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DANIEL P. SELMI (State Bar No. 67481)
919 S, Albany Sheet
Los Angeles, Cali{bmia 90015
Telephone: (213) 736-1098
Facsimile: (949)675-9861
Dselmi@aol.com

AttorneYs for Petitioners
LEACUE TO SAVE LAKE TAI{OE,
MOLINTAIN AREA PRESE RVATION
FOLINDATION, AND SIERRA WATCH

SUPERIOR COURT OF TITE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF PLACER

LEAGUE TO SAVE LAKE TAHOE,
MOLINTAIN AREA PRESERVATION
FOLINDATION, and SIERRA WATCH,

Petitioners,

PLACER COTINTY; PLACER COLINTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS; and DOES
I -20.

Respondents.

SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES ;
MOUNTAINSIDE PARTNERS LLC;
MWYP DEVELOPMENT LLC; and
DOES 2t-40,

Real Parties in Interest.

Case No. SCV-0038666
fRelated to Case No. SCV-0038578]

l*tessos*Dl JUDGMENT
FOLLOWING APPEAL

F'iled Concurrently rvith IPROPOSED]
WRIT OF MAND,{TE

Case No. SCV'0038666
INC APPEALJUDGMENT FOLLOW
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On October 11, 2016, the Board of Supervisors of Placer Countyl approved the Martis

Valley West Parcel Specific Plan and associated resolutions, ordinances, and planning approvais

(collectively, the "Project"). The Courrty also certified an environmental impact report ("EIR")

for the Project as compliant with the Califomia Enr.'ironmental Qualify Act ("CEQA") and

adopted related CEQA documents. On November 10, 2016, Petitioners League to Save Lake

Tahoe, Mountain Area Preservation Foundation, and Sierra Watch (collectively. "Petitioners")

filec1 a Veritied Petition for Writ of Mandate and Complaint for Injunctive and Declaratory Relief,

challenging the County's approvals for violations of CEQA and the Califomia Timberland

Productivity Act.

This Court (Honorable Judge Jones) held a writ hearing for this matter on December 14,

2017 , and issued its Ruling granting the petition in part on March 12,20lr,8. On June 6, 2018, this

Courl entered judgment for Petitioners and against the County and Real Parties in Interest Sierra

Pacific Industries, Mountainside Partners, LLC, and MVWP Development, LLC (collectively,

"Real Farties") with respect to Petitioners' CEQA claim pertaining fo emergency evacuatiott

procedures for wildfires and other emergencies, The judgment denied Petitioners' remaining

claims. Also on June 6, 2018, the Clerk of the Superior Court issued a Peremptory Writ of Mandate

("June 6,2018 Writ of Mandate") directirrg the County to take actions necessary to comply rvith

CEQA.

On May 10, 2018, Petitioners timely filed an appeal with respect to the denied claims, and

on May 25, 20 1 8 and May 3 I , 201 8, Real Parties and the County respectively filed cross-appeals

with respect to the emergency evacuation issue.

On February 14,2022, the Court of Appeal issued its decision on the appeal and cross-

appeal, rvhich is incclrporated herein by relerence, reversing this Court's judgment in part and

aiTrrming i1 part, Leagtte to Save Lake Tahoe et al. v. Placer County, et a/' (Court of Appeal Case

No. C087102, "Opinion").2 The Court's opinion is publishe d as League to Save Lake Tahae et al,

Case No. SCV-0038666
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v. Placer: County, et al. (2022) 75 Cal.App.5th 63 ("Leagiue"). As to this action, the Court of

Appeal's disposition states: "In C087102, the judgment's conclusions that the EIR's analysis of

the project's impacts on Lake Tahoe's water quality and that greenhouse gas emission mitigation

measure l2-2 cornply with CEQA, and that substantial evidence does not support the EIR's

analysis of rhe pioject's impact on evacuarion plans are reversed. The judgment is affinned in all

other respe cts." Leagua, 75 Cal.App.5th at 168. On May 20,2A22, the Court of Appeal issued the

remittitur, indicating that its Opinion has become final.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, DECRE,ED AND ADJUDGED thAt:

For the reasons set forth in the Opinion:

(1) The Court's June 6, 2018 Judgment and the June 6, 2018 Writ ofMandate are hereby

vacated and set Bside.

