AGENDA
TRI-COUNTY TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
10:00 A.M. Friday, December 9, 2016
KMPUD Community Services Building, Loop Road, Kirkwood, CA

The meeting can be viewed live at hitp./fivww. ustream.tv/ichannel/kmpud. The telephone
number to call into the meeling is 1-800-511-7985; use access code 480096.

For further information on any of the agenda items, please contact Amador County Planning
Department at (209) 223-6380. Off-agenda items must be approved by the Tri-County
Technical Advisory Committee pursuant fo Section 5496.5 of the Government Code.

A,
B.
C.

m o

Call to Order

Approve Agenda

Correspondence: August 15, 2016 letter from Rebecca Akroyd to Andrew Strain (Vail
Resorts) & September 29, 2016 letter from Rebecca Akroyd to Richard Muhl and
Michael Fischer (CVRWQCB)

Minutes: September 9, 2016

Public Matters: Information items and persons wishing to address the Committee
regarding non-agenda items

Mitigation Monitoring Programs

TCTAC requested additional information from KMR conceming the following Mitigation
Reports:

» Mitigation Measure 4.2v Spring Street Sweeping Report (see attached email & map)
e Mitigation Measure 4.7(d) — Parking Analysis (see attached email)

Tree Removal Request from KMPUD requesting permission to remove one dead tree
located behind the KMPUD Powerhouse and one dead tree adjacent to Lava Rocks
Lodge - KMPUD

Presentation of Revised 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan 10-Year Review and Responses
to Comments — KMR/KCP/RCI

Adjourn
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400 Capitel Mall, 27th Floor
4 Sacramento, CA 95814
k T 914 321 4500

MOSKOVITZ TIEDEMANN & GIRARD Fl 914 321.4555 Rebecco R, Akrayd
rakroyd@kmtg.com

August 15, 2016

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL ONLY

Andrew Strain

Vice President of Planning & Governmental
Affairs, Heavenly Ski Resort

Email: astrain@vailresarts corm

Re: Water Code Section 13267 Order for Technical Reports from Vail Resorts Management
Company for Kirkwood Mountain Resort; Grindings in Kirkwood, California

Dear Mr. Strain:

This letter is submitted on behalf of Kirkwood Meadows Association ("KMA") regarding the
Order for Technical Reports issued by the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
(“Central Valley Board") to Vail Resorts Management Company (“Vail’) on July 8, 2016, and the
requirements included therein. KMA urges Vail to address impacts from asphalt grindings
throughout Kirkwood, including along Kirkwood Meadows Drive, KMA-owned property, and
KMA homeowner lots in the technical reports required by the Central Valley Board.

Grindings—and impacts from grindings—are present throughout Kirkwood, including along
Kirkwood Meadows Drive, on KMA-owned “Lot J' (see attached map), and on KMA homecwner
lots along Kirkwood Meadows Drive. The presence of grindings in these areas is well-
documented. For example, in photographs provided by the Kirkwood Meadows Public Utility
District (‘KMPUD") and KMA-Board Member Bertrand Perroud, grindings are clearly present up
to approximately 100 feet on both sides of Kirkwood Meadows Drive along KMA subdivisions |
and i, including KMA Lot J and KMA homeowner lots. This includes several creeks that are
tributaries of Kirkwood Creek. KMA has previously expressed its concerns regarding the use of
asphalt grindings in Kirkwood area during public meetings of the Tri-County Technical Advisory

Committee (“TC-TAC") and the KMPUD, and in conversations and emails with representatives
of Vail.

Vail must commit to addressing impacts from grindings in each of these locations. The Central
Valley Board’s July 8, 2016 Water Code section 13267 Order for Technical Reports specifically
requires two such reports that KMA believes requires Vail to address impacts in the three arsas
mentioned above. At page 3 of the July 8 Order, it states:

(c) By 15 August 2016, a Site Assessment Survey Rssults technical report. The
report shall contain: . . . . 2. An estimated volume of asphalt grindings discharged
to ground surfaces outside of the parking lot areas where they were originally
placed; and, 3. Maps showing the aerial extent of asphalt dispersion outside of
the parking lot areas where they were originally placed along with approximate
thickness of dispersed asphalt.

Kronick, Moskovirz, Tirtdemann & Girard, A Professionol Corporatinn | Alorneys at low | vewe kmig.com

14821151 11755-002



Andrew Strain
August 15, 2016
Page 2

{d) By 15 September 2016, a Remediation Plan technical report detailing the
locations of remaining_asphalt grindings outside of the parking lot areas and the
methods that will be used to remove these grindings. This plan shall also include
a propoesed scheduie to complete this work.

{July 8 Order at p. 3, emphasis added.}) With this letter, KMA requests that a copy of the Site
Assessment Survey Results technical reports due to the Central Valley Board today, August 15,
be provided to KMA.

KMA also urges Vail to include the areas of Kirkwood discussed above in both the August 15
and September 15 technical reports, Vail's failure to address the presence of grindings on
Kirkwood Meadows Drive, KMA-owned Lot 4, and KMA homeowner lois would amount to a
violation of the reporting requirements contained in the July 8 Order. Should Vail fail to address
grindings outside of parking lot areas, KMA will proceed in contacting the Central Valley Board
and TC-TAC to share its concerns.

Regards,

KRONICK, MOSKOVITZ, TIEDEMANN & GIRARD
A Professional Corporation

FupeA_—

REBECCA R. AKROYD

Attachment
B Doug Pierini, dpierini@vallresorts.com; Michael Sharp, msharp@kmpud com

1482115.1 11755-002
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400 Copiial Mall, 271h Floor
Sgcramento, €A 95814

1N . 4 i T| 916.321 4500
MOSKOVITZ TIEDEMANN & GIRARD Flo1a 321 4555 Rebecca R. Akroyd

rokroyd@kmig.caom

September 29, 2016

ViA E-MAIL AND UJ.S. MAIL

Richard Muhl, Senior Environmental Scientist
Michael Fischer, Water Resource Control Engineer
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
11020 Sun Center Drive, Suite #200

Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-6114

E-Mail: Richard.Muhl@waterboards.ca.gov

E-Mail: Michael.Fischer@waterboards.ca.gov

Re: Kirkwood Mountain Resort - Asphalt Grindings - August 19, 20186 Site Assessment
Survey Results and September 15, 2016 Remediation Plan

Dear Mr, Muhl and Mr. Fischer:

I write on behalf of Kirkwood Meadows Association (‘KMA"), a homeowner's association located
in Kirkwood, California. KMA has been closely monitoring Vail Resorts Management
Company's ("Vail") response to information regarding water quality impacts resulting from the
use of asphalt grindings to re-surface several parking lots at the Kirkwood Mountain Resort and
the dispersion of those grindings through Kirkwood during the winter of 2015-2016. KMA is
especially concerned about impacts in light of the presence of asphalt grindings along Kirkwood
Meadows Drive, KMA-owned property, and KMA homeowner lots.

KMA reviewed the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board's ("Central Valley
Beoard”) July 8, 2016 order to Vail, in which the Central Valley Board directed Vail to further
investigate impacts from the grindings and two prepare various technical reports. Specifically,
the July B order required Vail to develop two such reports that KMA understands require Vail to
address impacts in the three areas mentioned above. At page 3 of the July 8 Order, it states:

{c) By 15 August 2016, a Site Assessment Survey Results technical report. The
report shall contain: . . . . 2. An estimated volume of asphait grindings discharged
to ground surfaces _outside of the parking lot areas where they were originally
placed; and, 3. Maps showing_the aerial extent of asphalt dispersion outside of
the parking lot areas where they were originally placed along with approximate
thickness of dispersed asphalf.

(d) By 15 September 2016, 2 Remediation Plan technical report detailing the
locations of remaining asphalt grindings cutside of the parking lot areas and the
methods that will be used to remove these grindings. This plan shall also include
a proposed schedule to complete this work.

{July 8 Order at p. 3, underline added.)

Kronick, Moskovitz, Tiedemann & Girard, A Prolessionol Carparation | ABorneys af Law | ww kmig.com
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Mr. Richard Muhl|
Mr. Michael Fischer
September 29, 2016
Page 2

In the attached August 15 letter to Vail, KMA urged Vail to include the areas of Kirkwood
discussed above in both the August 15 and September 15 technical reports. KMA cautioned
that Vail's failure to address the presence of grindings on Kirkwood Meadows Drive, KMA-
owned Lot J, and KMA homeowner lots would amount to a violation of the reporting
reguirements contained in the July 8 order.

Unfortunately, it appears that Vail has failed to adequately address the presence of grindings in
these locations. KMA has reviewed the August 19, 2016 Vail report entitled “Site Assessment
Survey Results, Kirkwood Mountain Resort” and the September 15, 2016 Vail report entitled
"Remediation Plan, Kirkwood Mountain Resort.” KMA notes shortcomings with both reports.

1. Auqust 19 Report

Although the August 19 report references grindings outside of parking lot areas. it lacks
specificity, and appears to discount the possibility of water quality impacts from grindings
located outside of parking lot areas. For example, please consider the following excerpts from
the August 19 report:

» “During the assessment process, KMR identified areas where snow removal activities
had resulted in the deposition of grindings outside of unpaved parking areas with asphalt
grindings, in addition to those areas identified in Section 2.2. These areas are listed

below and_additional description follows: ... Kirkwood Meadows Drive shoulder.”
{August 19 report, p. 4, emphasis added.)

= “The eastern shoulder of Kirkwood Meadows Drive was surfaced with asphalt grindings
after the [KMPUD] completed the Out Valley project linking the Kirkwood Valley to
Pacific Gas & Electric's electrical system. |n_summer 2015, the eastern shoulder of
Kirkwood Meadows Drive was resurfaced with asphalt grindings. These grindings do not

appear to represent a potential threat to water quality.” (August 19 report, p. 4,
emphasis added.}

« “Additional assessment of these areas is ongoing, and an estimate of grindings velume
deposited outside of these additional areas is not yet available. Removal of grindings
deposited outside of these four additional areas has not been initiated, although the
possibility of additional remediation will be evaluated in the Remediation Plan (see VWater
Board Order, item (d).)." (August 19 report, p. 4, emphasis added.)

« “KMR plans the following activities to continue to address the grindings deposited
outside of the parking areas: .... Additional assessment of the Cross-Country Ski
Parking Lot, Chair 9 Parking Lot, Red Cliffs Administration Building Parking Lot, and
Kirkwood Meadows Drive shoulder is planned to develop an estimate of grindings
volumes deposited outside of those areas and determine whether remediation is
warranted.” (August 19 report, p. 13, emphasis added.)

Neither the narrative in the August 19 report nor the map at page 30 of the report identify any
specific areas of grindings along Kirkwood Meadows Drive. As the excerpts above indicate, Vail

4
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Mr. Richard Muh!
Mr. Michael Fischer
September 29, 2016
Page 3

does not appear to have assessed locations or volumes of grindings along Kirkwood Meadows
Drive, in contravention of the Central Valley Board’s July 8 order.

2. September 15 Report

Despite KMA's prior communications regarding grindings outside of the parking lot areas along
both sides of Kirkwood Meadows Drive, the September 15 report’s discussion of grindings along
Kirkwood Meadows Drive is limited. Section 2.3 of the report states:

Kirkwood Meadows Drive shoulder: The eastern shoulder of Kirkwood
Meadows Drive was surfaced with asphalt grindings after the Kirkwood Meadows
Public Utility District (KMPUD) completed the installation of an underground utility
conduit there, during the Qut Valley project linking the Kirkwood Valley to Pacific
Gas & Electric's electrical system. In summer 2015, the eastern showder of
Kirkwood Meadows Drive was resurfaced with asphalt grindings. These
grindings do not appear to represent a threat to water quality.

{September 15 report, p. 3.) The report goes on to state that “[a]dditional assessment” of this
area “is ongoing, and an estimate of grindings volume deposited” outside of this area “is not yet
available.” (ibid.)

The September 15 report's treatment of grindings along Kirkwood Meadows Drive is
inadequate. KMA is informed and believes that asphait grindings are present along both sides
of Kirkwood Meadows Drive, including the eastern and western shoulders, KMA-owned Lot J,
and KMA homeowner lots. Attached to this letter, please find photographs and maps from
these locations. The photographs show the east side of Kirkwood Meadows Drive and KMA'’s
Lot J, as well as in and along seasonal creeks, now dry, along the east and west side of
Kirkwood Meadows Drive. These pictures document some of the grindings at issue. The
pictures were taken the week of September 12, 2016.

The September 15 report does not address grindings along the western shoulder of Kirkwood
Meadows Drive, and its statement that grindings along the eastemn shoulder of Kirkwood
Meadows Drive "do not appear to represent a threat to water quality” is unsupported. Further,
to the extent the report defers further assessment of grindings volumes and the determination of
whether remediation is warranted of the Kirkwood Meadows Drive shoulder until spring of 2017
(September 15 report, p. 10), the report is out of compliance with the Central Valley Board’s July
8 order.

The report may also be misleading to its readers, insofar as the quoted paragraph above
suggests that grindings were used at KMPUD's request to resurface the shoulder of Kirkwood
Meadows Drive after the KMPUD's underground utility conduit was installed there. In fact, it
was Vail's decision to use grindings to improve this surface as a roadway edge and for overflow
parking; Vail alone should be responsible to address any impacts from grindings in this location.

More information should be required of Vail regarding grindings present along Kirkwood
Meadows Drive, and promptly, to avoid further problems. | understand that Vail has

K
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Mr. Richard Muhl
Mr. Michael Fischer
September 29, 2016
Page 4

acknowledged that the eastern shoulder of Kirkwood Meadows Drive will be plowed this winter,
and it seems likely that any grindings in that area will be moved around and redistributed into
other areas of Kirkwood.

KMA will continue to urge Vail to address Kirkwood Meadows Drive in its remediation efforts,
and requests that the Central Valley Board do the same. If you have any questions, or would
like to discuss specific impacts in KMA, please do not hesitate to contact me

Regards,

KRONICK, MOSKOVITZ, TIEDEMANN & GIRARD
A Professional Corparation

EBECCA R. AKROYD

Attachments

cc: Andrew Strain, Doug Pierini, Michael Sharp, Roger Trout, Zach Wood, Chuck Beatty

1489280.2 11755-002
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ACTION MINUTES
TRI-COUNTY TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
10:00 A.M. Friday, September 9, 2016
KMPUD Community Services Building, Loop Road, Kirkwood, CA

. Call to Order

The meeting was called to order at 10:00 am by Zach Wood. TCTAC members present
were Zach Wood and Roger Trout.

. Approve Agenda
The agenda was approved 2-0 following a motion by Roger Trout, seconded by Zach
Wood.

. Correspondence
None.

. Minutes: August 12, 2016

The minutes of the August 12, 2016, meeting were approved 2-0 following a motion by
Roger Trout, seconded by Zach Wood., TCTAC also recommended that future minutes
be in the form of action minutes now that TCTAC meetings are recorded and digitally
available.

. Public Matters: Information items and persons wishing to address the Committee
regarding non-agenda items.
None.

. Mitigation Monitoring Programs

« Mitigation Measure 4.1 Avalanche Forecasting Report & Snow Safety Program

e Mitigation Measure 4.2v Spring Street Sweeping Report

= Mitigation Measure 4.9(b) Snowmaking Noise Management Program

s Mitigation Measure 4,12(c) Sensitive Resource poster at Kirkwood Inn, The Lodge,
General Store, and Caples Lake,

+ Mitigation Measure 4.3.1(h) Fishing posters posted at Kirkwood Inn, The Lodge,
General Store, Kirkwood Lake, and Caples Lake.

s Mitigation Measure 4.5(j) Cultural History of Kirkwood pamphlet

» Mitigation Measure 4.7(d) — Parking Analysis

s  Workforce Housing Audit

Upon a motion by Roger Trout, seconded by Zach Wood, TCTAC voted 2-0 to accept
the Mitigation Monitoring Program reports submitted by KMR, and requested additional
information regarding the specific streets swept in June 2016 and the number days that
the KMA easement along Kirkwood Meadows Drive was used for parking vehicles. This
additional information is requested for the next TCTAC meeting.




G. Agenda Items:

[TEM 1: Discussion and possible action regarding a reguest for an entrance sign tor
the Palisades subdivision — Dolan Beckel & George Stahl

Upon a motion by Zach Wood, seconded by Roger Trout, TCTAC voted 2-0 to
recommend that Amador County review colors, materials, and lighting for consistency
with the exhibits submitted by the applicant prior to issuance of a building permit.

ITEM 2: Discussion and possible recommendation to the Amador County Planning
Commission regarding Parcel Map #2860, submitted by the Plasse Family Trust,
proposing the division of of 62.2+ acres into three parcels of 18.82+, 18.82+, and
24 .58+ acres.

Upon a motion by Roger Trout, seconded by Zach Wood, TCTAC voted 2-0 to find no
exceptions with Parcel Map 2860 and recommended that Amador County continue to

process the project per the local ordinances.

ITEM 3: Discussion and possible action regarding a request from Kirkwood Mountain
Resort to update signage along Kirkwood Meadows Drive — Becca Hamm, KMR

Upon a motion by Roger Trout, seconded by Zach Wood, TCTAC voted 2-0 to approve
the sign updates as displayed in the exhibits submitted in the by the applicant.

H. Adjourn

The meeting was adjourned at 11:20 am until October 14, 20186.
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A W
T.L« = .} Chuck Beatty <cbeatty@amadorgov.org>

Kirkwood Meadows Drive Fall Street Sweeping
5 messages

Andrew Strain <astrain@vailresorts.com> Thu, Oct 8, 2016 at 1:44 PM
To: "Chuck Beatty {cbheatty@amadorgov.org)" <cbeatty@amadorgov.org>
Cc: Doug Pierini <DPierini@vailresorts.com>, Tom Fortune <TFortune@vailresorts.com:>

Hi Chuck:

The following information is provided to you as requested at the September Tri-TAC meeting. Please let us know as soon
as you have decided whether or nof to hold an October meeting.

The street sweaping map is attached. The areas to be swept are highlighted in fluorescent green on the map.

Sweeping is scheduled for the week of October 17. The exact dates that Bi-State Sweeping Service will be here will be
confirmed next week. It usualily takes 2-3 days and will include the use of water with the sweeping in order to reduce dust.

Per the mitigation measure, we will take photos of the street sweeping including filling the truck with water from the hydrant.

Let me know if you need any additional informaticn.

Regards,

Andrew

Andrew Strain
Vice President of Planning & Governmental Affairs
Heavenly Mountain Resort | Narthstar California Resart

PO Box 2180

Stateline, NV 89449

{775) 586-2313 Heavenly direct
{530) 562-8042 Northstar direct
www. SkiHeavenly.com

www NorthstarCalifornia.com

https:/mail. google.com/mail/u/0/7ui=2&ik=1e2 1 c60cba&view=pl&qg-astrainedOvailresorts.com&qs=tr... 11/22/2016
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NORTHSTAR. (/) Haavanly

fass Takaw

AYALRESORTE® Coauaiy

(P Please consider envirenmental impacts befere printing this email

VAILRESORTS®
EXPERIENCE OF A LIFETIME

The information contained in this message is confidential and intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
above, and may be privileged. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the
intended recipient, please reply ta the sender immediately, stating that you have received the message in error, then please
delete this e-mail. Thank you.

=% Street Sweeping Map 2016.pdf
I 1086K

Chuck Beatty <cbeatty@amadorgov.org> Thu, Oct 8, 2016 at 4:56 PM
Ta: Andrew Strain <astrain@vailresorts.com>

Thank you, Andrew. Does this map reflect both the streets that were swept in June and those that will be swept this month
{same streets)?

Also, TCTAC had requested additional information regarding the number of days parking was allowed on the KMA
easement along Kirkwood Meadows Drive between Hawkweed Rd and Wintergreen Rd,

I'll know by end of business tomorrow if we are having a meeting.

Thanks,
Chuck

Chuck Beatty

Amador County Planning
810 Court Street
Jackson, CA 95642
209-223-68380

[Quoted text hidden]

Andrew Strain <astrain@vailresorts.com> Fri, Oct 14, 2018 at 3:37 PM
To: Chuck Beatty <chbeatty@amadorgov.org>
Cc: Doug Pierini <DPFierini@vailresorts . com>

Hi Chuck:

| believe that the map reflects streets swept during both the summer sweeping and those planned to be swept as part of
the fall sweeping.

https://mail.poogle.com/mail/u/0/2ui=2&ik=1e21c60cba& view=pl&g=astram%40vatlresorts.comd&qgs=tr... 11/22/2016
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| checked and was told that we used it for parking 4 times last season.

Thanks,

Andrew

Andrew Strain
Vice President of Planning & Governmental Affairs

Heaveniy Mountain Resart | Northstar California Resort

PO Box 2180

Stateling, NV 89449

(775) 586-2313 Heavenly direct
(530} 562-8042 Northstar direct
www.SkiHeavenly.com

www, NorthstarCalifornia.com

NORTHSTAR. (/) Heavanly

LAES THEQF

ATMLRESTHTS® Dorwtany

(P Please consider environmental impacts before printing this email

VAILRESORTS®
EXPERIENCE OF A LIFETIME

From: Chuck Beatty [mailto:cheatty@amadorgov.org]
Sent: Thursday, October 06, 2016 4:57 PM

To: Andrew Strain

Subject: Re: Kirkwood Meadows Drive Fall Street Sweeping

[Quated text hidden]

Chuck Beatty <cbeatty@amadorgov.org> Tue, Oct 25, 2016 at 9:47 AM
To: Andrew Strain <astrain@vailresorts.com=>

Andrew, do you mind if | include your email below in the November 4 TCTAC packet as it addresses bath of the mitigation
items an which we requested additional infarmation?

Thanks,
Chuck

Chuck Beatty

hitps://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?7ui=2&ik=1e2 1 c60cba&view=pt&qg=astrain%40vailresorts.com&qs=tr... 11/22/2016
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Amador County Planning
810 Court Street
Jackson, CA 95642
209-223-6380

[Quoted text hidden]

Andrew Strain <astrain@vailresorts.com> Tue, Oct 25, 2016 at 9:52 AM
To: Chuck Beatty <cbeatty@amadorgov.org>

QK.
Andrew

Andrew Strain
Vice President of Planning & Gevernmental Affairs
Heavenly Mountain Resort | Northstar California Resort

PO Box 2180

Stateline, NV 83449

(775) 586-2313 Heavenly direct
(530) 562-8042 Northstar direct
www.SkiHeavenly.com

www. NorthstarCalifornia.com

NORTHSTAR. (/) Haavanly

LAY TAaRpE

AALREFORTS oy

(#® Please consider environmental impacts before printing this email

VAILRESORTS®
EXPERIENCE OF A LIFETIME

From: Chuck Beatty [mailto:cbeatty@amadorgov.org]
Sent: Tuesday, Octeber 25, 2016 9:48 AM

[Quoted text hidden]

{Quoted text hidden]

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?2ui=2 &ik=1e2 1 c60cba& view=pt&qg=astrain%40vailresorts.eom&qs=tr... 11/22/2016
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Sandy McKay Nov 11 (3 days ago)

@l me|

Michael

Hi Chuck. Please add an agenda item to the Dec. 9 meeting for the District to remove a
large dead tree just ahove the Powerhouse. There’s another tree adjacent to Lava Rock
Lodge that was previously identified as a potential threat that we also plan to remove
upon TCTAC approval. I'll forward you a site map and photo for the packet in the
next week or so. Any questions, please advise.

Thanks!

Sandy

Sandy McKay

Executive Assistant/Clerk of the Board
Kirkwood Meadows Public Utility District
P.O. Box 247, 33540 Loop Road
Kirkwood, CA 95646

209-258-4444 X110

www.kmpud.com
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Prepared for:

Tri-County Technical Advisory
Committee

Mr. Zach Wood

Planner lll

Alpine County Community
Development Dept.

50 Diamond Valley Road
Markleeville, CA 96120

Mr. Chuck Beatty

Amador County Planning Dept.

B10 Court Street
Jackson, CA 95642

Mr. Peter Maurer

Principal Planner

El Dorado County Community
Development Agency Division
2850 Fairland Court
Placerville, CA 95667

Prepared by:

Resource Concepts, Inc.
340 N. Minnesota Street
Carson City, NV 89703-4152

WWW.rci-nv.com

Revised November 23, 2016

2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan

Mitigation Compliance
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Executive Summary

The Kirkwood Specific Plan was created in 2003 to guide development on private land within the
Kirkwood community. Anticipated environmental impacts resulting from implementation of the Plan
were analyzed and disclosed within the October 2002 Kirkwood Recirculated Revised Final Environmental
Impact Report (Final EIR), A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP) was developed to ensure
that the mitigation measures committed to in the Final EIR are implemented appropriately, and that
environmental effects from development remain within the context of impacts disclosed. This report
serves as a l0-year review {2003-2013) of the overall compliance with the Specific Plan Mitigation
Monitoring Program.

Inclusion of mitigation measures into project design, monitoring during construction, and annual
reporting requirements provide a framework in which effective mitigation can be achieved. Gf the more
than 180 mitigation measures, most were found to be in compliance. Areas of non-compliznce or partial
non-compliance were noted with respect to weed management, site revegetation, street sweeping,
grazing management and recreation. Additionally, ambiguity in language of sorme mitigation measures
makes it unclear as to the party responsible for implementation.
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Introduction

The 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan was prepared to illustrate the ultimate development of privately held
lands within the Kirkwood community, located within Alpine, Amador, and El Dorado counties,
California. The Plan, which is enforced through county ordinance, was adopted by Amador and Alpine
counties in 2003 and establishes the community’s goals, objectives, and policies, and designates land
use zoning. In 2003 El Dorado County was in the process of revising their General Plan and not able to
formally adopt the 2003 Specific Plan. Now that El Dorado County has a General Plan in place {2004),
Kirkwood Mountain Development is actively pursuing formal adoption of the 2003 Kirkwood Specific
Plan by El Dorado County.

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (CEQA), a Draft Environmental
impact Report (EIR) was prepared in November 1999 to disclose the potential environmental effects of
the proposed activities identified in the 2003 Specific Plan. The Alpine County Planning Department
served as the lead CEQA agency. A Final EIR was published in 2000, but later revised to provide a more
comprehensive effects analysis that included potential impacts associated with the Kirkwood Mountain
Resort's 2003 Mountain Master Development Plan and Kirkwood Meadows Public Utility District
{KMPUD) Wastewater Treatment Plant upgrades and expansions. In October 2002, the Kirkwood
Recirculated Revised Final Environmental impact Report was compieted and included a Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Plan {MMRP)}. The MMRP identifies mitigation measures required to minimize
negative effects of the proposed activities and the entities responsible for review and enforcement.

Proposed development within Kirkwood is reviewed for confarmance with the Plan and MMRP by the
Tri-County Technical Advisory Committee {TC-TAC) which is comprised of representatives of Alpine,
Amador, and El Dorado counties and the building department of the county in which the project is
proposed. The joint powers agreement which established TC-TAC was amended in 1985 to include
representatives from El Dorado National Forest, Toiyabe National Forest, and KMPUD as ex-officio
members of the committee. The applicable county planning department may be involved if the project
requires a use permit, tentative map, or variance.
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Purpose of Report
This report is required by the Amador County Condition of Approval #2, which states the following:

Buring the tenth year foliowing opproval of the Proposed Project, KMR or its successar
will retain a qualified consuitant to review the development far compliance with the
mitigation requirements in the MMRP ond ony other conditions of opproval of the
Proposed Project. The selection of the consuitant will be mutually agreed to by TC-TAC.
The consultant will identify any shortcomings and moke recommendatians for
adjustment to conditions to avercome those shortcomings. Additionally, the cansultant
will identify any new circumstances or unanticipated impacts that were not foreseen
when the 2002 Final EIR was certified and the Propaosed Project approved. The
consultont will recommend whether or not supplemental CEQA documentation may be
necessary.

The consultant’s report and recommendations will be reviewed at a reqguiar meeting of
TC-TAC. Prior to the meeting, the report will be made available to the public. TC-TAC will
consider the report and forward recommendations, along with the consultant’s report,
to the plonning commissions and boards of supervisors of olf three counties.

Any decision regarding preparation af suppiemental CEQA documentation will be made
by the lead ogency subject to the requirements of CEQA. Further action - including
additional mitigation measures, adjustments to the Proposed Project, and odditional
conditions of approval - may be considered ond imposed only in occordonce with the
requirements of CEQA and other applicable laws, ordinances, and regulatians.

This report serves as the 10-year review of compliance with the 2003 Specific Plan Mitigation
Maonitoring and Reporting Plan. Specifically, the purpose of this report is:

1. To review implementation of the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan for compliance with the
mitigation measures found in the Mitigation Monitoring Program and other conditions of
approval of the project;

2. Identify short comings, if any, and make recommendations for adjustments to overcome
shortcomings;

3. |dentify any new circumnstances or unanticipated impacts that were not foreseen when the
2002 Final EIR was certified and Plan approved; and,

4. Make recommendations as to whether new projects that were not within the scope of the
original Environmental Impact Review require supplemental CEQA documentation.
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Background

Application of the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan

The 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan covers the privately held land in the counties of Alpine, Amador and El
Dorado. Rezoning, tentative and final subdivision maps and public warks projects within Kirkwood are
required by law to be consistent with the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan. All residential, commercial,
mixed-use, public works, recreation and conservation projects must comply with the policies of the 2003
Kirkwood Specific Plan, and implementation of those projects must comply with the Ordinances of the
Plan (Specific Plan, page 12).

The 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan states that the county planning and building departments will bear the
majority of enforcement responsibilities as they relate to development projects at Kirkwood (page 100}.
When a proposed project is required to submit an application to the appropriate county for a grading
permit, building permit or approval of tentative map, the planning and building departments have the
responsibility to review the project design for compliance with the Plan and are charged with monitoring
and enforcing the mitigation measures. Each county has adopted enforcement procedures for addressing
non-compliance with its adopted plans, policies, and regulations.

