AGENDA

TRI-COUNTY TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Friday, December 5, 2008
10:00 A.M.

KMPUD COMMUNITY SERVICES BUILDING, LOOP ROAD, KIRKWOOD, CA

For further information on any of the agenda items, contact El Dorado County Planning
Services at (530)621-5355.

Off-agenda items must be approved by the Tri-County Technical Advisory Committee
pursuant to Section 5496.5 of the Government Code.

>

Correspondence:

1. Letter from Al Graf to Michael Bacca, CDF, received by Alpine County on
Nov. 12, 2008

Minutes: November 7, 2008

Public matters, information items and persons wishing to address the Committee

regarding non-agenda items.

Mitigation Monitoring Update

Public Hearing ltems:

mo 0w

ITEM 1: Review and Possible Approval of Landscape Plan as required by the
Palisades VI Tentative Map Condition of Approval # 33.
Applicant: Kirkwood Mountain Resort

ITEM 2: Review of the Employee Housing Ordinance and interpretation of Section 3.A
regarding its applicability to how pre-existing employee units (including, but
not limited to the use of existing employee housing in Red Cliffs Lodge) can
be utilized for new (post specific plan adoption) construction requirements.

ITEM 3: Employee Housing Deed Restriction Transfer Request, Meadowstone #212
to Renwick #C-22
Applicant: Kirkwood Mountain Resort



RECEIVED

Michael J. Bacca .

Forester II, Forest Practice Manager NOV 12 2008
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection _ ALPINE COUNTY
1234 East Shaw Avenue DEPT. OF PUBLIC WORKS

Fresno, CA 93710-7899
Dear Mr. Bacca,

[ am writing in response to your recent notice (attached) of the plan by Kirkwood
Mountain Resort to log certain parcels on the east side of the Kitkwood Valley in the
vicinity of the Red Cliffs. I am the owner of a single-family residence at 115 Glove Rock
Road, which is within 300 feet of the proposed logging area shown on the project map as
"Red Cliffs Parking”. The logging of the mature California Red Firs on this project plot
will negatively impact the value of my property.

I object to the plan to log the project noted on the map as "Red Cliffs Parking".
The reasons for my objections are as follows:

1. This project proposes to log one of the few remaining contiguous stands of California
Red Fir on the east side of the central community core.

2. This stand of trees screens the Red Cliffs Trail, which is on Eldorado National Forest

land, from the main Kirkwood Mountain Resort east side parking area. Removal of this
stand will have a detrimental effect on the view from this trail and will negatively impact
the recreational value of the trail.

3. Removal of this stand will negatively affect erosion of the sandy soil of the Red Cliffs
area during the spring runoff season. The Red CHffs area is already much less vegetated

than the west side of the valley. Removal of these trees will reduce the vegetative cover

farther.

4. Replacing this stand of trees with an impervious parking lot will fail to absorb run off
from above, which is considerable in the spring season.

5. Increasing the parking in the Red Cliffs area will aggravate the traffic congestion in
the village core on busy winter days. It was my understanding that Kirkwood Mountain
Resort was going to plan for parking expansion that would not force parking users to pass
all the way through the village core to park their vehicles. I endorse the Resort's prior
plan to rely on a more environmentally benign valley shuttle service to avoid forcing
more parking and traffic into the village core and the east valley.

6. In keeping with 5 above, and what | believed was the goal of Kirkwood Mountain
Resort, to not create more congestion in the village core and to rely on the valley shuttle
service, I would prefer to see the Resort add to the parking in the main parking area at
Timber Creek and on the north side of Highway 88 before expanding parking below the
Red Cliffs that would require removal of so many mature California Red Firs.



Parking additions to the existing Timber Creek parking area and on the north side of
Highway 88 would easily be served by the existing valley shuttle service and would keep
the village core from experiencing even more congestion on busy winter days.

Building projects already under construction, such as the first Expedition Lodge and the
future development of East Village Residences, will already be adding more vehicle
traffic to the village core. It would be more prudent to place new parking in the Timber
Creek area and across Highway 88 rather than to add more traffic congestion to the
village core by building the Red Cliffs parking area on existing forested land, which is in
short supply in the Red Cliffs area.

Piease let me know if there are other California Department of Forestry officials or U.S.
Forest Service officials to whom I should direct my comments.

