OFFICE MAIL HOURS

TAHOE 128 Market St. - li':)(e) ?‘l‘\’lx 85310 e HOURS
REGIONAL Stateline, NV bl te™ Mon, Wed, Thurs,
PLANN'NG Phone:(775) 588-4547 trpa@trpa.org fg:zr;:oon &
AGENCY Fax: {775) 588-4527 o,

Www.trpa.or
paord Tuesday

PROJECT REVIEW APPLICATION

(X NEWAPPLICATION (T  PLAN REVISION (" NEW DEVELOPMENT " REMODEUL/ADDITION/REBUILD

[~ Single Family Residential Addition/Modification |~ Tourist Accommodation I~ Allocation Assignment

" New Single Family Residential [~ Commercial [ Sign

[ Banking/Verification of Coverage and Uses [ Public Service Facility [~ Grading

[ Multi-Family Residential [ Linear Public Service Facility [ Lot Line Adjustment/ROW Abandonment
[~ Shorezone and/or Lakezone ["Recreation [ Subdivision of Existing Structures

[ Transfer of Bankable Rights [ Resources [~ Environmental Review Document

Applicant_ Mountainside Partners, LLC.

Mailing Address pQ) Box 2537 City Truckee State CA
Zip Code 96160 Email _ykrieg@mountainsidepartners.com Phone (530) 550-2673
Representative or Agent Fe\dman McLaughlin Thiel LLP / Welsh Hagen Engineering

Mailing Address PO Box 1309 City Zephyr Cove State NV
Zip Code 89448 Email Dwelsht Phone 775.580.7431 / 775.853.7776
Owner sierra Pacific Industries, Inc. I™ Same as Applicant

Mailing Address pO Box 496014 City Redding State CA
Zip Code 96049 Email Phone 530.378.8149
Assessor's Parcel Number (APN)/Project Location t

Street Address J\é%%ep?é‘nﬂesf?&g‘ '8{,'}‘ V%W%ﬁkﬁ'ﬁ 034 Subdivision Lot #

County Placer Previous APN

(if changed by county assessor since 1987)
Brief Description of Project:

Amendment to Mapped Tahoe Basin Boundary

Plan Area Statement or Community Plan: PAS 015 (North Star), PAS 013 (Watson Creek), PAS 019 (Martis Peak)

Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities: Are there existing or proposed public bicycle or pedestrian path(s) within 75 feet of the
project area (bike paths, lanes, routes, or sidewalks)? [~ Yes IX No

Property Restrictions/Easements: (List any deed restrictions, easements and other restrictions) [~ None

(initial here): | hereby declare under penalty of perjury th tgici easements have been fully
disclosed. E F1 =

FEB 09 2015

TAHOE BREGIONAL
Prior Approvals: (List any prior TRPA/CTRPA approvals/permits forthasMbjEct Prdistrty) [~ None

Description: Land Capability Verification TRPA File #: LCAP2013-0027, 28, 29, 30 Date: March 6, 2013
{submitted)




Description: TRPA File #: Date:

DECLARATION:

I hereby authorize TRPA fo access the property for the purpose of site visits. | hereby declare under penalty of perjury that this application and all
information submitted as part of this application are true and accurate to the best of my knowledge. | am the owner of the subject property or | have
been authorized in writing by the owner(s) of the subject property to represent this application and understand that should any information or
representation be submitted in connection with this application be incorrect or untrue, TRPA may rescind any approval or take other appropriate action.
1 further understand that additional information may be required by TRPA to review this project.

I understand that | am responsible for all fees set forth in the TRPA Filing Fee Schedule (including cost recovery, filing fees and deposit accounts)

associated with this application.

Signature; (original signature required)

at Douglas On _1/22/2015
County Date

AUTHORIZATION FOR REPRESENTATION (Original signatures required):

The following person(s) own the subject property Assessor's Parcel Number (s) APNs See attached worksheet
or have sufficient interest therein to make application to TRPA:

Print owner(s) name(s): R EC E ‘ V E D

FEB 09 2015

_SlezLa_Eamﬁc_lndusmeg,'fnc\ TAHOEREGIONAE
Warﬁﬂﬁ—\ | PLANNING AGENCY
2/2 (15
e I

IWe authorize Feldman McLaughlin Thiel LLP & Welsh Hagen to act as mylour representative in connection with this application

to TRPA for the subject property and agree to be bound by said representative. | understand that additional information may be required by TRPA
beyond that submitted by my representative to review this project. Any cancellation of this authorization shall not be effective until receipt of written
notification of same by TRPA. i also understand that should any information or representation submitted in connection with this application be incorrect
or untrue, TRPA may rescind any approval or take other appropriate action. | further accept that if this project is approved, I, as the permittee, will be
held responsible for any and all permit conditions.