Each county has adopted enforcement procedures for addressing non-compliance with its adopted plans,
policies, and regulations. The adegquacy of those procedures is outside the scope of the 10-year Specific
Plan review. The TC-TAC is an advisory board and cannot enforce mitigation measures or levy fines. As
necessary, TC-TAC can make recommendations to the appropriate county enforcement department.

Status of 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan Implementation

The 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan primary objective is to create a year-round destination resort. The
proposed residential build-out is 1,413 housing units and 2 multiple use recreation and community
center, with a maximum build-out {overnight) population of 6,142 persons.

The following table summarizes the residential development that was entitled prior to adoption of the
2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan and residential development that was entitled or is pending under the 2003
Kirkwood Specific Plan. Development entitled under the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan is subject to the
conditions and mitigation measures presented in the Plan and MMRP.

Table 1. Summary of Specific Plan Development ta Date

Development # of Units
Development Entitled Prior to 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan

Single-family {includes built and unbuilt lots in KMA, East Meadows, Juniper Ridge, 33l
Palisades lIl, IV, and V)

Multi Family (Includes Edelweiss, Thimblewood, Sentinals, The Meadows, Meadowstone, 461
Sun Meadows |-V, Base Camp, The Lodge at Kirkwood, Mountain Club, Timber Ridge,
Employee Housing, Caples View)

Subtotal of Entitled Development under previous plans 792

Brsource Qonewls, Inc 1
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Development | # of Units |

Development Entitled and Subject to the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan
Single-family (includes built and unbuilt lots in Palisades V) 15
Multi Family {Includes Sentinels West and Sentinels Way) 18
Timber Creek Lodge s
Recreation and community center {phas;es 1and2) -

Subtotal of Entitled Development Under 2003 Specific Plan 33

Pending Development / Tentative Maps approved pursuant te 2003 Kirkwood Specific

| Plan !
Single-Family {includes lots in Palisades VI-A and VI-B, Martin Point, East Village) 70
Multi-Family {includes Timber Creek Village, Thunder Mountain Lodge, Expedition Lodge} 123

Subtotal of Pending Development 193

TOTAL ENTITLED OR PENDING DEVELOPMENT 1,018

Development plans for Thunder Mountain Lodge and Expedition Lodge were also reviewed and
approved by TC-TAC and Amador County for compliance with the conditions of the 2003 Specific Plan,
but have since been halted due to the econamic downturn. Additionally, the temporary redevelopment
of the Timber Creek Lodge commercial facilities was reviewed, approved, and constructed pursuant to
the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan.

Resestiree Cancepts, tag,
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New Circumstances and Potential Supplemental CEQA Review

The 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan describes a development project that consists of a series of actions,
where the actions are both geographically related and governed by the same regulations. Pursuant to
CEQA Guidelines, the 2002 Specific Plan EIR was completed as a Program EIR {CEQA Guidelines
15168[al). A Program EIR is suitable for projects that have: 1) longer implementation schedules, 2}
general parameters or conditions that will be applied to future activities, and 3) requires subsequent
agency discretionary approvals for future implementation of the Plan. TC-TAC and the county planning
and building departments are responsible for reviewing proposed projects under the 2003 Kirkwood
Specific Plan for CEQA compliance in the context of impacts disclosed in the Kirkwood Recirculated
Revised Final EIR {2002). If the review indicates that the effects of a new proposed project were naot
disclosed in the EIR, and the Plan has the potential to cause new significant environmental impacts, the
Lead Agency must determine whether 1) the impacts have been avoided or reduced by existing
mitigation measures or alternatives required by the Lead Agency, or 2) the impacts would be avoided, or
reduced by mitigation measures, or alternatives which should be adopted by another agency. However,
under CEQA there is a presumption that the certified EIR is adequate unless one of the events specified
under the law triggers the need for a subsequent or supplemental EIR {Public Resources Code § 21166;
CEQA Guidelines § 15162.) These include a proposal for modification to the prior project that would
result in substantial changes in the proposed project, or circumstances under which the project was
undertaken, or new information that was not known at the time the EiR was drafted. Supplemental
CEGA review is only required if the modified project will have new significant environmental effects
(Public Resources Code § 21166; CEQA Guidelines § 15162). As explained in detail below, no such
modification, which would trigger this standard and require additional review under CEQA, exists at
Kirkwood.

Electrical Utilities

In July 2011, the KMPUD purchased Mountain Utilities, and the following year became the electric
service provider for the Kirkwood community and resort. Initially the KMPUD provided electrical power
via a diesel fired electrical plant with an overall output capacity of 5.0 megawatts. The environmental
effects of continued reliance on diesel generated electric power through build-out of the 2003 Kirkwood
Specific Plan was analyzed in the 2002 Specific Plan EIR.

In 2013, KMPUD began construction of the 28-mile Qut-Valley Power Line Project, which provides a
connection to the regional electric grid and sufficient electrical power to support build-out of the 2003
Kirkwood Specific Plan. Because the potential effects of the Qut-Valley Power Line Project were not
included in the 2002 Final EIR and had potential to result in significant impacts on both private and
federally managed lands, KMPUD, in cooperation with the U.S. Forest Service, prepared a joint EIR/EIS
that analyzed the environmental effects of construction, operation, and long-term maintenance of the
power line (Kirkwood Meadows FPower Line Reliability, Final Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental impact Repart, 2012.) The Final EIS/EIR for the Out-Valley Power Line (2012)
analyzed the potential effects on natural resources (e.g. water resources, biclogical resources, air
quality, greenhouses gases) and other areas of concern related to human use and perceptions {cultural
resources, land use, traffic, visual and aesthetics, noise, and public safety) of a power supply
interconnection to the regional electric grid instead of diesel generated power as discussed in the 2003
Kirkwood Specific Plan. The Out-Valley connection was commissioned in November of 2014 and the
diesel plant was converted to a backup facility. Because the effects were analyzed in the joint EIR/EIS
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and no new significant environmental effects were identified, the Out-Valley Power Line is in compliance
CEQA regulations and no additional environmental review is required.

Change in Resort Operator

In April 2012, the resort operations and remaining undeveloped “West Village” parcels were sold to a
subsidiary of Vail Resorts. Accompanying this change in ownership was the division of responsibilities for
implementing required mitigation and monitoring responsibilities. These responsibilities have been
divided and assigned to either the Resort Operator (Kirkwood Mountain Resort or KMR) or Master
Developer (Kirkwood Mountain Development or KMD) and will continue to be implemented pursuant to
the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan criteria. Therefore, this change in ownership is essentially an
administrative change and does not change the development plan or operational model assumed in the
environmental analyses completed as part of the 2002 Final EIR. The ownership change will not
constitute a change in the project or result in new significant environmental impacts and no additional
environmental review is necessary.

Mountain Master Development Plan

In November 2007, the United States Forest Service issued a Record of Decision approving the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the 2003 Mountain Master Development Plan (MMDP) on
National Forest Service land within the resort’s existing Special Use Permit area boundary. The MMDP
documents long-term investment in the resort's facilities and improvements, such as chairlifts, terrain
and trails, infrastructure, and snowmaking facilities, and could result in cumulative impacts on private
lands analyzed under the EIR. In compliance with CEQA and in order to provide a comprehensive
analysis of the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan in its full context, the Kirkwood Recirculated Revised Final
Environmental Impact Report included analysis and disclosure of impacts associated with
implementation of the MMDP. Therefore, no additional environmental analysis is necessary.
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CEQA Compliance

The MMRP contains over 180 mitigation measures, most of which are found to be in compliance. TC-
TAC's and the counties’ planning department reviews of proposed development plans, on-going
monitoring, and reporting requirements provides a mechanism to ensure that projects conform te the
mitigation measures. Additionally, many of the mitigation measures reflect standard regulatory
requirements duplicated in county, State, and federal permit conditions, further reiterating appropriate
implementation and providing additional compliance review and a means of enforcement. Areas of non-
compliance or partial compliance, were primarily related to weed management activities, project
revegetation, grazing management, street sweeping, traffic control monitoring and reporting, and
completion of recreation surveys.

Since adoption of the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan, numerous reports have been generated in
compliance with or as documentation of compliance with required mitigation measures. Attachment B
lists the documents that were reviewed to assess compliance with the various mitigation measures.
Additionally, the following table lists the persons that were interviewed to gain insight on
implementation cof the measures, compliance, and recommendations for impraovement,
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Mitigation Compliance

General Compliance

The MMRP and accompanying county conditions of approval contain over 180 measures that were
reviewed in this report. Determination of compliance with each individual mitigation measures is
addressed within the Summary Table provided in Attachment A. The following sections provide a brief
overview of compliance by resource topic and address issues that have been expressed as areas of
concern and compliance measures which are in need of a maore in depth discussion,

Table 2. Persons Interviewed Regarding Compliance with the MMRP Measures

: __ Name ) 2] Dat_e j

Chuck Beatty September 4, 2014 l
Plonner October 31, 2016
Amador County Plenning Department | November 16, 2016

Casey Blann August 11, 2014
Vice President & General Monoger |
Kirkwood Mountoin Resort

Bruce Gianola October 7, 2014
President
Kirkwaood Cammunity Assaciotion |
Susan C. Grijalva ' September 4, 2014 |

Planning Director l
Amodor County Plonning Degartment

| LeAnne Mila | September 29, 2014 |
Senior Agriculturol Biologist |
County of El Dorodo (1SS o -
| Dave Myers | August 11, 2014 |

Sr. Director of Operotions
Kirkwood Mountoin Resort

Brian Paters September 25, 2014
Directar |
| Comrunity Development Deportment Alpine County '
Michael Richter September 19, 2014 |
‘ Former Director of Enviraonmentol Affairs | November 16, 2016 |
Kirkwood Mountain Resort . ; : —
! Michael Sharp August 22, 2014 |
[ Generol Monoger Septernber 18, 2014
KAMPLUD

Andrew Strain
Vice President of Plonning and Governmental Affoirs
Heavenly Ski Resort

August 11, 2014

| Mate Whaley May 15, 2014 |
. Chief Financiaol Officer August 11, 2014
Kirkwood Copitol Partner |
Zach Wood Avgust 1, 2014 |
Plonner il

Alpine County Community Development
Geology, Soils, and Geologic Hazords

In general, the mitigation measures designed to protect geology, soils, and geologic hazards consist of
construction related best management practices (BMPs) and building and public works code
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requirements. Many of these measures are taken directly from the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan Erosion
Control Ordinance (2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan, Appendix 1). When a proposed project requires a
grading permit, building permit or approval of a tentative map, the project proponent is responsible far
integrating these mitigation measures into individual project designs and specifications. Project plans
are then submitied to the applicable county planning and building departments for review to ensure
that the mitigation measures have been sufficiently incorporated into design and that the project is
consistent with the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan prior to final plan approval. Geotechnical reports
prepared by a professional engineer are required for certain improvements pursuant to county
regulations. When required, these reports are submitted with planning documents for county review.
These reports address the suitability of soils and geologic stability of each development site and provide
recommendations for design measures to avoid and minimize risks of geologic hazards. Certain activities
and improvements, such as maintenance of existing structures, roads or parking lots, or minor activities
that do not trigger the need for a permit, do not require authorization by the County or review by TC-TAC
and therefore, monitoring by the County is not required under the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan.
However, all activities must be in compliance with State and federal regulations.

The State's Construction General Permit (Water Quality Order 2009-0009-DWQ) augments and further
enforces many of the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan mitigations measures on private lands by requiring
development and implementation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that require
weekly site manitoring by a Qualified SWPPP Practitioner that has been trained in State adopted
monitoring protocol. Additionally, SWPPPs require pre- and post- storm event monitoring to ensure
proper installation of BMPs and review of effectiveness. This is an independent process from
implementation of the mitigation measures, but serves to achieve the same water quality goals.

This suite of mitigation measures for geologic and soil resources alse addresses scil conservation and
revegetation of disturbance post-construction. Pursuant to the MMRP, development projects are
reguired to prepare landscaping designs and revegetation plans, many of which are incorporated into
the site’s improvement plans. These plans are reviewed by the appropriate county planning department
for conformance with the Kirkwood Landscape and Revegetation Ordinance. Compliance with
revegetation measures are enforced through the withholding of a security bond in Amador County and
public improvement bonds in Alpine County. Final inspection of the project area and return of the bonds
signify compliance.

Compliance Summary and Recommendations

Compliance with the geology, soils, and geologic hazard mitigation measures has been achieved through
the process of design review, implementation and inspection during construction. Many of these
mitigation measures are also required pursuant to State and federal law and county code, providing a
redundancy in review and compliance enforcement. Interviews with resort personnel identified previous
instances when measures were incorporated into design but were not implemented or initially
implemented incorrectly during construction. Many of these instances were discavered during required
inspections and corrected before project completion. Other instances resulted in water quality
violations and enforcement actions and subsequent restoration and mitigation imposed by the Regional
Water Quality Cantrol Board. All known enforcement actions have been, or are currently being complied
with.

The following mitigation measure regarding site revegetation requires additional discussion and effort to
bring into compliance.
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Mitigation Measure 4.8 (h} requires that permanent vegetative cover to be established on disturbed
area, and replanting is required if initial efforts fail. The responsibility of implementing this measure
rests on the praject proponent, and menitoring and enforcement are the responsibility of the applicable
county.

Multiple areas were identified as having failed revegetation efforts, including Sentinels West, Thunder
Mountain and Expedition Lodge. Areas of temporary disturbance around Sentinels West were
revegetated as required by the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan but have subsequently failed. Amador
County Planning Department withheld return of the revegetation bond and is currently working with the
landowner on a remedial vegetation plan {Chuck Beatty, personal cammunication, October 31, 2016). In
this instance, the system of review, implementation, monitoring and enforcement has worked.
However, for projects such as Thunder Mountain and Expedition Lodge, permanent vegetation efforts
were not completed, the projects were not finished and the developments were abandoned. Project
abandonment is not specifically addressed in the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan or MMRP. If revegetation
effarts are not completed or fail after initial instaflation, respansibility to revegetate the site falls to the
property owner. Incidents where revegetation is not completed or has failed should be reported to the
appropriate County for enforcement,

Water Resources

Similar to the measures discussed above, many of the mitigation measures designed to protect water
resaurces are intended to slaw surface runoff and avoid soil compaction. They are incorporated into the
design by the project proponent, reviewed and approved by the appropriate county planning
department, implemented during construction by the project propanent, and monitored by the county
during and post construction for compliance.

KMPUD's water supply and treatment system is regulated by the California Department of Public Health
(CDPH) {Permit No. 85-015, amended April 2013). This permit regulates the addition or removal of wells
to the water system. KMPUD has been proactive in implementation of conservation measures to reduce
consumptive use as necessary and is actively pursuing additional water supply to meet demand at build
out. In accordance with Mitigation Measure 4.02 {g), KMPUD developed a Water Stage Alert System in
2007, which was voluntarily implemented in the summer of 2014. Based on recommendations in the
2014 Services Capacity Analysis {Matt Wheeler Engineering), KMPUD intends to pursue the acquisition
of surface water rights to meet the water supply demand at build-out of the 2003 Kirkwood Specific
Plan, and does not anticipate the use of wastewater to meet future water supply demands as implied in
mitigation measure 4,02 {f), though this simply increases the options available to the KMPUD should
conditions warrant. Additionally, KMPUD is planning to construct additional water storage for future
domestic use and fire suppression as recommended in the Service Capacity Analysis (Matt Wheeler
Engineering, 2014).

Additionally, water resource mitigation measures address protection of groundwater caontamination
from discharge of treated wastewater. KMPUD's wastewater facilities are operated under the
jurisdiction of the State Water Resources Control Board (order number 2006-003-WQ) and the Regional
Water Quality Control Board Waste Discharge Requirements (WDR R5-2007-0125). The permits require
monitoring and reporting on a regular basis for demonstration of permit compliance. Collection systems
are operated and maintained pursuant to the Sewer System Management Plan (2012). The current
wastewater treatment and disposal facilities are capable of meeting ultimate build-out flows and no
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expansion of the wastewater absorption beds is anticipated. KMPUD is in good standing with the State
and regional boards (Michael Sharp, General Manager, KMPUD. personal communication. September
18, 2014).

Complionce Summary and Recommendations
In general, compliance with the mitigation measures designed to protect water resources are being met
through the process of design review, implementation and inspection during construction, and through
adherence to State permit conditions. While the objectives of the mitigation measure are being
achieved, the following measures pertaining to the Grazing Management Plan and street sweeping
require additional discussion and effort to bring them into full technical compliance.

Mitigation Measure 4.02 {dd} requires implementation of the grazing management practices from the
Draft Grazing Plan prepared as part of the 2002 EiR. The Draft Grazing Plan requires fencing of Kirkwood
Creek, fencing of the grazing area, and use of remote water troughs. Based on interviews with KMR, no
formal implementation of the Draft Grazing Plan has occurred. In preparation of this report, the grazing
area and adjacent sections of Kirkwood Creek were inspected for evidence of overuse and degradation.
Horse grazing was evident throughout the portion of the meadow used for grazing, but there was no
evidence of degradation to the meadow or Kirkwood Creek. The dense willow stands along the creek
act as a natural barrier preventing degradation of the streambanks from horse grazing. During the
summer of 2015 and 2016, no horses were kept in the meadow.

in November 2008, KMD proposed a revised Grazing Management Plan (Attachment D) as part of a
comprehensive mitigation plan to protect Kirkwood Meadow to the US Army Corps of Engineers (COE)
and the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB) as part of their Clean Water
Act 404 and 401 permit applications. Once the final CWA 404 and 401 permits are issued by these
agencies, impiementation of the revised Grazing Management Plan will be required whenever the
meadows are used for grazing as a condition of the permits. The revised Grazing Management Plan
requires establishment of baseline conditions, collection of use records submitted by the concessionaires
and homeowners, and annual photo documentation and utilization mapping to track changes within the
meadow. The Grazing Management Plan also requires evaluation of grazing practices based upon
documented use and makes recommendations for modification of grazing practices as necessary.
Because the revised Grazing Management Plan is based on actual utilization data and annual
monitoring, it is recommended that TC-TAC and the counties adopt the revised 2008 plan in place of the
Draft Grazing Plan included in the Final EIR. Prior to adoption, the revised Grazing Management Plan
should be updated to clarify the roles, responsibilities, and authority of the various parties, including the
COE and CVRWQLB, the developer (KMD), and the property owner (KMR]).

There are two mitigation measures which address street sweeping within Kirkwood:

Mitigation Measure 4.2 (v): Conduct street sweeping two times per vear and when
buildup of loose materials occurs on paved roads.

Mitigation Measure 4.4 {e): Streets will be swept by a vactum sweeper during periods
when road conditions are dry enough to allow the removal of anti-skid materials (i.e.
sand). The streets must be swept from curb to curb, which includes the driving lanes, to
maximize the control effectiveness.

The wording of these mitigation measures is ambiguous as to which streets require sweeping and who is
responsible for doing the sweeping. Our research indicates there are differing opinions among
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stakeholders regarding interpretation of these measures. However, this comment raises legal questions
that are outside of the scope of this review. While the goal of these mitigation measures is to require
street sweeping as a source control measure, implementation implicates legal questions as to who
controls the use and maintenance for roads and who has the legal authorization to enter and / or
perform maintenance in those areas. A potential solution to this may be that the responsibility for street
sweeping should mirror the responsibility for snow plowing.

Given the ambiguity of mitigation measures 4.2{v) and 4.4(e), the counties should analyze the legal
responsibility for the implementation of these measures.

Aquatic and Biological Resources

Several of the agquatic and biological resource mitigation measures are specific to the protection of
Kirkwood Creek. As such, many of the measures designed to protect Kirkwood Creek focus on soil
stabilization and were included in the discussion on Geology, Soils, and Geologic Hazards above.

Mitigation Measure 4.03.1 (f) requires implementation of the site-specific recommendations from the
Kirkwood Creek Floodplain Study {EBCE 1996) including:

1. Build a diversion structure to operate with the existing drain and inlet for diversion of
surface water hetween Lifts 10 and 11;

2. Prevent flooding in the area near Base Camp One condominiums by either clearing snow out
of the sharp bend in Kirkwood Creek, or constructing a low floodwall;

3. Replace the two existing footbridges upstream of Kirkwood Meadows Drive, which currently
restrict the flow of Kirkwood Creek;

4. Prevent the infrequent overtopping of Kirkwood Meadows Drive by enlarging the bridge
opening or constructing a floodwall eastward along the east creek bank; some boulders
could be removed from the creek in this area as well;

5. Proposed structures in this area should be built a few feet above the floodplain elevation;
and,

6. Channel work such as bank protection (subject to permit requirements).

Review of the 2007 Biennial Review Report submitted to Amador County 5taff in December 2007
indicates that the diversion structure between Lifts 10 and 11 was permitted in 1997 and constructed in
1998. The Report also states that the low floodwall near Base Camp One condominiums and the
floodwall eastward along the east creek bank had been completed, and permits and photos were
previously submitted for County review. The 2007 Biennial Review was reviewed and approved by TC-
TAC. Although actual permits and photos could not be obtained from either Amador or Alpine county
for reference, discussions with Mike Richter, former Director of Environmental Affairs for Kirkwood
Mountain Resort (personal communication November 16, 2016), indicted that both projects have been
completed.

Remaining to be constructed are two replacement bridge crossings which are included as part of the

proposed East Village development plans. Future building pads proposed within the floodplain will be
constructed above flood elevation as required by county code.
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Mitigation Measure 4.03.2 {f) requires that all projects minimize impacts to wetlands and streams, and
projects with the potential to impact waters of the U.S., including wetlands, be reviewed by the COE. To
comply with this measure, KMD is in the final stages of permitting with the COE and the CVRWQCB to
complete permits which autharize impacts to waters of the U.S. necessary for build-out of the 2003
Kirkwood Specific Plan. A critical component of the agencies’ approval is adequate demonstration of
impact avoidance and minimization. Additionally, as specific site plans are developed, KMD, or other
project proponents, will prepare and apply for a Streambed Alteration Agreement permit from the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), as necessary.

Although KMD has been diligent in obtaining appropriate permits, in 2005 the previous developers of
Thunder Mountain Lodge proteeded with relocation of a jurisdictional stream without the necessary
permits from the COE, CVRWQCB, or CDFW permits, and the developers were issued a notice of
vialation. The property is currently in compliance with remedial actions required by the enforcement
agencies.

Pursuant to Mitigation Measure 4.03.2(h), pre-construction surveys for sensitive wildlife and plant
species have been completed for all on-going projects and were recently updated (July 2014) for Martin
Point, Timber Creek, East Village, North of Highway 88, and the Northwest Parcel project areas. Wildlife
surveys were also completed at Kirkwood and Caples Lake as reguired by Mitigation Measure 4.03.2 {g).
Surveys were completed using CA Department of Fish and Wildlife survey protocols when available. No
State or federally listed species have been identified.

Compliance Summary and Recommendations
In general, compliance with the mitigation measures designed to protect biological and aguatic
resources are being met through a process of pre-construction surveys, protection of sensitive resources
through project design, and compliance with required permit conditions. Additionally, design based
mitigation measures are being successfully implemented that protect degradation of aguatic resources
from increased erosion and sedimentation during construction. However, the following mitigation
measure regarding noxious weeds require additional discussion and effort to be brought into compliance.

Mitigation Measure 4.03.4 (b) requires that KMR implement the Draft Noxious Weed Management Plan
for Kirkwood Mountain Resort that was included as Appendix B in the Final EIR. The plan addresses
prevention and control of noxious weeds through mitigation measures such as requiring the use of
native seed mixtures, certified weed-free hay, and construction practices such as the cleaning of residual
soil off of construction equipment transported from other areas prior to use at Kirkwood. Additionally,
the plan requires annual monitoring for noxious weeds within Kirkwood. Interviews with KMR and KMD
suggest that there has been no formal implementation of the noxious weed management plan, although
aspects are implemented through other means such as annual county noxious weed surveys, pre-
construction botanical studies, and implementation of Kirkwood’s Landscape and Revegetation
Guidelines and Erosion Control Plan.

Field inspection of the Kirkwood area and conversations with El Dorado County’s Senior Agricultural
Biologist (LeAnne Mila, personal communication September 29, 2014) indicates that the presence of
State and federally listed noxious weeds within Kirkwood is minimal and limited to two (2) known
occurrences that are actively being treated. The environmental effects from establishment of listed
noxious weed species is less than significant at this time. However, to improve the effectiveness, the
Draft Noxious Weed Management Plan should be updated to identify the specific species of concern,
reflect the current status of targeted species within the Kirkwood area, provide clarification and
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prioritization on the monitoring, reporting, and treatment of the species managed, provide preventative
measures to reduce the risk of noxious weed introductions, and include an adaptive management
protocol to routinely update the plan based on the survey data. The plan should be comprehensive, such
that it includes all private lands within Kirkwoed, and the parties responsible for implementation should
include all private land owners. Responsibilities should be clearly delineated and a mechanism of
reporting and review should be developed. Survey efforts should be coordinated with El Dorado County
staff to reduce duplication of efforts.

Air Quality

Mitigation measures designed to protect air quality within Kirkwood Valley focus primarily on the
reduction of particulate emissions from diesel generated power and wood burning stoves. Mitigation
measures related to operation of the diesel-generated power plant (MM 4.04 (a) and MM 4.04 (b)) are
no longer applicable to the project. With construction of the new power house in 2012, the emission
control technologies installed at that time supersede those of the old power house and greatly reduce
emissions air pollutants. The emissions from the new diesel generated power house are regulated by
the Great Basin Unified Air Poliution Control District {(GBUAPCD), and operation of the new power house
is in compliance with permit conditions.

Mitigation Measure 4.04 (a) requires that the counties develop and enact an ordinance to reduce
particulate emissions from wood burning within Kirkwood. This ordinance is to include incentives to
replace existing wood burning devices with Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Phase Ii Certified
devices and require that all new residences install wood burning devices that incorporate EPA Phase Il
Certification requirements. However, since publication of the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan, CA State
Building Codes were issued that required installation of EPA Phase Il compliant wood burning stoves in
all new residences. Concurrently, funding was provided by Alpine County to implement a rebate
program that provided incentives to homeowners to retrofit their existing wood burning stove. Given
the regulations in place, TC-TAC did not feel that develapment of a new ordinance with similar
requirements to existing State Building Code was warranted and no new ordinance was developed.

Compiiance Summary and Recommendations
Compliance with the mitigation measures designed to protect air quality is achieved through KMPUD’s
compliance with existing permit conditions under authority of the GBUAPCD and adherence to EPA
regulations and California Building Codes for wood burning stoves.

Cultural Resources

In preparation of the Final EIR, cultural and historic resource surveys were completed for the entire 2003
Kirkwood Specific Plan project area. The mitigation measures 4.05 (b), 4.05 (c), 4.05 (d), 4.05 (f), and
4.05 (g) that require notification of newly found cultural and historic resources are standard
construction protocols included on project design sheets, There is no new development or modification
proposed to the Kirkwood Inn, and the specific plan development area has been modified to avoid
impacts to Mace Camp,

Compliance Summary ond Recommenduations
Development is in compliance with all cultural resource related mitigation measures. No additional
actions are needed to maintain compliance with the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan.
Land Use

Mo mitigation was required.
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Traffic

Mitigation measures for traffic focus on the control of traffic flow and provision of adequate parking
during peak visitation. As required by the mitigation measure 4.7 (a), KMR contracts with the CA
Highway Patrol to conduct manual control of egress and ingress at the intersection of SR 88 and
Kirkwood Meadows Drive during periods of peak visitation. Mitigation measure 4.7 (b) also specifies that
traffic counts and LOS modeling be completed every three years during periods of peak visitation and
submitted to TC-TAC, who will then submit its recommendations to the Caltrans District 10. The
frequency of submittal may be modified by TC-TAC.

Under the Master Development Agreement (2012) between KMR and KD, KMD is responsible for
conducting traffic counts and LOS maodeling. The most recent traffic study was completed in 2010 (Fehr
& Peers). In 2013, TC-TAC allowed for the additional analysis to be deferred till 2014 {or until as may be
appropriate} due to lack of new development within Kirkwood Valley since the 2010 traffic study. No
new on-mountain facilities or private land developments occurred in 2014 that would contribute to an
increase in peak traffic. However, documentation of any communication between KMR or KMD and TC-
TAC since 2013 on this issue is lacking.

Documentation of parking spaces in KIMR’s annual report suggests that adequate parking is available for
the number of documented visitors.

Compliance Summary and Recommendations
The mitigation measure specifies that traffic reports are to be completed every three years or as
determined appropriate by TC-TAL. No traffic reports have been completed since 2010 and completion
of traffic reports were deferred in 2013. TC-TAC should determine if additional traffic studies are
necessary based on current conditions or if further deferment is appropriate and notify Caltrans of its
determination.

Visual and Aesthetic Resources

The 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan Design Ordinance forms the foundation from which the visual and
aesthetic resource mitigation measures were developed. All developments approved under the 2003
Specific Plan are required to prepare and submit landscape and revegetation plans {often included
within site improvement plans) to the appropriate county planning department, which are reviewed for
consistency with the Specific Plan mitigation measures. County approval of plans signifies that these
measures have been adequately incorporated into project design and that the project is in compliance
with the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan mitigation measures for visual and aesthetic resources. The county
provides periodic monitoring during construction to ensure the landscape design is implemented in
conformance with the approved plans.