(Z) The County comrnitted a prejudicial abuse of discretion by failing to comply CEQA

when it approved the Project and certified the EIR, Judgment in this case is therefore entered in

favor of Petitioners.

(3) A new Peremptory Writ of Mandate directed to the County shall issue under seal

of this Court ordering all of the following:

(a) The County shall vacate and set aside its (i) approvals of the Project,

including the Speciflic Plan, the Development Agreement, the Large-Lot Vesting Tentative

Subdivision Map, amenc'lments to the Martis Valley Community Plan, zoning change,

development standards and design guidelines, and related resolutions and ordinances

(collectively, "Project Approvals"); (ii) certificatjon of the EIR; and (iii) adoption of related

findings of fact, statement of oveniding considerations, and mitigation rnonitoring reporting

program.

(b) The County shall not readopt the Project Approvals or certiry a rer''ised EIR

unless and until the county complies with CEQA by correcting the deficiencies in the EIR

found by the Court of APPeal.

(c) pursuant to public Resources Code section 21168.9(aX2), because specific

Project activity or activities could prejudice the consideration or implementation of particular

ENT FOLLOWING APPEAL

Casc No. SCV-001 8666



2

J

A+

mitigation rneasures for, or alternatives to, the Project, until this Court detennines that the

County has taken the actions specified herein to bring the Project Approvals into conrpliance

with CEQA, the Court mandates that the County, Real Partie$, and their respective agents

suspend all project approvals ancl activ:ities that are based upon, or related to, the Project

Approvals and that could result in any change or alteration to the physical environment.

(d) The County shall file an initial return to the writ no later than 120 days after

service of the writ, setting forlh what it has done to comply with paragraph 1 of the writ. The

County shall file a supplemental retum to the writ no later than 270 days after service of the

writ, setting forth what it has done to comply with paragraph 2 of the writ. The County shall

thereafter file supplemental returns to the writ if there are any rnodifications or readoptions of

the Project Approvals, or as otherwise directed by this Coutt, until it has fully complied with

paragraph 2 of the writ.

(j) Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 2l 168.9(c), nothing in this Judgment

or the writ issued hereundcr may be construed as an order that the County exercise its lawful

discretion in a phrticular waY.

(4) Until such time as (a) this Court has deternrined that the County has taken the

actions specified herein to bring the Project Approvals into compliance with CEQA, and ib) this

Court has discharged the writ, the County, Real Panies, and their respective agents, employees,

and persons acting in concert with them are enjoined fi'om all activities that are based $pon' or

related to, the project Approvals ancl that could result in any change or alteration. to the physical

environment.

(5) Pctitioners are awarded their costs of suit in the trial cout1, This Court reserves

jurisdiction to consider an award of attorneys' fees pursuant to any properly and timely filed

motion by Petitioners.

(6) pursuant to Public Resources Code section 2l 16S.9(b) and Code of Civil

procedure section 10g7, this court shall retain jurisdiction over the county's proceedings by

way of the retum to the perernptory rvrit of mandate until the Court has determined that it lras

cornplied with this Judgment and the writ

6

7

8

5

9

10

ll
t2

13

14

l5

l6

17

18

l9

20

2l

22

74

25

26

27

4
28

Case No. SCV-003866 6

FOLLOWING APPI-iALJUDGMENT



I

,,

4

5

6

7

I
9

l0

1l

t2

13

l4

15

l6

17

18

r9

70

21

)7

73

24

25

26

27

28

IT IS SO ORDERED

DATED:

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

DATED: June ir , 2022

DATED: June 

-, 
2022

I J r 8?{-5.2

JUDCMENT

JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT

OFFICE OF COUh{TY COLINSEL

CLA T, COOK

Attorneys far Respondents
PLACER COIINTY AND PLACER COTNTY
BOARD O}'SUPERVISORS

REMY MOOSE MANLEY, LLP

By:
I-IOV/ARI} F. WILKINS III

Attorneys lor Real Parties in Interest

SIERITA PACIFTC INDLISTRIES;
MOLINTAINSIDE PARTNERS LLC; N{VWP
DEVELOPMENT LLC

2072

By:

No. SCV-0038666
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IT IS SO ORDERED

APPROVED AS TO FORIVI:

DATED: June 

-, 
2022

DATED: June 27,2A22

E F THE OR

ichael Jones

OFFICE OF COLINTY COLTN

CLAYTON T. COOK

Attomeys for Respondents
PLACER COTINTY AND PLACER COUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

REMY tvlOOSE MANLEY, LLP

DATED:

I 5 I 8745.?

e 2422

By

By: {:'i}tt

! ...t) :l 
'.'

,* :; <, !"I
i{"it ' 

'r'ti''lJ

HOWARD F. WILKTNS ilI

Attorneys for Real Parties in Interest

SIERRA PACTFIC INDUSTRIES;
MOUNTAINSIDE PARTNERS LLC; MVWP
DEVELOPMENT LLC

Case No. SCV-0038666
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PRO.OF OF SERVICE

Leilsue to Save Lake Tshoe et a!, v, County of Placer et al'" Case No. S-CV-0038666
Placer CountY SuPerior Court

At the tirne of seruicc, Ilvas over l8 years olage-and not a,party
emoloved in the CountY of San Frattcisco, Siate of Calitbrnia' My buslne
Stri:et,'San Frartcisco. Calilbmia 94 102'

to this action. I am
ss address is 396 HaYes

On.iune Zg.Z02Z,l served tme copies of the following docrunent(s) described as:

IPROPOSEDI JUDGI\',IENT FOLLOWING APPEAL

on the parties in tliis action as folk:rvs:

SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST

By E-MAIL OR ELECTTTONIC TRANSMISSION: I c.ause.d a copy of tlre

document(s) ro be r.nl rtr" *-mirir icraiesr-iitti"Oi*wlaw.com to tlle peri6ns at the e-mail

;jil;il\lltlaln trii'si*lfi i-;;i: i;la -ot rece_iv{ within a reasonable time after the

iriiri"lrii"", o:rv'*r*.ronic messag" oioihlilnitl.^lion itrat the transmission was unsuccessful

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of tire State of California that the

foregoing is true and conect.

Executed on June 29,2A22, at San Francisco, california.

Patricia Larkin

Judgmenr Fol
-cv-0038666$1 Case No. S

lorving ApPeal
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SERVICE LIST

League to Sat,e Lukc Tahoe et sl, v. Coanty of Placer et al.- Case No. S-CV-0038666
Plncer Count--v SuPerior Court

Clavton T. Cook
PLACER COUNTY COUNSEL OFFICE
175 Fuhveiler Avenue
Aubunr. CA 95603
Telephone: (530) 889-4044
Facsirnile: (530) 889-4069
CCook@placer.ca.gov Telephone:

Facsimile:
A tt o r n ey s Jbr Re sp o tt d c n ts C o rurtyu o.l' P la c e r
and Courtry-' of Ptucer Bo*rd of Supervisors

Whitnran F. Manley
lloward F, "Chip" Wilkins Ill
Nathan O. George
REMY MOOSE MANLEY, LLP
555 Capitol Mall, suite 800
Sacrarnento, CA 95814

{9
9l

45
7

aw.conl
irolaw.com

rrirolaw.comNG

Attarnevs for Real Parties in Interest Sierra
P n c i fi c- I nVu s t ri e s, IVI o untai nsi de P artne rs
LLC and MVWP Develonment LLC

Davis, CA 95616
Telephone: (530) 756-61 1 I

wilson 1224@gmail.com

Attorneys for Petitioner Californis Ctean
Enersv Comwittee

COURTESY COP}'

Eusene S. Wilson
CA"LIFORNIA CLEAN ENERCY
COMMITTEE
503 Del Oro Avenue

l5?8.125.1

Judgment Follorving A

Case No. S-CV-0038 666
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