Owner(s) Signature(s): (Original signature required.)

Date:

Date:

| Recaived Date Z/ k/g | _f é / .

 File No. ﬂ}x// 20/S — ﬁaa/ linitil Fee $: ZS70 1+ 55 ReceiptNo.. //7 307

Per the TRPA Fiiing Fee Schedule, additional costs/fees may apply

Comments:




Tahoe Basin Boundary Line Amendment
Sierra Pacific Industries’ Land

Existing APNs

APNs:
APNs: 110-050-029, 030, 031 and 034
APNSs: 110-060-029, 030, 031@nd 065

\ pecale it loes7od



LAW OFFICES
FeLoMAN M cLAUGHLIN "JHIEL..r

Lewis S. Feldman 178 U.S. Highway 50, Suite B
Michael J. McLaughlin P.O. Box 1309, Zephyr Cove, NV 89448 Website: fmttahoe.com
Kara L. Thiel Telephone: 775.580.7431 Facsimile: 775.580.7436 Email: kara@fmttahoe.com

Licensed in California and Nevada

February 9, 2015

Brandy McMahon, Principal Planner HAND-DELIVERED
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

128 Market Street

Stateline, Nevada 89449

Re:  Application to Amend Tahoe Basin Boundary as Mapped
Dear Brandy:

On behalf of Mountainside Partners, LLC, we submit the enclosed application1 to amend TRPA's
Regional Plan Overlay Maps to accurately reflect the Tahoe Basin boundary through the
following properties: APNs 110-050-029, 030, 031 and 034, and 110-060-029, 030, 031, 062 and
065 (collectively, the "Property"). The Property is located west of State Route 267 in Placer
County, California and owned by Sierra Pacific Industries. This amendment is not proposed for
any project in the Basin but to define the in-Basin lands for a project proposed outside the Basin.

The proposed amendment is based on aerial topography obtained in October 2012 and rectified
to the Property's southern property corners. The aerial topography was recently confirmed by a
ground survey of the subject site, and additional property corners have been located and verified.
Engineering analysis of this topography, using terrain modeling to clearly define runoff drainage
paths, as well as site walks verifying the modeling, revealed that the actual Basin boundary is
located per the enclosed exhibit in relationship to the surveyed property corners.

The enclosed exhibit, which identifies the Basin boundary according to TRPA’s GIS data as well
as the Placer County Assessor’s maps, demonstrates the inconsistent delineation of the Basin
boundary from map to map. The delineation of the actual Basin boundary through the Property
will enlarge the Basin by approximately 7.5 acres in one location and reduce it by
approximately 17.5 * acres in other locations, for a net reduction of land within the Tahoe Basin,

I pursuant to TRPA Code Section 10.4.1, amendments to Regional Plan Overlay Maps shall be
processed as plan amendments pursuant to TRPA's Rules of Procedure.



FeipmMaN McLAUGHLIN THIEL w»

Brandy McMahon
February 9, 2015
Page 2 of 2

as currently mapped by TRPA, of approximately 10 acres. The proposed amendment will ensure
an accurate record going forward.

Please contact me if you have any questions or require additional information.
Sincerely,

FELDMAN McLAUGHLIN THIEL LLP

By: I(M k «Ol_/\_,:_,@

Kara Thiel

KLT/s

Enclosure

cc: John Marshall
Michael Johnson and Karin Schwab, Placer County
Blake Riva and Kurt Krieg, Mountainside Partners, LLC



Official TRPA Map Amendment Application Tahoe Basin Boundary

Responses to Amendment Application Checklist

1. Complete Application with original signed authorization and checklist.
Enclosed.
2. Application Fee.

A check in the amount of 32,658 is enclosed. The fee was calculated as follows:
Base Fee of $2,570 + LT. Surcharge of 388 = $2,658.