Compliance Summary and Recommendations

Compliance with the measures designed to protect visual and oesthetic resources can be met through
design, review, and approval of londscope plans that incorporate the conditions of the 2003 Kirkwood
Specific Plan Design Ordinance. County planning ond building departments typically require a security
bond to ensure revegetation success. Return of the bond omount to the developer signifies opproval
of the county thot all project revegetation requirements have been met. However, profect
obandonment is nat specifically oddressed in the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan or MMRP. if a project is
completed or abandoned and vegetation efforts fail, responsibility to revegetate the site folls to the
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property owner. incidents where revegetation hos failed should be reported to the appropriate
county for enforcement.

Noise

Mitigation measures for noise restrict hours of construction activity and loudspeaker use at special
events, which are specified on the construction plans or within the use permit, respectively. KMR
continues to implement the Snowmaking Noise Management Program and provides annual reports
documenting compliance for TC-TAC review.

Compliance Summary and Receammendations
Development is in compliance with all noise related mitigation measures. No additional actions are
needed to maintain compliance with the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan mitigation measures for noise.

Socioeconomics

Mitigation Measure 4.10 (a) pertains specifically to the development of designated employee housing.
Mitigation Measure 4.10 {a) requires that the counties develop and enact an ordinance requiring that
employee housing be provided at Kirkwood. At 2 minimum, the ordinance should address the following
elements:

A. A requirement that at least 30 percent of the number of average peak-season
employees be provided with employee housing concurrent with future development of
the resort.

B. A method of ensuring that the amount of required employee housing will continue to
be provided in the future.

C. Consideration of possible allowance for a fee to be paid in lieu of constructing
employee housing.

D. Consideration of possible credit toward the employee housing requirement in
exchange for KMR providing transportation for employees residing outside of the
Kirkwood area.

E. Consideration of possible credit toward the employee housing requirement for housing
units located outside of the Kirkwood area which are reserved by KMR for use by
employees within the Kirkwood area.

In 2003, and as part of the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan, Amador and Alpine counties developed an
Employee Housing Ordinance (2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan, Appendix 5) that meets the requirement
that 30 percent of the average peak season full time eguivalent (FTE) employees be provided with
employee housing and outlines a program for completing new employing housing concurrently with
approval of new project development. The existing Employee Housing Ordinance (Ordinance) also
provides criteria for receiving employee housing credit to fulfill the 30 percent requirement based on
size and type of housing unit, and requires use restrictions for new designated employee housing units.
The 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan requires an annual audit comparing the 30 percent housing
requirement and the amount of housing available to be submitted by September 30" of each year.

Since the 2003/2004 ski season KMR has submitted annual reports demonstrating compliance with the
Qrdinance based upon the number of FTE employees and the number of employee housing units
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available. TC-TAC annually reviews the report to determine its compliance with the Ordinance, and to
date has accepted all annual reports indicating compliance with the Ordinance.

While KMR does not currently own or have plans to develop, or provide employee housing outside of
the Kirkwood area, during the ski season KMR currently provides daily transportation for employees
living within the South Lake Tahoe area. No employee housing credit is given in compensation for these
efforts.

Compliaonce Summary and Recommendations
Based upon TC-TAC's acceptance of all prior employee housing reports, Mitigation Measure 4.10 (a) is
being complied with and no additiona! actions are required to maintain compliance with the 2003
Kirkwood Specific Plan mitigation measure.

Although the mitigation measures pertaining to employee housing are being met, it is clear that the
existing housing ordinance could be updated and revised in order to respond to actual conditions and be
more effective in achieving the needs of the major stakeholders, It is recommended that KMR, KMD,
KMPUD, and the counties werk together to update and revise the Housing Ordinance to meet the
current conditions and housing needs.

Based on review of the information presented above, and discussions with the county planning
departments and the major employers within Kirkwood, it is recommended that amendments to the
Employee Housing Ordinance be considered to address the following issues:

s Target number of additional employee housing units required for build-out,
e«  Farmalize a funding mechanism, such as in-lieu-fees / connection fees.

e Clarify the language of the measure with respect to the employer’s ability to receive credit
towards the employee housing requirement in exchange for providing transportation for
employees to and from South Lake Tahoe or other areas outside of Kirkwood.

s Clarify that the employee housing credit for transportation or provision of off-site housing
referred to in Mitigation Measure 4.10(a), subsections [} and E is not limited to KMR and is
available to any entity that meets the requirements.

Hazardous Materials

Maintenance, storage, and handling of all hazardous materials is outlined in the Hazardous Material
Business Plans (HMBPs) prepared and maintained by both KMR and KMPUD in compliance with Title 19
of the California Code of Regulations as administered by the counties. Additionally, Spill Prevention,
Control and Countermeasures Plans (SPCC Plans) have been prepared for the handling of petroleum
products used at the maintenance shop, power house and other facilities throughout Kirkwood. SPCC
Plans are reviewed and updated on an annual basis and submitted to the applicable counties for
approval. KMPUD and KMR provide regular training to employees in the appropriate use and cleanup of
hazardous materials.

Compliance Summary and Recommendations
KMPUD and KMR maintain compliance with the mitigation measures for hazardous materials through
implementation of the HMBP and SPCC Plans as required by the CA Code of Regulations. No additional
actions are needed to maintain compliance with the 2003 Kirkwoaod Specific Plan mitigation measures.
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Recreation

Recreational mitigation measures are designed to protect recreational resources within and surrounding
Kirkwood through public outreach. KMR has created educational posters and brochures that describe
the area's sensitive resources and regulations. These materials are made available at the Kirkwood Inn,
The Lodge, Kirkwood General Store, and are posted at Kirkwood Lake and Caples Lake.

Compliance Summary and Recommendations
Mitigation Measure 4.12 {b) reguires KMR to conduct surveys to identify on-and-off-site recreation use
patterns of residents and guest every four {4) years. The most recent recreation survey report was
completed in June 2006. Since 2006 little residential development within Kirkwood or to on-mountain
facilities has occurred that would significantly increase the number of residents and guests at Kirkwood
or influence their recreational patterns; however, to achieve compliance with this measure, it is
recommended that KMR consult with TC-TAC on the need for and timing of future surveys.

Public Services

Public services include the community’s needs for police protection services, fire protection, medical
services, and educational facilities. In 2011, a Crisis Management Plan was developed to guide and
coordinate KMR's response to emergency situations and crisis that disrupt normal operations of the
resort. The need for fire protection services is included in the Fire Services Master Plan (1997), which
outlines the infrastructure and personnel that need to be maintained as the Kirkwood community is
built out. During the ski season, KMR contracts with Barton Medical to provide medical services and
temporary facilities as needed. Police protection services are provided by Alpine and Amador counties.

The 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan designates a parcel north of Loop Road for educational facilities for
elementary school children at Kirkwood. However, in 2008 it was determined by the Alpine County
Unified School District that there was not sufficient need for an elementary school and the property was
transferred to KMR.

Compliance Summary and Recommendations
Operation of the communities’ basic public services have been previously evaluated {Crisis Management
Plan, 2011; and Fire Master Plan 1997) and plans have been developed to ensure Kirkwood maintains a
safe level of services to protect the community and its resources through build-out.

Mitigation Measure 4.13 (a) requires KMR to monitor the level of police protection services required as
development proceeds and the resident population increases. Alpine and Amador counties will add
deputies as dictated by community needs. Based on interviews with KMR, no farmal monitoring has
been completed. However, KMR maintains a cooperative relationship and meets annually with both the
Amador and Alpine County Sheriff Departments to discuss police protection services.

Utilities and Infrastructure

Under management of KMPUD and with completion of the Out-Valley power line in November 2014, the
primary power supply is currently provided through interconnection to the regional electric grid and is
capable of providing sufficient electric power to meet the anticipated build-out demand. The existing
diesel generated power house will be used as & backup facility and no future expansion is anticipated.

In 2014, KMPUD completed a Services Capacity Analysis (Wheeler Engineering) which evaluated their

capacity to meet both water supply and wastewater treatment under current and estimated build-out
demands. Based on this report, KMPUD has determined that their current wastewater treatment and
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disposal facilities are sufficient to meet ultimate build-out wastewater flows and loads, and no
expansian of existing or construction of new facilities will be necessary. The analysis also estimates that
existing water supply wells will not meet maximum daily demand at build-out and recommends that
KMPUD explore the options of increasing capacity of existing wells, drilling additional source water
wells, or pursuing surface water from Caples Lake.

Compliance Summary and Recommendations
Operation of the community’s utilities and infrastructure is in compliance with the mitigation measures.
No additional actions are needed to maintain compliance with the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan
mitigation measures for utilities and infrastructure.
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Summary of Recommendations

Overall compliance with the nearly 180 mitigation measures is high, with very few measures requiring
additional actions o bring thern intu compliance. Review of propused development plans for
conformance with the mitigation measures by TC-TAC, and the county planning departments, is critical
to overall compliance success for many resources. Additionally, many measures are successfully
implemented through adherence to permit conditions of general state and local regulations.

The following recommendations are made for TC-TAC's consideration to improve upon compliance of a
few specific measures and mediate potential future impacts as development continues within Kirkwood.

Mitigation Measure 4.2 {dd) Implementation of a revised Grazing Management Plan. Formal
implementation of the draft Grazing Plan has not occurred since 2003, At this time, it does not
appear that utilization of the horse grazing pastures within Kirkwood Meadow has caused
degradation to the meadow or adjacent reaches of Kirkwood Creek. However, as development
continues, and summer visitation at Kirkwood increases, potential changes to future grazing
management practices could result in impacts to Kirkwood Creek and Meadow. County
adoption and implementation of the KMD’s revised Grazing Management Plan (Attachment D) is
recommended in order to establish baseline vegetation conditions and annual utilization, allow
for concise evaluation of changes to Meadow productivity, and provide a means by which to
review and formally modify management practices should future use patterns result in
significant impacts to Kirkwood Meadow and Creek.

Mitigation Measure 4.3.4 {b) Implementation of a Noxious Weed Management Plan. Although
formal implementation of the draft Noxious Weed Management Plan has not occurred,
establishment of State and federally listed noxious weeds within Kirkwood private lands has
been minimal. However, increased development activities will create more favorable
oppertunities for establishment of noxious weeds through removal of vegetation and ground
disturbance during construction. To minimize and avoid environmental impacts from the
establishment of noxious weed species, it is recommended that the draft Noxious Weed
Management Plan be updated to identify the specific species of concern, reflect the current
status of targeted species within the Kirkwood area, provide clarification and prioritization on
the monitoring, reporting, and treatment of the species managed, provide preventative
measures to reduce the risk of noxious weed introductions, and include an adaptive
management protocol to routinely update the plan based on the survey data. The parties
responsible for implementation of the revised Plan should be clearly delineated, and a
mechanism of reporting and review should be developed and included in the revised Plan.
Survey efforts should be coordinated with El Dorado County staff.

Mitigation Measure 4.7 (b) Traffic Control. Review of this mitigation measure determined that
it was in partial compliance. The mitigation measure requires that traffic counts and LQS
modeling be completed every three years during periods of peak visitation, but allows for the
frequency to be modified by TC-TAC. To bring this measure intoc compliance, TC-TAC should
determine il additional traffic studies are necessary based on current conditions ar if further
deferment is appropriate and notify Caltrans of its determination.

Mitigation Measures 4.10 (a) and 4.10 (b) Employee Housing. As written, implementation of
these measures is currently in compliance. However, there appears to be a need for a new
Employee Housing Ordinance that better reflects the current needs of the communities'
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employers. It is recommended that KMR, KMD, and KMPUD, and the counties work together to
update and revise the Housing Ordinance to meet the current conditions and housing needs.

Specifically, amendments to the Employee Housing Ordinance should consider and address the
following issues:

= Determine the target number of additional employee housing units required far build-
ouf,

s Formalize a funding mechanism, such as in-lieu-fees / connection fees.

= (Clarify the language of the measure with respect to the employer’s ability to receive credit
towards the employee housing requirement in exchange for providing transportation for
employees to and from South Lake Tahoe or other areas outside of Kirkwood.

» Revise the language in conditions D and E of the mitigation measure such that employee
housing credit for transportation or provision of off-site housing should be given
regardiess of who provides it and not be limited to KMR.

e Mitigation Measure 4.02 (v) Street Sweeping. As written, the wording of these mitigation
measures is ambiguous as to which streets require sweeping and whao is responsible for doing
the sweeping, and there are differing opinions among stakeholders regarding interpretation of
this measure. TC-TAC should provide a recommendation to county decision makers specifying
which parties are responsible for sweeping of which streets and parking areas. In assignment of
the responsibilities, TC-TAC must cansider who controls the use and maintenance for roads, and
who has the legal authorization to enter and / or perform maintenance in thase areas.

+ Mitigation Measure 4.12 (b) Recreation Surveys. The measure requires that surveys be
completed every four years to identify on- and off- site recreation use patterns of residents and
guests. The mast recent recreation survey was completed in 2006, To comply with this measure,
KMR needs to complete a new survey, or demaonstrate to TC-TAC that one is not warranted
based on the lack of new development and changes in population from when the last survey
was completed,
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Attachment A—
Table 1. Surmmary of Compliance with 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan MMRP

2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan
mitlgation Compllznce 10-year Review

Mrtigation - Responsitie for ’ Compliance
| i Impact and Mitgation feasure i, it ‘ Review Authority Rl Comments / Recommendalions
| Amador COA K1 | Benmugl Reveew Every two years KMR or its successor will provioe & report on gevelopment to date, and KMDE JCTAC Compliant | Develgpment update reporis w;re;ms_mrgd in 2007, 2009 and 2013 Due (o asiowdownin
| projected development for the next two years, The report will contain informanon on the fallowing | development and as approved by TC-TAC, this interval has been eatended (o 5 years EMA
a3 Status of total development within the resarn currently in complanie
b, Construction and phasing of necessary infrastructure snd utilines
© Status of any required off-sie Improvements necessary to support development af the resort |
& Complance with the requires ritigation monitonng and eondilians of approval for the Freposed
fraject
& Fiscal review as set lorth in the Mitigation Monioring Plan
| The report will ba reviewed at a regular meeting of the Tr-County Technical Advisory Commimes (TC-
TAC) Copies of the report, alang with the commerits of TC-TAC, will be farwarded 1 the planning
cammission and Boards of Supervisors of all three counties and will be made aval able 1o the public KMR
- #ill provide a summary of the report to all property owners within Lhe rasart | = =
| Amader COA B2 Tan Year Asnaw. Dunting the tenth yvear fellawing appreval of the Praposed Project, KMR gr 0s SeEcassn’ FMQ; KR | TL-TAG Comgllant | Resruree Cancapts, Ing. was reisined by Nirkwoad Meundan Devel [KAAD) arid Kirh i
will retain a gualified cansullant to raview the development far compliance with tha mitigation MounLan Resar) (KMR] in December 2013 10 complele review oF compliance wilkh the mitigation
| requirements in the MMREP and any other conditions of approval of the Proposed Project: The selecpian af | requirements
| the consultant will be mutually agreed o by TC-TAC. The consultant will identiy any shortcomings and [
| make recommendations for adjustment to conditions to overcome those shortcomings Additionally, the | '
consultant will dentify any new crrcumstances or unanticigaten IMpacs that were not foteseen when the
2002 Final EIR was certihed and the Progosed Project appioved. The consultant wil recommend whether |
ar not supplemensal CEQA documentation may he necessary
The consultant's report and rec dstions will be 1 at & teguiar meeting of TC-TAC Prior to |
the meeting, the report will be made avaitable (6 the public TC-TAC will consider the report and farward |
recommendations, along with the cansullant's report, to 1he planning commissions ant boards of
supervisors of sl three counties
Aty decision regarding preparauen of supplemental CECA documentation will be made by the leag | |
AgEncy subject 1o the requirements af CECA, Further action - including additional mingaton measures, i
adjustments Lo the Proposed Project, and additional conditions of approval - may be cansidered and |
| imposed anly In agcardance wilh the requirements of CECE and ather applicable laws, ordinances, and |
regulations.
GEOLDGY, SOIL ANDGEOLOGIC HAZAMIEES |
Sall Disturimnea and Erosion —— e (A _|_ =< | e e
4.iMa) Construction wii camply with the requirements ol the Kirkwood erosicn contro] ardinance, which | Praject TC-TAC, County | Comnplial | See ¢ below far 4 C1(b) through (n} Reference photos in Attachment C
_ingludss, bt is not linited o measures {b) through thi below — Propanent | Planning | | = = ——
[ 4108 Praclice selecbve s0il exposure by remaving soil only in arsas of immediate development/ constructian, | Project TC-TAC, County i Compliant | Final design plans 3re requirgd 1o nclude 3 grading and erpsion contiol plan thal 12 submitted to
coordinate eroson and sedimentation control with grading, development, and construclion practices Proponent | Planning TC-TAC and the e county pl g ard bullding tor review and Incorptiration
of mitigaticn measure. Aparoval of plans mdicates adequate ncorporation of these measures into
[ plans Successiul implementation of the measuse s penod.cally maniiored by the Caunty dunng
e e T — R | construction e — L i
4 Lich Steckpile Topsoil for usage at a B metha on disturhed areas and restore sites with topsol Frojeet | TE-TAL, County | Compliant | same as abave
placed over subsoil Hll, control runoff from these stockpiled areas 1o minimize Brosion ang Rropenent Plannmng | o T i i s . sl
4 ija) Urilze sediment basin and retention siructures wnep other control measu‘es gre unacceptable. Project TC-TAC, County | Complhant zame as above
| Proponent __ Platning | e R | Spp——— & = ; .
[ a e} Preserve Moodplans and npanian areas adjacent to natural dranages and streams Project | TC-TAL, County Complant | The 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan provides for floodplain and ripdnan protectin by requiring @ 35-
Proponent Flanmng foet required stream setback {see mitigation measure 4.03.3 (|} } Tentatlve maps are reviewed by
| | the TC-TAC and appropriate county planning and building depaniments for ncorparation of this |
. = —t. = g = | e P | measure into project oesign Aparoval of plans ndicates comehance with measure |
4 11 Desipn runoff control (o frt the hydrologic setting of the area ana in compllance with the Alpine County Projece | TC-TAC, County Campllant Al approved development projects include grading and erosion control plans that Incarparare this |
Subdvision, Parcel Map and Site ieprovernent Standards. Proponent Blanming i rmegsure Apgraval of plans mdicates compliance wilth mzasure. =
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CompAlance

2003 Kirkwood Speciflc Plan
Mitigation Compliance ID-year Review

L] n |
ey impact and Mitigation Measure le::;b" 1 | eview authority e l Comments / Recommendations |
4.1z Preserve natura: features (s g, existing vegetation, wetlands] through effective construction-site “ID]EE( TC-TAL, County | Compliant T 1he cnunt\.' r]np 85 riotic IM.Q.E.C.K.I.O n$ g g on ﬂ'rucn_un'té'lnsure'ébmpl'-.iﬁne with
managament Propansnt Planning measure When applicable, impacts to junsdictional wetiands require siate and lederal permits
iy i R e ¥ T and adharence 1o permit conditions ta minimize impacts.
4.3{K) FMH wnII coordinate phnsmg with ENF and TE-TAC in nraer Ia nre—!uﬂe hawing the amount cf fongurrent KMR | TC.TACand Compliant | TC-TAL reviews canstruction schedules each May KMR subrmu. summer opera.mg plnn toforest
_eanstruclian so great thal a tarrentiat slorm or other high-runoll event could cause sigmificant erasion - | Foeresi Servies | Service for review and appraval at arrual operations meeling
410 Llnllze canstruttian roads only where and when necessary Praject | TETAL, County Comphant Project specific improyement plans are reviswed by TC-TAC and the approprate counly planmng
Froponent Flanning and bullding r.lepar menis for incorporation of this measure into design: Approval of plans
- A . g AT | (ST . | _ | indlcates co th measure = P el ey
41 Limit so/l disturbance and vegetation removal to only permanent disturbance locations and those areas Project TC-TAL, Counky D:rn_nlun: Prc]ect specific imp ment and grading plans are raviewed by TC-TAC and the appruun—ite_ —
netescary for access to canstruchian zones Brapamant Pianmng county planming and building departnents for incorparation of this measure into design. Approval
of plans indicates compliance with measure County compietes penodic inspactons during |
—_ I - = = » L e ] | Lonstruction to assure implamentation of the plan as designed and approved |
4 I{kh Construction roads and road beds will require water bars, mulshing, and other eroslon contr | Projert TC-TAL, Caunty Eumpllam Project specific grading and erosion control plans are reviewed to TC-TAC and the apprnpnate |
technipues Frapopent Flannmng county planming and building depariments lor review and ncesporation of this measure into
dasign Approval of plans indicates complanee with measure. County campleies periodic |
= . o ———— S S— —————= = | inspectians during construchion o assure implamantanon of the plan as eesigned and approvad
4.3 EMPUD will Inslude sedimantation monitanng es a companent of water guality manitonng effarts, EMPLD Central Yalley D:rnplnnt | MPUD dacs sedimentation mnnlmrlng a3 nerded after lange Storm events of when sctvitles sre
ncluding tests for (otel suspended solids Regional Water | accurming that have potential b0 increase erosion and sedimentation within Kinkwood Creek
Guaiity Control Sedimentaticn menitonng is not a requirement of ther culrent permit frem the CVRWQCE |
-~ - Jb) o o i ma e, - - AL LS it e B
4 1im) Canstruction actvitms will be monitared o ensere comphance wih soil erosion prevention pracices and Praject TC-TAC, Counly | Compliant County completes periodic inspeciens during consteuehion. Aditional oversight provided through
miligation meatures, oullined above Proponent | Planning compliance with SWPPP, when required, which requires weekly monitanng of erosion control
L 3 T e | materals, and pre- and post-starm event manilorng. |
4 1{mm} Uisilities {power, phone, water, sower, cabbe) for new prajeces will be placed in a cormman rrench Project | TC TAL, Eounlv T Cumpllint 1 Project specific utilicy plans are leulewed by TC-TAC, the appropriate county planring and building
wheneves feasible Praponent Planning, | | gepartments ano KMPUD for incorporatian of this measure into design. Appioval of plans indicates ‘
Dy i = — WYY [N L pwithiwsare: .
Cecreased Soll Producthity ——
__ALnl | Apply Mitigatan Measures 3 1{a) through 4.1 (&), as Gescribed above to maintain soil stability H/A | Compliant | See comments sbove for measures 4 1z} througn 41Kl -
4 1ig) Promptly revegetate 2ll disturbed ground immedsarely fellowing construction: This revegetatian effory wil Project TE-TAL, County Compliant | Praject specific reveg plans are J by TC- TAC and the mur\t\f plannrng and b umldlng
be supplemented by the placement of erosicn matbing during seeding o preserve topsoil and orevent Froponent Planmng departments far incorporation of this measure into design: Approval of plang indicates compliance
zmsmu tF an unforesesn runoff event occurs, Temporarty disturbed areas will be reseeded to re-establish 1 with measure, Alpine and Amador counies typically regquite a bond 10 insure revegetation efforts
e egetaticn type and density comparable ta native sur & the disturbed area e | arecompldted and successiul. rorr b oy, o
4.1tk Mulchlng. hydro muichmg, landscape netting, stenle straw, or olhier pratective matgnals wil be ased 1o Frajeed | TC.TAL, County D:rnphant Praject specific revegetation plans are raviewad tw TC-TAC and the county glanning and building B
mantain 3ol mosture. This will enhance revegetotion cflors Arapanent I Planming depariments [or incorporatien of this measure into design: Approvod of plans indicates compliance |
s i — . = . | with measure The county typically requires a band to msure comphiance with this measure |
4.1|q] Fifl placed mn areas (o be revegelaled will be compactad to a bulk density and porosity similar to adacent Project TE-TAL Complant Per project plans and speoifications, areas fo be revegetated are wheel roll compacied ar fracked
_natwesols. g L' Proponent | | wihheaw equipment to achieve relative compaction prior to seeding,_ -
__ Shemiswell poreral of soils ey S —p— LA - Frees e _ o W Wy T -
B 1fri 1 shrink/swell soiis are dlscovered at proposed building sites they should be avoided by relocating the Project | TE-TAL, County Presence of shonk swell soils are dentified dunng pre-construction geotechnical investigations,
proposed facilidy, or the matenal showld be remaved and replaced with not-expansive solls Praponent Planmng | and il necassary, inake recommendations for removal ol soll, Geotachneca! recommendations are
| Iincerporated into detign plans and submilted to the applicable county planning and builting |
cepartments for review and apgroval Final approval of plans indicates compliance with mibgation
| | meeasure The county completes panods inspacione during construction i assure Implamentation
- - | | ofthe plan as designed and approved
Setsmic hamnds P T
& g Pians aod speciications for structures should integrate engineenng and design standards approcnate to Propcr TC-TAL, County Comphant | All develapment prajects are designed to Wnifarm Bulding Code standards as required by the
UBL Sewsmic Zane 1o menimize structiral effects Propanent Building | county I plang arer d for c & by tha appikable county bullding
Departant | | departmant |
4 ith Speﬂl‘-c ouifding sites will be evaluated by a geub:ch nicalor sols enginear to determing the (evel of Frojecy TC-TAL, Coumty Compliant A geateehmcal repart witich assess the project's liquefaction potentisl has been prepared 3nd
ligusfaction hazard The factors To consicder include’ soif density, porosity, meisture contenk, water table, Propanant Planning submitted to the appropriate county for review with each set of IMprovement plans [See
gradation, ang ueutn references Atgachmont 8] - e e
4.1[u] In areas of high hquefarmcn natental, engmeenng showid include standard messiures {e E. wncreasing the Project TC-TAL, County | Compllant  Sous with high higuefaction potentia) are identified within prnract specilic geotechmical
density of Toundation soils, employing larger foundations, and site drainaga) roncrease stablling Froponent Plarining investigaticns. Tre geotechnical investigations for Palisades 586, Timber Cresk and Sentinels Wes

aid not identify areas of high liquefaction potential
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2003 Kirewood Specifie Plan

Revised November 23, 2018 Mitigation Compliance 10-vear Revipw
Mitigation Responsibhe for | | Gompliance : 2
, it Impacrand Mitigation Measure b oy | Pee Authority. % P Comments / Recommardations

Rocktal and unstable siopes.

4 w)

Cadw)

T I

A Uyl

FET

If appropriate, install temporary bamcades anofor wire mesn ‘enc:r‘é Propest T{f—TiE, C-cu;n_t\-- N Campli:

TC-TAC, County Compliant | A georechnical investigation regort has beer prepared for each develogment and evaluates the
Planning soil and rock excavalion cha s and rmakes rec site excavation The
| | geotechnical recommendations are incorparaled into project design, which are subnirted o the
apphcabie county planning and building departments for review. Anproval of final oesign indicates
comphance with the mitigation measure, The county sampletes periadic inspeclions during
:onstw:hnn 1o Assure Imple of the plaf as cesigned and approved
A geotechnical -nweﬂlsihu" repurt nas been prepared lor sach development anu avaluates the
Proponent Planming s0H and rock excavahion characternstics and makes recommendations site escavalion The
| gectechnical recommmendations ate intorporated into project design, which are sugmitied to the
applicable county planning and building departmente for teview Periodic inspaction oy the
geatechmical engineer wouid wentify Ioose sedimants snd large boulders and the appropriate
measures would be raken, which may include installation of temporary barncades and/far wire
fancing as aparopriate
A geatethmical lrwestlgallon repart has been preparzd for each deuelupmenl and makes
recommendations for fill and cut slopes, The geatechnicsl recommendations dre incorporated inte. |
project desgn, which are submitted to the appiicable county plannmg and building depariments
for review. Penodic mspection by The gectechnical Bnginesr and county inspeelats aurtng
| | construchion ensures that slopes are constructed 35 designed

Duning excavation, remove loose sediments and largs aou'ders by scaling 1o minmiae the hazare 1 i Froject
Properent

A Drofess ‘onal ,, \eer o 1ng geok snoule cernfy that stopes assocated with excavation are Project = :rCTAC_Cc_anI\.' | Cormpliant
designed ta ensure stability. Froponent Fianning

Ground

Altuyral soils 3t the site of specific strociures should be evaluated by 2 geolechrical of soils ergineer to Project : TCTAC. County | Complant 1Al propects since 2003 have been ev.-;—h:a:ed_nva_geﬂtecnnmal ot solls enginger and the nsts
determime f the neke assocated with ground settlement are significant, Proponent | Plannimg associated with ground setzlement were svaluated (sae referances in Ajtachrmert B.)
| | Recommendations made by the geatechnical engineer were incorporated into the project desgn
| and submirted to the applicable county planning and bullding departments for review. Final
——— = | — | B | approval of plars incicales compliance with mitigation meastires
where feasible, remove susceptible salls to eliminati nisk | Fraject | TC-TAL, County Compllanmt Geotechmeal reparts identify soils that are nol suitable for suppord of new structures and make
Proponent Flanning retommendations for remaval Recommendatinns made by the geclechnical Brgineer were
| | ncorporated into Ihe oroject deslgn and submilted 1o the spphcable county planning and bullding
departmerits far review. Final approval af plans ndicaies comp e with gati [see |
| | referentes in repoart text) T e 5, !

