 

 

I217-1 The comment expresses concerns related to the MAC, traffic, road noise, and air pollution. 

These issues are addressed in the DEIR and in the Master Responses in this FEIR. 

The remainder of 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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I218 Brandon Perry 

June 19, 2015 

 

I218-1 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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I219 Kimball C. Pier, Ph.D 

July 16, 2015 

 

I219-1 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. 

I219-2  See the Master Response regarding significant and unavoidable impacts.  

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.  

I219-3 No specific issues related to the content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR are raised in 

this comment. No further response is provided here. 
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I220 Timothy Polishook 

July 17, 2015 

 

I220-1 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. 

 