3. Provide a written statement of the purpose for requesting an amendment and provide a
detailed project description. If the amendment involves modifications to the Plan Area
Map, submit a revised Plan Area Map reflecting the proposed amendment.

The applicant, Mountainside Partners, LLC (MP), proposes to amend TRPA's Regional
Plan Overlay Maps to accurately reflect the Tahoe Basin boundary through the following
properties: APNs 110-050-029, 030, 031 and 034, and 110-060-029, 030, 031, 062 and
065 (collectively, the "Property”). The Property is located west of State Route 267 in
Placer County, California and owned by Sierra Pacific Industries. The proposed
amendment is based on aerial topography obtained in October 2012 and rectified to the
Property's southern property corners. The aerial topography was recently confirmed by a
ground survey of the subject site, and additional property corners have been located and
verified. Engineering analysis of this topography, using terrain modeling to clearly
define runoff drainage paths, as well as site walks verifying the modeling, revealed that
the actual Basin boundary is located per the attached exhibit in relationship to the
surveyed property corners. The delineation of the actual Basin boundary through the
Property will enlarge the Basin as previously mapped (by TRPA) by approximately 7.5
acres in one location and reduce it by approximately 17.5" acres in another, for a net
reduction of land within the Tahoe Basin as currently mapped of approximately 10 acres.

The amendment is not proposed for any project in the Basin but to define the in-Basin
lands for a potential project outside the Basin.

4, For individual properties affected by amendments to Plan Area Maps, provide the
following:

i. Legal description of the subject property, including assessor’s parcel number(s)
on latest tax roll.

The legal descriptions of the affected parcels are enclosed.
ii. Area of subject parcel(s).

APN 110-050-029 consists of 235.2 acres
APN 110-050-030 consists of 54.2 acres
APN 110-050-031 consists of 10.6 acres
APN 110-050-034 consists of 534.0 acres

1



Official TRPA Map Amendment Application Tahoe Basin Boundary

iii.

iv.

Vi.

vii.

viil.

APN 110-060-029 consists of 161.4 acres
APN 110-060-030 consists of 2.2 acres
APN 110-060-031 consists of 2.6 acres
APN 110-060-062 consists of 93.1 acres
APN 110-060-065 consists of 18.9 acres

Current local zoning.

The Basin boundary (mapped boundary and as proposed) crosses through three
plan areas: PAS 015 — North Star, PAS 013 — Watson Creek, and PAS 019 —
Martis Peak. The Watson Creek and Martis Peak plan areas are Conservation;
North Star is Recreation.

Permissible uses in PAS 015 are limited to various public service, recreation
(including cross country skiing courses, skiing facilities and snowmobile courses)
and resource management uses.

Permissible residential uses in PAS 013 and PAS 019 are limited to summer
homes as a special use. Various public service, resource management and
recreation uses, including developed campgrounds, are permissible in both plan
areas.

Map showing land capability districts.
Enclosed.

Date the subject property was recorded by the County Recorder in its current
parcel configuration.

Unknown.

Provide a list of existing uses on adjacent parcels as well as a map to display this
information.

Adjacent properties consist of large parcels of undeveloped land (30 to 400
acres each) in both private and public ownership. Except for the ski resort,
Northstar California, existing uses on adjacent lands are limited to recreation,
forest management and timber harvest.

Identify any legal suit, court judgment, or estate settlement involving the subject
property.

N/A

Identify anticipated changes in the following areas given maximum development
potential, i.e., highest allowable density including:



Official TRPA Map Amendment Application Tahoe Basin Boundary

ix.

No changes in the following areas are anticipated. By adjusting the Basin

boundary consistent with drainage patterns, the area of the Tahoe Basin as

currently mapped will be reduced by a net 10® acres. No physical changes or

changes in permissible uses or maximum allowable land coverage, height or

density are proposed.

(D) The amount of allowable land coverage.

2) Disturbance in stream environment zones (SEZ).

3) Vehicle miles traveled (VMT).

@) Vehicle trips (DVTE).

%) Air emissions from stationary sources.

(6) Existing noise levels and exposure of people to noise.

@) Housing demand.

8 Parking demand.

© The obstruction of any scenic vista or view open to the public. Identify
any TRPA scenic travel routes, public recreation areas, or Class 1 bicycle
trails the subject property is visible from.

(10)  Use of existing recreation facilities.

(11)  Allowable building height.

(12)  Allowable density.

