APPENDIX A

NOP and Initial Environmental Checklist
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Driveway and driveway slope. /54 Sheefs CL.0; €(.0-Cldj C3.0

Edge of pavement at street. € 1.0 |
Location of all easements (if applicable). For easements involving land

‘coverage (i.e., driveway or access easements), provide the earliest

recorded grant deed describing the easement on the subject pro erty.
See AePLIC AT LéTTETg; fBsA sheels Cl.o; gﬁhtg.?saefa,moﬁ‘t,#m‘

Alonagl B ST ks e, ¥4, #lo, Hid s
Existing land coverage calculations by land capability district including a
break f aqe (i.e., bujldings, decks, walks, etc.). :
s P 4 e Y s
Proposed land coverage calculations by land capability district including a

breakdown by type of coverage i.e., buildings, decks, walks, efc.).
BSA sk)éeﬁ} cl.6, c%.% S ewufaﬂ'sgf#' ‘3’;#‘?,*(0,#“), Ny

7. -Preliminary Building Elevations showing:

da.

a.
b.
c.

SEE AUILAILE ELEVATION DLAW (NS At Mbgd ,
Finish floor elevations with respect to contour elevations on the site plan.

- Proposed excavation depth (including excavation needed to construct

foundation): feet. (For excavations greater than 5 feet, a
soilsfhydrologic report is required.) €10, £6.6-¢ 6.2 Exhibif #12 ¥l

Elevation of the highest roof ridge and lowest elevation of foundation wall »
atnatural grade. BSA sheel3 AS.6-ASII3 R bulding by yilding AAYUS

Roof pitch of each roof plane. (If more than one roof pitch is proposed,
provide aroof plan.)  same as “b." sbove

Allowed and proposed height calculations.
‘ SANE AS Vio, Abne

Drawing scale and view aspect.

- : - heel .
— 8. Preliminary Floo Plans showing: See. 6ua|d:iu-5 Floor. _PL&N et ugs At ached

Scaled dimensions. .
TRPA-approved wood stove, fireplace, space, and water heaters

All exterior entrances and exits.

10. Grading Plan (proposed cut and fill. #SA SheelS C(.0-bcd; CF.0

a,

b.

- 11. For projects requiring Hearings Officer or Governing Board review:

A list of names, addresses; and Assessor's Parce!l Numbers of property
owners within 300 feet of project area, addressed envelopes to.same (with
no refurn addresses), and postage (stamped not metered). exhb ot # [

8-1/2" x 11" reductions of site plan, building elevations, and fioor p_\lans. _
Regvinad AFHihighme Per TRFA,

36. Applicable findings with written explanation. bfgg "‘fro FULL - E1S To RE CoipUCTED,

46. Original Allocation for new multi-family units as applicable or identification from where
units will be transferred.

47. Project Description. Se& A¢ PLICANT Letten ¢ DrAwinGS ATTACH el

130f 13
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TRPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

d. Change in the diversity or distribution of

species, or number of any species of plants
{including trees, shrubs, grass, crops, micro
flora and aquatic plants)?

X

[ Yes No
' No,With Data
[ Mitigation O Insufficient
e. Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare
or
endangered species of plants? r Yes % No
No,With Data
r: Mitigation 0 Insufficient
f. Removal of streambank and/or backshore
vegetation, including woody vegetation such
as
willows? ~ Yes % No
No,With Data -
— Mitigation [ Insufficient
9. Removal of any native live, dead or dying trees
30inches or greater in diameter at breast height
{dbh) within TRPA's Conservation or Recreation
land use classifications?
I Yes % No
No,With Data
- Mitigation O insufficient
h. A change in the natural functioning of an old
growth ecosystem?
. Yes X/ No
No,With , Data
I_ Mitigation U] Insufficient
APRIL 9, 2002 6



5. Wiidlife
Will the proposal result in:

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

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

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

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

6. Noise
Will the proposal result in;

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

To Be Studed (w the_
FULL E1S  fon+h Pmcazc“-p

TRPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST EORM
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Yes

No,With
Mitigation

Yes

No,With
Mitigation

Yes

No,With
Mitigation

Yes

No,With
Mitigation

Yes

No,With
Mitigation

]

X

G

X

7

!

-

X

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

AFRIL 9, 2002 . 7



TRPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

b. Exposure of peopie to severe noise levels?

