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TAHOE, REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY

o P.O. Bex 8896
'.‘%, South Lake Tahoe, California 85731
2155 South Avenue (916) 541-0246

NOTICE OF AMENDED AGENDA
. AND
NOTICE OF COMMITTEE MEETING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the agenda for the reqular August 22, 23,
1984 meeting of the Governing Body of the Tahce Regional Planning Agency is
hereby amended to add the following items:

Consent Calenda::
Carrillo, Regquest for Finding of Vested Right, Single Family Dwelling,
Douglas County APN 07-180-13-6, TRPA File #84150 (recommended action
is approval with findings)

Project Review:

City of south Lake Tahoe, Authorization to Complete the Loop Road,
TRPA File #821400 (to be taken up on August 22, 1984)

Special Determination:

William F. Morris, Vested Right, Single Family Dwelling, Washoe County
APN 122-362-25, TRPA File #79176

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that the Special Litigation Committee of the
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency will meet in the TRPA conference room upon
adjournment of the Wednesday, August 22, 1984 session to discuss litigation in
regard tc the adopted Regional Plan.

Date: August 14, 1984

-

By%“-‘-’.j,-; /f (o (//// % // 5/;;

Gaz;/b. Midkiff
Acting Executive Director

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency




TAHOE REGICNAL PLANNING AGENCY
NOTICE OF MEETINGS

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on August 22 and 23, 1984, commencing at

9:30 a.m. each day at 2155 South Avenue, South Lake Tahoe, California, the

Governing Body of the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency will conduct its regqular

meeting. The agenda for said meeting is attached to and made a part of this
notice,

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that on August 22, 1984, commencing at 8:30
a.m. in the same location, the Finance Committee of said Agency will meet to
discuss the Agency's budget and work program.

August 7, 1984

-

N 2P

D. Midkiff 7,
Acting Executive Director
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

Items on the agenda without a time-designation may not necessarily be
considered in the order in which they appear on the agenda.

Some items contained on this agenda are subject to Court Order and may
not be heard if the Final Court Order does not permit them to be
considered.




TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY
GOVERNING BODY

TRPA Office, 2155 Scuth Avenue ARugust 22, 1984 9:30 a.m.
South Lake Tahoe, California August 23, 1984 9:30 a.m.

NOTE: There will be a meeting of the Finance Committee on August 22, 1984 at
8:30 a.m. in the TRPA office. The purpose of said meeting is to discuss
the Agency's budget and work program.

PRELIMINARY AGENDA
CALL TQ @RIER AND BETERMINATION OF SUSRUM
APPROVAL OF AGENDA
DISPOSITION OF MINUTES
CONSENT CALENDAR

PLANNTNG MATTERS

Presentation: Tahoe Transportation District
Short Range Implementation Program

Amendments to the Tahoe Basin Association of Governments (TBAG)
MOU to Exempt From the Allocation System Those Projects Approved
Prior to Adoption of the Amended Regional Plan

Board Consideration for Drafting Purposes:

1. Grading, Chapter 5 of Code of Ordinances

2. Resource Management, Chapter & of Code of Ordinances

Extension of Waiver of Statue of Limitation for Pending
Commercial Projects

Go J-l\.w‘t}

VI LITIGATION

A. Consideration of Litigation in Regard to the Regional Plan and Actions
\,;C) Filed By the California Attorney General/League to Save Lake Tahoe vs
\ . TRPA Suit

B. Closed Session To Confer on the Following:

1. California Attorney General/League to Save Lake Tahoe vs TRPA

2. Tahoe Sierra Preservation Council, et al vs TRPA (Eastern
District of California, U.S. District Court)




Tahoe Sierra Preservation Council, et al vs TRPA (District of
Nevada, U.S5. District Court)

Forrester vs TRPA (Tahoe Keys Convenience Center)

5. City of South Lake Tahoe vs TRPA (South Tahoe Airport)

VII SPECIAL DETERMINATIONS

Washoe Tounty

Harvey's Resort Hotel, Finding of Substantial Compliance for Proposed
Hotel Tower With 1973 Default Approval, Douglas County

Certification of EIS for Bitterbrush, Incline Village, Washoe County

PROJECT REVIEW

A.

b.

£

A,

B.

. Yo
ENFORC NT

Mitigation Measures Pursuant to Bitterbrush Litigation Settlement,
Washoe County

City of South Lake Tahoe, Expansion of Service at the South Tahoe
Airport

El Dorado County Jail Expansion, El Dorado County APN 25-010-21, TRPA
File #83960

City of South Lake Tahoe Police Station Expansion, El Dorado County
APN 25—0i07;1, TRPA File #84366

o'

Show Cause Hearings

1. City of South Lake Tahoe, Unauthorized Expansion of
Service at the South Tahoe Airport

James Monaghan, Unauthorized Land Coverage and Use, Placement of
a Mobile Home, 260 N. Benjamin, Douglas County APN 11-070-11

Reports

PUBLIC HEARING ~ Thursday, August 23, 1984

A,

Plan Area Statements (to be continued to the September 26, 27, 1984
regular meeting)

To Consider Amendment of Section 2.12 of Ordinance 84-1 to Extend the
Effective Date of Plan Area Statements As Interim Policy Guidelines




ORDINANCE
First Reading and Possible Waiver of Second Reading If Emergency
Finding Is Made To Adopt Amendment of Section 2.12 of Ordinance 84-1
to Extend the Effective Date of Plan Area Statements as Interim Policy
Guidelines
ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS
REPCRTS
a, Finance Committee Report
B. Acting Executive Director Report
1. Report on Specific Projects Approved by Staff Under the
Provisions of the Temporary Restraining Order and the
Proposed Preliminary Injunction Order
2. Othex
Legal Counsel Report
Executive Session
Governing Body Members
Public Interest Comments
Other
RESOLUTIONS

A. Adopting Amendments to the Filing Fee Schedule Adopted April 26, 1984

B. Other

XV CORRESPONDENCE

XVI PENDING MATTERS

XVII ADJOURNMENT




CONSENT CALENDAR

Recommended Action

Washoe County Public Works, Incline Approval With Findings
Recad Maintenance Shop Expansion,

Washoe County APN 124-031-55,

TRPA File #84360

Incline Village General Improvement Approval With Findings
Distriet, Building Expansion at Incline

Beach, Washoe County APN 127-280-01

TRPA File #84367

Incline Village General Improvement Approval With Findings
District, Village Green Public Restroom

Facilities, Washoe County APN127-010-01

TRPA File #84368

Four of the members of the governing body from each State constitute a quorum
for the transaction of the business of the agency. The voting procedure shall
be as follows:

(1) For adopting, amending or repealing environmental threshold carrying
capacities, the regional plan, and ordinances, rules and regulations, and
for granting variances from the ordinances, rules and regulations, the vote
of at least four of the members of each State agreeing with the vote of at
least four members of the other State shall be required to take action. If
there is no vote of at least four of the members from one State agreeing
with the vote of at least four of the members of the other State on the
actions specified in this paragraph, an action of rejection shall be deemed
to have been taken.

(2} For approving a project, the affirmative vote of at least five members
from the State in which the project is located and the affirmative vote of
at least nine members of the _governing.body are required. _If at lgast fiwve
members of the governing body from the State in which the project is
located and at least nine members of the entire governing body do not vote
in favor of the project, upon a motion for approval, an action of rejection
shall be deemed to have been taken. A decision by the agency to approve a
project shall be supported by a statement of findings, adopted by the
agency, which indicates that the project complies with the regicnal plan
and with applicable ordinances, rules and regulations of the agency.

|
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(3} For routine business and for directing the agency's staff on
litigation and enforcement actions, at least eight members of the governing
body must agree to take action. If at least eight votes in favor of such
action are not cast, an action of rejection shall be deemed to have been
taken.

- &rticle III(g) Public Law 96-551




TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY

. _ P.O. Box 8896
South Lake Tahoe, California 95731

2155 South Avenue (916} 541-0246

MEMORANDUM

August 14, 1984

TO3 The TRPA Governing Board

From: The Staff

Subject: Findings Required for Project Approval

The attached findings, at a minimum, must be made prior to approving a project.

These findings were adopted by the Governing Board on April 26, 1984 by adoption
of Ordinance 84-1, pursuant to Article V{(g) of the Compact.

Attachment




Article V(g) Findings for Project Review

Pending Adoption of Agency Regulatory Code

Pursuant to Article V(g) of the Compact, the Agency shall make the
following specific, written findings prior to approving any project in the
region:

(1)

The project is consistent and complies with the CTRPA and Agency
ordinances, maps, rules, regulations and policies in effect on August 25,
1983 where said ordinances, maps, rules, requlations and policies are not
inconsistent or in conflict with the amendments to the regional plan
adopted by this ordinance. In the event said ordinances, maps, rules,
regulations or policies are inconsistent or in conflict with said
amendments to the regional plan, the Agency shall find that the project is
consistent and complies with said amendments to the regional plan.

The project has been processed in accordance with the Agency's Rules and
Regulations of Practice and Procedure.

With respect to projects for which an environmental impact statement has
been prepared, changes or alterations have been required in or incorporated
into the project which avoid or reduce the significant adverse
environmental effects to a less than significant level; or specific
considerations, such as economic, social or technical, make infeasible the
mitigation measures or project alternatives discussed in the environmental
impact statement on the project; and that a separate written finding has
been made for each significant effect identified in the environmental
impact statement on the project, which said findings are supported by
substantial evidence in the record.