4.1{aa)

Incarperate accapted sngiheeting controls ta minimite sHfects on the STUCTUre, of aveld Sroblkmanc Bt TCTAC, County | Compliant | Al orojects since 2003 have been aval or soils enginesr. Geotechnical |
sltes Propanent Planning reports make recommendations made by the gestechnical engineér wore incorporazed intc the
project design and submitied 1o the applicable county planning and bulding departments for
| review Final approval of plans indicates compfiance with mitgation measure (see references in |
= - I |
elevations and identify active springs at each sike and adjust designs or preventative Project | TE-TAC,County = Compliant | Al projects since 2003 have been evaluated by a geotechnical or sod gineer antd waker

Note water
measires per accepted engineanng standards. Pragonent | Planning

|
Avalanches, | = i -
4 1lag) In apcordance with the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan, aveid resigennal development, ar devetopment that Projact TC-TAL, County I pl [ hi resid | p [ pruposeu within msh hazard sones Ski runs are located within
concentrates numan activity [Xicket areas, parking ots, wrall heads, e1c ) in aress designzied as nigh hazarg Fropunent Flanning | areas deslgnaled &5 high hazard and KMR has posted signs aleng skiruns to warn people of
- (Figure 4 3, Mears 19%5a, b, 1997) Limited road construchion m these 2anes s acu_astahlg 3 | - | I A _|__ | e | | |_potential avalanche hazards. Reference photog in Attachment C o |
4 Jlad) Construction of private buildings may he acczpr.ahle i 2anes of moderate nazard [Figure 4. 3i Hawirver, Project TC-TAC. County i Cnmpliant Constructlon af puildings has not been pﬂmused within moderate hazard zones. Palisades Vi1s
resnlorcement or protection for gesign avelanche ioads 1s necessary. Incorporation of sdears (1997} four Proponent Planning { Froposed adjscent Lo 8 moderate hazard zore, but ropart of the development s iocated within
siructural tyoes of avalanche mitigation s recommended: (1) direct pratection structoures, (2] deflecting the zone Prior to the start of development, signs warning of avalanche danger imust be posted
__ shructutes, 3) refarding mounds, and (4] catchmént dars. L - | whers hazard 2ones encraach on roads o privite property boundanes I
. -i.l{a_e]_ Tn munimeize hazards, the current ay .iincne foru:asnng and ccntml pmgr.lm l:lr'-ed out \mlhl" lhe sk KMR ! FC-TAC, County Compliant | &nnual repors are submitted to TC- Td-: by Seprennher 30ith of eacly WER,
i | area boundanes a1 Kirkwood should continue, wieh annugi svaluasion of the prograny's effecriveness. | Planning 1 [l iR — - -~
4. 14ah Properties focated adjacent to the boundanies of mapped avelanche hazard tones should display signs Project TC-TAC, Cownty Compliant Thera are no existing developments adjacent to mapped avalanche hazard 20nes at this tima,
identify:ng the potentiai for this hazard Proponant | Planning Palisadaz V115 prap { adjacant ta a harard zone Prioe 5o start of development, signs

warning of avalanche danger must be posted where hazara zones encraach on roads or privaie
_ oropeny boundanies
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2003 Kirewoed Specific Plan

Ravised November 23, 2016 Mitigation Compliance 10-year Review
m . Impatt and Mitigation Measure . Imt::::‘- ! Reyiew Authority |_ mﬂ | Lomments / Aecommendations
e =l — = = = =
|
| Increased Surface Munoff Volumes, Velockws, Flooding and Brosion. = = = (= |
4.3(a) Implement grading measures to retard and reduce runaff, g, minimize slopes, canstruct detention Project | TC-TAL, County Lompliant Project spenific graging and erasion contral plais are reviewed by TC-TAC and the applicable
basins, and design swales to diffuse runoff and absorb excossve energy, Propenent Flanning county planning and bding depariments for sncorporation Df s measure ko design. Axproval |
af pians indicates compliance with measure, Imolementanion of thie design features was evident
—— —_— - — l _ dunng visual inspections Reference phatos n Attachment |
a.2ib) Use vegelalion, gealextiles, rock, gravel, and other surface treatments ta retard and absor ronoff Project | TC-TAC, Coumy Complant | Project specific grading and erosicn contral plans are reviewead by TC-TAC and the ;DEIHbF_ ~
Propenent Flanning caunty pianning and building departments for incorporation ol 1his measure nto deslgn. Approval
aof plans indicates compliance with measure Implementanan of tme degign Teature was evident
— S S P — == . dunngvsual inspections Reference photos in Atachment
4.2} Awaid creation of future flow barriars, shatructions and constnctions (nstreams and gulhes Prizject TC-TaC, COE, Compllant | Placerment of barriars, abeructions and tonstactions in $treams reguire permits from LS Asmy
Propanent CVRWOCR, | Carps of Englneers, DVRWQCH, and COFW . Any fulure proposed placement of materials within
N s g |~ . S streams wil| be designed to mamtain existing flows |
42(d] ion Measure 4.1 (a) - T | S | [ R S-ge\c-um'l:@;ﬁ}'pr rrg_hiﬂ_ _ﬁ@&r}_a '___'__ Y i ) |
| 4 2{dd) 2 gement practices outhned in the grazing plan (ses Appandic B), such as fencing KMR TC-Tar [ Partial | There iz no formal implementation af the Draft Grazing Plan included as part of the 2003 Xirkwood |
livestack oul of the ripartan arca of Kirkeeood Crock Compliance  Specific Plan EIR. Components of the otan ore implemented through other means (reference
- - — - — — . discussionin reporttext)
creased fubire water demands and resulant use - ” |
A 2e} IrnglEmmEnt makimum water eanseryation and Kerscape IAndscaping measurss, such as miked yard Projact | TC-TAC, County | Comphant | Project imp t plans (nclude ravegetation specificatinns which are reviewed by the
watering and use of drought resistant native plants Prapanent | appropnate county and TC-TAC For consistency with this miligation measure Approval of plan |
mghcates campliance. Revegelabon plans must comply with The Kirwood Landscaping and |
e ! Revegeratian Drdinance, which provides 2 list of appropriate rative plants for use in landscaping
| a4 Reclaim wastewater if necessary ta help meet future water supply gemands EMPUD | TC-TAC Not EMPUD does rinl ute reclamed wastewater for drinking water supply and is not Hkely to in the
| | Anplicable | future due to associated costs. If demand warrants an intraase the supply of drinking water, other
_______ = | aptions will be pursued S i Ty
42481 To avoid sustained drawdown of the Kitkwopd Valley water table, KMPUD will deveipp and implement a ¥hAPLT | TC-TAC | Compliant | AWater Stage Alert Systemn plan was developed on March 7, 2007 and was revised and updated in |
Water Stage Alert System establishing a sliding scale from veluntary to required water consenvation | | March 2014 The plan includes water conservation measures that are tnggerad based on depth of
rreasyUres baced an thelr angoing manitosing of aquifer levels, coupled with their projections of warer | | the aquiter levels or at the recommendation of the Board of Directors
supply (based on precpitalion data) and water dermand This system would be tiggered when aguifier | |
Izvets fall to less than 40 teet abovwe the top of well pumps Spechic waler conseryation measures mdy |
Inciude restnctians on vehicle washing lancscape watenng and household consumption. . N S Y ) W W ——— e e e
4 2R Terassist in munimizing impacts 1o nstream Fows 0 Kirkwoad Creek and downstream waterways, KMPUD KMPUD TC-TAC Comphant | Pumping from Wall 2 s discontinued when the Water Stage Alast System s in ENect ‘
will limit or cease pumping from Well 2, which laps the shallow aguifer and & indirectly assacated with
hen, the Water Stage Alert System is in eflect a——— S \— — i e =, N —
 Reductions in groundwater surface elevations and supplies, — o s R e e e e
= 1img Mitigation M 4.2 {e), it and g}, _MfA } | See compments far mitigation measures 4.2 (e, {f} o
Redured fnfiltration raes and e of the sod Yalley groundwater basin | |
& 21} Minimize the sxtent of impervious surfaces ard disturbed soils to those that are absolitely necessary for Project TC-TAC, County | Compliamt | Restdental lovs nave designated buiiding envelopes and no permanent disturbance may ocour
impiementation of the Froposed Project Praponent | Planning | | autside the bullding envilop. Locatign and siee of mhvelopes as shown on Lentalive plans maps pre
| reviewed TC-TAC and the applicable county planning and building departinante. Approval of
grading plans inchcates compliance with mingation measure. The area of disturbance 15 monitored
e T e e S R [ dupngoonstouetian - S R
a2 T Avo suuTmTpa;n;tmui'ﬁed_ areas by limiting use of heayy equipment, stackoihng ana re-spreading Projeet TC-TAC, Counly Coempliant | Project specific plans are d for ¢ v with [his mitiga by !
ol fnrest duff and topzails, and use of geotexties Broponent | Pranning | the TC-TAC and applicable county planmng and budaing depariments. Aparaval of plans indcates
e —— ————— | compliance with the mitigation megsure, Projectis montored during constfuction. |
4.2k Install iow-s'ope parmeatle swales, p_nl'rous dame, such as hay bales, earinen benches, gnd infiltration Froject 1E-TAL, County Compliant | Project specific imp plans are r dfore ¥ with this 2 MEASLFE by |
hayhs o retaed and capture runoff from impermeable surfaces Proponent | Planning | the TC-TAC and applicable county planning and bulkaing departments. Appraval of plans inticares
- — == y | Tl | COMp e with the mitigation measure., Froject rs monitored dunng construction,
| ' ‘ tion fram ioor alaly golndweter seegage. '
42{ Lisp sealed well casings anc othar wellhead protection measures to prectude any movement of paor EMPUD TC-TAC, County | Compliant All welibeads have 3 sealed casing for & pl 100-fewr as required by County Health Code

guality graundwatar (and surface water) inta pumped aquiters.

| Health
| Depaciment

| standards. No new wells are planned
|
= ]
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Ravised November 23, 2015

2003 Kirkwaod Specific Plan
Mitigation Compliance 10-year Raview

control messures such as rock placement, Dank st Beotexties,

| it rcttec el

I hasins and tripe,

':ﬂ:m Impect ind Mitigatian Mezsure Im:nb:n:;l Review Autharity | m;‘_::? 2 Comments / Recommendations
Leakage or spillage of untreated wastewrier e i | )
4 2{m} ins(all sewage spill catch basins 3t vulneratle locations locared ourside the food plain EMPUD | CWRWAOCB | Complant 5ewaae spill zatch basing lacated within Aoad pl.alns are not prapased and woldld not likaly be 7 |
ot ) iy & g oy 1 . . - I I | authorized by the CA State Warer Resources Cantrol Board |
4.2(n) | Use accepted engineenng design and construct/on features 2t Yiood-prone locstions, parslcularly stream Praject TC-TAL, County Cornpllanl Progect speafic improvement plans are reviewed for consistency with this mitigation measute by |
Lrossings. Fropanent Planning the TC-TAL and applicable county planning and culoing departments. Approval of plans indicates |
» -] SO — P Rl | comphiance with the mi measure
4.21a} Ingiall backup pump systems, auxilany power saurces, and system faiiurs alarms KMPUD TC-TAL Comphant The current system includes redundancy measuras 1o prolect isimsl Ie:hae or spillage of |
M. T il I ol " TR - i |_untreated e . e
d L Inarion from the routine d.ﬂ:hg[E of treated wastewater. - . .- ]
4.2} Avoigt snfiltration areas underfain gy impermeadie or poorly permeable soils, EMPUD | TC-TAC, c:)rnplnm | KMPUD does not anticipate bulldmg any new ab ,_ on beds. P g of |
CVRWOQCE | | absorption beds requires review and approval by the Regional Wacer Quality Control Board.
—t b  Flacement of absarption bews m mpermeable or poorly permeable soils would nat be authorized
4 2(a} Pressure ransducers have been connected to the e4sting Sosorphion Ded MoRILONNE Syster in selected KMPLD CYRWEILE Compilant | Pressura transducers are na longer used n the wastewater freatment system Groungwater 1
mopitering welts [o monior the orojcted increases in groundwater surface sevations. KMPUD wil rake | elevation within the absarpton bed 1s measured in manitoring wells. If manitoring results indicare
avmdance actigrs tuch as mare raged rotavon of the dlscharge 1o alternate beds antfor abandonment of | | potential surfacing ar near-surfacing elfluent, KMPUD stops pumping
wndividual beds that may cause problams, if monitoting resull indicate potential surfacng or fesr- |
surfating of effluent — e =l —— e
4.24r] Prevenuon of excessiva infiltration of sewage collaction and disposal systems by SEDtn water KMPUD CVAWOCE Compliant | KMPLD maintains a Sewsr System Management Plan {SSMP) as part of the r aperauing germif
through the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board which suthnes gprocegures Lo
| prevent excessive infiltration of sewape collection and disposal systems by storm water. $5iP wias |
e ——— Bl ||y most recently updated in 2014 - ol 4
4 2(s) Palipe for dnd etadicate unalthorized distharges to the sewer system EMPLD | CVRWOCE Compllant | SSMP autlines procedures for manitoring unauthorized cischarges 1o the sewer system and
| |  any such discharges detected 5SMP was most recently updated i 2014 |
s 4_2m Expand the wastewater abzorpion bens oo consiruck naw ores in suitable aress EMPUD | CVRWOCE | Not Evaluauon of the existing wastewaler absorption beds (2014) indicares that the :apacn:;r |5
| | applicable sufficient through buitd-out of the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan Mo need to expand wastewater
abisorpticn beds or consiruct o L TR ey
& 2[u) Linilize bow fiowe watkr conserving plumbing fxfuras wherever possible, Praject TC-TAC Compliant | Froject specific plans arer bv TC-TAC and the co uny building nhpnr\menl
Propanent for conmistency with mitigation measure Approval of plans ndicates complianze Implementation
| | of approved plans would be assured by Inspections by county building department Use of fow flow
watar conserv-ng plumbing fixtures is not required by KMPUD, howeyer, they oo have @ "iow flow
s e ) — e . o —— | 15 — encourage water conservation
Comambnation from treated efiuent anli'f fing the and lated waste loads ‘
dégcharged te surface ind ground waters, — i —) [ e e |
See Mitiga 4.2 [p} through 4.2 [u) 5 £ ————. = for Mitig 4.2 {p} through 4 7 (u}
Comamination from non-polnt sounce emisskons in soomm water runoff from Impervkous and disturbed | |
areas. | | | |
4. 2{v] Condutt street sweep g twice-a-vear and when buildup af lopse materals occurs on paved road ways Hot Clearly | TC-TAC | Partial | Do of street pming wias found for 2008, 2010, 2011, 2013, and 2013 Swesping
Specifies | Compliance | was compieted one time per vear, except in 2010 when it was done twice  KMR provided the ‘
| County with photo documentation ant recespt from contractar  See text within repor: for further
| discussion
[l 4_2@ De\.'elop dtalnage sr;lerr\s lur parking Iats which collect runo from impermeable surfaces and channel it Praject TC-TAD Compllant | No new parking ioms have been constructed since approval of the 2003 Kirkwoed Specific Plan
to settiing basing or through drainage hiter strips, grassy swalas, sand traps, of aiterative sadiment cantral Proponent Existing parking lots at Timber Creek and Red CHff Lodge have been retrofitted with dralnage stnps |
Teatures | oy and sand traps |
T Az imples Mitigation Measure 43 3 { N4 | See comments for mitigation measure 433Gkl Y
4.—5[”. lmplement Mitigation Measure 4.3 1 () NP& = | Ses cominents for mi Eation measuts 4.3.1 ()
‘Waler quallty degradation from erosion resubing from lucmmd flmd.r‘ or incrazsed surfaca runoff | 1 |
| velociting, i e | | i
4.2(8) Impterment mitigation measures 4.2 {a), 4.2 [a) and 4.2 (b). implaiment surface and channel erasion N/A TC-TAL Compliant Sge comments for imelgation imeasure 4,1 {a), 4,2 {a}, aind 4 2{k)
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2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan
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':"m“ impact and Mitigadon Maasure |:Hmm?:$t Heview Autharmy E"""s:u:“ |l Comments / Recommendations f
! - — - e — —_— - ~ — — _ — — e — — — e — - :
4 Has) KMPLUD will monitor Tor rotal suspended salids in Kirkwood Cresy, and ensure That tonstruchion acinifies KMPUD CVRWQCE Compliant | KMPUD does sedimentation mcnuul;mg a5 needed 'after'larg-é';to rim evants or when sctivities are
are manitered 5o a5 1o implement necessary sedimant prevention messwres | occurring that have potential to increase arosion and sedimentation within Kirkwood Creek:
\ | [ Sedimentatian manioring |s not a requiremant of thair cuirent permit figm the v Reglonal Warter
A e S | iy Quality Cantral Board - il ek |
i from expesshve breared affluer voiumes | ol == ————
420aby Prowide acce J for starage or hauling in case of emergency situatians ["agency - KMPLD | TC-TAC Compliant | KMPUD has existing storage tanks to use in emergency situations. Due to the Kirkwood's remome |
- = P — | laeation, KMPLD 15 pot hkely 1o haut eifiuent offate |
& Far) Mrl additional rm rate remeval o the advanced: tlearmem processes Agency - KMPLID | CHRWOCE Compliant | Since approval of the 2003 Kirkweod Spe(nflr. Plan, KMPUD has upgraded its wastewarer Ireatment ment |
| | systern to an advanced mambrane precess which provides for a high level of nirate removel The
_______ — r— | |_ ievel of nitrare ramoval s in comatiance with State permit regquirements
4 ad} Impf{:m:nt p!?\flﬂuil\f ﬁes:mxd nun pulnt scurw:e and srosmq control measums. |ncludmg THEIgation WA Sez comrments for mitigation measures 4.2 [a) - (d), 4 2 (w)- {2), and 4 2 [aa) - {nh;
muasures 4.2 (a] {d), 4 Ziw) {2), and 4.2 aa) « (ab) , | | L i e |
AGQUATH RESOURCES T |
Hrwmﬁmmww; -Lermn Sadi Impacls Mgl e Jile | —l |
4.3.a(a) Irmypl LT &2 {a)through 4.2 (d), 4.2 (w), 4.2 [}, 4.2 {2}, and 4 2 (23], as described | MiA TS:E- for 4.2 {a] through 4 2 {d}, 4.2 (w), 4.2 {x}, 42 (), and 4. 2 (aa} 1
o mthewaier Resoucessecion e =
43 I[I:, Allow no heavy construction eguipment (o cmerate mtn-n b‘le Klrkwood Crm:i {Iuodplam or wutmn 100 | Project TC-TAC | Cnmphmr Specified on plan sheets and monitored o frald prior 1o cunslruc’nen |
Teer of the Girkwood Cresk stream cranne! duning penods when soils are saturated from mam or Proponent
_ | snowmelt. ISt N P |
4.3 1c) Implement Mn\ngallon Measures 4.2 1) and 4 2 {z), Fediment control struciures will remann in placa until Project TC-TAC, County Compliant  Field review indicates that this measure s being nmplemenled
- vegalalion has bepn in disturbed areas __ Propaor Planning | |
T a3 lid} !mo‘emenl Hrhga.lon Measure 4 Tlal, 4 11}, 4 I{m), 4 L{rmm), and 4 Lol to pravent ercsion and NA | | Saa comenents for mingaten rmeasures 4 1{ah, 4 11,4 1im), 4 Hmm), and 4 1o}
L into Kirkwood Crees S ! = ! i e — e ey =,
&3 10e) T Minmize saltmg and/or sanding of parking lots or cther |mp|: rvious surfaces within 100 feet of the RMWA | TC-TAL | Compliant %K uses sand primariby on sloped areas and steep portions of road, and it 15 not typecally used in
floodplain Project | flatter flood phaln areas KRR instructs snaw removal operatars to be judicious in use of sanding
Proponent | | within 100 Teat of Kirkwood Roodplain & St wsl {
E?lm rmp!emealhe Tolowing site: ;a&?ﬁnrﬁmamn& lrmﬁ Hﬁmwcod Ci_'ee!c andpiam Skuﬂ\c' {E BCE AR TC-ThL Compliamt ! Iterm 1) A diversion structure o operate the exisl.mmin was camplered qﬁ‘JB? when ido;t;n ]
1596) prior to the initiation of any proposed construcbon KMD? ‘ | Club was built, item 2} A low fioad wall fbank stabiuliration improvement was constructed around
1) Build a diversion structure to operate with the ewisting deain and inlek for diversion of surface water ‘ 2001, Itern 3) Mot yel complete, but will e as part of East Village development and |
tietween Lifts 10 and 11, ‘ has been ncluded n approved imorovement otans item 4} baulders were removed and faodwall |
2} prevent flaoding in the area near Baze Camp One congaminunme by eithar cleaning spow out of the | was constructed. Bridge opening was not entarged, but due to olher messures, does nol sppear 1o
sharp bend in Kirkwood Creek, or constructing 3 low floodwsll; | | | | be necessary as Kirkwood Meadows Dnve does not flood. If Aooding becomes a problem, KMD will |
3j 1eptane e Two enisting fectbndges upsiream of Kirkwood beadows Orive, which currently restnict ihe | | | condider enlarging bridge apening. 5) Nathig has been constructed of planned (o be constructed
fow of Kirkwood Creek, | | within Kirkwood floodglaing Proposed new bullding pads will be constructed above flopdpiain
4] prevent the inirequent overiopmng of Kirkwood Weadows Drive by enlarging the bridge opening or elevation as required by County Cade 6) bank stabslization was completer along Kirkwond Creek
canstrycuing @ Toodwall 2astward along the east creek bank; some boulders could be remaved from the | 1 of Kirk o Cirive Roac crossing i 3001
creek In this area as well, | |
Spany proposed structures in Eus srea should be built a few feet abeve the flepdplain elevalion; |
E) channel work such as bank protection [sulyect to permit reguirements) £ _— ! | = = |
430 the grating management plan {Appendi B). T kmm | See o for Mitigatian M aoudd) — |
43 gl v M K 4. 2[a), 4 Z{b), 4. 2{e), and 4 7 (¥} to reduce impacts associstad with :.mrrn N | | Spe comments for kitigation Measures 4 2{a), 4 2{b). 4 21:.: and 41 2 |I=,]
| warer runoff imm parking lats and other impenvious surfaces A S il % 1 L _t L !
Impacts to Kirkwood Lake Fisheries e | | -
43.1{R) MR will assistin educating Kirkwoad resdants angd visitors ahoul fishing regulations at Kirkwood Lake KR TC-TAL, Forest ‘ Comipl | kMR Hy posts fisking at 1he Kirkwaad inn, The Loage, Krkwoad Genersl Store,
i and, with the perrssion of the Farest Service, past such regulaiions atangler o the take Service | Kirkwood Late and Caples Lake Reference photos [n Att L C " !
_5:3 _f;}_ | KR will nat creste adoinonal parking for the purpose of faclitaong acoess 1o KRR TC-TAC, Forest Compl | Ho add | parking o for access 1o Kirkwopd |
= | I S +
___ Increased Human Precance ——— — | | |
43z} A1l togs will e empt indoars i eretenlle an s each Praject i TE-TAC Compliant | All new develapments include this measers in CC&Rs  KMA. under Yall ownerstun. has thed to |
Proponent | implement a mere institutionalized agproach to enfaroing the leash laws, including placement of |
Hoh | iy SIg0E 0 and arownd public araas |
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m’m Imgactand Mitigation Measurs i ermrmind | E e Snbody. | c"w Comments / Recommendatiany
et — . = = P e P e e P = e oD e e e - N = =
43306} Expand CCARs to inclute regulahons to govern cat gwnership, renuiring owners to keep o cats indoors Profect TC-TAC Compliant | All rew approved CC&Rs include reguistions that require cats to be leashed. = II
WMIESE these pelks are als congrolled on a ieash Prapenent |
I ol i~ SR o - S ] . S '
4.3.3(ch Require household garbage to be stored in wildlfe-prooi containers prior 1e pick uo Project | Caunty Planmng, | Complant | There is no centralied househald garbage collection, Resdents either depogl trash in widide- |
Proponent proof containers iocated at KMPUD offices, Red CUl offices, dumpsters in The Village, or ai Timber
S| R T e HOA =) e | Creek Large condo complexes have indoor receptacles - |
43 3jdh Al pets will e fad inside, anc pet food will noy be stared or provided 1o gers whate wild arimals could roject County Planming, | Camnpliant Al new CC&RS (pclude resulamrls- that require pets to be fed (hdoacs ——
EaIn Access Proponent
- — e me——— PR R HOA ce———
Implemen inons to prohibit the feeding of wildlife. edcept seed Feeders for birds and nectar feedars Project | County Planming, | Compliant Al newe CCEAS include regubations thal promibad the l:eﬁin&-or_xlmf_e
for nummingbirds Propanent |
- . . - . — —— o e !
4.3 2(f) Implement mitigaticn measures 4 3.3 {a} through 4.3.3 [k, as described in the Wetlands Resources Praject i Caunty Planning, | Fartial & 404 Individua| Permit has been submmitted ta the CDE for authonzatien af 2l potentisl |mpans-tc| |
saction {4.3 3] of this document 1o avolt of minimize iImpacs to wetlands and streams. All projests with | Fropanent | COE Compllance | watercof the U S resulling fram bunld-out of the 2003 Kirkwood Specifc Flan, with exception of
the potential 1o Impact waters of the LS, including weallands, will be reviewed by the COE and the | | the Thunder Mauntan Lodge Development (Lot 7 Timber Creek}, The previous landowner took on
appiopnate county and will be designed to avoid impacts and/or menimize Impacts to the masimum ‘ the responsbility of permitting and teiled to gel the COE pernuts for relacation of the straam
autent posciblie | channgl through the lok The violation was cotecied by the CA Departmant of Sish and game and
: L . recewedanotice of violaton fram the CYAWOCR and COE |
I |
i 1 ]
| | impecuto Wikife at Kriwood and Caples Lakes ___ i - S s |
: a3 3g) KhAR will retan @ gualified wikdlife biologist 1o survey the basin immedizlely serrounding Kirewood and KD TC-TAL, Forest Compliant | Baseline cierveys comipleted in July 2004/200% with follow up surveys in u.l.r'zon? and 2010
Ceples Lakes in marly summer 1o determine tne presence of special-status species identified in this Seruice Reference |5t of wildlife studies completes in Attachment B
anatysis {see Table 4.13) and establish bassine conditions ARer the imital survey 1o establish baseline | | |
condilions, suryiys wid be parformed every 3 years for 3 Boyear peniod [Le |, bwo aodiional surveys or 45 | I
determined to he needed by the Forest Service). The summary results will be submitted within B0 days of |
ke survey complation to the Amador Ranger District |f tha wildlife papulations or resputces agpear to be |
regativaly affected, the Forest Service will develop management plans designed to mitigate the sffscts
documented by the surveys, These plans will include specific measures such a5 traill re-rouling, {
InTerpretive sEMing, profective fencing. area clasures, and |imils on user numbers or seasons of use. They |
miy also call for KMR involvement in the developmant and imglementation of an sducation pregram for | | |
Kirkwood visitars. The abjective of the management plans will be to engure that the pertinent Stattary | | ‘ |
T prolechans o special-status specias {see Table 4 11} are mel | |
|
___ Impacts to Threatened, Endangered, or Sasith e ! | i — _!
43 2in} The project proponent will employ 3 qualified bivlogist Lo conducl surveys for threatenad, endangered, Projoct | TE 1AL, County Compliant | Surveys for sensitive widlife have besn completed prior 1o mdivdual project constrichion |
2nd sensitive wild)ife species at Xirkwood pror to individual project construction. Surveys will be PropoRent Flanning Sensitive wildlite surveys have recently been comoleted for the Mastin Point, Timier Creek, East |
conducted within two breeding sessons pror to commencement of individual project construcmion, Thesa | village. Worth of Highway BB, ana the Morthwest Parcel project ancas No state of federally listed |
surveys will be complered during the appropriate season addressing species for which suitable habirat species haye bean identified Refarence list of wildlife studiss complezsd 1n Attazhment B
ed15l5 in the project area The geographic scope of Lhe surveys shouls be limited to the area in which |
dhrezt of indirect impacts could geelr A repert outhning results of the surveys will be submitted to the
COFG and to the respective counly whers construction i {o take place within one manth of cempletion of | |
e survey and prior to construction activicles, Il state Hsted speces are found, 3 2081 Permit wil be |
obitained from (ke COFG. I faderally listas threatened o srdangered Species are found, KMR will enter | |
into cansultation with the LISFYWS to datermine the apprepriate course ol aclion, incluning oolaiming an |
. Incidenzal Take Permit if neckssary ) 1 =y e L) e "Ry TR S ey W e ey e— |
43301 The project proponant will Implement mitgation meazyres 4,33 (8) through 4.3 3 (k) anc 23 4 (d) e M4 | | Compfiant | Refer to discussions an mibigaten measures 43,3 jaf through 4.3.3 [k), and 4.3 |
——— INiMEE IMPacts ta and rlparian areas s g e gl ol = ! Pl = |
43200 lmplement aquatic resource miUgation measures 4.3 1 (3} through 4.3.1 (] to reduce sherl-term and on mibgation measures 4. |

vk habitat,

ek and associated aguatic wil

{ong-terem |

Attachment A - Page 7



Revised November 23, 2016

2003 Kirkwood Specific Flan

Mitlgation Compliance 10-year Review

| M' m"" = Impact and Mibgation Measure ‘:ﬁmml?:t::t Frviaw Authority Cn;:d{h:sm | Comments / Recommendations
| Poteniltk st It o Wbt ST .05 inclisding wetlands ' .

43305 The project propenent will negotiate and ahide by an acceptable Streambed Alizration .ﬂg:ee.'nent {fish Praject TC-TAC, Compliant | Al projects with appmved plins hawing potentrat impacts to stream beds have oblained requires |
and Game Code Section 1603} with COFG prior to construction of any improvements afteching Proponent | Depariment of | L54 {Palisades 5 & 6, Senhinel Way, Timber Creek Phase 1) with the exception of Thunder |
stepambeds Fish and Wilahie | Wountan Lodge. The CA Depariment pf Fish and Wildlife issued a Notice of Violation for not

AceuUIring a Str Altetation Ag ik fur & stream durlng grading for Thundir
Mountam Logge These vinlations have been rectified wih the agency and brought into
IRMCE.