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

7. Light and Glare

Will the proposal;

a. include new or modified sources of exterior
lighting?
SAFETY, WALLWAY , Path way
Al genE AL TLLOMI NATIAD
L-(ghtinvg AS nECESSARY 0N
Proprss MULT T ~FAMITLY &wezu_weg)
Per TaPA Codes.

b. Create new illumination which is more

Substantial than other lighting, if any, within
the

surrounding area?
See F.a. Abeve,
Also, #'ts coneervanle THIT
THE LAVY Unden. encemenTs
UL H4 and # 5 will LATER SeTome
PunUc. (AnD, :
¢ Cause light from exterior sources to be cast off -
site or onto public lands? -

See F.a. ad Flo. Above

1

1

»

[

0 0

Yes

No,With
Mitigation

Yes

No,With
Mitigation

Yes

No,With
Mitigation

Yes

No,With
Mitigation

Yes‘

No,With
Mitigation

ﬁf No

Data
C Insufficient

Data
- Insufficient”

)ngo
1

[ No

Data
3 Insufficient -

D No
/  Data
% Insufficient
- No
Data
g Insufficient

AFPRIL 9, 2002 ' 8



TRPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

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

reflective materials?
Mowe Anrticipated A+ HAC hme, [ ves M N
I=ssue Ho ke Full Q+UCI;?0( EU No,With E Data
PuLlL Bts pet TR7A Codg [ Mitigation © Insufficient
Seehrno g«
8. Land Use

Will the préposal:

3. Include uses which are not listed as permissible

uses in the applicable Plan Area Statement, ‘ Yes ‘ No
adopted Community Plan, or Master Plan? [ 4

No,With ., - Data
[ Mitigation E—i Insufficient

b. Expand or intensify an existing non-conforming
use?

- Yes 82/ No

No,With Data
[ Mitigation -D insufficient

9. Naturai Resources

Will the proposal result in:

a. Asubstantial increase in the rate of use of
any

natural resources?
° | Yes y No

No,With Data
L Mitigation L] Insufficient

]

b. Substantial depletion of any non-
renewabie
hatural resource?

[ Yes }i No

' No,With Data
[ Mitigation Insufficient

[

APRIL 9, 2002 _ 9



TRPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

10. Risk of Upset

Will the proposal:

a.

Involve a risk of an explosion of the release of
hazardous substances including, but not
limited

to, oil, pesticides, chemicals, or radiation in the
event of an accident or upset conditions?

involve possible interference with an
emergency
evacuation plan?

11. Population

Will the proposal;

d.

b.

Alter the location, distribution, density, or
growth rate of the human population
planned °

for the Region? ..

MNINE AnTiciCATEN
TOAE STUMED U PULL BLS,

Include orresult in the temporary or permanent
dispiacement of residents?

ol

Yes

No,With
Mitigation

Yes

No,With
Nliti_gation

Yes

No,With
Mitigation

Yes

No,With
Mitigation

o

)4

nE

1

X

X

LI

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

APRIL 9, 2002
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TRPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

12. Housing
Will the proposal:

 a. Affect existing housing, or create a demand for
additional housing?

To determine if the proposal will affect existing housing or create a
demand for additional housing, please answer the following

questions:

(1) Wili the proposal decrease the amount of

housing in the Tahoe Region? _
' I~ Yes - ﬁ(  No
No,With : Data

L Mitigation [ Insufficlent

(2}  Will the proposal decrease the amount of
housing in the Tahoe Reglon historlically or -
currently being rented at rates affordable

by

low-i ?

lower and very-low-income households? -~ Yes . b_( No

No,With - Data
[ Mitigation L insufficient

Number of Existing Dwelling Units , 0 |
———
Number of Proposed Dwelling Units 50 |
il |

SEE APPLICAUT Lefleg )
ACJECT PROFISES MNINE
EEEA-LE‘ST(HC?E’I\ modewsle-Treeme Homes For SaLs,

b. Will the proposal result in the loss of housing
for lower-income and very-low-income
houssholds?