With respect to projects for which an environmental impact statement has
not been prepared, the project, including compliance with the conditions of
approval, will not have an adverse significant, individual or cunulative
impact on the environment.

The establishment, maintenance and operation of the project will not be
detrimental to the health, safety, peace, comfort or general welfare of the
Lake Tahoe Region.

The project, including compliance with the conditions of

approval, is consistent with, and thus will not adversely affect
implementation of the regional plan, as amended hereby, including but not
limited to the Land Use, Transportation, Conservation, Recreation, Public
Services and Facilities and Implementation Elements of said plan.

The project is consistent with the goals and policies of the Water Quality
Element of the regional plan, as amended hereby, and therefore will not
cause the adopted environmental threshold carrying capacities for water
quality to be exceeded.




The project is consistent with the goals and policies of the Transportation
and Air Quality Elements of the regional plan, as amended hereby, and
therefore will not cause the adopted environmental threshold carrying
capacities for air quality to be exceeded.

The project is consistent with the goals and policies of the Conservation
Element of the regional plan, as amended hereby, and therefore will not
cause the adopted environmental threshold carrying capacities for
vegetation, wildlife, fisheries, soils and scenic quality to be exceeded.

The project is consistent with the goals and policies of the Recreation
Element of the regional plan, as amended hereby, and therefore will not
cause the adopted environmental threshold carrying capacities for
recreation development to be exceeded.

The project is consistent with the goals and policies of the Public
Services and Facilities Element of the regional plan, as amended hereby.

The project is consistent with the goals and policies of the Implementation
Element of the regional plan, as amended hereby.

It has been demonstrated that the suppliers of water, sewage treatment,
fire protection, educational services, police protection and other
appropriate utilities have or will have the physical and legal capacity to
supply said services to the project,

As an alternative to the specific findings listed in subsection
3.10(7) through (13), inclusive, the Agency may find that:

(a) The project presents a situation or circumstance demanding immediate
action to preserve the public peace, health, safety or general
welfare, or to protect and enhance the environment of the Lake Tahoe
Region;

The project will not individuwally cause the adopted thresholds to be
exceeded;

A mitigation program is required as a condition of project approval
which will ensure that the impacts of the project will be mitigated to
the greatest extent possible; and

Conditions of approval have been placed on the project to insure that
as soon as possible after such situation or circumstance ceases to
exist, a complete application for said project, including the
appropriate environmental document, shall be submitted to the Agency,
at which time approval of said project shall be subject to the
findings required under Section 3.00, other than those in subsection
3.10(14}.

(15) There is substantial evidence in the record supporting the foregoing
findings,




TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY
STAFF SUMMARY

Washoe County Public Works,
Incline Road Maintenance Shop
Expansion, APN 124-031-55,
TRPA File #84360

Applicant: Washoe County

Project Description: Washoe County is requesting approval to construct a 1,467
square foot addition to the existing road maintenance shop located at the Washoe
County Incline maintenance station. The proposed addition will provide a heated
work area for maintenance of the County snow removal equipment. The existing
building is too narrow to accommodate the larger snow removal eguipment that has
been purchased in recent years to be driven indoors for necessary maintenance
and repairs.

The proposed building addition is to be constructed over existing pavement.

Project Location: Northeasterly corner of State Highway 28 and the Mt. Rose
Highway (State Highway 27)

Site Description: The site contains 6.14 acres. There are three existing
structures on the site: a sheriff's office, a residence, and the maintenance
shop. There is approximately 2.0 acres of existing paving and arxeas that have
been compacted and denuded of vegetation due to repeated vehicular use. There
is a large fill slope adjacent to State Highway 28 and a smaller cut slope along
the northerly property line.

Review Per Section: Article V(g) of the Compact
Section 4,10, Nevada Side Land Use Ordinance
Section 9.21(3), Nevada Side Land Use Ordinance
Section F.l., Preliminary Injunction

Land Use District: Public Service. The existing use is an allowed use in this
district.

Flan Area Statement: 038 - Wood Creek

Planning Considerations - The county maintenance yvard poses visual and
environmental problems including unstabilized fill slopes and inadequate
drainage facilities,

Special Direction - The maintenance facilities are an acceptable use.

Special Policy - The county maintenance yard should be rehabilitated.

Land Capability: The project site is in a land capability level 4. There are
two small stream zones located below the maintenance shop and associated paved
areas.

GG:i5f
8/15/84 CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM 1.




Washoe County Road Maintenance
Shop Expansion Page Two

Land Coverage: The project site presently contains more than 20% land coverage;
however, the proposed building addition is to be constructed over existing
asphalt paving. Section 9.21(3) of the Nevada Side Land Use Ordinance requires
a reduction in existing land coverage on the site equal to the area of the
proposed building addition. The County proposes to satisfy this requirement by
revegetating areas that have been compacted and denuded of vegetation due to
repeated vehicular use.

Building Height: Existing ~ 21 feet
Proposed - 21 feet

Impact Analysis and Mitigation Measures: As part of the proposed building
addition project, the County has submitted preliminary plans showing slope
stabilization measures, new drainage facilities, and revegetation to bring the
site into compliance with BMP's. There will be a net decrease in land coverage
and a major reduction in site-related water guality impacts as a result of the
project. No disturbance is proposed within the stream zones on the site.

Required Findings: Prior to approving the project, the Governing Roard must
make the findings required pursuant to Article V(g) of the Compact, which are
set forth in Section 3.00 of Ordinance 84-~1. Agency staff has reviewed each of
the required findings and has found that each such finding can be made with
respect to the subject project.

Required Actions:

I A motion to find that the subject project will have no adverse, significant
effects on the environment, with direction to staff to prepare the
necesgary certification documents to be included with the permit.

A motion to approve the subject project based on the following findings
and conditions:

Findings: The findings required pursuant to Article V(g) of the Compact as
set forth in Section 3.00 of TRPA Ordinance 84-1.

Conditions:
A. Standard conditions of approval (Attachment D).
B. The following special conditions:

1. A minimum of 1,467 square feet of existing land coverage shall be
removed from the subject site.

8/15/84 CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM 1,




. Washoe County Road Maintenance
Shop Expansion Page Three

2. Drainage facilities shall be installed on the subject site to
retain on site the stormwater runoff generated from a 2=-year,
6-hour storm., Discharge from these facilities shall be into
stable drainageways.

All existing cut and fill slopes shall be stabilized in
accordance with the practices set forth in the Handbook of Best
Management Practices.

The revegetation plan for the site shall include the planting of
vegetation to create a vegetative screen along both highway
frontages.

The drainage facilities for the asphalt area west of the
maintenance shop shall include grease and cil traps.

8/15/84 CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM 1,




TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY

. P.C. Box 8896
South Lake Tahoe, California 95731

2155 South Avenue (916) 541-0246

MEMORANDUM

bdugust 15, 1984

The TRPA Governing Body
The Staff

Incline Village General Improvement District
1. Building Expansion at Incline Beach, TRPA File #84367
2. Village Green Public Restroom Facilities, TRPA File #84368

These items have been removed from the agenda pending further evaluation of
alternatives to construction in a stream environment zone and review for
compliance with the amended Regional Plan,

These items have been tentatively rescheduled for the September 26, 27, 1984
Governing Board meeting with the applicant's concurrence.

. RA:jf

8/15/84 CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS 2, AND 3.




TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY
STAFF SUMMARY

Carrillo, Request for Finding of Vested Right, Single Family Dwelling, Douglas
County APN 07-180-13-6, TRPA File #84150

Applicant: Barbara Carrillo

Land Use District: Low Density Residential

Land Capability Classification: Level 4, CaD Soil Type

Project Location: 125 Woodland Way, Douglas County

Project History: In 1979, a Douglas County building permit and water and sewer
permits were issued to construct a single family residence on the subject
property. The residence proposed conformed to land capability coverage and met
all the criteria set forth by Douglas County and TRPA. The original contractor,
Mr. McLaren, subcontracted to Mr. Fred Williams to remove the necessary trees
tor the placement of the foundation. Mr. Williams subsequently removed the
wrong trees and the foundation was laid out incorrectly.

Miss Carrillo took legal action against the original contractor, Mr. Mclaren,
whom it was discovered was not licensed. The subcontractor; Mr. Williams, filed
a lien against the property for the work that was completed. No further work
could be completed on the project until the matter was legally resolved in
December, 1979.

In 1980, the Douglas County building permit was reissued and a new contractor,
Rick Jabour, was hired and work resumed on the project. BAgain, the foundation
was laid out incorrectly; however, this time the foundation footings were dug.
Mr. Norm Woods was then hired and completed installation of the foundation in
the correct location in December, 1980. Subsequently, Mr. Jabour liened the
property so that no further work could be completed.

The Court ruling on the settlement of the mechanics lien on the property was
scheduled for 1981l. The settlement was further delayed because the Judge
determined that the dispute was not filed properly and he would not hear the
case. The mechanics lien was finally resolved in 1982; however, the second
building permit expired prior to resolution of the dispute.

After the lien dispute was finally resolved Miss Carrillo did not have the
financial ability to proceed with the project.