Thank yo

Al Graf

115 Glove Reek Road
Kirkwood, CA
209-258-8581

and

20801 Verde Moor Court
Saratoga, CA 95070
408-867-1668

- grafextra@comcast.net

ce. David Likins, Kirkwood Mountain Resort
Michael Richter, Kirkwood Mountain Resort

Ramiro Villalvazo, Forest Supervisor
Eldorado National Forest

100 Forni Road

Placerville, CA 95667

v Brian Peters, Planning Director
Environmental Coordinator
Alpine County Planning Department
17300 State Route 89, Markleeville, CA 96120



ARNGLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Govemor

SYATE OF CALIFORNIA — THE RESOURCES AGENCY

LZEENN DEPARTMENT OF FORESTRY AND FIRE PROTECTION

1234 East Shaw Avenue
FRESNO, CA 93710-7889
- (550} 2434160

Website: wwrs fire.ca.aov

Dear Landowner:

The attached Notice of intent or Notice of Preparation to Harvest Timber is required by regulations to be sent fo all landowners
within 300 feet of a proposed fimber harvesting operation. The document that addresses the timber harvesting operation is
either a Timber Harvesting Plan {THP} or a Non Industrial Timber Managerment Plan (NTMP). As a.neighbor of the progosed
operations, there are several things we want you to know about the regulations of commercial timber harvesting in California.
The commercial harvest of forest products is reguiated by the Forest Practice Act and the rules adopted by the Board of o
Foresty.. The Act and the rules of ihe Board are designed to assure confintious growth and harvest of ommeércial forest frees
while protecting soil, air; fish, wildlife, and water resources. ‘These detailed requfations are enforced by the California ~
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CDF) and deal specifically with fogging practices and refated activities, including .
erosion control, road location and construction, watercourse and lake protection and hazard reduction, fire protection and
reforestation, :

The rules were designed fo protect the environment. Comments and concerns of various agencies and inferested parties
were considered by the Board of Farestry during the rule adoption process. California is widely recognized as having the most
stringent and comprehensive forest practice rules in the nation. Information about the rules may be obtained from CDF, You
can review the internet site at www. fire.ca.gov.

The plan is reviewed in detail by a review team made up of representatives from CDF, [Department of Fish and Game,
California Geological Survey, and Department of Regional Water Quality Control Board, Other participants may include.
representatives from Department of Parks and Recreation, Coastal Commission, and other agencies:when appropriate |CDF - -
may request input from geologists, archaeologists, hydrolagists or other experts when needed, Comments fromthe publicare .
also given careful consideration during the review period ' e

After a field evaluation of the proposed plan, if the review team determiines that one is necessary, the team recommends
approval, denial or approval with additional constraints of mitigation measures. Final detefrrination on a plan rests with CDF.
Once a THP or NTMP has been approved, it becomes an enforceable document that together with the Forest Practice Ac,
and rutes of the Board, governs the conduct of the harvest operation.:CDF foresters inspect the area during and upon™
compietion to assure compliance with all requirements. ' S

The rules were not designed to cover matters of a civil nature or fo prevent violations of other rules, 'regu#é’tions or 's'tetute's.
. For example, CDF cannot be responsible fo verify ownerships-or guarantee the accuracy of property lines. Additionally, the.. . .

Forest Practice Rules do not contain provisions to protect personal properly from damage by timber operations. The .
timberland owner(s}, timber owner(s), fimber operator or other responsible persons are obviously required o give proper legal
attention to these matters and protections are provided through other laws. )

The attached Notice of Intent fists the people to contact if you have questions or comments on the timber harvesting
operations proposed in your area.

Sincerely,

%/,fm

Michael J. Bacca, REF #2235
Forester ll, Forest Practice Manager

Enclosure

CONSERVATION IS WISEKEEP CALIFORNIA GREEN AND GOLDEN

PLEASE REMEMBER TO CONSERVE ENERGY. FOR TIPS AND INFORMATION. VISIT “FLEX YOUR POWER" AT WWW.CA.GOV.



L",

3

- Caples:
Resoxi’

H 0524 AT

arvesting Plan

Quadrangle
ties

rmador & Aipinie Coun

Township 10 Norih, Range 17 East, Section 27, MDB&M
Caples Lake 7.5 '
A

Kirkwood Ritn Rasort Timbeér M

Mwmwm.

© 2002 DRLOPMY. 3-D TOpoCunes ©.
wrv.datorore.cony




For 29»&/%%
- NOTICE OF INTENT TO HARVEST TIMBER -

A Timber Harvesting Plan oran amendment 6 2 existing plan that may be of interest to 'yéu_has been submitted to the California Departuient of Forestry & Fire
Protection. The Depariment wilt he reviewing the proposed timber pperation for conipliance with various aws and rules. This review requires the addsessing of any
concems you may have with what is being proposed. The following briefly describes the proposed timber operation and where and kow to get more informiation.