I Yes X - No

NoWith .. Data
C Mitigation L Insufficient

APRIL 9, 2002 11



TRPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

13. Transportation/Circulation
Will the proposal resultin:

a.  Generation of 100 or more new daily vehicie

. trip ends {DVTE)? ‘
) ; Yes No
See Agplicant Letten fFHﬁ-eLea{)' % [
R No,With _ Data
e E’\{(A‘Lw‘{' :ﬂ_:’—’ E5C ' [ Mit?gation ‘B Insufficient

TAANSKGopTANOL L EL0T

b. Changes to existing parking facilities, or
demand for new parking?

See (3SA Sheet cl.orxhbt#] X ve

N No
(% paddeing skatcs LocAared
Along & euT H3, the ~ No,With . Data
Lwepaﬁ‘_ PhelAY Access QoA D, i Mitigation - Insufficient
ME PAAT 0F THIS 4PPLICATID),
€. Substantial impact upon existing
transportation .
systems, including highway, transit, bicycle or
pedestrian facilities?
see. AgplicantLotien Coovs. Y N
See exhbd #3’ . No,With Data

e Aﬁepbfi}al ("Q‘ A f'd_w‘f;g Ag}a - L mitigation [ insufficient
Sefane 1CAT G, THRE?

4‘5{)’ sae:zfc?q“'c:auw&\ .

d. Aiterations to present patterns of circulation

or :
movement of people and/or goods? , N
S . [~ Yes [ o
Exlvbd # +, ’ : ]
A <Topiey A _ No,With ata
;Z)) %TS ,TU( 7t j & Mitigation Insufficient
e.  Alterations to waterborne, rail or air traffic?-
I " Yes % No

No,With Data
L Mitigation [ Insufficient

i
f. Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles,
bicyclists, or pedestrians?

See %\CM[L:A"#:";
S’{ﬁ/ﬁi‘j F\J((:j [ e(s.,

]

Yes 3 No

, No,With Data
S Mitigation Insufficient

AFRIL 3, 2002 12



TRPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

14, Public Services

Will the proposal have an unplanned effect upon, or result in a need for new or altered
governmental services in any of the following areas?

a. Fire protection?

Study Rl i LS | T T N

. No,With , Data
[ Mitigation A Insufficient

b. Police protection?

Study AAly o €18, [0 Yes [0 No

: No,With ; Data
[ Mitigation * Insufficient

¢. Schoals?

- : Yes | 1 o
S‘Jch:j J\\JU& i 1S, " S

: No,With Data
[ Mitigation . Insufficient

d.  Parks or other recreational facilities?

R I Yes ] No
S’f‘u’cltj J:/”U ,”L' &S, No,With y Data

i Mitigation Insufficient

& Maintenance of public facilities, includ ing roads?

EnsemansTH 3, (Livenc PAREwsY | '
ACCESS ROADN) will Be mmstrnel [ Yes % No
AR ACPLLOANT, The frgagse

Linvewe Pl i Pacihhfgdg‘a,#{ @k~ NoWith o, Dota

HS™ AL AMUT 2T of TS AffLICIow, - Mitigation insufficient
f. Other governmental services? Ml_‘_ﬂ{f ﬁgﬁ AT
: il Yes I No
. v @ |
Shrdy olly @ ms  Nowith Data .
- Mitigation Insufficient

15. Energy

Will the proposal result in:

a. Use of substantial amounts of fuel or
energy? '

- Yes X{ No

, No,With ‘ Data
G Mitigation O insufficient

APRIL 9, 2002 13



TRPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

b. Substantial increase in demand upon existing
sources of energy, or require the development
of '

new sources of energy? ‘ I Yas k{ No

. Na,With Data
[ Mitigation £ Insufficient

16. Utilities

Except for planned improvements, will the proposal result in a need for new systems, or
substantial alterations to the following utilities:

a. Poweror natural gas? ' ‘
- Yes 7 No

, No,With Data
[ Mitigation 0 Insufficient

b. Communication Systems?

[ Yes No

, No,With Data
L Mitigation 0 Insufficient

<

¢ Utllize additional water which amount will _
exceed the maximum permitted capacity of

the
service provider? . - Yes \ '( No
’ No,With i Data
™ Mitigation L] Insufficient

d. Utilize additional Sewage freatment capacity
which amount will exceed the maximum
permitted capacity 6f the sewage treatment
provider? ' ‘

I Yes % No

, No,With ' Data
[" Mitigation O Insufficient

€. Storm water drain age?

