
From: Leah Frink <laj.frink@gmail.com>
Sent: 8/31/2023 3:40:36 PM
To: swydra@placer.ca.gov <swydra@placer.ca.gov>; cpahule@placer.ca.gov <cpahule@placer.ca.gov>; BOS@placer.ca.gov <BOS@placer.ca.gov>;

Cindy.Gustafson <cindygustafson@placer.ca.gov>; Julie Regan <jregan@trpa.gov>; Paul Nielsen <pnielsen@trpa.gov>; Jeff Cowen
<jcowen@trpa.gov>; HomewoodPlan <homewoodplan@trpa.gov>

Cc: Leah Frink <laj.frink@gmail.com>;
Subject: Homewood Mountain Resort Permit Application CEPP2014-0636-02

To Homewood Regulators, 

I am writing to express my concerns about the recently submitted gondola permit application (CEPP2014-0636-02) for Homewood Mountain Resort.

While the resort badly needs infrastructure upgrades, the question of public access remains undefined. Who gets to ride the new gondola?

The developers tried to mollify community objections by including  a “Draft Public Access Plan” with their permit application. This so-called plan lacks
quantifiable or enforceable commitments to public access. Instead, it contains unconvincing generalities like “season ski passes will be available for
purchase by the public” and “we plan to continue to provide guest skier services at the North Base.”

I call on TRPA and Placer County to deny this permit application, and any future permit application that lacks enforceable commitments to public
access. Specifically:

Public access: anyone may recreate at Homewood year-round. 
Persons-At-One-Time: 80% of Homewood’s operating capacity to be dedicated to the public. 
Pricing: public access for skiing, snowboarding, hiking, biking, and picnicking, including for day visitors, to be priced comparably with Tahoe Basin ski
area rates. 
Perpetuity

: execute the recreational land use deed restriction on the ski hill (PAS 157) required by the Master Plan and EIR/EIS. 

I further request that TRPA and Placer County enforce consistency with the Master Plan in any future permit. Specifically:

Architecture: to evoke the “Old Tahoe” look of West Shore structures such as Vikingsholm and the Hellman-Ehrman Mansion. 
Community: benefits to be included in every phase of building, supported by a bonded fund covering 100% of construction cost. 
Ski area: facilities, including for day skiers, to be upgraded as promised.

Thank you -

Patrick and Leah Frink

6070 Quail Creek Rd.

Box 27

Homewood, CA 96142



From: Steve Greinetz <steve@omegametals.com>
Sent: 9/3/2023 8:34:06 PM
To: swydra@placer.ca.gov <swydra@placer.ca.gov>; cpahule@placer.ca.gov <cpahule@placer.ca.gov>; BOS@placer.ca.gov <BOS@placer.ca.gov>;

Cindy.Gustafson <cindygustafson@placer.ca.gov>; Julie Regan <jregan@trpa.gov>; Paul Nielsen <pnielsen@trpa.gov>; Jeff Cowen
<jcowen@trpa.gov>; HomewoodPlan <homewoodplan@trpa.gov>

Cc: Steve Greinetz <steve@omegametals.com>;
Subject: Homewood Mountain Resort Permit Application CEPP2014-0636-02

To Homewood Regulators, 

I am writing to express my concerns about the recently submitted gondola permit application (CEPP2014-0636-02) for Homewood Mountain Resort. 

While the resort badly needs infrastructure upgrades, the question of public access remains undefined. Who gets to ride the new gondola? 

The developers tried to mollify community objections by including a “Draft Public Access Plan” with their permit application. This so-called plan lacks quantifiable
or enforceable commitments to public access. Instead, it contains unconvincing generalities like “season ski passes will be available for purchase by the public”
and “we plan to continue to provide guest skier services at the North Base.” 

I call on TRPA and Placer County to deny this permit application, and any future permit application that lacks enforceable commitments to public access.
Specifically: 

• Public access: anyone may recreate at Homewood year-round. 

• Persons-At-One-Time: 80% of Homewood’s operating capacity to be dedicated to the public. 

• Pricing: public access for skiing, snowboarding, hiking, biking, and picnicking, including for day visitors, to be priced comparably with Tahoe Basin ski area
rates. 

• Perpetuity: execute the recreational land use deed restriction on the ski hill (PAS 157) required by the Master Plan and EIR/EIS. 

I further request that TRPA and Placer County enforce consistency with the Master Plan in any future permit. Specifically: 

• Architecture to evoke the “Old Tahoe” look of West Shore structures such as Vikingsholm and the Hellman-Ehrman Mansion. 

• Community benefits to be included in every phase of building, supported by a bonded fund covering 100% of construction cost. 

• Ski area facilities, including for day skiers, to be upgraded as promised. 

Thank you , 

Steve Greinetz 
6285 McKinney Drive 
Homewood, CA 96141 

Steve@omegametals.com 

925-989-3803
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