(13) Disturbance in the shorezone.

Identify the estimated changes in or impacts on the following:

D Additional sewer use.

(2)  Electrical power supply.

3) Existing storm drain systems.

4) Additional water use.

(5)  Natural gas supply.

(6) Schools.



Official TRPA Map Amendment Application Tahoe Basin Boundary

@) Fire protection.
® Security and law enforcement.

) Transportation facilities, including roads, highways, bike trails, and transit
systems.

Refining the Basin boundary as proposed will not increase the demand for
or burden on any of (1) through (9) above. The proposal will reduce the
amount of land in the Tahoe Basin as currently mapped by 10° acres,
thereby reducing development potential in the Basin. No physical changes
or changes in permissible uses or maximum allowable land coverage,
height or density are proposed.

5 Applicable findings explanation and rationale.

Section 4.4.1

A.

The project is consistent with and will not adversely affect implementation of the
Regional Plan, including all applicable Goals and Policies, plan area statements
and maps, the Code and other TRPA plans and programs.

The “project” involves an amendment to TRPA’s Official Maps to adjust the
Basin boundary to be consistent with drainage and runoff patterns. No
development or physical changes in the Basin are proposed. As a result of the
boundary adjustment, 107 acres of land will be “removed” from the Tahoe Basin,
thereby decreasing the development potential of the Basin as currently mapped.
The proposed amendment affects the Official TRPA Maps, including the Plan
Area Overlay. No changes to the Code of Ordinances or Goals and Policies are
proposed. While the proposal will affect the boundaries of PASs 013, 015 and
019, no changes to the planning statements, special policies, permissible uses or
densities are proposed. The amendment is merely a “clean-up” exercise to
accurately and appropriately delineate the Tahoe Basin watershed. It is
consistent with and will not adversely affect implementation of the Regional Plan.
Itis

The project will not cause the environmental threshold carrying capacities
thresholds to be exceeded.

The amendment does not increase development potential. Rather, it “removes”
10% acres of land from the Tahoe Basin. It does not add permissible uses, permit
additional density or create additional land coverage. No physical changes to the
lands are proposed which could impact air, water or scenic quality or any other
resources of the Basin. The amendment will not increase VMT, vehicle trips, or
noise. The amendment will not cause the threshold carrying capacities to be
exceeded. Again, the amendment is proposed to ensure the accurate delineation
of the Tahoe Basin boundary in this area.



Official TRPA Map Amendment Application Tahoe Basin Boundary

C. Wherever federal, state or local air and water quality standards apply for the
region, the strictest standards shall be attained, maintained or exceeded pursuant
to Article V(d) of the Tahoe Regional Planning Compact.

The amendment does affect any air or water quality standards.

Section 4.5 and 4.6

The Regional Plan, as amended, achieves and maintains the thresholds

Based on the rationale for the foregoing findings, the enclosed Initial Environmental
Checklist, and the 2011 Threshold Evaluation, the Regional Plan and all of its elements,
as implemented through the Code, Rules and other TRPA plans and programs, as
amended, achieves and maintains the thresholds.

Section 11.8.4

A.

The amendment is substantially consistent with the plan area designation criteria
in Subsections 11.6.2 and 11.6.3.

The land use classification for PAS 013 and PAS 019 is Conservation. The land
use classification for PAS 015 is Recreation. The management strategy for all
three plan areas is Mitigation. The proposed adjustment to the Basin boundary
does not change the planning statements, special policies, permissible uses or
maximum densities. The amendment is substantially consistent with the land use
classification and management strategy.

If the amendment is to expand an existing urban plan area boundary or to add
residential, tourist accommodation, commercial, or public service as permissible
uses to a non-urban plan area...

The amendment is not to expand an existing urban plan area boundary or to add
residential, tourist accommodation, commercial or public service as a permissible
use to a non-urban plan area.