Ao l’h‘f_. Auh CIIJP é:[ . Yes N No
SW ad (j o > A No,With Data
. r Mitigation % Insufficient

APRIL 8, 2002 ' 14



TRPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

. Yes \% No

X No,With _ Data
[ Mitigation L Insufficient

f. Solid waste and disposal?

17. Human Health

Will the proposal result in:

a. Creation of any health hazard or potential health
hazard (excluding mental heaith)?

[ Yes \% No

_ No,With : Data
I Mitigation L Insufficient

o Y we

No,With Data
- Mitigation [ Insufficient

b. Exposure of people to potential health
hazards?

APRIL 9, 2002

15



TRPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

18. Scenic Resourceleommunity Design

Wil the proposal:

a.  Bevisible from any state or federal highway,

Pioneer Trail or from Lake Tahoe? - / ' y , No
Jame, mulh Fame h“’f(”“’ffs wte. KX o L]
nossek (‘HAaUJK + Rack 200 £, No, With: . Daa
£&Odfl t gL Ry, ) AL visinLle - Mitigation L Insufficient
~em (gl

<. 81«ij 50.

b. Be visible from any public recreation area or
TRPA designated bicycle trail? ’

Pensgac L&%H{@A@MWVL % \52/ Ves ~ No
(3

Llﬂa’f‘fﬂ*fl#f}d'a(lc., v < fEﬁsihio;t
2,134 ad § (See Exhbn With Data
% Wil e Able Ap see Hle W-g,e‘d'ﬂ - Mh;lt?gv:t'iton [ insufficient

¢.  Black or medify an existing view of Lake Tahoe
or other scenic vista seen from a public road or
other public area? -

[ Yes % No

No,With Data
[

[ Mitigation insufficient
d. Beinconsistent with the height and design
standards required by the applicable ordinance ‘
or :
Community Plan? = Yes % No
' ' No,With ' Data

[ Mitigation [ Insufficient

e. Be inconsistent with the TRPA Scenic Quality
Improvement Program (SQIP} or Design Review
Guidelines?

Aone Mémw&. B
S‘(‘\fﬁ(tj R/((j td E(S [ Yes 0 No
S . ' Wi . Dat
[ M[}Igé\gﬁ::n %/ !nsuf?lc?ent
19, Recreation

Does the proposal:

APRIL 9, 2002 . 16



TRPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

Create additional demand for

recreation
facilities? : - Yes 1 No
y ; No,With Data
Create additional recreation capacity?
- Yes O No

Slly o E (S No,With Data
S"‘Uﬂ:j P tj [ Mitigation = X Insufficient

Have the  potential to Create  conflicts
-between

recreation uses, either existing or proposed? — Yes ‘ k{ No

NoWwith - ' Data
r Mitigation [ . Insufficient

Result in a decrease or loss of public access to
any lake, waterway, or public lands?

Yes &[z( No

NoWith Data
Mitigation 0 Insufficient

1 M

20. Archaeological/Historical

a.

Will the proposal result in an alteration of or
adverse physical or aesthetic effect to a
significant archaeological or historical site,
structure, objéct or building?

f\oare [Carouny: o Yes. - [0 No

-Hmlzj w E . NoWith \X/ . Data
> : Rj(&) - ELS L Mitigation ' Insufficient

Is the proposed project located on a property
with any kaown cultural, historical, and/or
archaeological resources, including resources on
TRPA or other regulatory official maps or
records?

APRIL 9, 2002

17



See Fgglicwnt Later. ;

See. ASA shat Cl.o
(Wrshot, Ganding sShone Nem

Scepne. Setbh LanEy,
¢ Is the property associated with any
historically

significant events and/or sites or persons?

Oavl + preseut: X
A A(:?mqu ?LQQUUWQ&S" /J’Kgag-mem(
wztfﬁe covdicted (% Cong juna Mend
ust. s GIS | See A@g\llfan‘f‘*bgft

d. Does the proposal have the potential to cause a
" physical change which would affect unique
ethnic cultural values?

O asbernmoens M resedt.
S’f\fﬂbd (RJ“@ (CB1S.

€. Will the proposal restrict historic or pre-historic
religious or sacred uses within the potential
impact area? '

Nowe I newnys At peesent,

S‘”\fo(_:j R.Jl((d L E'TS

21, Findings of Significance.

a. Does the project have the potential to degrade the
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict
the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the major periods
of California or Nevada history or prehistory?

