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Key Points

~* Homewood Master Plan approved in 201 ]

Four years of planning, public outreach, and environmental review (2007-201 1)
Project Entitlements/Planning Permits were issued by TRPA & Placer County

' Litigation filed in 2012 by Friends of West Shore (FOWS) & CCEC
i *+ FOWS litigation settled in 2014

* FOWS litigation resulted in unit count reduction from 15 to 8 residences on Fawn St. parcel
- * Oyerall Lot 3 coverage capped at 23,000 sq. ft. (down from 38,000 sq. ft.)
~* Current plan proposes 7 single family residences

* Required restoration of SEZ (stream environment zone)

'+ CCEC litigation required an Emergency Evacuation Plan

Homewood Evacuation & Life Safety Plan approved by North Tahoe Fire Pmtectmn District m c“
submltted to CCEC. NTEPD Link to Homewood Evacuation Report ey *

f:f se 1C Lot 3 E:omplies \Elth Master Plan entitlements & settlement
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Master Plan
Purpose

Establish a long-term blueprint
for resort improvements & serve
as a guide for responsible land

use & community planning.

Draft

-
|
| Master Plan

‘ &
| Homewood Mountain Resort

Updated August 2011




Introductions-Project Team

Owner: Homewood Village Resorts (JMA Ventures|
Architect: Walton Architecture + Engineerning
Civil Engineers: PR Design & Engineering
Landscape Architecture: VITA

Geotech Engineer: NVO



The Project is not in Substantial Conformance to Master Plan Prior to Design Review, County found Project to be in Sﬂbs‘f-

The Project 1S bifurcating the Master Plan. waster plan allows for phasing over multiple years.

- The Project 1S seek:ing to avoid Conditions of Approval (COA). The project will be in full compliance with all applicable 'GOA’S;__I-.__: :
There has been no traffic analysis. Traffic analysis was undertaken for the master plan inclusive of Phase 1C.

‘The Project is not in compliance with the CCEC Settlement. 7he project complies with CCEC Settlement.

BMPs are not in place. BMP certification of the site will be a part of the project.

Tahoe Inn demolition is a Condition of Approval for the Homewood master plan. Point of clarity; demolition is not requ:‘rgé;ﬁ

| Why was there no public notice giw—:n? Public notice was provided by Placer County and is consistent with State Law. |
Wi]l h rt term rentals be allowed? The Project is govermned by same County ordinance/ requlations as all residences in the McKinney 1 ¢
sho ! : NECL 1S L

What about upslope development above Sacramento St.? Not a part of current proposal; upslope project will be consistent Wit
at abo > Ry
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| W y W I ] F ' 1 Review? Meeting on March 12 with FOWS board membe@ [
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 SACRAMENTO AVENUE

BUILDING TY#E B
8LDG FOOTPRINT 2031 8F
TYPICAL OF 2

UNIT
1

BUILDING TYPE: o
BLDG FOOTPRINT: 2,371 5
TYPICAL OF 5




BULDNGTYPE:B | i1 . :glwmmn
BLDG FOOTPRINT: 2,031 SF OOTPRAT: 2318
TYPICAL OF 2 i
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