Miss Carrille has indicated a desire to resume building this year; however, as
the Douglas County building permit expired, a finding of vested right would be
required by the TRPA to reinstate the building permit.

RA:bl
8/13{84 CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM




Carrillo, Request for Finding of Vested Right
Page Two

Vested Rights Findings: It is Agency Legal Counsel's opinion that a person has
a vested right against application of Article VI(c) of the Compact or any other
provision of the Compact if, prior to December 19, 1980, such person in good
faith and in reliance upon a valid building permit for such use, diligently
commenced construction thereof and performed substantial work thereon. Perti-
nent factors that should be considered include the following:

1. The applicant has acted in good faith since they purchased the proper-
ty and began to pursue a new building permit.

2. The original building permit obtained by the applicant was valid and
did not require review or approval by the Agency.

The construction which has taken place on site was performed in
compliance with a valid permit issued prior to December 19, 1980.

Construction which has taken place on site includes:

a. Excavation and grading for foundation.
b. Construction of the foundations,

The expenditures and work performed can be used only for a single
family dwelling which is the use claiming to be vested.

Delays in the diligent pursual of construction in compliance with the
valid building permit were a result of numerous litigation matters
preventing such pursuit by the applicant.

Staff Findings: Based upon substantial evidence submitted in support of this
request, staff recommends that a finding of vested right for construction of a
single family dwelling be granted to the applicant.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM

8/13/84
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TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY

. £.0. Box 8896
South Lake Tahoe. California 95731 :
2155 South Avenue (916) 541-0246

MEMORANDUM
August 15, 1984

To: The Governing Board
From: The Staff
Subiect: TTD Short Range Implementation Plan

The Tahoe Transportaticen District (TTD) is in the process of developing a
five-year, short-range transit program for the Tahoe Basin. This program is
consistent with the Transpertation Element of the Regional Plan which states
that the TTD is responsible for development of the program to be approved by the
TRPA Governing Board. This agenda item is an information session to discuss, as
of this date, the progress of this program.

JB:3if
. 8/15/84 'AGENDA ITEM V A.




TAHOE REGIONAL 1 LANNING AGENCY

. P.O. Bo: BBO9G
South Lake Tahoe,  "aiifornia 95731

2155 South Avenue (916)54?—0245

MEMORANDUM
August 14, 1984

The TRPA Governing Board
The Staff

Amendments to the Tahoe Basin Association of Governments (TBAG)
MOU to Exempt from the Allocation System T.ose Projects Approved
Prior to the adoption of the Amended Regioral Plan

Attached is a copy of the TBAG MOU and policy statemen:t with the new draft
language inserted as per the Governing Board's directicn (see page 2 of Exhibit
A). It should be noted that this policy attachment is currently under review by
the Advisory Planning Commission and that there are other proposed changes that
the Governing Board may review at a later date. Also, TH3AG is currently working
on the commercial portions of the allocation system that will have to be entered
into the MOU.

The Governing Board should be informed that the actual impiementation of the
allocation system is months off, due to the recent court iniunction. This will
give the Agency additional time to refine this system.

‘l' GWB:if
8/14/84 AGENDA ITEM V B.




MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
TAHOE BASIN ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
RESIDENTIAL ALLOCATION SYSTEM 1984-86

WHEREAS, the Tahoe Basin Association of Governments (hereinafter TBAG),
consisting of Douglas County, Nevada, Carson City, Nevada, Washoe County,
Nevada, Placer County, California, El Dorado County, California, and the City of
South Lake Tahoe, California are delegated the authority by the Tahoe Regional
Planning Agency to adopt an allocation system for residential units for the
years 1984 to 1986 in a manner congistent with the Regional Plan;

AND WHEREAS, TBAG has met jointly and arrived at a system for allocating
said residential units in a manner that is fair and equitable and consistent
with the requirements of the Bi-State Compact and the Regional Plan, as amended;

AND WHEREAS, it is necessary to adopt a memorandum of understanding between
the various government entities composing TBAG and the Tahoe Regional Planning
Agency to effectuate that agreement;

IT I5 THEREFORE MUTALLY AGREED BETWEEN THE MEMBERS OF THE TAHOE BASIN
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS AND THE TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY AS FOLLOWS:

1. The following numbers of the estimated existing undeveloped lots as
1981, lawfully subdivided, single family lots exist within each of the member
jurisdictions of TBAG:

&a. Washoe County -~ 2951 (15%)

b. Douglas County - 1204 {6%)

¢. El Dorado County - 7236 (37%)

d. Placer County - 4142 (22%)

e. City of South Lake Tahoe - 3806 (20%)

Total: 19,339 (100%)

2. The Regional Plan, as amended, allows 1,800 residential permits to be
allocated for use by all TBAG members during the period from Jan 1, 1984 to
December 31, 1986. The most equitable way to divide such allocations among the
various members is in proportion to the percentage of existing lots within those
jurisdictions. Therefore, the maximum number of allocations available for use
in each jurisdiction for 1984~1986, inclusive, is as follows:

a. Washoe County - 270

b. Douglas County - 108

c. E]l Dorado County/City - 1026
d. Placer County -~ 396




3. Each jurisdiction may choose to distribute its allocations, either
singly or in combination with another Jurisdiction in the manner deemed most ‘
appropriate or feasible by the government bodies of such jurisdictions provided
it is consistent with TRPA Plan, regulations, and ordinances. Provigded,
however, that in no event shall any jurisdiction exceed its maximum allocation
except as otherwise specified herein. Provided further that each jurisdiction
shall report in writing at least annually to the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency
the method used and number of allocations distributed within that year.

4. Given the limitations upon sewer capacity which presently, and for the
foreseeable future, limit residential development within the City of South Lake
Tahoe and the County of El Dorado, it is feasible and appropriate for those
jurisdictions to establish a bank of residential allocations which can be
utilized by other members of TBAG should demand within their jurisdictions for

- residential allocations exceed the maximum available under this Memorandum of
Understanding. The City of South Lake Tahoe and El Dorado County will therefore
contribute 70 residential allocations per year to a bank for use by any other
member of TBAG in proportion to the percentage of undeveloped lots within its
jurisdiction., No member may utilize more than its agreed percentage without the
convening of a meeting of TBAG to authorize any such additional allocation use.

In the event that, due to sewer capacity limitations, either the City of
South Lake Tahoe or El Dorado County or both will not utilize their maximum
available residential allocations within any given year or years, those alloca-
tions may also be added to the bank should demand exist therefore in other
jurisdictions, with the concurrence of the City and/or County. BAny allocation-
contributed to the bank shall be repaid by TBAG members in subsequent vears as
the needs of the City of South Lake Tahoe and El Dorado County require and as
permitted by the TRPA plan, regulations and ordinances. The City shall advise
TRPA, in writing, at least annually as to the status of the bank and any use of
allocations thereunder. . '

5. TBAG shall meet at least annually during the period 1984 to 1986 to
review the status of the residential allocation program and what modifications,
if any, are necessary or appropriate. This agreement may be terminated by any
party hereto on a 180 day written notice to the other parties and shall automat-~
ically terminate on January lst of each year unless extended by the parties.

6. Transfers of individual allocations from one jurisdiction to another
may be allowed, but only upon the approval of such transfers by both involved
Jurisdictions and the TRPA. Any such transfers shall be autherized by local
jurisdictions only where the result of such transfer is to move an allocation
from a parcel deemed not suitable for development under present TRPA regulations
to a parcel deemed suitable for development under such regulations.

7. For purposes of this memorandum of understanding, a residential
allocation shall be defined as an authorization to process and seek from local
government and TRPA, approval for the construction of a residential dwelling
unit, or combination of residential dwelling units, on or after January 1, 1984,
Any approval{s) shall be processed in accordance with the TRPA policy statement
attached hereto as Exhibit A or any successor documents thereto.




8. TBAG shall meet subsequently to determine the method to be utilized to
allocate commercial projects when the status of certain major projects and the
TRPA code of ordinances has been clarified.

Placer County

Washoe County

Date

Douglas County

City of South Lake Tahoe

City of Carson City

El Dorade County

Tahce Regional Planning Agency

el el 8 A0




EXHIBIT A
TRPA POLICY ON THE REGULATION OF

ALLOCATIONS UNTIL THE ADOPTION
OF THE TRPA CODE OF ORDINANCES

ALLOCATION OF REMAINING DEVELOPMENT CAPACITY: fThe Regional Plan establishes a
linkage between the rate of new development and timing of remedial measures.
The allocation of the key elements of residential and commercial development
over the twenty year regional plan capital improvement program will insure that
development will not out pace the remedial measures. Since the pre-1984 TRPA
ordinances do not address allocatjons, this Policy Document will represent the
Agency's interpretation of the adopted Goals and Policies Plan in regards to
allocation until the adoption of the TRPA Code.

I. Residential Allocation Quotas: The Agency or its designee shall allocate
the remaining development capacity based on the following limitations:

A. Residential Unit Defined: One (1) room or groups of two (2) or more
rooms containing one (1) or more bedrooms, with not more than one
(1) kitchen, designed to be occupied permanently as an independent
housekeeping unit by one (1) family or one (1) collective housechold
with facilities for 1living, cooking, sleeping and eating., This
definition includes a single family residence or an individual
residential unit within a larger building, such as an apartment
building, a duplex or a condominuium, as well as a mobile or modular
heme,

Residential Quotas: Applies to all residential units defined above.