Nowe  (Spren, .
S‘f‘UgB wg-/”j (o E(_S

b. Does the project have the potential to achieve
short~term, to the disadvantage of long-term,
environmental goals? (A short-term impact on the
environment is one which occurs in 4 relatively
brief, definitive period of time, while long-term
impacts will endure well into the future.)

]

[]

]
No,With / Data
- Mitigation ' Insufficient

- " TRPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM
Shc;‘;j Ully o &€ 5

k"g/ Yes A No

No,With ~ . Data
Mitigation ] insufficient

Yes No

Yes [ No

No,With Data
Mitigation Insufficient

‘ Yes [ No

No,With / Data
Mitigation = A’ Insufficient

Yes 7 No

No,With /  Data
Mitigation Insufficient

APRIL 9, 2002 18



TRPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

Mo [, o Y [ N
Applicant will fund o No,With Data
AL ES UWLE ALTRPAE L Mitigation . Insufficient
Sy Prerutstao

€ Does the project have impacts which are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable? (A pro ject
- may impact on two or more separate resources
where the impact on each resource is relatively
small, but where the effect of the total of those
impactson the environmental is significant?)

Unsle paun s aof reseat -y .
Agglice n‘l-'u}lg"fbr\fo& a Coove o D

e iy No,With ata
gjurb??tll/[g$ l(éfjlf)v. "R [ Mit?ga':ion k/ Insufficient

d.  Does the project have environmental impacts which
will cause substantial adverse effects on human
being, either directly or indirectly?

fene (<Knmuny . o Yes ] No -
=1 d:j lHj w ELS = Nowith % Df?_ta
' - itigati ‘ | cient
111 CERTIFICATION Mitigation nsutt

I hereby certify that the statements furnished above and in the attached exhibits
present '

the data and information required for this initial evaluation to the best of my ability, anc{
that the facts, statements, and information presented are true and correct to the best of
my "

knowledge and belief.

\

e

/;N'J 12, 200(p

2
f Person Cornfleting this Form . Date

<

Signature

{

o]

WRITTEN COMMENTS ‘(use additional sheets as necessary)

!\Pl—ﬁﬁi—t’ S-e¢_ A(pgm(‘avu—l— Lo dfen AH Ached
A_aq@l{ca:m‘- (Laowg‘s ai Zograses fa ﬁ_m(r/\ A R-(J‘-!;L—{’
els fon This | ﬂOd—'ez“{ and o gar-{m'\f:cadj SomolTa n#aK
SERLA COLINR ~ LINSAR. PUALIC.  FAALITY ﬁmlrcm‘?m)
pet TRPA- Code, Sectyo §.€

L

AFRIL 9, 2002 : 19



TRPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

V. DETERMINATION (To Be Completed By TRPA)

On the basis of this evaluation:

a. The proposed project could not have a significant
effect. on the environment and a finding of no
significant effect shall be prepared in accordance
with TRPA's Rules of Procedure,

[ Yes

b. The proposed project could have a significant
effect on the environment, but due to the listed
mitigation measures which have been added to
the project, could have no significant effect on
the environment and a mitigated finding of no
significant  effect shall be prepared in
accordance
with TRPA's Rules and Procedures,

| Yes

€. The proposed project may have a significant
effect on the environment and an environmental
impact statement shall be prepared in accordance
with this chapter and TRPA's Rules of Procedure

[ " Yes

M

No

No

No

APRIL 9, 2002 ' 20




TRPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

Signature of Evaluator Date

Title of Evaluator

APRIL 9, 2002

21



ADDENDA
FOR
TRANSFERS/CONVERSIONS OF USE

THE FOLLOWING IS TO BE USED AS A SUPPLEMENTAL CHECKLIST FOR THE TAHOE
REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY INITIAL ENVIRONMENTAL CHEecKLIST (IEC). ITISTO
BE USED WHEN REVIEWING ANY TRANSFER PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 34 OF THE Com_s
OR CONVERSION OF USE PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 33 OF THE CODE. ANY QUESTION

ANSWERED IN THE AFFIRMATIVE WILL REQUIRE WRITTEN DOCUMENTATION THAT THE
IMPACTS ARE MITIGATED TO A LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT LEVEL OR ADDITIONAL