1. If the amendment proposes to add multiple-family as a permissible use to
a plan area or for one or more parcels...

The amendment is not to add multiple-family as a permissible use to a
plan area or for one or more parcels.
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OURS
TAHOE 128 ?/f:rllf:t St. PO ngiu;mo Mon. Vyed%JThurs. Fri
REGIONAI_ Stateline,NV Stateline, NV 89449-5310 9 am-12 pm/1 pm-4 pm
Closed Tuesda
PLANNING Phone:(775) 588-4547 www.trpa.org d
AGENCY Fax: (775) 588-4527 trpa@trpa.org New Applications Until 3:00 pm
e INITIAL ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
FOR DETERMINATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
110-050-029, 030, 031, 034; 110-060-029,
I. Assessor's Parcel Number (APN)/Project Location 030, 031, 062, 065

Project Name | Amendment to the Mapped Basin Boundary County/Cityl Placer

Brief Description of Project:

TRPA-IEC

The applicant, Mountainside Partners, LLC (MP), proposes to amend a segment of the Tahoe Basin
boundary as delineated on TRPA's Regional Plan Overlay Maps that affects the above-listed properties
(collectively, the "Property"). The proposed amendment is based on aerial topography obtained in October
2012 and rectified to the Property's southern property corners. The aerial topography was recently
confirmed by a ground survey of the subject site, and additional property corners have been located and
verified. Engineering analysis of this topography, using terrain modeling to clearly define runoff drainage
paths, as well as site walks verifying the modeling, revealed that the actual Basin boundary is located per
the attached exhibit in relationship to the surveyed property corners.

The amendment to correct the mapping of the Basin boundary is not proposed for any project in the Basin
but to define the in-Basin lands for a project outside the Basin.

Page 1 of 26 1/2014



The following questionnaire will be completed by the applicant based on evidence submitted with the
application. All "Yes" and "No, With Mitigation” answers will require further written comments. Use the
blank boxes to add any additional information. If more space is required for additional information, please

attach separate sheets and reference the question number and letter.

1. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1. Land
Will the proposal result in:

a. Compaction or covering of the soil beyond the limits allowed in the
land capability or Individual Parcel Evaluation System (IPES)?

[T Yes Xl No
No, With Data
- Mitigation L Insufficient

b. A change in the topography or ground surface relief features of site
inconsistent with the natural surrounding conditions?

[T} Yes X' No
] No, With Data
Mitigation Insufficient
c. Unstable soil conditions during or after completion of the proposal?
I Yes X] No
No, With Data
L Mitigation r Insufficient
d. Changes in the undisturbed soil or native geologic substructures or
grading in excess of 5 feet?
I Yes X No
' No, With Data
Mitigation Insufficient
e. The continuation of or increase in wind or water erosion of soils,
either on or off the site?
T Yes No
No, With Data
O Mitigation [ Insufficient

TRPA-IEC 20f25



f. Changes in deposition or erosion of beach sand, or changes in
siltation, deposition or erosion, including natural littoral processes,
which may modify the channel of a river or stream or the bed of a
lake?

[} Yes

. No, With
L Mitigation

g. Exposure of people or property to geologic hazards such as
earthquakes, landslides, backshore erosion, avalanches, mud slides,
ground failure, or similar hazards?

[T} Yes

No, With
r Mitigation

2. Air Quality
Will the proposal result in:

a. Substantial air pollutant emissions?

[T} Yes

No, With
r Mitigation

b. Deterioration of ambient (existing) air quality?

Yes

n

No, With
Mitigation

O

c. The creation of objectionable odors?

I Yes

No, With
L Mitigation

d. Alteration of air movement, moisture or temperature, or any change
in climate, either locally or regionally?

[T} Yes

No, With
] Mitigation

TRPA--IEC 30f25

-l

C

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

4/9/02



e. Increased use of diesel fuel?

[} Yes X No
No, With . Data
) Mitigation r Insufficient

3. Water Quality
Will the proposal result in:

a. Changes in currents, or the course or direction of water movements?

[T] Yes X No

No, With Data
L Mitigation L Insufficient

b. Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and
amount of surface water runoff so that a 20 yr. 1 hr. storm runoff
(approximately 1 inch per hour) cannot be contained on the site?

[T Yes X No

No, With Data
L Mitigation r Insufficient

c. Alterations to the course or flow of 100-yearflood waters?

I~ Yes X! No
No, With r Data
Mitigation Insufficient
d. Change in the amount of surface water in any water body?
Il Yes X No
No, With Data
r Mitigation D Insufficient
e. Discharge into surface waters, or in any alteration of surface water
quality, including but not limited to temperature, dissolved oxygen or
turbidity?
l 7] Yes X No
. No, With Data
} r Mitigation r Insufficient

TRPA--IEC 40f25 4/9/02



TRPA--IEC

f.  Alteration of the direction or rate of flow of ground water?