A3 36 " The project proponent -will pbtain apprapnate permits from the COE prigr tany p1atemen{ af Rl |n Froject TC-TAL, Corps of Compliiﬁf Eil Insvidual Fermiit has been prepared and submitted o the US Army I:mps of Enmneers foral |
wetlands. The applicant will also comply with the térms ang condibions specified in @y pormits obtaned Aroponert Engineers potential impacts ko waters of the U5, including westands, tor bulid-out of the 2003 Kirkwood
from the COE Specific Flan with exception of Thunder Meunitain Ladge In 2008, Paragan Development was cited |

for avislation for 3 straam relocation without the appropnate COE permit. This violation has been |
L ] e = - | recilfied and brought into compliance

4.3 3c) Dunng constructian of any ut'lqi\r inlrastructure withn wetiands, the construction caniractor wil pla:e Argject TC-TAC, Carps of Mot | Mol applicable at this iime, but conssd 3 standard ¢ of all COE parmmits
sige cast matenals i wplzed areas @ mirimize impacts s a resuit of temparary siorage  These matenals Propenent Engineers applicable
will be wsed 1 backfill the tranch a5 soon as possible ] R — .

4_3_3{1]__ Implement Mitigation Measure 4.14c) e WA | Complisnt | Reler to discussign on mitigation measures 4 1 ic) S—— e

43 3[e) In thee vicinity of wetiands, the construction contractor will restrict cansiruction e:lulurnenl, uehh:lts, .‘md Project |r TC-TAL, Corps of Hot | Mol applicable at this time, bul consldered a dard cond, of all COE permits
_the plarement of sall stockpiles Lo usland sites ekcent for implesnentation of COE-autharaed crossings Propanient | Engineers applicable S _ peray . |

T I The project proponent wiil review pmuosed deuelanmen: plans with the county of junsdiction or the Project | TC-TAC, Farest Compllant | Alf project plans are reviewed by Lhe county for approval, As part of the ADS Permit from the COE |
Farast Sarvice, if in the SUP area, and the COE to ensure that speciic projects have been designed to Proponent | Service, Corps bt and the 401 permit Iram the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Boare, 1he project
avaid any Impacts to wetlands or other waters of the U S. to the maxmum extent prachcable Incases | | Englnears propoRent must Birst demanstrage that waters of the U S are avoided to the extent prachcanle
where avoidance 15 not leasible, such a5 a roed crogsing of a knear welland featurs, then the impact | | | | and that impacts are minimized before mrner agency waill issiee 2 permmil aulkording ap impacttéa |
should be minwrrizied by making the crossing as narrow a5 soss:ble and crossing &7 4 namow point Inthe | wellang or other waters of {he U S Permit authorization inoigetes comoliance with mitigation
- | wetlang W ol S S (. /L o A ]

43 SE&I The FI’DJCEI proponent W’!” rewew pruuused erearn :msyrgs with Lhe rﬂpectwe counties or the Forest Project TC-TAL, Forest Compliant A oetallec analws of all stream o cmssmgs anl-c;pated to be constructed thi ‘hrough Butd aul of the |
Servics, of i the SUP ares, and the COE and ceterming, based on the quality of the stream syitem and Propangn Sarvice, Corps of 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan has been submilred 10 the COE and CYRWOCR as part of the ADd and |
adjECENL MRANan habitar, which site woutd be app:aprate for bridging Engineers, a07 permit #pplcations

L B C¥RWOCB |

4.33(h} The projecs propanent will develop anrrru:ﬁemen! 3 mn.;anun-plan 1o replace @y wetland lostas due 10 Frojact | TC-TAL, Carps af Campllant A mitigatian plan has been prepared and submitted as part of the COE and CYRWOICS as part of |
the proposed development The mibgatien plans will be reviewed and approved by the COE and the Rroponent | Engineers | the 404 and 401 permil applcatiens

- | appropriate Caunties prior to Imnlemenlallcn i e . ) | 1 i
Porential indirect fmpact to waters of Lhe U5, pimu.ltl'hrstreams =
ymplement Mitgation Measure 4 1 {3} e = H/A | |G | Rmier to commients far mitigation 1]

"2 3 E T ¥en Rrivate kand, the county with jurisdiction will require @ minimum 35-foot bufler of undisturbed Broject TC-TAL, Farest | Compllant Selbach ncorporated info design, which is reviewed and appraved oy county planning 2nd building 1
vegetaton between wetlands, and perennidl or intermitient sireams with rparian vegetation, anc fropanent Sm=nvite | departments Inspecion during canstruction insures implerentation of project as designed and :
disturbed areas, {construction sites), or garking lats, o7 Giher mpervious areds that produce runoff if m | approved |

| this SUP area, minimurn setback requirements outhned for rigarian conservation areas in the Sigrg |
| Mewooo Forest Pon Amendment will be requlired These include setback requirements of 300 feet for |
| perenival streams and meadows, and 150 feet for seaconally flowing streams = 13 : 4 = = -

;.ﬁ[k] KMR's lan:ur:ape ang revegeti.im guJHzI nes IKH'I 1998) wlll be followed, and revisen it netesear\f W Praject TC-TAC | Compliant | Use of KMR's Landscape and Revegetation Guidelines i spacitiad i all CEER' and incarporated
limit the wse of rraditional Manitired lawns i landseaping, 1o limit fertilizer use to direct aop!lcation to Froparsant | into project design Plan sheers reviewsd and approved Sy colnly
plams.instalied dunng revegetaton efforts, and to limit the vse of herbicides, pasticides, and fungicides
by individual property owners 1a direct apnlicatians (e control exolic speaes. . N N[ | —— | — =
3 - e | | =

4.3 8fat KMA will fedioiw the landscape ang revegatation émdehnes [KMR 1998), unless an item i specifically _ﬁ;'di_eEE TC-TAC Compliant  Use of KMR's Landscape and Revegsiation Guidelines Is spanfied in all CCAR's and incorporated
uptated by requirements of the nowols weed conteal plan (Appendic 8] _ Preponent into project cesign. Plan sheets reviewed and approved by county
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~ Mitigation Responsibis for Comphance - (
! et s impact and Mitigation Measurs i —— I Raview Authorlty | s Comments |/ Recommandations |
4340 KMR will implament the noious weed control plan (Aspendix B] gnor to construction of any elements EMA, £MD" [ TC-TAC Hon- There has been no formal implementation of the Noxious Weed Control Plan found i AgpendicB. |
approved in this EIR. The plan addresses weed issues of copcern througn measures such as requinng the Wl e It re ded that this plan be updated based an current conditions at Kirkwood The new
| use of ap d. natwe saed, d-frea hay, and comstruztion pracuces such as the cleaning of residual plan should clearty dal P y ol impl See regart Lext for turther l
ot From aff of construction equipment transported from ather areas priar 5o use 2t Kitkwood As under discussian
itigation Measura 4 3.4 (@), KWR will utilize current and approved seec mixes and revegetation |
techrigues, authned intne landseape and revegetation guidelines, except far specifically updated
puitelines, as Tollows ‘
a Strangly recommended use of nalive grasses only This would change the seed mix #1 in the landscape |
angd revegetation guidelines by excluding the use of Dactyhs glomerata (Orchard grass. )
b A3 outlined under the Eldorade Nationa! Forest Seed, Muich, and Fertilizer Prescriptions (Forest Service
2000), tice wrravw, (local] natve grass straw, or gine needie mulch (F cemifeq to be from 3 non-infected |
area) may be Used In place of certified weed-free hay, tending development of the Caiifornia cernhcation | |
program | ‘ |
£ Use of guick-release, inarganic fertilizers should be avoded, 25 their use tends io favor establishment of |
S, _erealic weeds and grasses {Forest Serwce 2000) —— ! - — —
4.3 4d[c) KMR will retain the services nfa Califormia stls.emd meﬁsmnal Fufester Lo @55ess *oreSl conl:ltmns ind - "roa:a TE-TAL | Camphant All Tirnbar bareest Flans have been prepared in cogrdination with & C4 Registered Professional
maet the requirements far subrmilling tmber harvesting plans | Proponent Deparrment af Farester |
Forestry and Fire | |
—— = __ Protecuon = — —— =
o |
Th d, endangered, and special-satus plants e | = |
4.3.4(d) | KR will obtain the seryvices of a qualified botanist to conduet precanstroction surveys for special-status Project : TC-TAC, Furest Compliant 7 Breconstruction toranical Sul’vvevs were complared Tor Patisades Unit & in 2005, East Willage in |
| plant species it individuals are known ta potentially occwr in the area of proposed disturbance. A repart Propansnt | Service, County | 2007, Community Park Parcel in 2007, upoater surveys were completed in 2014 for Martin Point,
authning results of the surveys will be submitted 1o the respect ve county where consiruction is 1o teke Planning; £ast Village, Timber Creek, Northwest Parcel, Community Park Parced, and Narth of Hwy B2
place within ane manth of complenon af the survey and prior to construction activives. |Fsensitive Departmant of | | developments |
species are found, monsituction should be red ef (if Fe le) 1z avoid the populations af Fish and Game,
| sensitye plants, If federally listed threatened or endangered species are found on lederal fand, the Frsh and Wilalife ‘ ‘ |
. | project propanent will nter intg consultation with the USFS. S | - service = e el o |
ﬁ_dqe; P FECOmT 1] or ehmmatg impacis fo spe:rar statig SpACIEE, a5 Cited inthe | Drn;e:l TC-TAC, Forast Complant [N sensitive spacial- SLALuS 3 spec-e.s have been identified with n 2003 Kirkwood Specrr: Plan nm;et‘
Botanscal survey repart (Jones and Stakes 2000}, which include: using @ helropter ift to ensport Froponsnt Serice | areas since aduption of MITIZATIan mEasure
| equipment and supphes, using stakes and flagaing o caretully delineate and restrict the construction |
area, and notifang construction crews of the presence of the sensitive biological resource ‘l
WA LMY | il e
= _Increase In particulate matter emissions. ——1 — -~ d -
4 Afa) The counties will develop and BNECt 30 Droinance 1o reduce barticulae emiuions fram waod Burnig Amador, &lpme, TC-TAC Hat | TC-TAC getermine lhat bisau nn n(-_-w iT.ilI:E and 1Ederal bulldlng odes whnch requrr{-.- The UEE ul
within irlwoad The ardinance shall inclute the follawing elements snd El Daratic Apphicable | EPa Phase || Certified waad burning stoves for all new develapment that a new ordinance was

5 Incentwes to elimnate or reglace ensting wood burning devices wnich do nat comaly with SRa Phase il
Cartilication requirement
b A requirement that alk new reskdences pr Iy app
devices incorporate EFA Phase 1| Carufied reguirements-
¢ A requirement that, upon mstalation of @ new EPA Phase || Certifed wood burning deviee, at least one
nancompliant woad tuming dewze be eliminated within the Kirkwodd area
d. A profibition on instaliation of new wioos burning devices, including open hearth-style fireplaces, which
di not comply witt EPA Phase [| Certification requirements, except that one nohgomphant open hearth
style fireplace wil be aliowed in the following locations,

- & cammon lobby ares located m 2 building containing more than four muit-Famly units,

- a common lobby area located within lodges, hotels, motels, ted and breakiast sccommodabon:, o 3
publi¢ recreatian/meenng facility,

+ @ bar/saloon ar restavrant,

- outdoors in the Village plaza area

o For ther

llation of new wood burning

Counties

redundant angd unnetessan
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Revised Navember 23, 2016

2002 Kirkwood Specific Plan
Mitigation Compliane 10-vear Review

Mitigation Responsible for | !
i Impact and Mitgation Measure hp:"“nuw I Review Authortty | m;;&“ Comments / Recomimendations I
4 diaa) Prigr 1o the adoiticr of & second diesel generator at the wastswater treatment plant, paruculate matter KMPUD E-?AE, Great | T Nat ] with mmplzﬂu n of the new KMPUD puwé} house in 2012 and mtermrmgr,[m‘- Vto the regm iohal
sgurce testing will be conducted on the firslt generator 1o determine its emissions with the catalytic soor Basin Unified Air Applicabke | electric gnid n 2014, the wastewater treatment plant s no longer powered by stand-akone dissel
Flter in place The resulls will be combines with estimaies of emissions from the second generatgr and Pollution Cantral generalors, and tnerefore, emissions testing is not applicable. Emissions generated from the new
| alsowith prod iy g o with the MU power plant axpansion, to assess the District power nouse are regularly tested and n compliances with GEUAPCD standards
potential car-czr risk. Particulate matter source-testing will be conducted on the second generatar once |t |
| L I'conirals, such as & catalytic soot scrubber on the secand generatar, | |
will be installen a6 necessary to meet all curreant, applicable arr quaiity standards Any additional | |
generators will need to meet the GEUAPCD periormance standard of [currently) a cancer risk l=ss than or | |
equal ta 180 inore millan. | |
Increase in 50y and MO, _ = ! | l
| A4fo) MU witl continug 1o pperate the power generation plant with the SCA (Selecove Catalytc Reoucnan) KMPLD TC-TAL, Great | | Mountain Utilites was 5ok ta KMRUD n Aprit 2010, and KMPLD cnmplﬂ_e-a"c;r\\;'[:ﬂ:':t:bn ofanew |
| Sy3TEm in place 35 required by the GEUARCD | Basin Unified A phcahle | power house i 3012 Current iechnologes in use meet all standards as required by the
Paliution Contrel | GBUAPCD
L o = = Drsirict ale e |
Regicnal Haze 1 '
4.4fc] | Te mitigate regional hare dunng the winter, EPA compliant weod ourmng firepioces and stoves will be HiA | TETAL, County Compllant | New ; rate whd faderal bullding codes requre EPA T Ph.se u cnmgil..m wood burnmg stoues in all |
| required in all new hausing units as descnbed in Miligation Measure 4.4 {a) | __Planning = new development. Refer to ¢ for mitig; 4. Mja) |
4 A[d} During summer monihs, the application of dust suparessants will be required in argas whese earth- Praject County Enginesr. |  Complant | This rr-ezéuru 15A 5t.1n|:laru construction practice reguired within gach project SWPPP and Ls :
miciving agtiities are beng conducted | Fropensnt | | | moniored weekly dunng censtruction for compliance, There a*e periadic inspections by County
| tuting CoNSTUCTION
4 4'te] Streets will be swept by 3 vacuum sweeper dur!n'g penods when road ronditions are dry enough to allow Hat C'IE}E' 7 TC-‘I'M. County 1 l:nrnp_ill-am_ 1 Wacuurm sweepers are used {0 sweep the roads under dry conditians
the rermpval of anti-siid rmatenals (e, sand) The streets must be swept from curb to curb, which Specifien Planning |

lanes, o maximie the control efeciivensss |

Ingilices the driving

P __ Prehistorc Resources ! e e e S S S .
2 5[a} .\\nv aread uhurnateiy wgentifed lor project lop shpuld be surveyea for prehistonc culiurat | Project TC-TAC, State Compliant Historic resgurce surveys have been comaleted many times throcghout Kirkwood since 1975, Mast I
resourtes by a quabified archaeologist pnor ta ground-disturt ng activity | Proponent Hrstarnc ‘ recently, iy 2009, a Hantags Rasource invantary was cormpieted for the 2003 Kirkwpod Specilic
Praservaiion Plan Development and Mitigation project that covered all proposed development projects
T | Ofwer | | authonzed by the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan
4 300} IF culrural resources ara found, and it the resource is dererrmined o be significant under CEQA/CRRR ProjEct | TC-TAC, Stare Compliant The"e e no rug,mﬁcar\t cultural p b ter be impacied through
crilena, or 15 @ ungue archaeological recoures, miligation thicwgh data recovery or ather agpropriate Propenent | historic development of the 2003 Srkwood Speafic Plan
measures should be devised and carried cut by & qualified archaealpgist, In consultaton with all | Presensatian
concerned parties N e T | Officer ! e e e
4.5[e) H Native Amarican bunal sites are found, specific mitigaton measures would be determined in | Project TC-TAL, Hatmve Complant | Mo Native American burial sites have been found withn the 2003 Kirkwaod Spaul‘c Plan project
consultation with Mative Amernican mast tkely descendants, as identified by the NAHC, Qpupns coulo Broponent American | area
| Irnclude leaving a burial in piace if further disturbance can be avaided, or removal and reburial with or HefEge |
without previous archaeslogical reatment All such procedures should be canducted within the contest COmMmIESIoN,
| of CEQA, Section 15064 § Guidelnes and the Califernia Public Resources Cooe S0S7 94, 5037 98 and agplicatie tribal |
| 509799 authority
| 4 5(d] | In tne event .nt that construction persannel observe previously undiscoverod subsurface mehrslcnc | Project | TC-TAC, State C This 15 Ine kg all plans and specification
| archagaiogical deposits (e g, concentrations of bone, ash, charcoal, and/or aruifacts) or human bores are Proponent Histarlc |
encountered inan area suh:u{‘t o davelr.\pmenr. dt(l\‘ll\', work i the imimediate viomity of the find should | Freservalicn
be halteo and a profe larcl Ingist « 3, o, in the case of human hurials, the Caunty Officer
Corener and the aparopriate Native Amencan most iikely descendants [identified by the NAHC) If the
7250urce 5 determined (o be tustarically sgnificant undsr CEQA/CRHR critenia, miligative data recovany or |
ather measuwres should be devised, and carried out by 2 gualified archaeglogist in consuitanion with all | |
o =i | concerned parties R Ny | m— | - - g . —— - o
Historic Resaurces = =i el [N e e e N S Sl ot A
43le} Any stea ultimately ientifled for potential project development should be surveyed For hustane cultural Praject TC-TAC State | Compllame. | Histarnc resqurce surveys have been completed many imes throughout Kirkwood since 1573 Most !
resources by a qualties archaeologist priar o ground-disturbing activity Broponant Histeric ! | recently, in 2009, a Hentage Resource Inventory was completed for the 2003 Kirkwood Specific
Preservation Plan Development and Mibgation project that covered all propased development projeces
Officar authoruzed by the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Pian . |

Attachment A - Page 10



Reveised Novemnber 23, 2015

2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan
Mitigation Compliance 10-year Review

| '
Mitigation P Aesponsible for Cnmpﬂmm - , 3
| Wiksig Impact and MHigation Measure impm. s l Review Authority | s ’ Comments / Recommandations |
| 4 5(F) I historle cultiral rasourcas are found, and if the resourze (s defermined te be 3 historic resource or “rr:uecl Cbur"\' P'Iarvmrbg, Compllanr Thete are no SIcmfN.:aIt cultural resourcas 5-’65&:-’65 bee {En;;gfg_dﬁ_r'ang-h d;;;;-ﬂ;n;mhe
unigque archasological resource under CEQA/CRHA cnitena, mitigation through data recovery or other Fropanent TC-TAC, Swate | | 20032 Lrawcod Specific Pian
apprapnate measures should be devised and carnes oul by a Iified arel ine i with Histaric
| 3!l concerned parties. All such procedures should be conducted within the context of CEQA Sechion Preservation | |
I - 15064 5 Guidelines S ot . Officer | | [
| 45[g} I the mvent thal construction personnet abserve preyiously undiscovered subsurface histonc Project | TCTAC Srate | Compliant This messire & incorporated into all plans and sovcificanuan =
| | Archaeological ceposils (eg. concentrations of historic maienals such as ceramics, glass, er atner historle Praponent Hisine |
| matenials) in an area subject 1o develupment acuyity, work sn the immediace vicinity of the find should be | Presenvatian |
halted and a professional ar All such protecures shou'd be conducted within the Officer
. con:ext of CEQA Guidelines Sectian 15{164 5 33
4.3(n) Irnplememauun ofa any ‘element of the Draft Plan that cauld affect e integrity of the Xirkwosd Inn Project TC-TAC, State | Hot | Ma new gevelopmsnt is proposed that could affect wlegnby of Kisawood inn
Seiting shouid be subject ta review by Alpine and €l Dorado counties Ay future addinons should fallow Argponent Historic | Applicable
the same architectural Style. Any future additions must also consider the view 1o and from the building, Preservation | |
espenizlly from the frant or highway size For structural reasons, any new developeant and related neavy Oificer
equipment shaold be distanced from the Kirkwood inn 50 as o nat place add tonal stresess on the
existing foundation Revsew should include development of measures to miligale indirect impacts to the
farkwood Inn to a Jess-than-significant fevel Specific minigation measures to be imolemented by KMA sl | | | |
wnclude some or all of the following | |
2 Include use of architecturally compatible materials and cengn developed with the input of 7 qualdfied
| | histonical architect, if the new construction affects the visual setbing of the Kirkwoed inn ang i€ i ‘
| derermined that i setung contributes to lts significance
| b Use ol vegetalive screening ‘
| ¢ Lseol archizecturally har and twe placemenst of new struciures.
#, Placemeant of an approprale interaretlye wgn near the Kirkwood fnn asplaining the significence of the | |
| steucture and iis place in local and regianal nistory | A S e, ==
A50) If the Mace Camp n Kirkwood North cannot be remaoved from pruposed U(ueloprnerlt plans or from sale kD TC-TAL, State | Not lace Camp was previously located within Kirkwood North Uevelooment #lans, but Lhe 2003
10 private developers, then the following protective measures will be undertaken by KMR or the project Historic | Applics e Kirkwood Specific Plan was modified to ayows anpacts (o the archegkopical sie
propanant Freservation
| 2 The archaeological site anc a 100- foat buFer area around the site will he excluted from sale to a | Offizer ‘ |
| private individual |
| b, Mo structures, olher 1han those necessary 1o protect the integrity of the site, will ba pstablisnad within |
[ the 100-foot protected butier area, |
£ With tne coop ofag d are ang Eldorado Mauonal Forest 1o delermineg
appropriate design and content, KMR will install & low wisibility iterpretive sign at the site &s an |
edvcational and proteciive maasure
d, KMR will monlkor the site annually 1o assure the site 15 not degraded by vandalism of oyer use [
degradalion oeeurs, KMR will wark with the El Dorado County Cultural Resgurces Commissian and the
| | Elgorado k Fores: 1o estat ] #ppropriate protectvie measures for the site | | -
I | Indirect Impacts Lo Sites on e Emigrant Trad l | —r
a5} | Educational literature will be developed by EMR to educate guests about the fragile and irreplaceable EME TC-TAC | Comphant | KMR has prepared a brochure titled, “The Cultural History of Kirkwooo Callarnia® that 15 avadable
nature of cuitural and the for viplation of state and fadaral laws related w cultural | 10 the pubiic thraughous Kirkwood Mountain Resart
rasaureas This infarmational literature could be in tha form of @ pamphilet - other handout that could pe |
| distrbuted at the same venues where ather Kirkwood matenials are distribured |
A0 USE
46 Ma Mitigaticn Required LFL) |
Effects of increased paffic volumes on stateand localroads | = _! L — |
47 A narthbaund to wastbeuna lef-turn accalsration lane on 5888 snould be created o sccommaodate left- KMD, KRS | TC-TAL, | 0 l | od Meadow Drve is :urrznﬂy ; wide ey enoush te accommodata thres 16-fagt witle fangs at the |
Caltrans intersection with SR B8 During peak use periads, tratic is controlied through temporary

tum movemsenis. Kirkwood Meadows Orve shoula be restrniped and/or widened 1o acoommaodate three |
10-foot-wide lanes [minimum]}, which would include one southoound lane and two nommhbgund lanes

{ene lefi-turn, ane right-urn). Eitner restriping addilional turn lanes or temparsrily placmg traffic cones
duting peak pencds ko form burn lanes would alipw lefz-turn vehicle siorage white aitowing nght tuimng
vehicles vo flow

placemant of traffic cones to form designated turn lanes. As traffic increases, restriping to allow
permanent turn lanes may be warranted |
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Reyised November 23, 2015

Ampadt and Mibgation Measue |

2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan
Mitigation Compliance 10-year Review

Responsitla for |
rogi .FWM

!?

" TraMfic contral during pesk perios, elther through sgnalizabion or manual cantral, at the SR &8/Kiskwood

Meadows Drve intersection would improve the LOS ranng to 8 a1 busla-out [modeling results n Appende
A) EMR will conduct Iraffic counts and LOS madeling during peviods of peal vaitation, which could
incluge summer speial events, every 3 years and provide the results 1o TC-TAC  The frequency of this
requirement may be modified by TC-TAC based on the race of grewth w traffic experienced Bince the last
evalualion and that espected i the near future Mncmmmvulﬂmlwmmml
oecur if traffic fiows mees Caltrans for ¥, KMA may
wmumnﬂﬁ:mmmamnhmtﬂmmnh Lies that d i

the LOS rabng of the SRES/K d & Drve oloS e

The following acuions snal! be completed by XMK every three years seginning in 2005 and every three

yEArs oras by TC-TAC to the stated mitigatipn meature

(3l Collect morming and evening peak hour lurnmg movement counts a1 the SH B8/ Kirkwoad
Meadows Drive intersection at least on peak summer anc winler weekday and weekena daa
(1atal of @t teast 4 days) with more than 9000 day use Wil ors at the resart,

[b] Coilact threa-year accident hitory fram Caltrans and/or CHP for accidents That oocurred within
Smwdmwm

it] Refamareg d | engineer to perform the following:
11 Mwﬂ\tmnﬂ\t of the el &

constrainte, and field abservations (delays, queves, ete ),

() Compute the LOF 2t the intersection during these puak hours in accordance with the ‘

TRERiCS, SIght distance

methodologies prescribed in 1he most recent vaision of the Highway Capacity Manual,
(lil} Evaluate the accident data 1o deteemine if the type of lack of cantml af the intersecnion
contribuled to any of the reported accidents,
fiv} Concuct 3 signal warrants analysis based on the peak four counts and the accident
axperiance per Caltrans’ Traffie Manual,
[v] Recommend changes to the intersectian geametncs and/or ralic contrel devices necessary
tmmaintan acceptakle LOS; ane
Document the resyits of the tasks described abave in fc) (/) through (v) for review and
comment by Caltrans
EMP will submit the report ta TC-TAC, wiho will Lhen submit the recommendations 1o Caltrans |
Destrict 10 Improvements may include signalization, manual mnwr durm| peak doys, lane
additians, signing and/or striping impl sight dist and other
appropriate measures SR will then be resp e for rian of the imp:
deemed necessary by TC TAC and Caltrans. KMR may wark with the countes, regional
transportation planming agencies ang Caltrans (o pursue State sourtes (o help fund these

1w

id

KD

T

TC-TALC
Cantrans

Pantal-
comglance

mmmmunmmmlmﬂkmaﬂ tigation fee for future d jith
&ewﬁdbemdmnmnﬁcmmmslwwmlhuummdmhm

County] that are partialiy attnbulshie to Alpme County development Tha lee system would bz pased ona
smilar mitiganon fes program already in place within Amador County, which 1 apphcatie to development
2 Kirkwood witn Amadar County

d The wnrcm

TC-TAC

Camplant

"]

mwurm:mnmmmhwmuhvmmuwmmmm |
egress and ingress at the of SR 38 and K d b Orive Tha mast recant
rraific study was completed in J010 {Ferr & Peers) The 2013 review by 1C-TAC allowed for

analysis to be oeferred 1o 2014 {or a3 appropriate} due w lack of new development within
Kirkwood Valley since the 2010 traffic study, howeaver, smee 2074 rhete has been no aoditional
rev.ew OF d'acuss ons Jcaressmg the need for stuches  Adu i ations. |
urmcwmmrc-m:um TcTImmMummﬁmmmw
based on current conditions of if further geR s sultficeent and notdy Caltrans of their
ditermmation

| Alpine County establishad the Kirkwood Ares T-affic Impact Alitigation Fae under Ordhnance Mo

£70-06 adogted Aool 18, 2006
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Revised Movember 13, 2016

Resporsible for

2 Commants { Recommandations

2003 Kirkwond Specific Plan
Mitigatlen Compliance 10-year Review

ion 1
T:m tmpacl and Mitigation Measure Lrnpl:mnnﬂm‘ | Review Authormy ! P
—_ -hdequacyof parking. e — e
| 4.7(g) KEMR will prepare an annual report that includes a detaited analysis of day-wisitor parking duning peak KMA TC-TAT Compliant | Thie 2003/3013 pariing report identified a total of 3,087 parking spaces tnat are availablefar |
penods sich 35 Lne Christmas holiday, Presid, Cay | and other ds during the ski | | wigitars, well above the 2,500 spaces required by the 2003 Kirkweed Specific Blan  Feak day |
sgason, peak perods duning the summer, and special events, when mare than 4,000 day-use visitars are parking tecurred o barch 2013 with & total of 2,261 cars There was no shertage of parking
at the resart The study will compare day-visitor parking demand during these penods to day yisitor spaces during the 2012/2013 season KMR continues to work on reducing parking demand by |
parking capacity at the resart. The resuits will be regortad to TE-TAC i June of each year IFthe stody prowiding a shuttle bus for employees Hing in South Lake Tahoe and has instituted a car-pool
shows thar the number of day-visitor related vehicles parked within the resort exceeds the amaunt of | (ncentive pragram, KR also provides financlal incentives to groups that provide bessed
parking spaces availabte for day visiors [appronmately 2,500 spaces), TC-TAC will reguire KMR o | transporialion Lo the resorl, KMA mplemenis a Parng Managemendt plan which provides an
Implement a mitigation plan which will nglude ohe or more of the fallewlng actlons efficeent and formalized parking plan that correspontts 1o the resorrs abliity to remeve snow from
@ Frovide additional parking spaces in surface [ots or parking structures parking argas, KMR iniend: to conduct 3 more desailed anablysis of the factars impacting uliization
b imptement methods {a provde greater efficiency in the use of =xisung parking lots | of parking 5o that It can identify pptions fo meet current and future demana, ineluding Improving
< Reguee patking demand through greater ytiltation of mass fransit, increased vehicls scoupancy, | the efficiency in which existing spaces are cheared, improving accessibility (o wisitors after heavy
carfvan pocls or other programs that will result in reduced parking demand duning peak periods | snow storms, and adding addilional spaces along Kirkwond Meatiow Drve, KRR gwes linancizl
d Restrick day-visitor use Lo a level that allows paruing demand to be accommodaied ik existing cay- | | incentives for groups that come in busses |
WISILD? PATKNE areas |
impiementation of the actians under this mitigation shall ragult m ad te day-visiter parking |
vapanity fur He wxpue led goy-visitun denanu oL Toe sl g maines Ual does not resull oy polenyaly
| > | significant adverse r 1l effects that have not been kentified and evalusted inthis EIR . el i E
| Effects of Kirkwood North devel ontraffic | | | = |
‘ 4 7le} Caltrans destgn renulrements shoult De used te devalop the final intersection layouy Project | TC-TAL, Caltrans Net Final design phanz for Kirkwood North have not yet been develo)
Prapanent | applicable intersection, a permit from Caltrans would be reguired that wouid incorporate Caltrans' desigh