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION SUCH AS AN ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSTENT OR AN
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT WILL BE REQUIRED. THE ASTERISK (*) NOTES

THRESHOLD SUBJECTS.

a)land *
Does the proposal result in any additional
land
coverage?
See BASA sheelt CLO 1 C3.0 fan (’ftorfawb(' n Yes M No
Alogu il COCERAGE, — -
A2 Covent qfto’ rsek. [S CONSISTENT Wty No, With . Data
T({Cfffjl UE{_LI ?;EI [’\EL;&LLO LL{FMS;{%‘O) [ Mitigation r' insufficient
OVERAG ver Exly kvie 9, UCED T s TR PErL el Beye

b) Air Quality * f/c Aelekchoral cloyet aec PASFOSED 1 e
~ Does™ the " proposal result in any Allowrs e Yer Tapa Coda .

additional
emission?

none f\?(luﬂ._) < |
St D" ”).L’ .E * ) No,With Data
See Bealod 3 LSC angartufis Mitigation Y Insufficent

¢) Water * W
- Does” the proposal result in any additional
discharge that is in violation of TRPA discharge
standards?

The Pragectwsill comply el |
AL Tdef’ﬂr Ca&%umzmw_g C Yes Xr/ No

No,With — Data
' nsufficient

O Yes ' No

C

Mitigation

January 14, 2002 ‘ . 1



d) Does the proposal result in an increase in
the
volume of discharge?

fone Ashe (‘G?/‘P{'t‘&v
S‘(‘uf{«j Pu((U w ElS.

e) Noise *
Does the proposal result in an increase in
Community Noise Equivalency Level (CNEL)?

Nane Afu-h‘mfﬂ-#ék .
S‘f‘uﬁtj RJ“-& o LS

f) Aesthetics *
Does the proposal result in blockage of significant
views to Lake Tahoe or an identified visual
resource?

g} Recreation *
Does the proposal result in a reduction of public
access to public recreation areas or public
recreation opportunities?

h) Land Use .
Is the use converted or transferred resultin a use
that is not consistent with the goals and policies
of

the Community Plan or Plan Area Statement?

i} Population '
Does the proposal result in an increase in the
existing or planned population of - the
Region?

A eipated .
gﬁ% FVIQ i E(S

January 14, 2002 2

Yes

No,With
Mitigation

Yes

No,With
Mitigation

Yes

No,With
Mitigation

Yes

No,With
Mitigation

Yes

No,With
Mitigation

Yes

No,With
Mitigation

;

¥

[

e

[

pd

]

P

[

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient



J)Housing :
Does the proposal result in the loss of
affordable :

housing?

k) Transportation
Does the proposal result in the increase of

100
daily vehicle trip ends (DVTE)?

9{’6 E\((A fﬁonL “? Lse !Lm\fs}adﬁ‘lw))zf

Gmx S cﬁuul o B

Il Doesthe Proposal result in a project that does
hot

meet the parking standards?

m) Utilities
Does the proposal result in additional water
use?
“The frews mylh ~Family, dusells

Aopgse Wt({ use
SeUCNO. wihat g :ﬁéfrionrfrrst.‘-(
tmmmb anel AvALLARLE |

n} Does the proposal result in the need for addmonal

P

The roers ol Fanty thomeg

f/t\ Ug,ae,L (UL [ gse se S‘QVMC(’S )
80Mi whadt g
AUML.‘%LC’ a el A, ("ldv* Cl\
0) Historical |
Does the proposal result in the modification
or

ehmlnatton of a historic structure or site?
Aane. lenaon s At Hna ¢
T s S%vdj -Po%uu =TAN

January 14, 2002 3

Buijﬁgrvv'{'.

- Yes
No,With
- Mitigation

Yes
No,With
L Mitigation
| Yes
: No,With
L _ Mitigation
y . Yes
No,With
[ Mitigation

y Yes

No,With
[ Mitigation
I Yes

No,With
[ Mitigation

X

n
m

Data .
Insufficient

No .

Data
Insufficient

M No

1

X O

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

Data
Insufficient

No

-Data

AInsufficient



Fhereby certify that the statements furnished above and in the attached exhibits
present the data and information required for this initial evaluation to the best of
my ability, and that the facts, statements, and information presented are true
and

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

/Mj(( Areil 12,2006
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