The review times given to the Depariment to Teview the proposed timber operation are variable in length, but limited. To ensure the Department receives vour
corruments please read the toffowing:

The carliest possible date the Department may approve the plan or amczjdment ist_ NC} v . 1 Gf . 2_00 tz,'

NOTE: THIS DATE IS PROBABLY NOT THE ACTUAL APPROVAL DATE ANU CLOSE OF PUBLIC COMMENT. Normalty, 2 rouch lonser period of
time'is available for preparation of comments. Please-chéck with the Depariment, prior to the above Tisted dats, to determine thie actial datd that the public’
© comiment peried closes, . i . : o i e : .

The plan or amendment was submitted to the Department on: N(} R i’i Z_m @’ .
Questions about the proposed timber operdtion o Taws and uiés goveming timbed operations should be directed to:

- California Department of Forestry & Fire Protettion.

Forest Praciice Piogram ... |

1234 East Shaw Avenue . ) : .

Fresuwo, CA 93716 - S P,
FresnoPublicComment@fire.ca.gov

The: public may réview the pfan or amendment at the above Departmentoffice or purchase a copy of the plan or_améndmén_i; The.tost to obtain a'c{)'py._ig.-]f) cents for

eaol{ggg% 3150 ixnimem per request. {To be compléted by the Departineitt upon receipt - The cost to-obtain 4 copy of thé plan o aeridment .

Information about the plan or amendient follows;

1. “Fimberfand Owner where the fimber operation is to occur: . Kirkwood' Mountain Resort, L1.C.._

2. Registered Professional Forester who prepared the pian or amendment; _Steve Q, Cannon, .RPF_‘ #2316

3. NMare of individual who submiitted the plan or amendment: _ Michael Richter, Kirkwood Mountain Resort, LLC

4. Location of the proposed Hmber operation (county, legat desceiption, approﬁmate tfirectiq_n & appmm}ate diémng:c of t_]_}@__timh‘s_r;dﬁgféﬁoh From the nearest _
community or well-known landmark);  Amador and Alpine Counties, Towaship 10 North, Range 17 East, Sécti_ou-l?_, MDB&M, in the
Kirkwood Creek valley, in multiple locations ranging from approximately 0.75 mile to 1.5 mile from the intérsection of State:
Highway 88 and Kirkwood Meadows Drive. - : - ' e : T B

3. “The name of and distance from the nearest perennial stream and rﬁajor_ watercourse flowing through or dc}_t_vr_xstrt:ém from thc. timber np&aii;}ﬁi Klrkwogd ; S
Creek flows through a portion of the THP area and-is from 1200 £0 2800 feet from other portions of the THP aréa: - ©
6. Azresproposed fo be harvested: 14 acres . P

7. The regeneration methods and/or intermediate freatents fo be used: Conversion-of Timberland = 9 acres; Selection = 5 acres

B 16 there a known overhead porver ine, excapt dines from trangfaomers 10 service papels, ) . [ .. . e

within the plen arca? o Yes. Ne_ X__

A mup is atiached to hielp in focating where the proposed tittber operation is to ocour,

{

- : FOR DEPARTMENT USE ONLY e
TIMBER HARVESTING PLAN NO, %0}7 ‘42% (A2 paTE OF RECRBT ”/ L / J 4

Tamwary 13, 2004 (South)

Sk
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DRAFT
MINUTES
TRI-COUNTY TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

November 7, 2008
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Brian Peters Alpine County

Peter Maurer El Dorado County
Nathan Lishman Amador County

OTHERS PRESENT: Michael Richter KMR
Nate Whaley KMR
Bruce Odelburg KMA Resident
Michael Sharp KMPUD

The November 07, 2008 meeting was called to order by Chair Brian Peters at 10:17 a.m.

A. Correspondence:
Notice of Intent to Harvest Timber on 14 acres, by Kirkwood Mountain Resort

B. Minutes:
Draft minutes for September 05, 2008 were submitted. Nathan Lishman moved
to approve the minutes as submitted. Brian Peters seconded the motion which
was approved 2-0 (with Peter Maurer not having arrived yet)

C. Public Matters:
Michael Richter, KMR updated the committee on the status of Caples Lake.
Mr. Richter indicated that the project is complete and that KMR has pulled out
their snowmaking pumps and will rent some temporary pumps for this season.
Additionally, he stated that the level of the lake has risen due to the recent
storms.