1. A maximum of 1,800 new permits for residential units may be
authorized to be issued in the three year period following the
adoption of the Regional Goals and Policies Plan. At the end
of this three year period the Agency will establish further
allocations.

Within the limitations of (a) above, tlie following provisions
apply to lands mapped as land capabilitj districts 1-3. On or
after August 1, 1985, applications for iingle family dwellings
in land capability level 3 may be acce]ted for processing, up
to 75 lots in Nevada and 25 lots in Cailifornia which may be
approved for construction to commence afteyr May 1, 1986. ©On or
after August 1, 1986, applications for single family dwellings
on lots mapped in land capabilities 1-3 may be accepted for
processing, up to 75 lots in Nevada an¢ 25 in California which
may be approved for construction to coyﬁence after May 1, 1987.
This same procedure will apply to up <o 75 lots in Nevada and
25 lots in California which may be accepted on or after August
1, 1987 and approved for construction to commence after May 1,
1988. .




Applicability of Quota Allocations: No person shall construct or
convert a project or activity within the region which creates a new
regidential unit(s) or new commercial floor area without receiving an
allocation and Agency approval as required by this Code.

A, Residential: Except as otherwise provided in this subset, a
residential unit is considered "new"” for purposes of this alloca-
tion system if it is to be created pursuant to a TRPA approval or
finding of exemption when the date of such action is after
January 1, 1984. The following are not "new" residential units
for purposes of this subset:

New Language .
Underscored 1. The reconstruction or replacement on the same property of a
residential unit(s) existing on January 1, 1984.

The reconstruction or replacement on the same property of a
residential unit(s) which was allocated and approved pur-
suant to this Code.

Additions and accessory uses to existing residential struc-
tures that do not create addition residential dwelling
units.

The reconstruction or relocation of a residential unit(s)
existing as of January 1, 1984 pursuant to a TRPA redevelop-

ment plan.

The relocation of existing residential unit(s) which existed
on January 1, 1984 through an Agency approved transfer.

Construction of a residential unit(s) specifically exempted
from this section by Ordinance 84-1, an Ordinance adopting
the Regional Plan, or as amended.

Inapplicability of Quota Allocations:

A, Exceptions: The limitations upon issuance of allocations and
approvals for new residential units under Section I above do not
apply to:

1. A building permit for use that does not constitute a "new
residential unit" within the meaning of Section I above.

The limitations upon development set forth in Section I of
this Policy do not apply to commercial, tourist accommoda-
tion uses, public service uses, recreation uses, resource
management uses and other uses determined by the Governing
Body not to be residential in nature. Accessory uses to the
above deemed residential shall be subject to the Section I
limitations.




Determination of Applicability or Adversity: With respect ta any
requirement in this Policy that a use of activity is subject to the
quota limits or does not result in any increase in development
potential or present or potential land coverage or density and not
have an adverse impact upon the health, safety, general welfare or
environment of the region, a determination or finding of compliance
therewith shall be made by the executive officer. an appeal from
the decision of the executive officer may be made by an aggrieved
party by lodging with the Agency a written notice of appeal pursuant
to the rules and regqulations of this Agency.

Administration of Allocations:

A.

Date of Allocation: The date of issuance of an allocation for a new
residential unit shall establish the year to which the permit permit
is allocated for purposes of compliance with Section 1I. Permits
issued in excess of the limitations of Section I shall be revoked,

Issuance of Allocations: The allocating authority through an
approved allocation system shall issue written notices of alloca-
tion. This notice shall fully disclose the nature of the allocation
and the limitations of the allocation. The date of such notice
shall be considered the date of issuance of such an allocation.

Limitations: The following limitations shall apply to residential
allocations within the Region:

1. The allocation allows an applicant to apply to all necessary
permit issuing authorities for a project not to exceed the
limits of the allocation.

The right to apply for permit granted by the allocation shall
not exceed three years from the date of issuance.

The allocation does not constitute action on the subject
activity or project; however, final action on the subject
activity or project when it does occur must be within the 3
year time limit. Also the applicant desiring reconsideration
must reapply within the three year time limit, or be subject to
2 new allocation.

4. Allocations are to be issued only to specific properties for
which a residential use is permitted.

Transfer of Allocations: The transfer of an allocation is prohibited

except for the transfer of an allocation to construct one single family
residence.

A,

Transfer of a Single Family Residence Allocation: The transfer of

an allocation may be permitted by the Agency if the following
criteria are met:

1. The transfer is limited to the right to apply for the construc-
tion of one single family residence.




The transfer is from a lot or parcel of record which is deter-
mined to be land capability 1-3 (includes Stream Environmen
Zones) or failing under the evaluation system. '

The transfer is to a lot or parcel determined by the TRPA not
to be in land capability 1-3 (includes Stream Environment
Zones) .

The area to receive the transfer is determined to meet the
basic development standards of the evaluation system.

The lot or parcel to receive the transfer is designated resi-
dential.

The lot or parcel from which the transfer is made is retired as
required by Section VIII,

The land coverage permitted on the receiving parcel shall not
exceed that which was permitted prior to the transfer.

8. All affected jurisdictions must approve the transfer.

Limitations of Transferred Allocation: BAn allocation subject to
transfer shall continue to have the limitations set forth in Section
IV.C. except that the applicable property description shall be so
modified, The subject transfer shall not be considered a ‘"new"
allocation and shall continue to count against the jurisdiction to
which it was originally issued.

Reservation of Allocations for Residential Redirection: The alloca-
ting authority should reserve capacity for residential redirection.
For the purpcses of this subsection, residential redirection will
include such Agency approved projects as redevelopment plans,
transfer of development rights and affordable or government assisted
housing.

Allocations for Residential Development on Land Capability 1-3:
Allocation for developments which create new land coverage in land
capability 1-3 may only be issued to undeveloped lots or parcels for
which a single family residence is a permitted use. Aallocations may
be issued to all undeveloped lots or parcels for which a single
family residence is a permitted use. Lots or parcels deemed
ineligible for approval may retain their allocation subject to the
limits of Section IV, C. for purposes of TDR or reevalnation if
evaluation criteria is revised.

vI. Allocation Authority:

A.

Responsibility for Enforcement: Wwithout limitation upon the author-

ity of the Agency to enforce the provisions of this Policy, each
city, and county shall enforce this Policy with respect to the
portion of the region within its jurisdiction.




Delegation of Authority: The Agency may contract through a memo of
understanding (MOU} with the Tahoe Basin Association of Governments
(TBAG) to administer the allocation system. The subject MOU should
be reconsidered annually by TBAG and the Agency. The MOU must
include the responsibilities of all involved parties, methods of
allocations, and monitoring procedures proposed to implement the
requirements of this Policy and The Regional Goals and Policies Plan.
Specific allocations within the limits of this section shall be the
responsibility of TBAG.

Allocation by the Agency: If the requirements of Section VI.B.
cannot be satisfied, the Agency will implement the allocation
system.

Monitoring and Reevaluation by Agency:

A. Monitoring: This Agency shall monitor the actions and reports of
each city and county relating to this Policy. Failure by a city or
county to comply with the provisions of this Policy shall 'be cause
for the Agency to suspend or declare void any permit or other action
by a city or county that violates the provisions of this Policy.

Notice: The issuing jurisdiction shall notify the TRPA, in writing,
within 30 days of the issuance of an allocation. This notice shall
include the nature of the allocation, limitations of the allocation,
and to whom issued. o

Retirement of lLots or Parcels: Retirement of lots or parcels for pur-
poses set forth in this Policy shall require the following prior to
issuance of any permit relying on such retirement.

A, All future development potential must be eliminated from the lot or
parcel to be retired;

All existing development and land coverage must be removed and the
property restored to natural conditions as feasible;

All bonds must be retired, all taxes, fees, and liens paid;

Future maintenance of the property insured; and

The first four conditions must certified and documented through
proper legal mechanisms. Lots or parcels which remain in private
ownership must have the appropriate recorded deed restrictions that
would be evident in a title search.




TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY

’ P.O. Box 8896
South Lake Tahoe, California 95731

2155 South Avenue (916) 541-0246

MEMORANDUM

August 14, 1984

TRPA Governing Board
Agency Staff

Approval of Chapters 5 and €& of the Code of Ordinances
For Drafting Purposes

The APC and Resource Management Subcommittee of the Governing Board have
completed their review of Chapters 5 and 6 of the Code of Ordinances. The
Governing Board Subcommittee drafts of these chapters are now ready for
consideration by the full Board.

The staff recommends that the Board discuss each of the chapters, recommend
any changes, and then vote for approval of the chapters. A positive vote
would indicate preliminary approval of these chapters. This preliminary
approval will clear the way for legal counsel to prepare final drafts of
these chapters. Once all 9 chapters have been given preliminary approval
and final drafts prepared by legal counsel, the entire Code will again come
before the Board for public hearings and final action.
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CHAPTER 5

5.00.00.0 GRADING PROVISIONS:

5.00.01.0 General Explanation: Soil within the Lake Tahoe Basin is an
integral part of the structure and function of the natural
ecosystem. The disturbance of soil allows the possibility
of erosion and the degradation of water quality in the
region. Proper techniques and constraints can minimize the
impacts of grading. Grading activities, except as set forth
under Section 1.07.00.0, shall require an Agency permit and
be reviewed against the following criteria:

5.01.00.0 SPECIAL INFORMATION REPORT REQUIREMENTS: Applicants for grading
permits shall submit a complete application to the Agency pursuant to
the Rules and Regulations of Practice and Procedure.

