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Squaw Valley Fire Department
Peter Bansen, Fire Chief
No Date – (Received July 22, 2015)

LL1-1

The Squaw Valley Fire Department’s concern related to equipping buildings that have
elevators with backup power from a generator with automatic transfer capability is noted.
The design details for these buildings are not provided in the DEIR because they have not
been finalized at the permit level of detail, which is where these types of issues are typically
addressed. To the extent that use of generators could have an environmental impact,
however, these effects are addressed in the DEIR. See the discussion of long-term effects on
air quality on page 10-23 of Chapter 10, “Air Quality,” and pages 11-25, and 11-27 through
11-29 of Chapter 11, “Noise,” of the DEIR for a discussion noise generated by emergency
generators. Furthermore, if the specific plan is approved, applications for subsequent
discretionary entitlement requests will be circulated to responsible agencies, including the
Squaw Valley Fire Department, for review and comment. Any comments made by the Fire
Department will be analyzed as part of the project review. In addition, prior to recordation of
a Final Map for a development phase, the applicant will be required to receive a Will-Serve
letter from the Fire Department, and the project will be required to adhere to service
requirements established by the Fire Department as a condition of receiving service.

LL1-2

The code requirements for design of the proposed propane tanks are noted. See Section 2.1,
“Project Modifications,” of this FEIR for information on how the proposal for propane storage
has been modified since release of the DEIR. None of these modifications would be
inconsistent with these comments or the analysis in the DEIR.

LL1-3

The comment that the Fire Chief agrees with most of the DEIR analysis is noted. Regarding
funding for the fire station, Mitigation Measure 14-7b in the DEIR states on page 14-45 that,
as part of the development agreement with the SVPSD, the project applicant will support a
new fire substation in the western Olympic Valley area. The DEIR lists the ways in which this
support could occur, such as provision of land within the Specific Plan area for the
substation, provision of land elsewhere in the Village area, or assistance with conversion of
the old fire station on Chamonix Place. The DEIR also identifies the minimum size of the
station.
The DEIR states that the developer will be responsible for an equitable share in any gap in
financing for the station (page 14-45). The developer’s share is to be based on the cost of a
substation less the incremental and cumulative tax revenues earned by SVPSD that are
specifically related to development of the project and that are not used to meet funding gaps
for other mitigation. If the substation is required solely to serve the VSVSP, then the project’s
fair share of the gap funding would be 100 percent. However, if there are other new projects
that would also benefit, they may be required to fund their prorated share of the cost, which
would reduce the obligation of the VSVSP. However, in no case would existing ratepayers or
new development that would not benefit from construction of the substation be required to
contribute toward its funding.

LL1-4

3.2.7-6

The comment suggests that there could be advantages to sharing employees between the
Fire Department and Squaw Valley Resort. The DEIR does not address this issue because it is
not proposed as part of the VSVSP project, and is not required to implement Mitigation
Measure 14-7b, which addresses the provision of additional Fire Department staff and a new
substation (see pages 14-44 and 14-45 of the DEIR). An agreement between the Fire
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Department and Squaw Valley Resort regarding sharing employees would be separate from
the proposed project and what is studied in the DEIR.
LL1-5

As stated on page 5-27 of the April 2015 VSVSP, the timing of the helipad will be determined
in the Master Phasing Plan. At this time, it is anticipated that the helipad will be constructed
by the recordation of the small lot map that includes the 300th bedroom. However, the
helipad could be required at an earlier phase if the Fire Department determines it is required
to serve a proposed project (Will-Serve letter). See also response to comment LL-1.

LL1-6

As noted in the comment, the DEIR does not address the question of whether the proposed
parking infrastructure would have capacity to meet demand, particularly during the busiest
four ski days annually. This is consistent with CEQA, under which a parking shortfall relative
to demand is not, in and of itself, an environmental effect. However, parking is included in
the analysis to the extent that inadequate parking could result in other impacts (such as to
air quality and roadway safety). Specifically, the DEIR address the effects of parking on
Placer County roadways (see Impact 9-1) in Chapter 9, “Transportation and Circulation.” For
further discussion of the effects of parking on traffic, see the Master Response regarding
traffic.

LL1-7

The project applicant is currently working to design and implement an expanded
traffic/parking management program. Unlike the current program under the long-standing
agreement between the Squaw Valley Resort and Placer County that focuses on afternoon
traffic conditions, the expanded program would also consider means of addressing morning
traffic conditions through a combination of faster handling of inbound skier traffic and
expanded driver information systems. This, in turn, is expected to reduce traffic queuing
along Squaw Valley Road and associated impacts on emergency response.

LL1-8

See response to comment LL1-3.

LL1-9

Mitigation Measure 14-7b in the DEIR identifies the staffing additions required for specific
development benchmarks, based on the Citygate report. As with the fire station, if staffing
levels identified in the Citygate report cannot be fully met with development-generated fees
and taxes, then the proposed project must provide funding based on a series of triggers. If
development fees and taxes are adequate to provide for initial staff increases, but not all five
positions, the project would need to provide gap funding for the later positions. As a result of
this mitigation measure, the Fire Department would have adequate staffing to serve project
development while maintaining adequate levels of service. If one or more benchmarks are
met independently of project development due to the timing of construction or other factors,
the proposed project would still be responsible for funding the full complement of staff
identified in the measure.

LL1-10

Mitigation Measure 14-7b in the DEIR requires that the proposed project fund additional fire
protection staff according to a specific set of triggers, and that the proposed project support
the location of a fire station in the western Olympic Valley and provide the project’s equitable
share of any funding gap for the station. The station must be constructed by the time that 50
percent of condo hotel units have been built. The determination of how and when to staff the
station once it is constructed would be an operational decision made by the Fire Department.
Given the staffing schedule described on page 14-44 of the DEIR, it can be expected that the
proposed project would have provided funding for two staff positions by the time that 50
percent of the hotel condo units are developed. These issues could also be further refined in
the development agreement between the proposed project and SVPSD, which the County
understands will be required as a condition to serve the project.
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Melissa DeCarlo
July 18, 2015

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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Bryan Garrett-Farb
July 19, 2015

LL3-1

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.

LL3-2

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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Michelle Nowicki
July 19, 2015

LL4-1

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.

LL4-2

See responses to comment letter O8 for detailed responses to the Sierra Watch comment
letter.

LL4-3

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. See also the Master
Response regarding the Reduced Density Alternative.
See the Master Response regarding the visual impact analysis for discussions of the
character of the region and building heights. Also, see the Master Response regarding the
MAC.
See the Master Response regarding traffic for a discussion of day skier parking.

LL4-4

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.
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Eric Woodman
July 20, 2015

LL5-1

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.

LL5-2

No specific issues related to the content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR are raised in
this comment. No further response is provided here.

LL5-3

No specific issues related to the content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR are raised in
this comment. No further response is provided here.

LL5-4

See the Master Response regarding water supply in response to the comment that the WSA
studied years with depressed snow cover, and the portion of the traffic Master Response
regarding use of the 2011-2012 ski season data.

LL5-5

No specific issues related to the content, analysis, or conclusions in the DEIR are raised in
this comment. No further response is provided here.

LL5-6

The project’s traffic-related impacts, including those related to traffic congestion and parking,
are addressed in Chapter 9, “Transportation and Circulation,” of the DEIR. The commenter’s
concern about these issues is noted. The Placer County Planning Commission and Board of
Supervisors will take the commenter’s opinions into consideration when making decisions
regarding the project.

LL5-7

Regarding the comment that the WSA studied years with depressed snow cover, see the
Master Response regarding water supply.

LL5-8

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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