FEOUIramEnts |

L L M e ) EE =T e T e e e e e e — e e
4 Bla) | AL high-visibility localions, such as upper eleyations af Ski-infSk-Out Soum new trees will be grouped and Project TL-TAL, County Compliant | Lardscape plans are submitted to TC-TAC and the applicatle county planring and building |
planted strategcally to help bresk um o sereen out the visibilty of the proposed Acdd p Planming | pepartmaents for review and approval Final aparoval of plans indicates sufficient incarporation cf
| refinements to kocaricn will be defined through design review and anajvais of specific propusau | measyre inta degign The county provides neviodlc monizoring duning consirucion [o ansure
il il gy g il orti gt | development 1s canstructed as approved
4 B(a) Proposed development in forested areas wilk be establisned with curvilinear, undulating boundaries Srpject TC-TAL, County Comphiant | Landscape plans are submittad to TC-TAL and the apphcable county planmng and t bullduug
wherever possible Proponen: Planning oepartments kar review and approval Final aporoval of plans ingicates sufficent incarporatmn of
the measure inta design The county provides periodic manitonng Suring construction e insure
e = ms B S - o SR = R | gevelnpment is constructed a5 approved
A E[c} Lu ring conslructmn clearing of [and for féciliNes of achwifies Will einbhasize cufv.llhear BOUREIIIBE orojuet TC-TAL, Caunty compliant Landscape pians are submied 1o TC-TAC and the applicabie county planning and bullding
instead of straight lines in natural appearing l3noscapes Proponent | Planning departments for review and approval. Final approval of olans Indicates sutheient incarporation of
| measure ints design, The county provides penodic monitoring during consiruclion 1o msure |
. il e - | | deveiopment is constructed a5 aporoved
4.8{4) Grading \mli be done n 2 r;a}\;er_wl‘uzh rmmrnnzes emtlon confarms to the n.atural .opugrapm,n, antl Projecy TCTAC, County | t.nmpluant | Grading plans are submitted Lo TC-TAC and the applicable county planning and building
munirnizes cuts and fills Proponent | Planning | dagariments for review and approval Final appraval of plans indicates sufficient incarparation of
| measur= it design: The Couniy nrovldes penedic manaoramg dultg ConsTrucnon insure
K} -81.;!.' Cleanng trees and vegetat:on for the pro; eﬁ w 0 e Hrrated o the rrummum area requnred Frojeel i lans are submitts: AC and the applicaile cwntv planning an:l hulld-ng
RICHENENE | Flanming deparfments [or review and approval Final approval of plans indicates sufficent incorparatian of
mesasure into design. Tne County proyices periodic monitoring dunng consiruction 1o insure
Py | tevalay 15 constructed 38 approved ol I
48N 5ol macavared duning :mst. .Ji:unn and ml: used will be hal:klilled eve'\w g the cleared area, and will be | Projece TC-TAC, Lounky Comgpllant Gmdmg plans are wbmlnen 1o TC-TAC and the iDp|lEa|:l|!' ..ounty planrung and bullding
graded 1o conform with the terran andg the adjacent landscape Proponent Planning departments for remew and 2oproval. Final approval of plans indicates sufficent Incarporation of
| measure nfo design. The County provides penodic manitoring unng construchion insure
- | develapment is constructed as aparoved
- i.Brg; — Eite-spacific eflorts will be made, such 35 removing $tumps or smogthing sor, o enslre a tomoorary Irgject TC-TAC, County Compliamt | Grading glans are submitted 1o TC-TAC and the appilcable county planmng and guilding
| Froponent Planning departments for review and approval Final approval of plans indicsies sufficient incorparation of

| imoact where cleaning 15 reoured In sensitve O SCENIC 2reds

| measuie inte dasign The County pravides persdic mantering during consiruction insure
| develspmentis construrted a5 apptoved
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2003 Kivnwood Specific Plan
Mitigation Compliance 10 year Review

g Impact and Mitigation Measure ":’_‘m‘ ""H'r:r'ﬂ | Neview aashorhy C"m:‘m Camitents F REeCHTTEAtGN
4 Bn} Fermanent vegetative cover will be estaolished on disturbed areas Replanting peor or difficslt sites will Project | TCTAC, County [ partial | Landscap-. plans are submitted to TC-TAC and the aj appllable county plannmg and bu‘lumg— I
b dang f inigal mfforts Rl ta ersure the establishment any cantnued grawth of plapt matenal to Zropanent Planning Campliant | departments for review and consistency with Kirkwood Landscape and Bevegetarion Ordinance
prevent erosion and sedimentation, Qualified personnel will petform all reseeding 2nd revegetation | Counry Plapning typically reguires a security bond [0 ensure revegetanon success. Return of the
affarts | | boepd amount to the developer signilies success vegetation restoration. See discussion n report |
TEXT
4 Bl Natwe of Indigenous plant materials will be selected on (he Basis of slte-specibc Cimatic canditions, soil eramct | TCTAC, County | Comphant | Landscape plans are submitted te TC-TAC 2nd the applcasie county p anmnW|
characteristics, soll regime, and topGgraphy, and funther selactad based on their aoility o olend Proponent | Planming dupartments for review and consistency with Kikwooe Landscape and Revegetaitan Oninance
Anth exiEning vegetation | The Ordinance speciies sppropriate seed mixes By hahiat and aliowable tree snecies Approval of
. - — i e R i a8 . & - e . il | | mlans indicates eo'mphance with mitigation measure.
4Bl The seedbed will be modifed to provide an apfimum fgr seed ge ion, seedling growth, Projuct TC-TAC, County Compliank tands:apz plans are submitied 1o TC-TAC and the applicable county planmng and buiding
and survival, & specilied in the Kirkwood ergsign comtrol ordinance (see Mitigation Measure 4 2 {b)-ih)} Prapgnent I Planning | departments Tor review and approval Final aporoval of plaes indicates sulficient incorporaton of
and KRMOA Design Guldelines | mieasure inta design, The County provides periodic Monnonng duning construction o insure
= i L o o . g iy v gy, ey = ™ g B | development is constructed as approved |
LE-113] Landstape design which repeats or Blends with the surrcunding easting landstape character will be Project TC-TAL, County Compliant | Landscape plans are submitted to TC-TAC and the applicable county planning and building |
applied in highly vesible or sensdive areas to enhance the appearance of proect building installation Proponent Planning departments {or review and approval Final approval of plens moicates sufficent incorporation of
| mMieasure inlo desigh The counly provides penodic monitoring during construcion Lo insure |
- = T e—— - - — - e 1 | development s construcled 25 Jpproved — - . . |
4 8l Feathering the ecges af the highway ROW in certain areas will be utilided to repeat vegetation patterns ol KRR Fotest Jarvice, | Mot Mo development has occurred dlong highway ROW |
exsting open spack sdges TC-TAL, County appltcable
E Pnning | e . = W |
EB_[m} " Hatural wnndv veget:mm waithin 100 1o 200 Feet of SR 88 In Kirkwood. North will be svaluated ¢ caleiull\r *ropct Forest Servica, T mar Na davelopment has accurred north of SR 3
helore rempval (n arder o presenve a visual buffer for this area. Selectiva removal or pruning of treas in Proponent TC-TAL, County appilcatde
areas with sensitive sceni vaties {e g . 5 38 recreanion areas and residences) will be done 1n consultation ‘ Flanning |
with the Cajtrans landscape architect or county-3opmoved visual resource specialist aner to any trae | |
. temovalinthese areas —— | E—— o e —r — 3
2.3{n} Trees and other plants Tor s ndﬁcapmg will be selected based on their ahlh(\‘r o tlend with ex emslnng Project | TC-TAC, County Compliant | Landscape plans are reviewed by TC-TAC and the applicable county planning and ouilding
B Rip-Rap | will be 3 pon-contrasung color | Propanent Planning departments for corsistency will mibiganon measure Final gpproval of glars inojcates compliance
| | with mitgation measure. The county orovides periodic monkering dunng construthicn 1a nsure
—— N | — = S e N
4 B;Ep - Muh:h Or scalter tree slash :Iebrls on cut and fill areas to mask bare soil and mamtzn a more apprcpr-ate T Praject TC TAL, Counl\.' Cn'nplhnl | Landscape plans are reviewed by TC-TAC and 1he applicable ccunl\a Glanning and hualdmg
[exTute b arsar Dack from fravelways. Propanent Flanning departments far ¢ y with Ba Final approval af plans inaleales compliance
‘ | with mitigation measure. The coaunly provides perodic monitoring during construction (o insure
e r——— - | o Y | development is con i approved =
4 Blg] Contrel Blantng fmes 1o masimize successful revegeraton | Project TCTAL l:our\l\.’ [ Comypliant Landscape plans are by TC-TAC and the applicable county planning ning and bunldlng
Uibpangnt | FEaning Gepartments 15 LOnSHTAALY WITh mMIlIZaTon measure Final appraval a1 plans naleatas comgliance
| | with mitigation measure. The county provides perlodic moniaring during construction to insure
e == ey Oevelopment is constructed asapproved.
_ﬁ[uj_ - Progect TC-TAL, County Comallant | Landscape plans are reviewed by TC-TAC and the applicabile county planrung and bul Idmg
Froponent Flanning | gepartments for consistency with mitigabion measure Final approval of plans indicates cormpliance
| with mitigatien measure. The county provides periodic menitonng during consiructian 1o nsure
—r Sevelopment is constructed as approved s
i | Refi e on Mitigation k) 411c] =
= i _ | Reference co an Mty W resdd(mjand4ln)
1 5;npeci_ 1 'TCAT&t:ItEJ'univ i En;n;allén: | 'Lanusc;p_e_plans are re\ut-wen D\r T T.hC ind the appllcabie county ptann ng nm:l bulldlr\g |
Prepanent Planning departments for conzistency with mitigation measure. final approval of ptans indicates camplance |
with mitgation measure The county provides periodic monttoring during canstruchion to msure
i il | gevelopment 15 constructed 35 approved P = ]
4 8tu) Seed cuts and fﬁls leh_rLatE Erass spEClies fnal wall r;t;a\rl! sibsannal winter or other seasonal cober Project | TE-TAC, County Compilant Landscape plans are rev-ewed by TC-TAC and the applicable county planning and bunldlng |
conlrasis Propanent | Fianning ‘ departments for ¢ ¥ with miligi Final approval of plans mdicates compliance |
with i . The county T penodic moniterng during construction to insure
= - e . e e e = X e e e uwelnpmntgwt&@ia approved
_"‘-.ﬁivl ViGwal praminarics 9 developmant wikhia viually sensitiva aresz, 3z vicwed from 5F 85, will confinue to Project : Frorast Tenoce, Compliant TC TAC angd LSFS have junzdiciion of the scemig Highypay Fr.lmdor nn SR EE Final rﬂans g o
comply wilh raquirements far building colors, constructien materials, and architectural design as Proponent TC-TAC, County | Kirkwoat North have not yer been daveloped or submimed Tor review All develapment plans
adrrinistered by the Forest Senuce and Lhe TC-TAC, and outlined in KRMOA CC BRs and Design | Plarning within wisually sensitive areas as viewed from SR BB will be reviewed gy 1he Forest Seevice and TC-

| Guidsiines. Perticular gtiention should be given to any new Litkwood Nortn developmant, especially

regarding the erchitactural style and color scheme

TAC for complianee with bui'ding colors, construction matetals, and architectural design as
| authined in the Design Guidehnes
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2003 Kirlewood Specific Plan
Mitigation Compliance 10-year Review

| Mihgatan . e i Compllance .
i Nt i Impact and Mitigation Measure | I Qb ¥ s | Comments / Recommendations |
A Blw} Structures will be mnmu:tec of materials thae blend with the & Iaﬂds:aue character Lift cnm:nnzms will Pﬂﬂzn TE-K{T&U::H]‘V z __Cu_-n;ﬂ;; Landscape plans are teviewed Iw TC-TAC and the apui':ah!e cm.mr.'f plann-mg ana;ﬁdr_ng_ 1
| meet FSM 2380 (Farest Service Manual] policy for color and reflectivity, whicn = 4.5 an the Munssll Froponent Planming aepariments for ¢ v with T Final approwal of plans indicates compliance
| neutral value color scale. Building designs (on NFS lanas), including color and material, will be submitted with The county p penodic montarng during construction o insure
__ TalineForest Seryice lor appreval pror L6 construction. = | develogment |s canstructod as approved F
I 4 8lx) The appearance of human-made aperings will simulate exsting natural openings in the farest such as Projecl TC-TAC, County | Comphant | Langscape pians are reviewed by TC-TAC and the apalicable county plarning and building
' those that accar in the project area Srgponent Fianming | dapariments for consistency with i Final app af plans indicates comalance
| | | wuth mitigation measure The county arovides penodic monitonng during construction 1o insure
| | | | . B 15 conskructed as approved
| 4 Bly) | I accordance with FSM 2380, appropriate siting of builgings will e nc aswill the use of lowe- EWR TC-TAC, Coundy | Compliant | For buildings iocated on Natienal Forest Lands, the colar of bu.ldmgs 15 submitted 1o ENF lundscape |
[ Impagt matenats and cators, on NFS lands | Flanning. Forest | architect for approval
E I | - | Service | | = _‘
:_ o PG| i R
| 5Bz} For working and public gathering areas, highting fevels wil will be 3.5 foor-candles average hanzontal, with 2 Praject TC-TAC, County | Compliant s requirad in 4.08 {ah], lighting plans ace required for all new dm!unmenl Review ano approval
runimum llumination of 1/2 average, a maximurn of thres Tmes the average B s _ Preponent | Plannimg | chplans by the applicable county indicatas campliance with miligation measuras. |
4 8iaa) Fultures will be reguired o mirimize fugitive light into axisting residential areas, mcluding East Meadaw Project TC-TAC, County Cnmph'aﬂt | As required in 4.5 (ab), lighting plans are required for all new development Review and appmval
| KMA subd , and other | locations suscentible to hght and glare, by using asymmetncal Proponent Planning uf plans by the applicatile counly indwcates campliance with mitgalion measures. |
distribution, light shields and on . ¥ | e | |
| 4 Blab} & lighting plan for all new develogment will be required, as outlined in KAMOA Deslgn Guidehnes, that will Project | TC-TAC County | C.Dmp“iﬂ{ | As-feqmred in 4,08 (abs), [Ehbing plans are required for ﬂnﬁdmmmenl Review and anuraual |

he reviewed by the counties when specific project level plans are submitied for review Praponent | Plannmi of plans by the applicable County indicates compliance with mitigalion measures
i | |

Ci and of. noise ! —

4 9ia} Construchan actmbies which generate or proguce novse thal can be neard beyond the baundares of Project TC-TAC Complant | Construclicn achviies are P-J:i;leu to the howrsof 7 a.m to 7 p.m Monday tnrough Saturday within
project site will be limited to the noursof 7 a.m to 7 pm Exceptions are allowed for emergency repairs. | Propanent ! | Kirkwood, No dor wation of non-c liance

4 9z Loidspezker use will conrinie to be allawed at special evants related to ski area operation Their Project | TE-TAC Ci il ! Ko doe ign of nan-compliance

el operation will be hmiles to belwmen the hoursof 7am and 7o m Proponent | | |

R MRS eel ¢ S— — =
L srowmskngaivies | ' | )

4.30) KhAR weill impl it the g Noise Manag Program, which was adopled when the MR | TC-TAC, County | Comphant | KMA currentiy impl a5 E Nose h R Srogram, which was adopies when

snowimaking project was approved,  This incorporates several features incluting restnchions on the lype | Planning

of nozzle, shielding of nazzles, and acceptatle time of cperation

Housing

| the snowmaking project was approved [1596)

| 4 1002}

Counties will develop and enact an ordinance requiring employes housing ta be provaded at Kirkwood County agencies | PO 1AL
The ordinance will, at @ minimum, include the lollowing eloments |

a & requirement thal al leest 30 parcent of the number of average peak-season empioyees be grovided

with smployes housing concurrent with future development of the rescrt

b A method of ensuring that the amount of required emgioyee housing will conlinwe to e provided m

the furure |

¢ Consideration of possible allowance for & fes o be paid in lieu of constructing empldyee housing, i

d Congderation of possible cradit toward the employee housing regquiremant in exchange for KMR i

providing transpartarion for employees residing outside of e Kirkwood aea |

o, Conslderabion of possible credit Loward the emoloyes housing requirement for howsing units lecated
putside of the Kirkwood area which are raserved by KMFR for use by employees within the Kirkwood area

Carnpliant

I"& housing ordinance was established in 2003 as part of the 2003 Kirkwood Specitic Plan. Annual

| Workiorce Housing Audits have been submitted annually fer review and have been approved by
TC-TAC. Although the mitigabion measures pertaining 1o the Ordinance are teing met, the varigus

| parties involved generally agree that the Ordinance could be updated to nclude additional aptians |
for compliance, such as addibonal funting mechamems, ntroduction of a fee in-lieu oplion or

| introduction of credits for employee transportation from off-sie locathions, Discussed further i ‘
text of report

AZARDIOUS MATERIALS
| Fuel Storage and Use | | | ) \
| 4 11{a) Undergraund storage tanks or mher ha.{ardouﬁ material storage will not be sited wathin the Caltrans right- EMR TC-TAC | Compliant Mo unoergeound storage anks or hazardows malerial storage has been located within the Caltrans
e I Ageney | s | right-of-way e e R e e s
kwood Maintenance Shop and MU wiil maimntain spifl prevention plane for all hazardeus materials KWIR TC-TAC | Compliant | KWPUD and KMR are required by the Ca Health ano Satety Code bo marmtam Hazardows Materais
These plans will he reviewed and updated annually, 2 appropriate, and Tlisd with the ansropriate county ¥MPUD? | Business Plans {HMEBP] ior all hazardous materials utilized at the maintenance shop, sower house, |
and ather facilities througheut Kirkwood The HMEP includes a spil prevention plan. The HMBPS |
A e e i | are d and updated on an annual bass and submitted 1o the county for approval
41ty Al eaisting and propased fuei tanks will be mantained, cperated and tested in accordance with lacal, | EMA, M3t TC-TAC, County Compliant | Procedures for operating and testng fuel tanks are outiined in lhe SPCC Plans The counties set the

s1ate and federal regulations - . | 3 ik

| sehedule for tasting of fusl system eo TS and IssLes ¢ poroyal
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2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan
Mitigation Compliance 10-year Review

B {
Mi' |um|m impact and Mitlgation Measure imﬂ:&ﬂ ferview Authortty | c"",‘:ﬂ::‘z | Comments / Recommendsticns !
4.11d} Hazardous marerials cleanup and contalnment supplies will be carried in any ve that transpores fusl KMR, KMD= | TC-TAC | Complianr | KhAR confirmed that all vehicles thar !r;n;p?r.?u:l& reiuer.i-rré ;:dn_st-ruc'_t'u_m_e_w-_nme_n:aral;\ |
far refuelng construclion equipment Project | cteanup and containmant supalies. This measure is required as pars lor the SPCC Plan |
[ 111(e) Hazardous matenals cleanup and containment supphies will be present al any permanent |acation where kMR TCTAC | Compllant | This measure s required as parl of the KMR's and KMPUDY's SPCC Flan i |
‘ e o = i ISR i « T
c11h KMR, MU, and KMPUD will trajn all vehicle aperators who will be partiapating in refusling activities imspill | KMR.KMD, | TCTAC | Compliant | Both KMPUD and MR nave fraiming programs for year-round and seasonal employees as outined
| |_prevention and in the use of cieanup materalts KMPLEH i_____’ | in the SPCC Plan =
| 4.11(gh | Mo motor fuel refueling will be condutted withirs 100 feet of #irkwoad Creek or any of its perennial KMR TC-TAC | Compliant | There are no fueling stations within 100 Teet of Kirkwood Creek ar any of its perenmial tributarias
| mmibutanies, or within 50 feet of any occupied housing unit Project | ar 50 feet of any occupied housing unit
e L S | B ;.. ;. I il ——
# 11{h} Ita the myent that & hazdrdous material soill of 2 reportable quality oocurs, the respansible paroy will KEAR, TL-TALC, Forest Compliant | in the eve'r\?ofa_SpHr KMR notifies the Departmens of Emaronmental Heaith of the affected couny Y
| Immediately notily the Depariment of Enviranmantal Health of the affected county ar counties, the COFG Praject Service andin accordance with the Fazardous Maienals Business Plan ang the Ofhice of Emergency !
| and any olher agencies as reqUired under regulations apphcabls st the time of the spill, 1 the spill ogours Propgnent Seryices Guidance [2014)
on NES 'and, Kirkwood will slso notify the Amadar Ranger District. | T " .| . B N S —
434 KMR @n its agents and subcontraciors will adhere to the reporting standards outhned in Californis KMAE TC.TAC | Comphiant | KMR and its subconiractors adhers to the reporting standards autlined in she most updated
| Hazardaus Matenals Spill/Release Motification Gudance (Lercar: 1999) astablished by the Governor's | Californea Hazardous Materials SpilifRelease Notificanon Guigance
= _ Office of Emergency Servioey, o — S —e= — = ¥ — —
4111 KMR, MU, and KMPLD shall comply with Title 22 For submissian of business plans, inventory statements, KMER, TE O comply with Title 72 and n;v\e-p-:r'l!—p:fed Hazardous Material Business Plans,
waplnsve siorage, and spll p eantial ¢ ire plans, a5 may be réquired KMPUD inventory statemaents, of hazardous materials siored on-site, and 5PCC Plans. Thase plans are
! e AN po B L Sob el ) A 8 - A T s | ||| _' annually updated and submitted for reyview and appgﬂoqjmgcsjs
| E 4.‘i1[k} Future develapment in nortbns of Alpne ar Amadar Cou nty where sail or groundwater contamination by Project TC-TAC Mol He development has accurred on contaminated sites n nlp-[i-;e or Amador c'uunties Ay future
| petrolsum products has been denbiffed will at a mosimum require appraval fram the applcable County Fropanent | applicable development on contaminated sites will require compliance with this mitigation measure
| Health Department and the CYRWOLE |
VRECREATION
Effiecrs of Increated prpulation un use of dirg public lands. —) R | | S ey :
_ AlNal & Mitigalion b Z3 1 (i ana 4 3 1 (]) as described in the Aquatic Resources section LTE | - | [ | See comments for Mitig Weasures 43 1{)and 431 )] =l |
| l{.‘ll-i;‘]" T KMRwill conduet surveys ta identify onyoff-site recreation use patterns of residents and guests and MR  TLTAC, Forest | Non- A racreation survey was campleted in June 2006 KMR will coordinate with TC-TAC ang LISFS on
| report resylts o TC-TAC and the Forest Sarvice Such surveys will be conducted every 4 years o as | | Servize | Compliance | need and tming for future surveys
deemed necessary by TC-TAC and the Forest Service. Regults will be reported o these agencies within B0 |
days This mformation will increase TC-TAC ard Forest Service knowlecge of recreational use paltermsin | |
1he Kirkwooe area and contribute to development of respensive management plans for heawily mpacted | | |
_____ recreational sites and facilities. T e |
| Effectson bkwoud L, b fisho. | N | | P —— - ]
4.12(c) implement mitigation measures £ 3.1 [h] through 4.3.1 {1}, a5 described in the Aguatc Resturces section, EMA TC-TAC, Forest Compliant | KMR has created 2 poster describing sensitive resources at £irkwono Lake at the Kirkwood Inn, The |

1 addihion, KME will wark wilh the Forest Service to develop and implement an instructioral/interprelive

i Service ‘ | Lidge, General Store; Kirkwood Lake and Caples Lake |

i | program to inform Kirkwood visiiors abaut sensitive resource issues at Kirkwood Lake |
PUELC SERVICES -

Potice/Sheriff Protection . !
413a} KMA witl mamitor the level af police protection services required 25 development procesds and the Khag TC-TAC | Compll KR mial at i hip with Sheriffs Department in Alping and Amador 1
| tesident population increates Alpine and Amader counties will 3ad d a5 dictated by © ¥ | | counbies and meets annually with the County Sheriff's Department 1o discuss the community |
| needs =T | safaly needs |
|
Fire Protection | | — e |
4 13{n) Conrstruzr alf faclizias 10 adnere to the UBC | Projact | TC-TAL | Compliant | All new construction complizs with the Unitorm Butlding Code [UBC] Plans are reviewed by the !
| | Proponent | | applicabie County Building Office and KMPLD |
4.33(c} KMFR should continue ta implement, maintaln, and revise a5 nesdked, the Kirkwood Village Fire and Salety KMR | TC-TAC | DPacument has been reptaced with the Criss Management Plan [2008) |
Plan and d te that the lop complies with the olan Project | |
4 == = e = = _ Proponent | i S = : ’
4 L3d) ¥MR will increase infrastructure and physwal accommotations «n the sefvice S1strct 1o suppoert the leus) Froject TC-TAL Compliant The teiteria for assessing the need far paid firefighters 15 guthing in the Fire Service Master Plan ‘
of hire protection required tor the proposed development Propanant ! {1987] The Plan outlines the statfing, equipmant, and infrastructure needs to provide an adequats
lewal of sarvice thraugh build out of the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plap KMPUD has underiaken
improvements outlined 17 the 2lan such as construction of the new Community Services Bullding |

and Fire House
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2003 Kirwood Specific Plan
Mitigation Compliance 10-year Review

':1":::: Impact and Mitigation Measure Irmnb:u?nl Review Autharity ' ':“"g:;;“ : Cormments { Racommendations
ey r e - = — - - - s i - — e — e = : i
4 13te) kMR will man tor the level of firefight ng services raquired as devalopraent proceeds and the resident KNIR TCTAC | Compliant | See response abave The tevel of lirshghting senvices as development proceeds is described intne
_ Bopulation increases KMPLID will acd fire fighters as dictated oy community needs — LD | FieSenice Master Plan s !
L edialSenices Er= I
413(H KMA will continue to mamntain medical faciives dunag the sk ssason o wilh the reyg s of KMH TC-TAL, Forest Compiiznt | Vail subcontracts to Barton Medical to pravide termnorary medical faciities duang she ski season |
_ ne U5 Farest Seruce sperial use permit iteued for the tkiarea T | S ——— service P ; |
| 413|g} EMA will monitor the level of medical services required as development groceeds and the resident KMR TC-TAC Compliant Basad gn she curreit year-rodnd resitent population at Kirkwaod, na new medical 5er\_f;c;s_a;_s__|
paoulauon ncreases. If the incredse in year-round populdtion warmsnts, KMR will a0d meoical services to warranted af this time.
'__ o _ dlest COMMUATY Nesds B | — |
School snd Child Care | - o |
4.13(n} KRR will continue providing Funding support of edugatignal facilities for elementary schopl chilran KMR | TcTac, Alpine | Not Ini 2 formal agreement betweern the Alpine Colnty Unified Schaol Dlstriet and KMR (August 18, |
{Grades £-B) ar Kirkwood fe ¢, continue flnancial suppart for rented fagilities), This requirerient wiil be County Unifisg Applicable | 2008), the school distrct stazes that it is unlkely that 3 school wilt be constructed on the site and
reviewsd every 5 years and @ determination made by Alpine County a5 10 whether the tequirement ‘ School District | agroes o wansfer the propery 1o Kirkweod Mountain Aeson
should be continued, modified or eliminated. |
HES AN MFRASIRUCTURE
l.. Erergy . | L e st S apints WA e el - ]
4 14{a) ML will expand the misting electrcal facility or construct a new facliity 1o meel projected electrical | KMPUD, | TE-TAC | Not | Mountan Utilities was solo to KMEUD in April 2010 In 2014, XM2L0 completes a power ine that |
demants as identified in section 4.14.4 1, As slectrical requirements increase @nd the ensting facihity | rgpect | Apphcable connects the Xirkwood community to the regional alectic gnd. The new power line wat desigred i
reathes capacity, expandad ar new faolines must be developea. Af the Ume a tentalive development Proponent and constructed Lo meet the estimated electrical demanas of the Kerkwood commu iy and resort
map 15 submitted, MU must pronde the respetive county with the cutrent capacity of the electrnca Al build-cur of the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan The exsting 5 MW powerhouse will be used a5 &
generatlon facllity, the current electrical demand of the Kirkwood ares, and the projected electrical back-up facility and no future expanslon is anticipated KMPUD will be aole to meat all slecirical
feguirements of the develapment. If the projected electrical need will not be met oy the existing facility, if ds of future develop of the Kirbwood area as approved under the2DG3 Kircwood
Impravements will slso be provided and the schedule for completon will be identified E ded or naw Specifie Plan |
L faciities must be In operation prior to elecirical demands of the new d ] !
|
| | weisrsieo B R . .,
4 14[b} KMPLID wiil connect a new well to the waler supply system F the maxirnum daily semand erceeds the EMPLUT | TC-TAC | Compliant EMPLD's corrent water supply system can meet the current masmum daly demand alang with |
avallable supplies with the largest well put of service, suth that emergency storage faserves would ba | | TRSEMVE e rement |
| depleled n 7 days f demands o e SR = e S =]
4 14c) KMPLD will meitor water supply outpul and mstall additional wells prior 1o increased water supply Praject TC-TAC Compliant | EMPFUD reviews teritative maps and determings if they have the capanly Lo accommnedate the
demands of new tevelopment parcels. AL the time 3 tentabye devely prient mag 15 submiried, KMPUD fropanent ‘ needs of the development, and (f 50, KMPUD provides a “will serve” letter to the praject
will provige the respeciive county with the current water supply, the current water conwumption of the propanent. KMPUD provides a repart Lo the applcable county documenting supply and
Kirkwaad area, and the projected water reguirements of the devetppment, if the projected water HRMONSLrating Lhat thay have the capacity to seryice the progdseo development 1n 2013, kKMPUD
requirements will not be met by the existing supply, as defined in Mitlgation Measure 4 14 [0), &MPUD | completed a Serwces Capacity Analysis that Ingluded assessment of water supply, The Report
| wiil sdennify the number and locstion of proposed wells @ be installes and the schedule for completion incicates that gxisting supply wells will not meet maxmutm day damand at build-out ang
| Addftional witlls must be in operation prior 1o water ds of she new devel recommends that KMPUD pursue obitainment of surface water nights and construct a treatmest
| s B | Facility to mest estinated demand rathar than installation of wialls |
[ A “Plan and imalement new development ta ensure the use of best avaiable technologies for water Imject | TE-TAC Compliant | KMD uses the nest avarlable technology in (ts own projects 1o The extent practicable, and a listis
conservation, Including, tut not mited Lo, water conserang Lodets, shawerheads, faucets, and irriga Proponen: proviced 1a architects, owners, contraciors, and county building departments tg ncorparate ths
S ystems. — — - : tachnology into their plans. S =
1 — S ES Y | p— | PR . |y L S i~ SR e e e 4
4 14le) Manitar wastawaler treatment operalions and upghade 25 aparoptizte Expandec or new foilities must EMPUD TC-TAL, Comphant The 2013 All Services Capacdy Analyes evaluatod the capacity af the exsting wastawater
be in operation prior 1o wastewaier demanas of the new development CVRWOCE treatment and dispesal faciities and determined that they were suthicient fo meer ultirnate budld-
a» i oul Tows and ipags No d or new Facil Lies are requires
41400 T at The ume a tentatve development map is subsmiteed, KMPUD will provide the respective tounty with Project i TC-TAC, Compliant | KMPUD reviews each kive maps and projecied i and
1he current capacity of the wastewater treatment facility and the current wastewater output of the Propanent CVRWOCHR provides the respectlve county with a status repprt documenting current capacity of the
| Kirkwoodarea KMPUD will also provide the projected w. ey req s of the deval —t | wastewater treatment facility and the current wastewater dutut of the Kirkwaced area.
414} | impl Mitigation 414 (d) e R e | WA —1] | Seec under k L4 & ) —
= -;A'iy{.;ddr-ﬁm O_h‘sutg employee hpusing within the Tahoe Basin must be new construction of which Kirkwood Mountzin KNP Amador County | Mol | There 1= no sxisting or planned offsite amployes housing within the Tahoe Basin
#154 | Applicable |

housing stock within the Tahoe Basin. Within tne Tahoe Basin, leasing, remadeling, rezrafitiing, or
urherwise using axisIing hobsing stagk will not resulf in credil toward employes NOGSINE puTsuant to ths
ardinance