5.01.01.0 Regquired Investigations, Reports, and Plans:

5.01.01.1 General Requirements of Subsurface Investigations:
If a subsurface scil and geological report is
required pursuant to Subset 5.01.01.2, subsurface
investigations shall be performed, by a qualified
expert, throughout the area to sufficiently
describe the existing conditions.

5.01.01.2 Specific Requirements of Subsurface Investiga~
tions: Subsurface investigations shall be con-
ducted, and a subsurface soil and geological
report prepared, where stability may be lessened
by the proposed grading or filling or when such
grading or filling will be performed at any of the
following locations:

Fault zcones;

Contact zones between two or more geologic
formations;

Zones of trapped water or high water table;
Where bodies of intrusive materials (rocks,
boulders, etc.) are prevalent;

Historic landslides or where the topography
is indicative of prehistoric landslides;
Adversely sloped bedding planes, short-range
folding areas, overturned folds, fractures
and other geclogic formations of similar
importance;

Where a fill slope is to be placed above a
cut slope;




Proposed or existing cuts exceeding twenty
(20) feet in height, unless in competent
rock;

Proposed or existing fills exceeding twenty
(20) feet in height;

Where fills are to be placed on existing
slopes steeper than sixteen percent (16%);
Wherever groundwater from either the grading
project or adjoining properties is likely to
substantially reduce the subsurface stabil~
ity;

In areas showing characteristics of seeped
soils or within areas of water influence; or
Where grading is proposed in the vicinity of
historic sites (refer to Section 5.07.00.0)
as identified by Agency maps or in other
locations where ojects of antiquity could be
located.

5.01.01.3 Revegetation and Slope Stabilization:

Plan Required: The applicant shall submit a
slope stabilization and revegetation plan
which shall include a complete description of
the existing vegetation, the vegetation to be
removed and its disposal, the vegetation to
be planted, erosion control, percentage of
compaction, and slope stabilization measures
to be installed. The plan shall include an
analysis of the environmental effects of such
operations, including the effects on slope
stability, soil erosion, water quality, and
fish and wildlife.

Submittal of Plan: The revegetation and
slope stabilization plan in a, above, shall
be submitted with the other required infor-
mation reports unless the revegetation plan
is a part of an application for clearing of
vegetation which ‘does not include or con-
template grading or filling.

5.01.01.4 Additional Investigations and Reports: When re-
quested by the Agency, the applicant shall procure
and furnish at his own expense additional engine-~
ering, geologic and ownership reports, plans or
surveys and other material necessary to determine
and evaluate site conditions and the effect of the
proposed work on abutting properties, public ways
and public welfare and safety within the purposes
of this ordinance,




. 5.02.00.0 INSPECTIONS

5.02.01.0 Work Subject to Inspection: All construction or work for
which a permit or other Agency review is required shall be
subject to inspections at any time by the Agency.

5.02.02.0 Required Inspections:

a. Prior to any grading activity commencing, a pregrading
inspection by Agency staff shall be required at which
time all temporary erosion control and vegetation pro-
tection and construction site boundary fencing shall be
in place.

An inspection by Agency staff shall be required to
assure that installation of permanent mechanical
erosion control devices, drainage improvements and
revegetation be accomplished as soon as feasible after
the start of construction.

Upon completion of all construction activities and
prior to release of securities, a final site inspection
by Agency staff shall be required at which time all
improvements and revegetation shown on the final con-
struction drawings approved by the Agency shall be
properly installed and all conditions of approval
satisfied.

. 5.03.00.0 CONSTRUCTION/INSPECTION SCHEDULE: The construction/inspection sched-
: ule that may be required for any project or activity pursuant to
Section 1.15.00,0 shall require information for purposes of establish-
ing an appropriate sequence for installation of permanent and tempor-
aW age_improvements and revegetation
consigtent .with the final construction drawings approved by the
Agency. Said schedule is also for the purpose of assuring compliance
with the seasonal and weather limitations on grading activities set
forth in Subsection 5.05.01.0. In no instance shall a construc-
tion/inspection schedule be approved by Agency staff which does not
require project completion within three years from the date construc-
tion commences. Proposed construction/inspection schedules which
exceed the three year limitation must be approved by the Governing
Board. The construction/inspection schedule shall also insure that
permanent erosion control, drainage improvements, and revegetation,
as necessary to stabilize the site pursuant to BMP's, are in place
prior to completion of the foundation {or other similar phase of
construction applicable to other types of projects or activities] or
October 15, whichever comes first. The following are those informa-
tion items that may be reguired pursuant to this Section:

a. When installation of temporary erosion control, and vegetation
protection and construction site boundary fencing will occur:

b. When construction will start:

C. When all disturbed areas will be stabilized;

d. When initial grading will be completed;

e, When all construction slash and debris will be removed;

f. When driveways, parking areas and other paved surfaces will be
paved
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When installation of permanent mechanical erosion control devices
will occur;

When installation of permanent drainage improvements will occur;
When revegetation will occur;

When construction will be completed;

When the site will be winterized, if appropriate; and

Other information deemed necessary by Agency staff to assure
compliance with the purpose of this Section as stated above.

The number of information items to be addressed pursuant to the
requirements of a construction/inspection schedule may vary depending
upon the scale, type, and duration of the proposed project or activ-
ity.

5.04.00.0 WINTERIZATION: All construction sites shall be winterized by October
15, in the following manner:

a. Sites that will remain inactive between October 15 and May 1
shall contain erosion and drainage improvements ‘necessary to
prevent discharge from the construction site, including but not
limited to:

(1) Installation of temporary erosion controls;

(2) Installation of temporary vegetation protection fencing;

(3) Stablization of all disturbed areas;

(4) Clean-up and removal of all on-site construction slash and
debris;

(5) Installation of mechanical stabilization and drainage
improvements where feasible; and

(6) Removal of all spoil piles from the site.

Sites that will remain active between October 15 and May 1 shall,
in addition to the requirements of Section 5.04.00.0(a), include:

(1) 1Installation of all permanent mechanical erosion control
devices including paving of all driveway and parking areas;

(2) Installation of all permanent drainage improvements; and

(3) All parking of vehicles and storage of building materials
shall be restricted to paved areas on site.

5.05.00.0 STANDARDS OF GRADING, FILLING AND CLEARING:

5.05.01.0 Seasonal Limitations:

5.05.01.1 Grading Seasons: Grading, filling, clearing of
vegetation or other disturbance of the scil may
not occur between October 15 and May 1 unless an
ﬁ,/ extension has been granted by the Agency pursuant
to Subset 5.05.01.2. Prior to the period of
October 15 to May 1, all construction sites ghall

be winterized per Section 5.04.00.0.
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5.05.01.2 Grading Extensjions: Approval may be granted by
the Agency to allow grading after October 15 when
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5.05,03.0

5.05.04.0

" the Agency finds that it is in the best interests
of the public health and safety, is for erosiocn
control purposes or otherwise for improvement of
water quality. The applicant must show that an
extension will not increase the risk of environ-
mental damage caused by the grading, filling or
clearing of vegetation. Grading may be permitted
to facilitate the construction of nearshore/
foreshore structures during periods of low water.

5.05.01.3 Prohibition of Grading During Inclement Weather:
Grading, filling, clearing of vegetation (which
disturbs soil) or other disturbance of the soil
are prohibited during inclement weather and for
the resulting period of time when the site is
covered with snow or is in a saturated, muddy or
unstable condition. This prohibition extends to
snow removal on unpaved constructicn sites.

Criteria for Grading, Filling and Clearing Operations: All

grading, filling and clearing activities, including the
construction and/or maintenance of unsurfaced roads whether
or not requiring a permit under this ordinance, shall be
designed to the maximum extent feasible to be consistent
with the Grading and Drainage Guidelines of the Agency and
with the standards of vegetation protection set forth in
Chapter 6.

Discharge Prohjibitions:

5.05.03.1 Direct Discharge: New point source discharges of
solid or liquid waste materials including soil,
silt, clay, sand or other organic or earthen
materials are prohibited within the Tahoe Basin
unless written approval is obtained from this
Agency.

5.05.03.2 Indirect Digcharge: Any materials susceptible to
erosion shall be controlled with discharge de-
vices.

5.05.03.3 Discharge Control Devices: Approved erosicn and
siltation control devices and measures shall be
required for all grading, filling, and clearing
operations. .Control devices and measures which
may be required include, but are not limited to,
approved temporary and permanent erosion and
sedimentation control devices and facilities and
measures as depicted in the Handbook of Best
Management Practices.

Dust Control: Dust control methods shall be required for

any activity creating substantial quantities of dust.




5.05.05.0 Disposal of Earthen Materials: Earthen material excavated
during coperations hereunder shall be disposed of in a manner
approved by the Agency. These may include:

a. Stockpiling all or some of the top soil on the site for
use on areas to be revegetated.

b. Disposal of the material at a location approved by the
Agency.