D. Mitigation Monitoring Update:
Michael Richter, KMR submitted proof of compliance with Mitigation

Measures (MM) MM4.1ae (Annual Avalanche Forecasting/Report 2007/2008)
and MM4.2v (Street Sweeping).

Tri-County TAC Minutes Page 1 of 3
November 7, 2008 — N. Lishman



Item 1 - Review of the annual housing audit and report, presented by Kirkwood
Mountain Resort

Nate Whaley, KMR presented a brief summary of the report/audit to the committee
indicating that things are almost identical to last seasons. Michael Sharp, KMPUD
indicated that the KMPUD still has concern over the issue of Red Cliffs, and
whether or not those units can be used as “deed restricted” units. Mr. Sharp further
indicated that the KMPUD would like the item be continued to a later date. The
committee agreed to a request for a short break at this time to allow information to
be gathered by KMPUD and KMR staff to be presented to the Committee.

The Committee was given a packet of material from KMPUD, including past
minutes dating back to 2003 and miscellaneous correspondence. After having
reviewed the items, the committee initiated further discussion on the employee
housing audit. The committee agreed that the main issues related to the 2003
Kirkwood Specific Plan, Employee Housing Ordinance are:

1) The current ordinance, as written, does not provide for the appropriate cross-
section of housing, as actually demanded by the Kirkwood employee housing
market.  Specifically, the lack of higher-end housing to fill some of the
KMPUD and upper management demands; and,

2) How should units be transferred and calculated? Specifically, Section 3.A.1
regarding its applicability to how pre-existing employee units can be utilized
for new (post specific plan adoption) construction requirements.

It was additionally agreed by the Committee, that the Alpine County Counsel and
Amador County Counsel shall provide an opinion on Section 3.A.1 regarding the
applicability to how pre-existing employee units (including, but not limited to the use
of existing employee housing in Red Cliffs Lodge) can be utilized for new (post
specific plan adoption) construction requirements.

Motion: It was moved by Peter Maurer, and seconded by Nathan Lishman, to
accept the 2007/2008 season Employee Housing Audit as submitted, with the
understanding that TC-TAC will return in December to clarify and interpret the
2003 Specific Plan Employee Housing Ordinance relative to section 3.Al. The
motioned carried with a vote of 3-0.

Item 2 - Discussion and possible recommendation to the Alpine County Planning
Commission for an amendment to the existing Caples View Town homes
Conditional Use Permit to allow a ten foot balcony on the front of each
building, a walkway deck to access the lower floor, and to remove the
designation of the lower floor of Unit 10 as employee housing. APN: 06-231-
009 through -018. Case File 2008-35.

Applicant: Donald Vaughn
Due to the applicant not being in attendance, Brian Peters gave a brief summary of
the project; including, a summation of how the employee housing unit was added as

an afterthought in the design process of the project. Michael Sharp, KMPUD stated

Tri-County TAC Minutes Page 2 of 3
November 07, 2008 — N. Lishman



that while the “district” has no objection to the deck proposal, it will decrease their
(the “districts™) efficiency in providing snow removal, and therefore increase
associated costs for snow removal - these increased costs will be passed on to the
homeowners. Mr. Sharp further indicated that the district’s fees will differ with the
change in project.

Further discussion relative to the replacement of the employee housing unit ensued
among the committee. This unit will need to be replaced prior to the final on the
building permit.

Motion: It was moved by Peter Maurer, seconded by Nathan Lishman, to
recommend this request for a Use Permit amendment to the Alpine County
Planning Commission subject to satisfying all employee housing requirements.
The motioned carried with a vote of 3-0.

The meeting was adjourned at 12:44 p.m.

The next Tri-County Technical Advisory Committee meeting is scheduled for Friday,
December 5, 2008 at 10:00 a.m.

Tri-County TAC Minutes Page 3 of 3
November 07, 2008 — N. Lishman
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November 20, 2008

Nathan Lishman
Planner

Amador County
810 Court Street
Jackson, CA 95642

RARE EARTH

Subject: Palisades VI Tentative Map Condition of Approval # 33

Condition:

An overall landscape plan shall be submitted for approval by the Tri-County
Technical Advisory Commiftee prior to the recordation of a Final Map that
illustrates the placement of the appropriate size and type of plant materials fo
provide for mitigation of visual impacts of the subdivision as viewed from

Highway 88.