Resort 15 either the primary ceveloper of substanial development partner That resulis i agditional ‘
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| KMPUD has 2 fire impact fee that is d on all new dev

2003 firewood Specific Plan
Mitigation Compliance 10-year Review

Comments / Recommendanons

2 within Amador |

tigation . Reaponsibie for |
H Impact and Mitigation Measure plsraniatiortil Review Authorty
Aradar COA The Amader 'Co'L'l'nq'-"Bn'al-'ﬂ"of's.')pef\'fiso'r's will adapt an AB1600 fire mingatian Tee ardinance gased on T Amadar Caﬁ;ﬂt &madar l:m._nry
H157 KMPLD's fire protechion capital improvemsent plan 1o mitigale new develapment's impact an fire
grotection s ol . o
¥

E

-

-

The griginal taxt of the mibigation messures doss not always cieany specific the respnnsihle party and this column lists the party assumed by the auther o most
appropnalely be responsible lor implementation  Additionally, the ity of | of some has ch d with the sale of KWIR to Vail ano
the implementation of the 2012 Master Development Agresment  These :har-ses arz reflected in the table

EMD is respormible for requirements 1), 20, 3), 43, and 6] KMD shall be responsibbe for i e with b 5} tor KMI's prajects and KMR shall be
responsigle for requirement 5 for EMA's projects

Perthe 2013 Master Developmant Agreamant, this is now the respansibllity of KkdD

for the 2012 Master Development Agreement, operator shall camply with miliganon measure on sid termin and all other progerty owned by Operator Developer
shall comply with the MIBASUPe an y owned by D p

Par the 2012 Master Devalopment Agreement, KMR 1o be responsible for tamporary plagement af raffic cones to farm turn lanes during peak peroos. A other
ragurernents of the mitgat shall be all db KMR and KMD o0 ah agreament 1o ba negoriared o the fupure

Per the 3012 Master Davalopment Agregment, KD to pecform waffic counts and LS modeling s required every three years by muigalion measuse and provide
thie results to TC-TAC,

EMPUD now replaces MU (Mountaln Utilties) and |s responsible for iance with gali

Fer tne 2012 Master Development Agresment, operalar shall comply with mibgation measure for a!l fuel tanks Iccated on speraiar-owned propemy, Developer
shall comply with mitiganon measure for @il fuel tanks located pn devefoper-owned groperty

Per the 2012 Master Development Agreemant, operatar shall comply with mitigatian measure for all Operator-owned or controlies venides; Developer shall
omiphy with mitlg \ Tar all B wmed of controlled vehicles,

Par the 2012 Master Development Agraement, sperator shall camply with mitigatian measure for 2l spills Iocated on property owned Ly Dpevater, Developer shall
comply with mitiganon measura for 3l spills localed on property owned by Devaloper
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Attachment B
Kirkwood Specific Plan 10-Year CEQA Review
Reference Material Reviewed

General
Amador County Resolution No. 03-319 and Ordinance No. 1569. 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan.

Alpine County Planning Department. 2002. Kirkwood Recirculated Revised Final Environmental
Impact Report. Volume 1: EIR and Appendices. October 2002, Including:
- Appendix 1 Erosion Contro! Plan
- Appendix 2 Tree Ordinance
- Appendix 3 Landscaping and Revegetation Ordinance
- Appendix 4 Design Ordinance
= Appendix 5 Housing Ordinance

Kirkwood Community Association. 2005. Kirkwood Community Association Design Guidelines. August
15, 2005.

Amador CO - Biennial Review

Kirkwood Mountain Resort, 2007. Kirkwood Specific Plan Mitigation Monitaring Plan, 2007 Biennial
Review.

Kirkwood Mountain Resort, 2010, Kirkwood Specific Plan Mitigation Monitoring Plan 2009 Bienniol
Review,

Archeology and Cultural Resources

ASI Archaeology and Cultural Resources Management, 1995, revised 1996. Kirkwood Subdivisions
Cultural Resources Survey, Amador, Alpine, and £l Dorade Counties California, prepared for
Simpson Environmental.

Lindstrom, Susan, Censulting Archeologist. 1998. Kirkwood Ski Area Expansion Project, Kirkwood Ski
Resort, Amador/Alpine County, California Amador Ranger District. Addendum ARRAQS-03-
331-276C, Prepared for Kirkwood Resort Company. N August 1998

Avalanche

Kirkwood Mountain Resort, 2014, Effectiveness af Kirkwood Mountain Resort’s Avalanche
Forecasting and Snow Safety Program 2013-2014.

Mears, Arthur |, P.E., Inc. 1997. Design-Magnitude Avalanche Mapping ond Mitigation Analysis,
Kirkwood Resort, CA — An Updoted Study. October 1997.

R s Concemis, no Adlpriunent 41



2003 Kirkwood Specific Pian
Revised November 23, 2016 Mitigation Compliance 10-year Review

Biological Studies

Basey, Harold E. 2005. Survey for Special Status Plant Species, Palisades Six Parcel, Kirkwood
Mountain Resort.

--2007. Survey for Special Status Plant Species, East Village Parcel, Kirkwood Mountain Resort.

--2007. Survey for Special Status Plant Species, Community Park Parcel, Kirkwood Mountain
Resort.

Keyser, Dale. 2010. Survey Results for Special Status Wildlife at Lake Kirkwood and Caples Lake.
August 16, 2010.

-— 2007. Survey Results for Special Status Wildlife at Lake Kirkwood and Caples Lake, luly 20,
2007.

-- 2014. Wildlife Surveys for {Martin Point, Kirkwood North, Northwest Parcel, East Village, and

School Site on Loop Road at the Kirkwood Mountain Resort, Kirkwood Califarnia. August 14,
2014.

Simpson Environmental. 1995. Botanical and sensitive plant survey, Kirkwood Ski Area / Alpine
County, CA. November, 1995.

Mevyer, Virginia. Botanical and sensitive plant survey. Kirkwood Master Plan Area. Alpine, Amador,
and El Dorado Counties, CA. Submitted to Simpson Environmental, lanuary 28, 1996.

Crisis Management
Kirkwood Mountain Resort, LLC. 2011. Crisis Management Plan. January 2011.

Fire

Alpine County Board of Supervisors. 2006. Ordinance of the Board of Supervisors, County of Alpine,
State of California, Establishing a New Section Entitled “Kirkwood Area Traffic Impact
Mitigation Fees” Ordinance No. 670-06. April 18, 2006.

Kirkwood Meadows Public Utility District. 1993. Ordinance No, 93-01 August 26, 1993,

Milbrodt, Richard, 1997. Kirkwood Meadows Public Utility District Fire Service Master Plan. Prepared
for Fire Chief Peter Tobacco and the Kirkwood Meadows Volunteer Fire District. August 1997,

Fiscal Impact Assessment

Kirkwood Capital Partners, LLC. 2013. Kirkwood Specific Plan Mitigation Manitoring — Fiscal Impact
Study. Memo to Tri-TAC, February 19, 2013.

Vernazza Wolfe Associates, Inc. 2006. Fiscol Impact Assessment of New Development Since Adaption
of the 2002 Specific Plan 2002/03 to 2005/06.
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Geotechnical Studies

Geocon Consultants, Inc. Geatechnical Investigation, Timber Creek Village, Kirkwood Mountain
Resort, Kirkwaod, Califarnia. Prepared for Kirkwaod Mountain Resort. December 2005,

Geocon Consultants, inc, 2005. Slope Stability ond Rippobility Study for Palisades 5 & 6, Kirkwood
Mountain Resort, Kirkwood, California. Prepared for Kirkwood Mountain Resort. December
2005.
--2008. Addendum to the Slope Stebility and Rippobility Study for Palisades 5 & 6, Kirkwood
Mountoin Resort, Kirkwood, California. Prepared for Kirkwood Mountain Resort. December
2005, March 5, 2008

Geocon Cansultants, Inc. 2014. Geatechnical Investigation, Timber Creek Village, Kirkwood Mountoin
Resort, Kirkwood, Colifornio. Prepared for Martin Point LLC. December 5, 2005.
--2014. Supplemental Geotechnical Investigation, Timber Creek Townhomes, Kirkwood
Mountain Resort, Kirkwood, California. April 1, 2014,

Youngdahl Consulting Group, Inc. Geotechnical Engineering Study far The Sentinels West
Candominiums, Kirkwood Meadows Drive, Kirkwaod Celifornia. July 2005.

Traffic

Kirkwood Capital Partners, LLC. 2013. Kirkwood Specific Plan Mitigation Monitoring — 2013 Traffic
Study. Memo to Tri-TAC February 19, 2013,

Employee Housing

Amador County, Ordinance No. 1569 Appendix 5. Kirkwood Specific Plon Employee Housing
Ordinance.
- Kirkwood Mountain Resort, 2010. 2009/2010 Workforce Housing Audit. Dctober 29,
2010,
- Kirkwood Mountain Resart, 2012, 2010/2011 Workforce Housing Audit. April 2, 2012,
- Kirkwood Mountain Resort, 2012. 2011/2012 Workforce Housing Audit. May 24, 2012.
- Kirkwood Mountain Resort, 2013. 2012/2013 Workforce Housing Audit. July 5, 2013.

Land Use

Likins, David P. 2007. Letter to James W, Parsons, £d.D,, Alpine County Unified School District, June
29, 2007

Water Resources

California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Valley Region. Order No. R5-2007-0125
Woste Discharge Requirements for Kirkwood Meadows Public Utility District Wastewater
Treatment Plant, Alpine and Amador Counties. September 14, 2007,

Ensign & Buckley Consulting Engineers. 1996. Kirkwood Creek Floodplain Study. Prepared for
Kirkwood Associates, Inc. February 1996.

Rendiuree Cinttrergl s, g Mpachment 8 4



2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan
Revised Novemnber 23, 2016 __ Mitigation Compliance 10—_year Review

Kirkwood Meadows Public Utilities District, 2014. Water Stage Alert System. March 2014.

Markman, Steve. 2004. Water Quality Analysis of Kirkwood Creek, 1998-2004, Amadoer and Alpine
Counties, CA. May 20, 2004.

Matt Wheeler Engineering, 2012. Sewer System Monagement Plan, prepared for Kirkwood Meadows
Public Utility District. June 2012,

Matt Wheeler Engineering, 2014, Services Capacity Analysis, prepared for Kirkwood Meadows Public
Utility District. May 20, 2014,

Interviews

Beatty, Chuck. Planner. Amador County Planning Department. September 4, 2014; October 321, 2016;
November 16, 2016

Blann, Casey. Vice President & General Manager. Kirkwood Mountain Resort. August 11, 2014.
Grinolz, Bruce. President Kirkwood Community Association. October 7, 2014.

Grijalva, Susan C,, Planning Director. Amador County Planning Department. September 4, 2014,
Mila, LeAnne. Senwar Agricultural Biologist at County of El Dorado. September 29, 2014.

Myers, Dave. Sr. Director of Mountain Operations, Kirkwood Mountain Resort August 11, 2014

Richter, Michael. Former Director of Environmental Affairs, Kirkwood Mountain Resort. September
19, 2014; November 16, 2016.

Sharp, Michael. General Manager, Kirkwood Meadows Public Utility District, August 22, 2014 and
September 18, 2014,

Strain, Andrew. Vice President of Planning and Governmental Affairs, Heavenly Mountain Resort.
August 11, 2014.

Whaley, Nate. Chief Financial Officer, Kirkwood Capital Partners, May 15 and August 11, 2014,

Wood, Zach. Planner II. Alpine County Community Development. August 1, 2014
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Attachment C — Site Photographs
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Photo 1. Examples of erosion control material in place during construction of Timber Creek
Phase 1.

Photo 2. Examples of erosion control material in place during construction of Timber Creek
Phase 1.
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Photo 4. Avalanche warning signs located along ski runswithin high hazard area.
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Photo 5. Educational material located at Kirkwood Lake Campground informing visitors of
sensitive resources and fishing regulations.

Photo 6. Segment of Kirkwood Creek located within grazing management area.
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Photo 7. Overview of Kirkwood Meadow within grazing management area.

i)
b .

Photo 8. Temporary slope stabili;afiﬁn \;vithin Palisades 5. Succéss of temporary rvegettion
is variable, but over slope stability maintained by erosion control fabrics and rock as evidenced
by lack of dirt and debris on road.
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Photo 9. Temporary slope stabllszatlon wrthln Paltsades 5. Success of temporary revegetatlon is
variable, but over slope stability maintained by erosion control fabrics and rock as evidenced by
lack of dirt and debris on road.

Photo 10. Phase 2 of Kl rkwood Recreatlon Center

Resaurce Concepts, Inc. Aftachment C - 5
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Photo 11. View of failed revegetation along Sentinels Way.
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Draft

Five-Year Adaptive Management Plan for the
Kirkwood Meadows Horse Pastures

1.0 Purpose

There are two primary purposes for the Kirkwood Horse Pastures Adaptive Management
Grazing Plan:

» Define the appropriate conditions and criteria for annual use of the Kirkwood
Meadows as horse pasture that can be easily understood and implamented by
current and future horse owners and stable operatars.

« Establish a method for early detection and response 1o natural resource
problems that could accur as a result of horse grazing in the meadows.

2.0 Background

Description of the Area. Kirkwood Meadow is a2 montane meadow approximately 120
acres in size at an elevation of 7,700 feet ASL. The vegetation within the meadow is
variable and correlated fo soil moisture conditions, Areas that stay wet longer into the
summer are dominated by sedges (Carex aqualilis, Carex spp.), wiregrass (Juncus
balticus), and hairgrass (Deschampsia cespitosa). Drier parts of the meadow are
characterized by Kentucky bluegrass (Poa pratensis), other grasses and forbs. Small
areas of lodgepole pine (Pinus contorta) and sagebrush (Artemisia tnidentata and A.
arbuscula) are fenced within the pastures on upland sites.

Portions of Kirkwood Creek flow south to north through both pastures. Kirkwood Creek
traverses and bisects the south pasture and flows along the east boundary of the north
pasture. Riparian vegetation along Kirkwood Creek includes Lemmon's willow (Salix
femmonif) and eastwood willow (Salix eastwoodi).

Livestock Use. Kirkwood Meadow has a long history of livestock grazing dating back to
the 1800's. Currently, and in more recent time since 1878, approximately 50 acres on
the north end of the meadow have been fenced and used for grazing horses. An east-

west fenced alley divides the grazing area into north and south pastures, each of which
are approximately 25 acres in size.

The north pasture is used by the horseback-riding concessionaire hased at the Kirkwood
Corrals. Kirkwood Corrals pastures between 15 to 25 horses. These horses are moved
out of the pasture everyday and used in the stable operation. During the day they are
given 5 to 10 pounds of feed by the stabie manager. This would be equivalent to
approximately 20 to 30 percent of their daily food requirement. The remaining 80 percent
of their daily diet is provided by pasture grazing.

Resource Concepts, Inc. 1 November 2008
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The south pasture is used by the Kirkwood Horsemen's Association, which is made up
of Kirkwood residents and employees. Currently, the Kirkwood Horseman's Association
limits the number of animals in the south pasture to a maximum of 12 horses. In drought
years, horses from the north pasture may be relocated to the southern pasture to reduce

grazing pressures in the north pasture, which typically supports greater numbers of
horses.

Grazing Season. The grazing season is somewhat variable and is adjusted annually
based upon weather conditions and the growing conditions in the meadow. Horses are
put in the meadow once the ground is dry enough to support livestock without harm {o
the vegetation. The typical grazing seasen on the meadow extends from June 15 to
October 31, but could begin as early as June 1in a dry year.

Carrying Capacity.

Annual forage production on Kirkwood Meadow has been estimated between 3,000 and
6,000 pounds of forage per acre depending on annual growing conditions (Personal
caommunication with John Stewart, Eldorado MNational Forest). This production rate
yields approximately 75,000 — 150,000 pounds of forage each year in each pasture, As
a rough rule-of-thumb, approximately one-half of the production can be used for grazing,
and one-half should be left for plant physiclogical requirements and other ecological
functions. At a consumption rate of approximately 800 pounds of air-dry forage per
horse per month, each pasture would support approximately 47 to 93 Animal Unit
Months (AUMSs) or approximately 12 to 23 horses per pasture for the entire 4-month
grazing season. During drought years, horses may be given feed to supplement pasture
grazing. All feed will be cerlified weed free.

The water supply for both the north and south pastures is Kirkwood Creek. This has
been the source of water since the pasture was created in 1878.

Typical stocking rates within the north pasture range from 15-25 horses per day. Within
the south pasture, the Kirkwood Horseman's Association limits the number to a
maximum of 12 horses per day, although actual use is much less, Horses within the

north pasture may be relocated to the south pasture if persistent drought necessitates a
more even grazing distribution.

3.0 Objectives

The objective of this grazing plan is to protect the Kirkwood Creek riparian corridor and
to ensure that the meadow is grazed at a sustainable, appropriate level. Specific goals of
the plan are to:

» Document the current vegetation condition within the meadow in terms of species
composition and ground cover. {Establish the baseline condition.)

= Define the appropriate conditions for turnout into the pasture in terms that can be
implemented consistently between years and by different people.

¢« FEvaluate the current stocking rate and season of use and develop adaptive
management recommendations for adjustments. Define the conditions that would
be used to determine if changes are necessary.

Resource Concepts, ing. 2 November 2008
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4.0 Responsibilities

The Kirkwood Mountain Resort Director of Planning and Environmental Affairs will be the
primary person responsible for implementing and reporting the results of annual
monitoring, and for consulting with a Certified Range Management Censultant to
interpret the monitoring data and make adaptive management decisions,

5.0 Management Goals

Initiai Stocking Rate. Horses will continue to be stocked in the pasture as they have
been in the past. Any future recommendations for stocking rate or season of use will be
developed through the adaptive management process.

Utilization Levels. Achieve moderate and uniform utilization threughout the pastures.

Streambank Stability. Avoid excessive use along the streambanks of Kirkwood Creek
that would resuft in accelerated erosion or affect proper functioning condition of the
stream. Maintain an overall residual stubble height at the end of the growing season
along Kirkwood Creek that is adequate to provide stabilization, filtration of sediments,
and withstand high flows during spring runoff.

Meadow Condition. Maintain existing ground cover and species composition
throughout both pastures, Prevent establishment of invasive and noxious species.

6.0 Monitoring Methods

Meadow Condition. Sample the existing vegetation using frequency point intercept
transects in sufficient quantity to estimate the mean vegetation cover with 90 percent

probability and 90 percent accuracy. Calculate relative and absolute species
composition based upon cover data.

Utilization Mapping — Map the limits of light, moderate and heavy use zones within the
entire pasture system and streambanks at the end of the growing season. Record
utitization patterns on aerial photographs at a scale of 1"=100" {or better). Document
with GPS points as necessary to locate specific features.

install utilization cages in dry and wet zones in each pasture to provide an annual
calibration of total, ungrazed piant growth.

Photo Points. Establish permanent photo point Iocations and document with GPS
coordinates and/or steel fence posts to assure repeatability. Print a copy of each

permanent photo and create a field guide to ensure that photographs repeated in the
future are comparable.

Annual Precipitation. Document monthly precipitation totals between March 1 and
October 1 utilizing exiting rain gages located at Kirkwood Village.

Actual Use. Provide the stable concessionaire and homeowners with actual use record
keeping forms. Collect and summarize actual use data at the end of each month

throughout the entire grazing season. Include dates and number of horses in each
pasture.

Resource Concepts, Inc, 3 November 2008
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7.0 Adaptive Management Strategy

The adaptive management strategy will be developed upeon review of the baseline data
and the first year monitoring results. The preliminary adaptive management strategy
matrix will be tested in 2010 and finalized in 2012, The malrix will identily allernative
management recommendations for specific results identified during annual and 5-year
monitering intervals,

The management plan and adaptive management strategy will be evaluated and
updated every five years

8.0 Schedule

2009

o Set out utilization cages in wet and dry parts of each pasture prior to turn-out.

+ Document baseline meadow conditions.

s Establish permanent photo points at the beginning of the grazing season apd
develop a photo point field guide. Retake permanent photos at the end of the
grazing season.

» Map utilization patterns on aerial photographs at a scale of 1"=100 feet (or better)
at the end of the growing/grazing season. Reset utilization cages.

» Document monthly precipitation andf/or soil moisture conditions throughout the
growing season,

¢« Document actual horse use in each pasture — number of horses, dates, and time.

= Preliminary design of the adaptive management strategy and decision matrix.

+ Photograph Photo points at the beginning and end of the grazing season.

» Map utilization patterns on aerial ptiotographs at a scale of 1"=100" (or better) at
the end of the growing/grazing season. Reset utilization cages.

+ Document monthly precipitation and/or soil moisture conditions throughout the
growing seasaon

» Document actual horse use in each pasture - number of horses, dates, and time.

» Evaluate the need for modifying grazing practices based upon the adaptive
management criteria. Update the adaptive management matrix if needed.

= Photograph Photo points at the beginning and end of the grazing season.

» Map utilization patterns on aerial photographs at a scale of 1"=100' (or better) at
the end of the growing/grazing season. Reset utilization cages.

» Document monthly precipitation and/or soil moisture conditions throughout the
growing season

= Document actual horse use in each pasture — number of horses, dates, and time.

s Evaluate the need for modifying grazing practices based upon the adaptive
management criteria. Update the adaptive management matrix if needed.

» Photograph Photo points at the heginning and end of the grazing season.

= Map utilization patterns on aerijal photographs at a scale of 1°=100' (or better} at
the end of the growing/grazing season. Reset utilization cages

Resource Concepts, Inc. 4 November 2008
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Document monthly precipitation and/or goil moisture conditions throughout the
growing season

Document actual horse use in each pasture — number of horses, dates, and time,

Reevaluate baseline meadow conditions.

Photograph photo points at the beginning and end of the grazing season.

Map utilization patterns on aerial photegraphs at a scale of 1"=100" {or better) at
the end of the growing/grazing season. Reset utilization cages.

Document monthly precipitation and/or soil moisture conditions fhroughout the
growing season.

Decument actual horse use in each pasture — number of horses, dates, and time.
Finalize adaptive management strategy. Implement adaptive management
recommendations if needed.

Resource Concepts, Inc. 5 Navember 2008



2003 KIRKWOOD SPECIFIC PLAN
Mitigation Compliance 10-Year Review

Comments Received and Responses Based on
Resource Concepts, Inc. Report
dated November 6, 2015

The following provides responses to the public comments made on the Kirkwood Specific Plan
Mitigation Compliance 10-Year Review. The intent of this response document is to address issues
applicable to the 2003 Specific Plan brought forward to the Tri-County Technical Advisory Committee.
Some comments received pertained to items outside of the purview of the 2003 Specific Plan and the
associated mitigation measures. Those comments are noted in this document for information.
Comments similar in nature were combined to avoid redundancy.

GENERAL COMMENTS
GC-1}

Commenters raised questions on whether the Tri-County Technical Advisory Committee (TC-TAC)
provided adequate review and recommendations of proposed projects, and whether there exists
sufficient on-site mitigation monitoring to enforce compiiance with mitigation measures.

Response: RCi based its determination of compliance on review of formal reporting
requirements as submitted, reviewed and opproved by TC-TAC. Compliance with the
mitigation measures was discussed in interviews with both past and present TC-TAC members.
Additional interviews were conducted with the key stakeholders, inciuding KMR, KMD, and
KMPUD. During the interview process, and in review of the reports and documents referenced,
the author was not made awore of any concerns regarding the adeguacy of TC-TAC's review
and oppravol of proposed projects and whether there was sufficient onsite mitigation
manitoring. The scope of this review is limited to the complionce with the mitigation measures
by the project proponent(s), not the monitaring or enforcement capacity of each county in the
event of nan-compliance.

GC-2)

TC-TAC's 10-year review should include a specific listing of each instance of mitigation
noncaompliance and provide recommendations for rectifying.

Response: The table in Appendix A of the Report lists oll the mitigation measures ond includes
a determination of mitigation compliance or non-compliance. Mitigation measures determined
to be in non-compliance were discussed in further detail in the text of the original report
(November 6, 2015). Recammendotions were summarized on poge 19 af the original report.

Additional recommendations farmulated during the response to comments are included in the
revised final report.
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dated November 6, 2015

GC-3)

Buildout of the Specific Plan is developing more slowly than expected. Given the problems with
mitigation non-compliance, it is requested that the next mitigation compliance review be
scheduled for five, not 10 years.

Another 10-year Review should occur in 10 years because there has been much less development
than anticipated in the past ten years,

Response: The Amador County Condition of Approvol 2 requires that during the 10th yeor
Jolfowing the approval of the Proposed Project, a review of the development for complionce
with the mitigation requirements in the MMRP, and ony other conditions of opprovol, shall be
completed by a qualified consultant. Additional 10-year compliance reviews of the MMRP and
conditions of opprovai are not required under the current Conditions of Approval, ond are not
tvpical of mast MMRPs.

Ongoing reparting requirements ond compliance reviews as specified by individual mitigation
measures will continue at various time intervals os specified in those measures ond address the
issue of pace of development.

GC-4)

Clarification of Mitigation Responsibilities. It is essential that the public agencies and the
homeowners know which entity is respansible for which mitigation measure. Therefore, it is
impaortant that for each mitigation measure, it be specified who is responsible for implementing
that particular mitigation measure. The roles and responsibilities of the Resort and the Master
Developer need to be explicit.

Response: The table in Appendix A af the Repart lists ol the mitigation meosures, the party
respansible for impiementation, and the reviewing outharity. Notations were included when
changes were made ta designated responsible porty following the sale of the resort to Vail.
The table in Appendix A has been updated to provide additional clority and correct previously
reparted errors.

GC-5)

Future CEQA compliance reviews should not be first submitted as drafts to the Resort and the
Master Developer. The report should be reviewed by the public and the TC-TAC members and the
consultant should prepare and respond in writing by correcting and/or supplementing the

Review. This will allow for preparation of the most accurate and thorgugh report that can be
used by the Board of Supervisars in each county to direct staff accordingly to clarify mitigations,
add mitigations, or assure mitigations are being implemented. This supplemental document
should be paid for by Vail and the Developer,

Respanse: The Amador County Condition of Approval requiring the 10-year review does not
specify any protocols for review of the draft repart; however, the Kirkwood Mountain Resort
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{Vail), and Kirkwood Mountain Development landowner, commissioned and submitted a report.
Before doing so, a work plan was submitted to and approved by TC-TAC,

GC-6)

Not enough attention is paid to enforcement of these mitigation measures. There needs to be
oversight of all projects and not just major developments. There should be conseguences for
KMR/Vail when mitigation measures are not in compliance, such as stop issuing building permits
and fines should be possible.