5.05.06.0 Cuts, Fills, Setbacks: The Agency's Design Review Guide-
lines shall include provisions for:

Maximum cut slope; if/e«\‘ / A 4 A 4/‘1/

Stabllity of slope material;

Maximum £ill slope; “n “Jt 04 /
Appropriate type of f£ill material; “SK
Borrowing of £ill material; /
Fill compaction requirements;

Appropriate moisture content of compacted fill; and
Appropriate preoperty line setbacks from cutslopes.

5.06.00.0 VEGETATION PROTECTION:

5.06.01.0 Restriction of Vehicles to Graded Areas: There shall be no
excavation on the site before the Agency has approved the
location of the stake-out of the drives, parking sites,
building sites and other areas to be graded or filled.
Construction equipment shall be limited to the area speci-
fied in the final plans to be graded according to the
approved plans. No vehicles of any kind shall pass over
areas outside of the construction site boundary.

r

5.06,02.0 Tree Buffer Zone: No grading or operation of heavy equip-
ment shall take place within the area bounded by the drip
line of any tree or off the property. This does not apply
to those trees which have been approved for removal by the
Agency.

5.06.03.0 Prégective Barriers: During construction the permittee
shcll install and maintain appropriate barriers around all
nat¢ve vegetation proposed for retention pursuant to Section
6.(5.00.0.

5.07.00.0 OBJECTS OF ANTIQUITY:

5.07.01.0 PrShibition of Grading: No grading, filling, clearing of
v igetation, operation of equipment or disturbance of the
£2il shall take place in areas where any historic or pre-
historic ruins or monuments or objects of antiquity are
, present or could be damaged by grading except in accordance
“with an approved recovery plan. The grading plan shall
'indicate all such areas on the site and shall indicate the
_ measures that will be taken to protect these areas.




5.07.02.0 Discovery of Antiquities: Whenever during excavation any
historic or prehistoric ruins or monuments or objects of
antiquity not previously accounted for in the grading plan
are uncovered or become apparent, all work in the immediate
area shall cease until the Agency, in cooperation with other
local wunits of government, determines that appropriate
precautions have been taken to preserve the historiec arti-
facts. The Historical Sites Map will be amended as often as
necessary to reflect the discovery of any new historical
sites.
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v
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6.00.00.0

6.01.00.0

CHAPTER 6

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PROVISIONS:

6.00.01.0 General Explanation: The purpose of thisg chapter is to set
forth standards and guidelines for the management and
protection of vegetation, wildlife, and fisheries. Such
standards shall apply to the review of all projects and to
existing development and uses when remedial actions are
determined to be necessary.

TREE REMOVAL: Proper management of the Basin's forest resources will

improve forest health in the region. Management will enhance species
and structural diversity where lacking at this time, thereby lessening
the chance of devastating insect and disease outbreaks while providing
more favorable conditions to support abundant and diverse populations
of wildlife.

In order to provide for diversity and long term health, all components
of the forest must be managed. Included as components are snags and
fallen logs, understory shrubs, forbs and grasses, as well as trees of
all ages from seedlings to those that are overmature. Since much of
the forest in the Basin is composed of trees that are mature or are
approaching maturity, greater emphasis should be placed upon the
establishment and protection of small trees. This emphasis is espe-
cially important where the ground and vegetation are subjected to
substantial disturbance by human activities. Protection of small
trees 1is expected to be fulfilled through vegetation protection
measures outlined in this chapter including open space protection,
landscaping, and revegetation requirements.

Trees 6 inches dbh and larger may be removed from the forest for the
purposes described in this chapter provided that the standards of

performance also described herein are followed.

6.01.01.0 General Performance Standards:

a. The cutting, moving, removing, killing, or materially
damaging of live trees, the removal of disease infested
and harzardous trees, and the attachment of appurten-
ances to trees shall be in compliance with the terms of
this Section, and permits shall be granted or denied in
conformity with the provisions of this Section. al1l
such tree cutting shall alsc conform to the provisions
of all other applicable sections of the Agency ordin-
ance.

Existing trees and vegetation not approved for removal
shall be preserved and protected during tree removal
activity.

Tree removal within stream environment zones shall be
limited toc cutting diseased or hazardous trees or to
thinning needed to protect the health and vigor of




remaining trees or to improve fish or wildlife habitat
except as permitted under Subset 6.01.03.7.

Trees damaged during removal operations in urban areas
or developed sites shall be treated as necessary to
prevent future damage from insects or disease.

All tree removal sites shall be stabilirzed prior to,
during, and after operations so as to prevent erosion
from the site.

A qualified forester must determine, and the Agency
find, that all tree removal proposals on private,
state, federal or local government property are in
substantial compliance with the practices permitted
under Subsection 6.01,03.0.

Sites where significant numbers of trees are proposed
to be removed must have adequate restocking potential
such that reforestation is feasible as determined by
site characteristics of soil productivity, slope,
aspect, and precipitation. (See procedures for sub-
stantial tree removal, Subset 6.01.02.9.)

6.01.02.0 Minimum Standards for Tree Removal:

6.01.02.1 Management Practices: Techniques shall be encour-

aged that accgmplish the following cobjectives:

a. Restoration/expansion of stream environment
zones and riparian vegetation;

b. Improvement to the structural diversity of
vellow pine and red fir forests including the
protection and establishment of younger-aged
trees; ’

Enhancement of species diversity;

Provision for the enhancement/protection of
such minor tree species as incense cedar,
sugar pine, western white pine, mountain
hemlock, whitebark pine, and western juniper;
Protection cof sensitive lands;

Mipnimization of construction of new roads;
Revegetation of existing temporary roads;
Minimization of disturbance of stream envi-
ronment zones;

Utilization of existing openings or disturbed
areas as landings;

Provision for revegetation; and/or

Limited use of patch cuts and restricting the
size of patch cuts to less than 8 acres.

6.01.02.2 Cutting Practices:

a. Sufficient trees shall be reserved and left
uncut and undamaged to meet the standards
described herein under definition of minimum
acceptable stocking except where patch
cutting is necessary for regeneration harvest
or early successional stage management.




6.01.02.3

All trees to bhe cut are to be marked on bole
and stump with paint prior to Agency approv-
al. Trees to be removed or protected may be
designated by other means in situations
involving clear cuts or thinning of excep-
tionally dense thickets.

Damage to unmarked trees and residual vegeta-
tion shall be avoided and all trees shall be
felled in 1line with the skidding direction
wheraver possible.

All trees shall be limbed on three (3) sides
and topped prior to skidding.

Stumps shall be kept to a height of six (6)
inches or less on the side adjacent to the
highest ground, except where safety or
imbedded metal make this impractical.

Harvests within Stream Environment Zones: Harvest

within stream environment =zones is permitted to
allow for early successional stage vegetation
management, sanitaticn cuts, and fish and wildlife
habitat improvement projects when adverse impacts
can be minimized or avoided. At a minimum the
following standards shall apply:

A

All vehicles shall he restricted to areas
outside of the stream environment zones or to
existing roads within stream environment
zones except for vehicles used in over snow
tree removal,

Work within stream environment zones shall be
limited to times of the vyear when soil
conditions are dry and stahle or when snow
depth is adequate enough for over snow
removal without causing damage to seoil or
vegetation. (Refer to Subset 6.01.02.6.)
Felled trees and harvest debris shall be kept
out of all perennial and intermittent streams
and if deposited shall be removed immediate-
ly.

The traversing of perennial streams or other
wet areas shall be limited to improved cros-
sings meeting Best Management Practices or to
temporary bridge spans that can be removed
upon project completion or at the end of the
work seascon whichever is sooner. Any damage
or disturbance to the stream environment
associated with the crossing must be restored
within one vear of its removal. In no
instance shall any method requiring the
placing of rock and earthen material into the
stream or streambed be considered an improved
crossings except where such methods wilil
reduce the water quality impacts of an




existing stream crossing and the Governing
Body finds that the requirements of Goal #1,
Policy #7, of the Stream Environment Zone
Subelement of the Regional Plan are met.
Other temporary measures may be permitted for
dry stream crossings provided that impacts
can be adequately mitigated.

Special conditions shall apply to all tree
harvests within stream environment zones and
within the transition or edge zone adijoining
stream environment =zones as necessary to
protect instream values and habitat diver-
sity.

6.01.02,4 skidding:

a.

Ground skidding shall be limited to land
capability districts 4, 5, 6, and 7. Special
limitations shall apply to land capability 3
lands. Ground skidding is prohibited in land
capability districts la, 1b, 1lc and 2 except
as allowed by Subset 6.01.02.5.

No logging arches other than integral arch
equipment is permissible,

Best Management Practices shall be installed,
as required by this section and the Handbook
of Best Management Practices prior to season-
al shutdown for all skid trails, landings,
and other roads.

(1) Cross drains shall be spaced as follows:

Maximam Slope Distance in Feet
By Land Capability District

Gradient 5-7 3-4
Less than 10% 200 200
10 - 20% 150 10]
21 - 30% 90 50

(2) Cross drains chall be placed at such
lesser intervals as may be necessary to
prevent soil erosion caused by fire-
breaks, trails, or landings.
Construction of cross drains shall be
kept current with operations or at time
of seasonal shutdown, whichever is
sooner. Erosion control work including
the design and interval of cross drains,
shall be subject to approval of the
Agency.




6.01.02.5

Land Capability

Landing. areas shall be properly drained
in a manner to prevent soil crosion and
stream pollution,

Logs shall only be skidded endwise.