With the completion of Palisades 1-5, we have learned some new techniques in
designing subdivisions at Kirkwood. The Palisades 6 subdivision has given us
the opportunity to develop a design which is much different from the East
Meadows development. The East meadows development created large cuts with
rip-rapped slopes. (See attached picture)

We have redesigned the slopes in Palisades 6 to be shorter in overall height
relative to the grading plan in the approved tentative map, and this concept is
open to be re-vegetated as with all road construction in Kirkwood. At the
completion of the road grading, ali the slopes will be hydro-seeded and blanketed
to help with establishment of the seed for quicker surface coverage and to
prevent erosion.

We have modified the seed mix for Palisades 6. Working with Comstock Seed
Company, we have taken the Kirkwood seed mix and enhanced it by removing
the non-native grasses that were in the Specific Plan Kirkwood seed mix, added
several native shrub species and have also added a more diverse and colorful
collection of native sierra wildflowers. These changes have made a more diverse
seed mix which is better adapted to Kirkwood, provides quicker coverage and
adds color as well.

The focus of the landscape plan for Palisades 6 is to provide for mitigation of
visual impacts of the project as viewed from Highway 88. Many existing trees
already provide screening from Highway 88.

We are proposing to plant two year old red fir seedlings throughout the plantable
areas of the 21 lots in Palisades 6. Research studies have shown that seedlings

Kirkwoceoed Mountain Resort ° P.O. Box 1 . Kirkwood., CA ?54646
(20%9) 25B-6000 . Fax {209) 258-88%%9 . Ltodging: BC00-2467-7500
www . kirkwood.com
Printed on recycled paper



adapt to site conditions better then larger potted plants resuiting in faster growth
and higher survival rates. These seedlings will be planted in denser quantities on
portions of the lots which provide better screening of the project such as on the
north side of lots 48 and 47. (See landscape plan). These seedlings will need
supplemental watering during the summer months for at least 3 growing seasons
fo get established.

The planting will be deemed complete when the plan meets the intent of the
condition to screen the development from Highway 88 after 5 growing seasons.
Yearly inspections will be performed to asses the success of the plantings and to
replant if necessary.

The cost estimate of purchasing 1,000 red fir tree seedlings and planting them is
approximately $1,100. This does not include maintenance and watering costs.

Michael Richter
Kirkwood Mountain Resort
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ITEM 2