' [T] Yes

J r No, With

Mitigation
g. Change in the quantity of groundwater, either through direct
additions or withdrawals, or through interception of an aquifer by cuts
or excavations?

I77 Yes

No, With
L Mitigation

h. Substantial reduction in the amount of water otherwise available for
public water supplies?

7] Yes

No, With
o Mitigation

i. Exposure of people or property to water related hazards such as
flooding and/or wave action from 100-year storm occurrence or
seiches?

[T Yes

No, With
i Mitigation

j- The potential discharge of contaminants to the groundwater or any
alteration of groundwater quality?

[T Yes

No, With
L Mitigation

Is the project located within 600 feet of a drining water source?

[T Yes

No, With
L Mitigation

50f25

X No

X

X

B

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

4/9/02



4. Vegetation

Will the proposal result in:

a.

Removal of native vegetation in excess of the area utilized for the
actual development permitted by the land capability/IPES system?

b.

[T Yes

No, With
r Mitigation

Removal of riparian vegetation or other vegetation associated with
critical wildlife habitat, either through direct removal or indirect
lowering of the groundwater table?

C.

[T Yes

No, With
[j Mitigation

Introduction of new vegetation that will require excessive fertilizer or
water, or will provide a barrier to the normal replenishment of existing
species?

d.

[Tl Yes

No, With
- Mitigation

Change in the diversity or distribution of species, or number of any
species of plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops, micro flora
and aquatic plants)?

e.

[T Yes
No, With
r Mitigation

Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare or endangered species
of plants?

TRPA--IEC

[T Yes

No, With
rj Mitigation

6 of 25

Xl

r

1

X

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

X No

O

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

4/9/02



f. Removal of stream bank and/or backshore vegetation, including
woody vegetation such as willows?

[T Yes

No, With
r Mitigation

g. Removal of any native live, dead or dying trees30 inches or greater
in diameter at breast height (dbh) within TRPA's Conservation or
Recreation land use classifications?

[T Yes

No, With
] Mitigation

h. A change in the natural functioning of an old growth ecosystem?

] Yes

No, With
[ Mitigation

5. wildlife
Will the proposal result in:

a. Change in the diversity or distribution of species, or numbers of any
species of animals (birds, land animals including reptiles, fish and
shellfish, benthic organisms, insects, mammals, amphibians or
microfauna)?

] Yes
No, With
rC Mitigation

b. Reduction of the number of any unique, rare or endangered species
of animals?

[ Yes

No, With
C Mitigation

TRPA--IEC 7 of 25

X

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

X No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

4/9/02



c. Introduction of new species of animals into an area, or result in a
barrier to the migration or movement of animals?

[T Yes

No, With
r Mitigation

d. Deterioration of existing fish or wildlife habitat quantity or quality?

[T Yes

No, With
i Mitigation

6. Noise

Will the proposal result in:

a. Increases in existing Community Noise Equivalency Levels (CNEL)
beyond those permitted in the applicable Plan Area Statement,
Community Plan or Master Plan?

[ Yes

No, With
r Mitigation

b. Exposure of people to severe noise levels?

[T Yes
No, With
Mitigation

c. Single event noise levels greater than those set forth in the TRPA
Noise Environmental Threshold?

I" Yes

No, With
r Mitigation

TRPA--IEC 8of 25

X No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

X No

Data
Insufficient

X! No

r Data

Insufficient

X] No

Data
Insufficient

4/9/02



7. Light and Glare
Will the proposal:

a. Include new or modified sources of exterior lighting?

[ Yes

No, With
r Mitigation

b. Create new illumination which is more substantial than other lighting,
if any, within the surrounding area?

[} Yes

No, With
] Mitigation

¢. Cause light from exterior sources to be cast off -site or onto public
lands?

[T Yes

No, With
C Mitigation

d. Create new sources of glare through the siting of the improvements
or through the use of reflective materials?

[T Yes

No, With
= Mitigation

8. Land Use
Will the proposal:
a. Include uses which are not listed as permissible uses in the

applicable Plan Area Statement, adopted Community Plan, or Master
Plan?

[T] Yes

No, With
O Mitigation

TRPA--IEC 90of25

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

X No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

X No

!'_'J

Data
Insufficient

4/9/02