Skid trails shall be located so as to
protect residual stands through utili-
zation of natural openings and topo-
graphic characteristics. Every effort
shall be made to keep the number of skid
trails at a minimum and to restrict
their width to fifteen (15) feet or
less. Main skid trails will be flagged
in advance of felling operations and
subject to the approval of the Agency.

Removal Methods: The following tree removal

methods shall be the only methods that may be used
on lands located within the 1land capability
districts shown on the official Land Capability
Maps of the Agency.

District Removal Method

la, 1lc, 2

6.01.02.6

Aerial removal, hand carry
and use of existing roads in
conformance with Subset
6.01.02,.6. Over-the snow-
removal may be permitted on
occasions when suitable snow
conditions exist,

As permitted in District 1la
and cable skidding over snow.
End lining may be acceptable
when Site conditions are
suitable s0 as to avoid
adverse impacts to the soil
and vegetation,

As permitted in district 1la
and ground skidding with
special limitations.

As permitted in District 1b
and ground skidding as well as
other aceceptable methods for
removing felled trees from
approved project sites.

Logging Roads and Skid Trails: No road or skid

trail shall be constructed or otherwise created or
maintained other than in accordance with the
requirements of this section and the Handbook of
Best Management Practices. The construction of




]

new roads 1is discouraged and should only be
considered after all other alternatives have been
explored. Existing roads shall be used to the
greatest extent possible, Notwithstanding Subset
5.05.01.1, existing roads and landings may be
accessed in the winter to help prepare for over-
the-snow tree removal. Such preparation shall be
limited to packing of snow over the roadways as
necessary to obtain a firm snow base to allow
movement of logs and equipment without disturbance
ot the soil.

a. Standards: The requirements and standards
for design, grade, tree felling in right-of-
way, slash cleanup, width, and maintenance,
by road type as determined by the Agency
shall be as follows:

ROAD TYPE DESIGN

Permanent
Administrative
Reads

+*
Limited Use

*
Limited Use
Roads closed
after logging

Temporary Reoad
Tractor Roads
and Main Skid

Trails

Secondary Skid
Trail

*
Roads, cuts, and fills shall be stabilized in

Plans and
Specifications

Plans and
Specifications

Plans and
Specifications

Flag line

Flag line

None

10% with
occasional
15%

10% with
occasional
15%

20%

30%

30%

a manner approved by the Agency
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6.01.02.7

6.01.02.8

6.01.02,9

Slash Disposal: Slash shall be disposed of by the

following methods: s nwT Hr ,.,’:JJ Free [

a. Lop and scatter, pile .and burn ({consistent
with air quality subsection of this ordin-
ance), chipping, and haul away. All burns
shall be located beyond 50 feet of any stream
channel.

Cull logs and other material shall be dis-
posed of in a manner consistent with the
permit conditions.

Disposal operations shall be completed within
one year following project completion.

Restocking: Trees shall be planted and nurtured
elsewhere on the property if deemed appropriate
for proper stocking levels. The appropriate size
of the replacement trees, species and location for
planting shall be determined by a qualified
forester.

Substantial Tree Removal; Tree removals deter-

mined to be substantial (generally five acres or
more in size) shall be reviewed in the following
manner:

a. All public and private tree harvests shall be
initially reviewed by the appropriate state
and federal agencies in coordination with the
Agency.

Review on Private lLands.

(1) Harvest ©plan written by registered
professional forester or other profes-
sional forester;

Harvest proposal submitted to the
Agency;
Agency Review:

i. Pre-approval field review;
ii. Pre-harvest field review; and
iii. Post~-harvest review.

Review on Public Lands.

(1} U. 8. Forest Service administered iands:

i. Coordination with the Agency at the
initial planning stages;
it. Environmental assessment, review,
and a finding that the proposal is
in conformance with all applicable
provisions of the ordinance; and
iii. Agency monitoring and evaluation.




(2} Other Public Lands:

i. Same as applicable to private land
review,

6.01.03.0 Acceptable Cause for Tree Removal:

6.01.03.1

6.01.03.2

6.01.03.3

Hazardous Tree Removal: To protect lives and

property, trees certified by a qualified forester
to be hazardous to property or pecple may be
removed upon approval by the Agency. Other
vegetation must be protected during removal
operations to prevent their injury.

Dead, Dying, or Diseased Tree Removal: To enhance

forest health, trees certified by a qualified
forester to be dead, dying or diseased may be
removed following approval by the Agency. (See
also Subset 6.08.01.4.) Insect-infested wood must
pe disposed of or treated as appropriate and
specificed by a qualified forester.

Tree Removal for Enhancement of Forest Health and

Diversity: Tree removal may be permitted where

the species or structural diversity of an area is
unacceptable. The determination of when and where
tree removal to enhance forest health and diver-
sity is appropriate shall be guided by the fol-
lowing criteria:

a. A management plan must be prepared to demon-
strate the need for the project and the means
of accomplishing specific chijectives.

(1) If improvement to forest health is the
objective, removal of trees must not
exceed minimum stocking levels as
determined by a qualified forester
If improvement to structural diversity
is the objective, removal of trees must
be linked to a reforestation program
that provides for the establishment of
younger aged trees.
1f improvement to species diversity is
the objective, removal of trees must be
linked to a reforestation program that
provides for the establishment of native
species other than the local dominant.
On lots of five acres or less in size,
the tree removal permit may suffice as
the management plan.
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The site proposed for tree removal for forest
diversity must be within a contiguous area of
at least 5 acres in which a single tree
species of similar age «class dominates.
There is no minimum acreage when removing
trees for forest health or for successional
management of stream environment zones.

6.01.03.4 Tree Removal for Solar Access: Removal of healthy
trees to maximize efficiency of Solar Energy
Systems.

a. The Agency, upon receipt of a written report
from an individual competent in the disci-
pline of solar design may issue a permit to
allow the removal of healthy trees that
unreascnably impede the operation of a solar
energy system.

The solar energy system shall be properly
located so as to minimize the need for tree
removal. :

The number of healthy trees that may be
removed shall be the minimum necessary to
remove the impediment.

The only trees that shall be considered for
removal for an active or passive solar energy
system are those that lie generally south of
the proposed solar collector and are in the
sun's path between an 18% vertical angle
measured from the base of the solar collector
and a 70° vertical angle from the same base
measurement. Trees on adjacent properties
may be removed provided a contractural
agreement is signed by the affected parties
to allow for such removal. Tree removal may
be subject to replacement elsewhere on the
property.

6.01.03.5 sSki Area and Right-of-Way Tree Removal:

a. The following standards apply to ski areas,
utility and public right-of-ways.

(1) The expansion of ski areas, including
but not limited to, the widening of runs
and the addition and/or replacement of
1ifts shall be in accordance with this
Ordinance and other applicable Agency
regulations. Only the minimum number of
trees shall be removed consistent with
the safe operation of the ski area.

The removal of trees within utility ana
public right-cof-ways may be allowed when
the Agency determines that said removal




is for the public health and safety.
When an emergency exists, immediately
threatening the public health and safety
with a tree~related incident, the
utility or public agency may remove the
tree or trees, advising the Agency of
the action upon the next business day.
At that time the Agency may set forth
conditions in approving the removal.

6.01.03.6 Cutting and Cultivation of Christmas Trees: To
allow for the continuance of existing Christmas
tree cultivation operations, such operations, when
certified by a qualified forester to be utilizing
proper silvicultural methods, may continue upon
approval by the Agency. New Christmas tree Ffarm
operations may be permitted when found to be in
compliance with other applicable BAgency requla-
tions.

6.01.03.7 Tree Removal For Development: Trees may be
remcoved in conjunction with a valid Agency devel-
opment permit from within the building envelope
and lrom within a distance six feet outside of the
foundation edge. All trees to be removed must be
depicted on an approved site plan.

6.01.03.8 Tree Removal During Emergency Fire Suppression
Activities: Trees may be removed when an emer—
gency fire suppression need exists as determined
by the local, state or federal fire suppression
agency involved in a fire suppression effort.

5.01.03.9 Tree Removal to Enhance Scenic Viewpoints from
Public Roadways: Trees may be selectively removed
to enhance scenic viewpoints from approved scenic
turnouts located on highway public right-of-ways
and other public lands immediately adjacent to
highway corridors. Such tree removal shall be
consistent with the provisions of a long term
management program for the turnout facility.

6.01.04.0 Commercial Tree Removal: Trees may be removed as a commer-
cial enterprise pursuant to the tree removal practices of
Subsection 6.01.03.0,

6.02.00,0 PRESCRIBED BURNING PROGRAMS :

6.02.01.0 Information Report: All applicants shall file a prescribed
burning plan with the Agency. The information t& be in-
cluded in the plan will be specified by Agency staff,




6.03.00.
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6.02.02.0 Lands Suitable for Prescribed Burning: Prescribed burning

activities shall be limited to lands deemed suitable in
writing by the responsible public fire protection agency.

6.02.03.0 Purpose of Prescribed Burn: Prescribed burning shall be

limited to the following practices:

a. Seral stage management;

b. Slash disposal;

C. Fuels management;

a. Wildlife habitat management; or
e. Silviculture.

6.02.04.0 Scope and Timing: The scope and timing of prescribed

burning shall be consistent with other provisions of this
ordinance. (Refer to Section 8.05,00.0.) Prescribed burning
shall be conducted utilizing state of the art practices so
as to minimize the risk of wildfire, excessive smoke, and to
meet the goals of the prescription.