Table 2
Kirkwood Mountain Resort
Employee Housing Inventory

Renwick Red Cliffs Youth Hostel Lava Rock  Cross Country In-Project Total
P @ 1 P P
Deed _'é E 3 ‘UE E 2 UB _é _'§ _é 2 ‘UE _é E 2
i < .2 £ 3 _ 2 2 £ g _ e < .2 _ < .2 < .2 3 _ 2L T.2 £ g _
Total Bedrooms Employees Restrictions E% € & =T §% £ S ® 5% ¥ EE ® EE ® EE 8 T E§£% EE E g ]
Location Units  (MF Only)  Housed Required 2 & 8 & ° A 8 £ ° A¢ 8 eE 2 ¢ 8 eE & ° A¢ 2& 8 £ ° Balance
Development Under 1972 Plan
West Meadows 176 - 9 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Base Camp 48 77 - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Edelweiss 24 36 - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Thimblewood 12 19 - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Red Cliffs 12 48 96 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Renwick 24 36 36 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Cross Country Center 2 3 3 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal 298 219 144 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Development Under 1981 Plan
Whiskey Towers 15 29 1 29 - 29 29 - - - - 29 - - - 29 -
Sun Meadows 66 101 3 10.1 - 10.1 10.1 - - - - 10.1 - - - 10.1 -
The Meadows 66 75 3 7.5 - 75 75 - - - - 75 - - - 7.5 -
Subtotal 147 205 7 205 - - - - 205 - - 20.5 - - - - - - - - - 20.5 - - - 205 -
Development Under 1988 Plan & Ordinance
East Meadows 113 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Juniper Ridge 28 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Lost Cabin 16 39 4 3.9 - - - 4.0 4.0 - - - 4.0 - - 4.0 0.1
Mountain Club 40 46 - 4.6 - - 4.6 4.6 - - - 4.6 - - - 4.6 -
Snowcrest 30 57 - 5.7 - - 5.7 5.7 - - - 5.7 - - - 5.7 -
The Lodge at Kirkwood 19 31 2 31 - - 31 31 - - - 31 - - - 31 -
Sentinels 10 26 - 2.6 - - 2.6 2.6 - - - 2.6 - - - 2.6 -
Youth Hostel 8 28 28 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal 264 227 34 19.9 - - - - - - - - 16.0 16.0 4.0 4.0 - - - - - 16.0 4.0 - - 20.0 0.1
Development Under 2003 Plan & Ordinance (Completed)
Palisades I11-V 31 - - 10.3 8.0 8.0 - - - 3.0 3.0 - - 11.0 - - 11.0 0.7
Timber Ridge 28 84 - 8.4 - - - - - - - - - - - (8.4)
Meadowstone 33 87 4 8.7 4.0 2.0 6.0 - - 8.0 8.0 - 60 (20) 40 - 18.0 - - 18.0 9.3
Sentinels West 18 51 - 51 51 51 - - - - - - - 51 - 51 -
Lava Rock Lodge 8 12 12 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal 118 234 16 325 120 51 20 191 - - - - - - 8.0 8.0 3.0 3.0 6.0 (2.0) 40 - 29.0 51 - 34.1 1.6
Subtotal 827 885 201 729 120 51 20 191 205 - - 205 160 160 12.0 12.0 3.0 3.0 60 (20) 40 365 33.0 5.1 - 74.6 17
Development Under 2003 Plan & Ordinance (Approved)
Palisades VI 21 - - 7.0 7.0 7.0 - - - - - - - 7.0 - 7.0 -
Martin Point 35 - - 117 - 11.0 11.0 - - - - - - 11.0 - 11.0 0.7)
East Village Single Family 14 - - 4.7 - 4.7 4.7 - - - - - - 4.7 - 4.7 -
Caples View 10 20 - 2.0 20 2.0 - - - - - - - 20 - 2.0 -
Expedition Lodge | 35 91 - 9.1 7.9 7.9 12 12 - - - - - - 9.1 - 9.1 -
Thunder Mountain Lodge 67 148 - 14.8 - 148 148 - - - - - - - 14.8 14.8 -
Subtotal 182 259 - 49.2 - 169 - 16.9 - 169 148 317 - - - - - - - - - - - 338 148 48.6 0.7)
Subtotal 1,009 1,144 201 1222 120 220 20 360 205 169 148 522 160 160 120 120 3.0 3.0 60 (20) 40 365 330 389 148 1232 1.0
Maximum / Capacity 1,413 36.0 96.0 28.0 12.0 3.0 175.0 -
Remaining "Permanent" 404 - 438 12.0 - - 55.8 (1.0)
Note: The employee housing requirement for Timber Ridge was originally satisfied "in-project” in Meadowstone
NSwW C:\Documents and Settings\nwhaley2. KIRKWOOD\My Documents\Miscellaneous Projects\EmployeeHousing\HousingInventory20081121.xIsx[FullCheckbook]
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November 21, 2008 f
|
VIA EMAIL (pmaurer(@co.el-dorado.ca.us) | KIRKWOODI

Mr. Peter N. Maurer

Principal Planner

El Dorado County - Development Services Department
2850 Fairlane Court

Placerville, California 95667

Subject: Employee Housing Deed Restriction Transfer Request
Meadowstone #212 to Renwick C-22

Dear Peter:

Per my comments at the November Tri-County Technical Advisory Committee Meeting (TC-
TAC), I am submitting this application to transfer 2 employee housing “credits” currently in
place on Meadowstone #212 to the 2-bedroom Renwick C-22 for consideration at the December
TC-TAC meeting. This transfer would mimic similar 2-credit transfers previously approved by
TC-TAC from Meadowstone 213 and 214 to Renwick C-23 and C-24.

As we have discussed on countless occasions, the “in-project” employee housing supplied in
Meadowstone has not met any of our expectations. This Meadowstone Unit is in the process of
foreclosure and a buyer has been found, but only qualifies if the deed-restriction can be removed.
We continue to believe that no market for these units exists among the qualified employee pool
and that this is the best option for the current owner as well as the overall employee housing
inventory.

I have attached an updated Employee Housing Inventory reflecting this proposed transfer for
your reference. Please contact me at (209)258-7291 if you have any questions

Sincerely,

WZ&Q

Nate Whaley
Vice President

copy: Nathan Lishman, Amador County Planning
Brian Peters, Alpine County Community Development
Zach Woods, Alpine County Community Development

Kirkwood Mountain Resort - P.O. Box 1 ® Kirkwood, CA 95646
(209) 258-6000 . Fax (209) 258-8899 L] Lodging: 800-967-7500
www.kirkwood.com

@ Printed on recycled paper