Reviews and compliance have failed in instances when County permits have not been required, or
if required, not sought. This has resulted in improper discharges into Kirkwood Creek.

Every contractor of every project — whether it be cut, fill, a new roof, a remodel — needs to be
made aware of the mitigations and monitored.

Respaonse; The 2003 Specific Plon {page 100) states that the County Planning and Building
Departments will bear the majarity of enforcement responsibilities as they relate to
development projects at Kirkwoad. When a proposed project is required to submit an
application to the Caunty for a grading permit, building permit or approval of tentotive map,
the County Planning and Building Departments have the opportunity to review the project
design and proposed erasion cantrol, and are charged with monitoring and enforcing the
praject. The Specific Plan Erasion Cantrol Ordinance specifically states thot “it is intended to
supplement any grading ond erosion control requirements that may be required for
development project approvols.”  Therefore, implementation of the Erosion Control Plan under
the Specific Plan is tied to the project’s need for a regulatory authorization (e.g. tentative map
approvol, building permits, grading permits, etc.). Preparation of an Erosion Control Plan is
linked to a project’s application to the Caunty and enforcement af the Erasion Controf Plans is
the responsibility of the oppropriate County stoff.

Activities and smaller projects, such as maintenance af existing structures, roads or parking
lots, or minar activities that do not trigger the need for a permit, do not need authorization by
the County ar review by TC-TAC and therefore, monitaring by the County is not required under
the Specific Plan. All projects do need ta be in compliance with State and federal regulations
which reguiate the discharge of materiais and sediment into regulated waters for the
maintenance af State Water Quolity standards and protection of stream functions,

The TC-TAC is an advisory beard and cannot enforce mitigation meuasures or levy fines. Each
county has adopted enforcement procedures for addressing non-compliance with its odopted
plans, policies, and regulations. The adequacy af those procedures is outside the scope of the
10-year Specific Plan review.

GC-7)

There should be more mitigation monitoring in Kirkwood, TC-TAC may choose to respond to the
KMPUD’s recent offer to assist with the administration and communication around the
monitoring process. With TC-TAC's approval the KMPUD might wark with property managers in
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the Kirkwood community to participate in pre-construction meetings and review the proposed
scape of work or repair or planned for property improvements to existing structures in Kirkwood.

Response: The County’s delegation of monitoring responsibilities is outside the scope of this
report. The counties can consider KMPUD's offer ond determine the most effective opprooch to
improving the monitoring process. However, it shouid be noted that KMPUD is olso a regulated
entity under the Specific Plan, so if KMPUD is designated a monitoring authority, the counties
should consider appointing an independent third party monitor of Specific Plan reloted
activities undertoken by KMPUD.

GC-8)

Multiple comments were raised regarding compliance with the Spacific Plan for projects approved
prior to 2003 and review authority of KCA under the Specific Plan.

Response: As stated on poge 2, the Specific Plan cavers the 732 acres of privately held land in
the counties of Alpine, Amador and £l Dorodo. Rezoning Tentotive and Final subdivisian mops,
and public works projects within Kirkwood, ore required by low to he consistent with the Plan,
All residentiol, commercial, mixed-use, public works, recreation and conservotion projects must
comply with the policies of the Plan. implementation of those projects must comply with the
Ordingnces of the Plon.

Development projects that were approved prior to the adaption of the 2003 Specific Plon were
reviewed ond approved pursuant to the Kirkwood Master Plun which originolly was prepored in
1971 and last amended in 1988. Comments received concerning the applicability of the Specific
Plan mitigation meosures to development approved priar to the implementation of the Specific
Plon raise complicated legal questions, including questions related ta vested rights.
Determination of a legal respanse to these comments is outside the scope of this review.

The initial report incarrectly stated thot KCA hod review authority for severol mitigation
measures, With respect to the Specific Plan mitigation measures, which ore gavernmental
requirements, the private KCA does not hove any review, approval or enforcement authority.
KCA only has authority for development projects within HOAs thot ore members of the KCA ond
as outlined in the Kirkwood Cammunity Association Design Guidelines (2005).

GC-9}

The Summary of Recommendations included in the 10-year Review should identify the
responsible parties to address each and establish a project plan/timeline for completion as well as
benchmarks for reporting progress to TC-TAC and the community.

Response: Comment noted. This suggestion will be brought forword to TC-TAC for
considerutiun,
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GC-10)

With comgpletion of the 10-year Review and other factors, TC-TAC may want to consider adding a

teleconference optian for the TC-TAC Board and county planners to move issues forward
expeditiously.

Response: Comment noted. This comment is outside the scope of the 10-year Specific Plan
review.

SPECIFIC COMMENTS ON REPORT
SC-1- Page 2 of report

The KMPUD's General Manager is also an ex-officio member of TC-TAC.

Response: The author refied on information included in the 2003 Specific Plan which does not

include the Kirkwaod Meadows Public Utility District General Manager as an ex-afficio member
and states (page 10):

Proposed development within Kirkwood is reviewed for conformance with the
Plan and its accompanying documents. The reviewing bodies inciude the Tri-
County Technical Advisory Committee (Tri-TAC)} camprised of representatives of
Alpine, Amadar, ond El Dorodo counties and the county building depaortment of
the county in which the project is proposed. Representatives of the U.S. Forest
Service serve as ex-officio memabers of Tri-TAC. The county plonning department
may be involved if the project requires a use permit, tentative map or varionce.

However, the joint powers ogreement of 1992 cleorly states that the TC-TAC shall include
representatives fram Ef Dorado National Forest, Toiyabe Notianal Forest and Kirkwood
Meodaws Public Utility District as ex-officic members of the Committee. The report has been
updated ta reflect this change

5C-2 - Page 4 of report

Please include a table showing numbers of units actually built (not just entitled}, and potential
development remaining. The 395 units of “potential development remaining” understates the
potential actual development/construction yet to be done, and therefore also the potential
mitigation efforts that will need to be taken. E.g. East Meadows probably has about 40 lots
remaining to be built, but all are entitled. Having a number of units yet to be built (both entitled

and not yet entitled) is what is more relevant for both mitigation compliance and for KMPUD
planning.

Respanse: Quontification of the number af units currently developed, or remaining to be
developed, was nat required to determine compliance with any of the mitigation measures ond
therefore that information was not coffected. The intent of the table on page 4 is to clarify
which devefopments are entitled under the 2003 Specific Plan, and subject to the conditians
ond mitigotion measures presented in the Mitigation Monitaring Plan.
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SC-3}

Entrance sign is not in compliance with permit granted by Amador County. Only “events” are to
be listed.

Response: Compliance with this Amador County permit requirement is not within the scope of
this review os it is not included as a required mitigotion measure in the Specific Plan Mitigation
and Monitoring Plan,

SC-4)

KMPUD's photos of damage to creek, meadow and trees should be included as an appendix to the
report,

Response: Comment noted. The commenter does not specify how the photos relate to the 10-
vear Specific Plan review. Also, see response to GS-1.

GEOLOGY, SOILS AND GEOLOGIC HAZARDS

GS-1) Page 8 - the last sentence in the next to last paragraph

“These instances (of non-compliance) were discovered...and corrected before project
completion...”} glosses over the damage that has been done during construction. The KMPUD
has photographic evidence of this damage: toxic runoff into Kirkwood Creek, damaged vegetation
in the Meadow, trees removed. This sentence would be accurate if it said "in some cases
corrected before project completion but after damage was done”,

Response: The author hos not received any photographic evidence referenced in this comment,
nor were any photographs included in the report comments listed on the TC-TAC webpage. To
the extent this comment is referring to the recent activities related to the use of asphalt
grindings in existing parking lats and subsequent snow removal, no county permit is required
Jor these octivities, but the potentiol impacts to regulated waters are governed by federal and
stote jaws (Clean Water Act and Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act} and are being

assessed and remediated pursuant ta autharity granted to the Regional Water Quality Cantrol
Board.

Additional text has been included in this section of the revised report.
GS-2)

One result of this 10-year review should he a mandate for pre-construction meetings to review
erosion control, meadow preservation, tree protection and related practices, for all sizes of
projects.

Respanse: Comment noted. The 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan, Mitigation and Monitoring Plan
and the Kirkwood Erosion Control Ordinonce do not require pre-construction meetings.
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GS-3)

The County and KCA have failed in their enforcement of proper revegetation in the cases of
projects that have been started then abandoned. We have major examples where re- vegetation
has not taken place in the partially completed construction projects, allowing invasive plants to
take hold. New enforcement actions, and possibly a policy statement, are required to deal with
partially completed and ahandoned project sites.

The Report identifies an area at Sentinels West that has not been successfully revegetated. Bonds
with Amador County are being held pending completion of the revegetation. There were several
construction projects during the summers of 2014 and 2015 that were observed with no BMPs in
place. The KMPUD contacted the counties to enforce BMPs and cantrol runoff; required permits
were not obtained in these two cases.

Response: Project obandonment is not specifically addressed in the Specific Plan or MMRP. ifa
project is completed or abandoned and vegetation efforts fail, responsibility ta revegetate the
site folls to the property owner. Incidents where revegetation has failed should be reported to
the appropriate county for enforcement.

With respect to the Specific Plon mitigation measures, KCA is not respansible for
implementation or enfarcement of revegetation measures. KCA is anly responsible far
development projects within HOAs that are members of the KCA. If the KCA Design Review
Board (DRB) determines that the landscaping is not in conformance with the plans as approved
by the DRB, they can notify the owner ond require o timely repianting effort. if the owner fails
ta replant, DRB has the right to enter the property and re-landscape the site at the owner’s
expense. This is a separgte, private, and independent process from enforcement of the Specific

Plan mitigation measures which is a gavernmental pracess, but serves to meet similar
objectives.

GS-4) Page 9

This paragraph should differentiate between large-scale projects, for which the Counties provide
resources for proper mitigation compliance and enforcement, and smaller scale projects, for
which no resources are provided.

Response: Mitigation measures are specific to implementation of projects regulated by, and
proposed under, the 2003 Specific Plan. The Report was revised to include clarification
regarding what prajects are subject to county permitting and review.

WATER RESOURCES
WR-1) Page 10 - 2" paragraph

Regarding protection of water resourges. Reviews and compliance have failed in instances when
County permits have not been required, or if required, not sought. This has resulted in improper
discharges into Kirkwood Creek.
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See response to G5-1,

Water Supply
WR-2) Page 9

The District is also planning to construct additional water storage for future domestic use and fire
suppression as recommended in the 2014 Bennett Engineering Water Capacity Study.

Response: Comment noted. The final report has been revised to reflect this comment.

WR-3)

Street sweeping must be done twice a year. The Campliance Review Report should clarify that
the Resort is required to sweep all streets twice each year. Clarification is required as to which
roadways are covered, the frequency and the party responsible for the expense of street
sweeping,

Response: There are two mitigation measures which address street sweeping within Kirkwood.

Mitigation Measure 4.02 {v): Conduct street sweeping two times per year and
when buildup of loose materials occurs on paved roods.

Mitigation Measure 4.4(e): Streets will he swept by a vacuum sweeper during
periods when rood conditions are dry enough to allow the removal of onti-skid
materials {i.e. sand). The streets must be swept from curb to curb, which
includes the driving lones, to maximize the control effectiveness.

The wording of these mitigation measures is ambiguous as to which streets require sweeping
and wha is responsible for doing the sweeping. Our research indicates there are differing
opinions among stokeholders regording interpretotion of these measures. However, this
comment raises legal questions thot are outside of the scape of this review. While the gool of
these mitigation measures is ta require street sweeping as o source control meosure,
implementation implicates legol questions as to who controls the use ond maintenonce for
roads, and who hos the legal outhorization to enter and / or perform maintenance in those
areas. it moy be thot respansibility for street sweeping should mirror the responsibility for
snow plowing.

Given the ambiguity of mitigotion measures 4.2{v) ond 4.4{e), the counties should onalyze the
legal responsibility for the implementation of these measures.

WR-4)

Do the applications submitted ta U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Central Valley Water Resource
Contral Board, and CA Fish and Game to authorize impacts to regulated waters of the U S,
properly address protection of Kirkwood’s water sources?

Response: Under the federal Clean Water Act and California’s Porter-Cologne Water Quality
Control Act, the U.5. Army Corps of Engineers {USACE), and the Central Valley Regional Water
Quolity Cantral Board {CVRWQCB), respectively, regulate the placement af fill materigl within o
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stream or wetland, and ensure that project dischorges to o stream meet federal und state
woter quality standards. Under the Califarnia Fish and Game Code 1600, the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife {COFW) reguictes any activity that would substantially divert
or obstruct the notural flow of any stream, change or use material from the bed, channel or
bank af any stream, or depaosit debris, waste ar ather materiol thot could pass into any stream.
These permits are focused an the protection of surfoce woters and do nat directly address
groundwater, but through implementatiaon af the permit conditions, adherence to these
permits indirectly protects graundwater by requiring maintenance of pre-development runcff
rotes, maintenance of State water quality limits, and avaidance or mitigation of disturbance to
riparion areas. In addition, the CVRWQCB is afsa responsible for protection of groundwoter
quality in accordance with the California Water Code,

WR-5)

KMPUD's photos of damage to creek, meadow and trees should be included as an appendix to the
report.

Response: The author has not received any photogrophic evidence referenced in this comment,
nor were any photographs included in the report comments listed on TC-TAC webpage.

AQUATIC RESOURCES
AR-1)

KMR/Vail should have installed a flood prevention wall to keep Kirkwood Creek from flooding
Base Camp hy now (it recently flooded about one foot).

Response. Mitigation Megsure 4.3.1 (f} requires implementation of several site-specific
recommendations from the Kirkwood Creek Floodplain Study (EBCE 1936), including a
recommendation to prevent flooding in the areg near Base Comp One condominiums by either
clearing snow aut of the sharp bend in Kirkwaod Creek, or through construction of a low
floodwall. Review of the 2007 Biennial Review submitted to County Staff in December 2007
indicates that a fow flood wall (berm) hod been compieted ond permits ond photas were
previously submitted for County review. The 2007 Biennial Review was reviewed and approved
by TC-TAC. Although octuol permits and photos could not be obtoined from either Amador or
Alpine county far reference in this response ta camments, discussions with Mike Richter, former
Director of Environmento! Affairs far Kirkwood Mountain Resort (personal communication
Navember 16, 2016), confirmed that the bonk of Kirkwood Creek near Base Camp One
condominiums was raised and fortified with rock to reduce the potential for flooding.
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BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Invasive and Noxious Weeds
B-1)

The Draft Noxious Weed Plan needs to be updated prior to increased development activity to
reflect the current status of noxious and invasive weeds within the Kirkwood area. Education is
needed for property managers in Kirkwood as to the species/description of noxious weeds of
concern in Kirkwood and the preferred method/timing of elimination.

Will survey efforts to identify areas of noxious weeds include private properties where
construction projects have been abandoned?

Response: Mitigation Meosure 4.3.4(b) requires KMR to implement the draft Noxious Weed
Muanagement Plan included as Appendix B in the 2002 EIR. The draft Noxious Weed
Muanogement Plan includes:

1) Astrategy of prevention of weeds from entering and becoming established in
Kirkwood;

2} Requires onnuol inspectian to Incate, identify, and map weeds that have become
established in the area;

3} Eradication af noxious weeds; and,

4} Education.

The draft Noxious Weed Plan specifically references noxious weeds as defined by the Stote of
Califarnia, and olso includes a list of noxious weed species from the Eldorado Natianal Forest
that includes many species not fisted by the State of Californio os noxious. As written, it is
unclear if the intent js to regulate California state listed noxious weeds, as is typically required
on private land, or if the plan is to be applied ta those species listed by Eidorado National Forest

as noxiaus gnd includes many additional species typically only regulated an US Forest Service
{onds.

There has been na formal adaptian or implementation af the draft Noxious Weed Management
Plan. Review of development plan specifications suggests thot preventative meosures ore nat
included within project design. However, prior to initiating construction of development
projects, KMR and KMPUD have completed botanical surveys within the project areas that
included identificatian ond discussian of State listed and US Forest Service listed noxiaus weeds,
When naxious weeds were identified during these surveys, they were reported to the
appropriate County and/or Eldorado National Forest, as appropriate.

As stated within the Report, the draft plan shauld be updated ta identify the specific species of
concern, reflect the current status af targeted species within the Kirkwood area, provide
clarification ond prioritization an the monitoring, reporting, ond treatment of the species
managed, pravide preventative measures to reduce the risk of naxious weed introductions, and
include an adaptive management protocol to routinely update the plan based on the survey
dato. The draft report is titled “Naxious Weed Management Plan for Kirkwood Mountain
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Resort,” which implies the plon covers only resort-owned property. This is not the most
effective approach for controlling the spread of naxious weeds. TC-TAC should consider
whether o more comprehensive approach invalving alf property owners ond stokeholders in
Kirkwood is warranted.

B-2

The KMPUD disagrees with the Report’s findings in terms of the current impact of noxious weeds
in Kirkwood. There is no mention of the infestation of sweet claver, scotch broom and other non-
native invasive species which are spreading throughout Kirkwood. A Noxious Weed Management
Plan needs to be formulated, but a plan to deal with the existing problem needs to be included.

Respanse: The report findings that occurrences of State listed noxious weeds within Kirkwood
are minimol! were based on site reconnaissance in 2014 and discussions with €l Dorado County’s
Senior Agriculturc! Biologist, Sweet clover was nat mentioned in the report os it is not listed as
noxious by the Californio Department of Food ond Agriculture, ond no occurrences of scotch
broom were observed. As stated within the Report, it is recommended that an updated
Noxigus Weed Management Plan be prepared that provides clarificotion and prioritization of
species to be monitared ond treoted.

Grazing Management Plan

B-3)

The revised draft of the Grazing Management plan needs to be updated to prevent impacts to
Kirkwood Meadow and Creek. The Grazing Plan should be approved as soon as possible with
clear guidelines as to the roles and responsibilities of various parties.

Response: This is a recommendation made in the Kirkwood Specific Plan 10-year Compliance
Review Report.
B-4)

The review of Condition of Approval 55 — Mitigation Measure 4.3.1(f) regarding flooding to Base
Camp and Kirkwood Meadows Drive was ignored.

Response: Conditian of Approval 55 — Mitigation Measure 4.3.1(f) is discussed in Attachment A
of the Kirkwood Specific Plan 10-year Mitigation review report and has been updated in the
final report. See response to comment AR-1.

Traffic
T-1)

Mitigation Measure 4.7 (d) requires evaluations of parking and implementation of parking facility
impravements, efficiency improvements and demand management to reduce the impacts of
parking under peak conditions. KMR is to prepare an annual report that analyzes day-visitor
parking during peak periods. If the study shows that the number of day-visitor-related vehicles
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parked within the resert exceeds the amount of parking spaces available, the TC-TAC will require
KMR to implement a mitigation plan that may include the provision of additional spaces.

Recent discussions regarding parking between Vail, Kirkwood Resort Development and the
cammunity indicate very low confidence in the parking counts that have been done in past years
and in the related annual reports to TC-TAC. Recent proposals for additional surface parking
aleng Kirkwood Meadows Drive and the “School Site” have met with controversy. This review
shouid not imply that "additional spaces along Kirkwood Meadows Drive” is an approved action.
The 2001 Kirkwood Master Parking Plan prohibits parking on the west side of Kirkwood Meadows
Drive,

Mitigation priority should be to improve parking efficiency in existing lots, expansion of existing
lots, and reducing demand of parking under peak conditions. Expansion of linear paved parking,
to include proposed new linear parking on the west side of KMD is by the very nature of its
impact, incompatible with the Specific Plan,

Response: Compliance with Mitigation Measure 4.7 (b} was determined by review of KMR’s
ennual parking reports which document that odequaote parking is available for the recent
number of dacumented visitors. These reports were reviewed and approved by TC-TAC.
interviews with XMR confirmed that traffic control during peak use periads is cantracted to CA
Highway Patral in an attempt to maintain the LOS roting required by Coltrans for SR 88.

Based an review and appraval of the traffic reports, KMR is currently in complionce with this
mitigation measure. KMR may conduct a more detoiled analysis of the factors impacting
utilization of parking in order to identify options to meet current and future demand. Any
modifications to porking wauld be required to be consistent with the Specific Plon and to obtain
any applicable permits.

T-2)

Several traffic mitigations that have not been implemented are simply not mentioned. COA 94, 95
and 96 are completely ignored in this Report. These mitigations require traffic monitoring,
improvements to Highway 88 and a traffic impact fee. These mitigations should be addressed in
the Report. Additionally, two commenters stated the eastbound lane on SR 88 to Kirkwood
Meadows Drive needs improvement due to hazardous conditions {during rain and snow events)
and to increate potential for queuing capacity to avoid backups to the avalanche area at Carson
Spur.

The eastbound SR 88 turn lane to Kirkwoad Meadows Drive (KMD) is a known hazard in slippery
{snaw and rain) conditions. There have been several reported and unreported accidents at this
jocation. The radical slope and radius of the turn on KMD promotes vehicle drift into opposing
traffic lanes. This is a dangeraus situation well deserving of mention and mitigation.

Respanse: COA 94 js addressed in Table 1 of Attachment A under the Traffic sub-section
Mitigotion Meagsure 4.7 (o). Mitigation measure 4.7 (o) states:
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A northbound to west bound left-turn acceleration fane on SR88 should be
created to occommodate left-turn movements. Kirkwood Meadows Drive
should be restriped and/or widened to accommodate three 10-foot-wide lanes
(minimum], which would include one southbound lane and two northbound
lanes (one left-turn, one right turn). Either restriping the additional turn lanes
or temporarily plocing traffic cones during peok periods to form turn lanes
would ollow left turn vehicle storage while allowing right-turning vehicles to
flow.

it is determined that KMR is in complionce with this measure. Afthough a left-turn acceleration
lane has not been constructed, Kirkwood Meadows Drive is currently wide enough to
accommodote three 10-foot wide fones at the intersection with SR 88 and does not need to be
widened. During peok use periods traffic is controfied through temporory placement of troffic
cones and CHP officers to form designated turn lanes and to meter the flow of existing troffic.

Mitigation measure 4.7 (o) specifically addresses the northbound to westbound SR 88 turn lone.
While the suggestion for improvements the eastbound SR 88 turn to KMD may be beneficiol, it
is not required for complionce with this mitigation measure.

Similarly, the 2007 and 2010 troffic studies did recommend extending the westbound SR 88 left
turn packet; however, this is not o required mitigation measure.

COA 85 is portiafly addressed in Table 1 of Attachment A under the Traffic sub-section
Mitigation Meosure 4.7 (b); however, the finol bullets included in the measure were mistokenly
omitted from the Table and not oddressed in report. This amission has been corrected in
Attachment A of the finaf repart.

As required by the mitigation meosure, KMR controcts with the CA Highway Potrol to conduct
manual control of egress and ingress at the intersection af SR 88 and Kirkwood Meodows Drive
during periads of peak visitation. The mitigation meosure alsa specifies thot traffic counts ond
105 madeling be completed every three yeors during periads of peak visitatian, but ollaws for
the frequency to be modified by TC-TAC. The mitigation measure further specifies thot the
traffic reports be submitted TC-TAC, who will then submit its recommaendations to the Coltrons
District 10.

Under the Master Development Agreement 2012) between KMR and KMD, KMD is responsible
for conducting traffic counts and LOS modeling. The most recent traffic study was completed in
2010 (Fehr & Peers). In 2013, TC-TAC allowed for the anolysis to be deferred to 2014 {or untjl
as may be opprapriote) due to lack of new development within Kirkwaaod Valley since the 2010
traffic study. No new ah-mountain facilities or private land developments occurred in 2014 thot
would contribute to an increase in peak traffic. However, documentation of any
communication between KMR or KMD and TC-TAC since 2013 on this issue is locking.

Additionally, the mitigation measure specifies that traffic reports ore to be submitted ta TC-
TAC, which will then submit its recommendations to the Caltrans District 10. Based on the
comments from Caltrans (March 10, 2016), which stated that it did nol receive the traffic
evaluations for 2010 and 2013, it appears neither the 2010 report nor the decision ta defer the

Page 13 of 16



2003 KIRKWOOD SPECIFIC PLAN
Camments Received and Responses Based on
Resource Concepts, Inc, Aeport
dated November 6, 2015

2013 report were submitted ta Caltrons. TC-TAC should determine if additional traffic studies
are necessary based on current canditions or if further deferment is apprapriate and notify
Caltrons of its determination.

COA 56 is addressed in Toble 1 of Attachment A under the Troffic sub-section Mitigation
Measure 4.07 {c). This meosure recommends thot Alpine County implement a traffic impact
mitigation fee for future real estate development within Kirkwood. The fee is to be used to
mitigate troffic impacts on SR B8 both the east and west of Kirkwood {in Amador County) that
are partially attributable to Alpine Caunty development. Alpine County established the
Kirkwood Area Troffic impact Mitigation Fee under Ordinance Na. 670-06 adapted April 18,
2006. In 2003, a similar mitigation fee program was implemented in Amador County for real
estate development,

Visual and Aesthetics
VA-1)

Additional action is needed to address abandoned construction sites. There are at least three
abandoned commercial project foundations with exposed metal that are highly visible and which
clearly intrude on the intended aesthetics. These abandoned projects significantly degrade the
aesthetic qualities of Kirkwood's natural and built environments. Mitigation, i.e. remaval and
restoration, is likely under the purview of one or more of the project’s approving agencies and
should be initiated.

See response to G5-3 above.
VA-Z)

Mitigation Measures 4.08(a}-{y) are associated specifically with the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan
and the October 2002 Kirkwood Recirculated Revised Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR).
Planned development that was approved prior to the 2003 Kirkwood Specific Plan and the EIR is
not subject to the visual and aesthetic mitigation measures committed to in the CIR and,
therefore, KMA is not required to obtain approval regarding these requirements.

Response: The Specific Plan applies to oll privately held land in the counties of Alpine, Amador
and El Doroda (Specific Plan page 2). The map on poge 9 of the Specific Plan shows the pian
development area and includes KMA.,

Development prajects that were appraved prior to the adoption of the Specific Plan were
reviewed and oppraved pursuant to the Kirkwood Master Plan which originally was prepared in
1971 and lost omended in 1988. Comments received concerning the applicability of the Specific
Pian mitigation measures ta development approved prior to the implementatien of the Specific
Plan raise a complicated legol question reiated ta vested rights. Determination of o legal
response to these comments is outside the scope af this review.
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VA-3)

The requirement of TC-TAC approval is limited to new development within the viewshed of State
Route B8; sixteen such lots within KMA have been identified as fitting within this category. KCA
does nat have jurisdiction over KMA or its members, and KCA approval is not required.

Response: As discussed in response G5-3, KCA is a private entity with authority over the
develapment projects of jts HOA members.

Socioeconomics

$-1)

The current employee housing ordinance is not clear. Substandard (as defined in the Specific
Plan], pre-existing housing should not be included in the count of employee housing, nor, under
current rules, be eligible for deed restriction. Make clear that a reliable system of recording deed
restrictions is required. The report should make clear that this mitigation measure was not
designed to simply transfer developer dollars into the pockets of the resort or developer in
"repayment” for substandard, old housing stack. There should be exploration of in-lieu fees to
build more consolidated employee housing units.

Response: TC-TAC has token the position that the inclusion of “existing employee hausing” (i.e.,
employee housing units in existence as of the date of adoption of this ordinance), in the total
caunt of available housing is allowed as specifically referenced in Section 3,A.1 of the Employee
Housing Ordinance. Existing employee housing units, therefore, are not required to rmeet the
standards of new employee housing (use restricted) as prescribed in Section 3.A.2 of the
Employee Housing Ordinance.

While this mitigation is in compliance, it is clear that the existing housing ordinance coulfd be
updated and revised in order to respond ta actuol conditions and be more effective in achieving
the needs of the major stakeholders. b is recommended that KMR, KMD, end KMPUD, and the

counties work together to update and revise the Housing Ordinance to meet the current
conditians and housing needs.

Recreation
R-1})

Surveys are to be conducted every faur years. Most recent survey completed in 2006. Are
surveys needed?

Response: Mitigation Measure 4.12(b} requires surveys be conducted every four years, or as
deemed nacessary by TC-TAC to identify on/off-site recreation use patterns aof residents and
guests and report results to TC-TAC and the Forest Service. Such surveys will be conducted every
4 years or as deemed necessary by TC-TAC and the Forest Service.

Since 2006 little residential development within Kirkwood or to on-mountoin facilities has
occurred thot would significantly increase the number of residents and quests at Kirkwaod ar
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influence their recreational patterns; however, to achieve compliance with this measure, it is
recommended that KMR consult with TC-TAC on the need for and timing of future surveys.

Public Services
P-1)

The level of police protective services for the winter months needs to be evaluated to insure that
it meets the community's current and future needs.

Response: Mitigation Measure 4.13 (a) requires KMR to monitar the level of police protection
services required as development praceeds and the resident papulation increases. Alpine and
Amador counties will add deputies as dictoted by community needs. Based on interviews with
KMR, no formal monitoring has been completed, KMR maointains o cogperative relationship
with both Amador and Alpine County Sheriff Departments. It is recommended that KMR pursue
a discussian with the Amador ond Alpine County Sheriff Departments regarding this comment,

Utilities and Infrastructure

UI-1)

The 2014 Bennett Engineering Capacity Study also recommends additional water storage to meet
build-out demand.

Response: Comment noted.
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