O LIVESTOCK GRAZING: Grazing of livestock in the Lake Tahoe Basin shall

be a regulated use as necessary to control erosion and pellution and
to minimize destruction of vegetation and interference with normal
wildlife activities. Standards for the grazing of livestock shall be
as follows:

el

Livestock are allowed on the site only when the soil is firm
enough to prevent trampling damage to soil and vegetation.
Livestock shall not be allowed in areas where sensitive plant
species could be jeopordized.

Range improvements shall not interfere with migration routes of
deer and other wildlife.

The applicant shall provide sufficient information to determine
the proper forage carrying capacity and then shall not exceed
that number.

Livestock use shall not conflict with the attainment of water
quality standards,

Livestock confinement facilities shall be in conformance with BMP
XII-A.

All existing livestock confinement facilities which are not in
conformance with BMP VII-A shall be brought into conformance
within five years from the date of this Regional Plan.

ILivestock shall be restricted from the banks of streams in areas
where there is an identified erosion or water quality problem.

6.04.00.0 REMEDTAL VEGETATION MANAGEMENT: The Agency may require the prepara-
tion of remedial vegetation management plans when it is found that
there is a need for vegetation marnagement within identified areas to
achieve environmental thresholds for vegetation.




6.04.01.0 Problem Identification: During phase I of plan implementa-
tion, the TRPA and the respective state forestry departments
will identify areas where remedial management of vegetation
is necessary for the purposes of improving plant diversity
or maintaining forest health. The minimum size of an area
to be considered for remedial action is 5 acres.

6.04.02.0 Preparation of Management Plans: Upon request by the
Agency, management plans will be prepared by the land owners
of areas identified for remedial management in cooperation
with the Agency and the state forestry departments.

©.04.02.1 Plan Content: Remedial management plans shall
contain at a minimum, the following information:

a. Purpose of management plan including list of
objectives;
Description of existing vegetation including
the abundance, distribution, and age class of
all major tree species;
Remedial measures necessary to achieve stated
objectives including details of harvest and
revegetation plans; and
Implementation schedule including a monitor-
ing program to report progress on reestab-
lishment of vegetation.

6.04.03.0 Compliance:

6.04.03.1 Voluntary Compliance: Individuals, neighborhoods,
homeowners associations, and others are encouraged
to submit remedial vegetation plans at any time
regardless of whether the area of interest has
been identified by the Agency for remedial manage=
ment.

6.04.03.2 Procedural Compliance: Requests by the Agency to
cause the preparation of remedial management plans
for specified areas shall follow the procedures
for the abatement of a nuisance set forth in
Subsection 1.16.02.0.

6.05.00.0 VEGETATION PROTECTION: The preservation of vegetation is necessary to
help maintain the significant scenic, recreational, educational,
scientific, and natural values of the region. The standards for the
preservation/management of vegetation contained herein are necessary
to provide for that purpose.

6.05.01.0 Project Design: The siting and design of a project shall
provide for the maximum protection of existing vegetation
and require a plan for revegetation of existing disturbed
sites within the affected parcel.




©.05.02.0 During Construction: The contractor and the praoperty owner
shall be responsible to insure maximum protection of all
vegetation on the project site except where disturbance is
otherwise allowed by the Agency.

6.05.02.1 General Provisions for the Protection of Vegeta-
tion:

a. Vegetation may not be disturbed, injured, or
removed without approval by the Agency.

b. All trees, major roots, and other vegetation
not specifically designated and approved for
removal shall be protected,

Construction eguipment and associated activi-
ty shall be limited tc designated areas and
approved access ways.

Prior to Agency approval, equipment of a size
and type that, under prevailing site condi-
tions, will do the least amount of damage to
the environment may be specified.

No slash, trees cut for the project, up-
rooted stumps, or other vegetative debris may
remain on the site after final foundation
inspection except bucked and stacked firewood
in designated areas. Any remaining stumps
must be cut within 6 inches of the ground on
the uphill side of trees.

Revegetation in accordance with an approved
revegetation plan and other applicable
provisions of Agency ordinances shall be
required for all disturbed areas outside of
the building footprint and approved access.
Removal of trees and other materials in
conjunction with an approved project shall be
accomplished in the fashion least damaging to
the environment.

6.05.02.2 Minimum Standards for Vegetation Protection:

a. Construction egquipment and materials shall be
restricted to designated roads and as other~
wise permitted under other applicable provi-
sions of Agency ordinances.

Landscaping involving the removal of existing
native vegetation shall generally be prohi-
bited except as otherwise permitted under
Section 6.06.00.0 of this ordinance and for
purposes of remedial erosion control.

A plan to treat trees found on the parcel may
be required in conjunction with other project
permit requirements. Initial review of
whether a plan may be necessary shall be
accomplished as part of project review. At a
minimum, the plan shall include the follow-
ing:




(1) TIdentification and treatment provisions
for diseased or insect infested trees;
{(2) Identification and removal provisions
for hazardous trees; and
(3) Provisions for optimum stocking levels
of trees including the protection and
establishment of younger-aged trees.
Trees may be removed from within 6 feet of
foundation footprint as per Subset 6.01.03.7
and when approved construction activities
involving soil compaction, excavation or
paving encroach into more than 25% of a
tree's dripline.
All vegetation beyond 6 feet of the founda-
tion footprint must be suitably protected
from construction damage by installing
temporary fencing to prevent encroachment of
machinery or construction materials. {See
Section 5.06.00.080)
Large roots (4 inches in diameter and larger)
encountered during excavation of  utility
trenches should not be severed, if avoidable.
All roots 4 inches in diameter or larger of
residual trees severed during excavation of
foundations or roadways shall be cut f£lush
and cleaned.
All trees designated for removal must be
felled and removed in such a manner that
damage to residual trees and vegetation will
be minimized. Inadvertent injury to the bole
of any tree shall be immediately treated in a
prudent manner including cleansing of the
wound and shaping of the wound to prevent
collection of moisture.
Trees shall not be used for the purpose of
sign posts, telephone wires or temporary
power, bracing for forms, or other similar
types of uses.

6.05.03.0 Open Space Protection: Encroachments upon open Space can

cause loss of vegetation, erosion, and other water quality
impacts. Restrictions of activities are necessary to allow
existing disturbance to heal and to prevent disturbance of
new land areas. At a minimum, the following standards shall
apply to open space lands:

a.

Motorized and nonmotorized wvehicles shall not be
allowed off of improved rocads or designated trails
except where permitted by an approved off highway
vehicle plan or otherwise permitted by the Agency.
Physical barriers shall be erected and maintained as
necessary to prevent vehicular encroachment into areas
where disturbance and/or coverage has not been author-
ized.




Barrier materials shall blend to the extent feasible
with the natural background. Preferred materials
include wooden posts treated with preservatives,
boulders, and wooden fence material.

Locations and/or situations where barriers may be
required are as follows:

(1} Open space islands within parking lots and lands
adjoining commercial and industrial parking lots;

(2} Open space areas adjacent to residential and
recreational facilities;

{3) Sensitive lands;

(4) Revegetated sites;

{5) Unauthorized roads/trails; and

(¢) Other areas as deemed necessary to prevent damage
or destruction of vegetation.

6.05.04.0 Sensitive Plants/Uncommon Plant Communities: Distinction of
plants for special significance is usually determined based
on such values as scarcity and uniqueness. The following
standards shall apply to all sensitive plants and uncommon
plant communities for which environmental thresholds apply
and to any other plant or plant community later identjified
for such distinction. The general locations of sensitive
plant habitat are depicted on Agency maps.

£6.05.04.1 Sensitive Plants: Individual species and the
habitat on which they depend shall be preserved.
At a minimum, the following standards for protec-
tion shall apply:

a. As a condition of project approval, the

applicant shall consult with the TRPA staff
to determine whether sensitive species and/or
habitat for sensitive species are likely to
occur on the project site.
Activities and/or development proposed or
currently existing in the vicinity of sensi-
tive species and associated habitat will be
regulated as necessary to preserve the
species and its habitat. Any use or activity
that is likely to harm, destroy, or otherwise
Jjeopardize the species or its habitat and
which can not be fully mitigated shall be
prohibited. Acceptable measures to protect
the species and/or associated habitat from
existing or intended uses may include the
following:

(1) Fencing to enclose individual popula-
tions or habitat;
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(2)  Restricted access and permitted inten-
sity of use;

(3) Modifications to project design as
necessary to avoid or minimize impacts;

(4) Dedication of open space to include
entire area of suitable habitat; and

(5) PRestoration of already disturbed habi-
tat.

6.05.04.2 Uncommon Plant Communities: Uncommen  plant
communities shall be managed and protected as
necessary to preserve their unique ecological
attributes and other associated values. Activi-
ties/uses proposed on or in the vicinity of
uncommon plant communities shall require a permit
from the Agency. The locations of uncommon plant
communities are depicted on Agency maps. At a
minimum, the following standards for protection
shall apply:

a. No use or activity shall be undertaken that

may adversely impact uncommon plant commun-—
ities such that normal ecological functions
or natural qualities of the community are
impaired.
Management practices that enhance the qual-~
ities of the plant community without artifi-
cially interfering with natural plant suc-
cession are permitted uses when approved by
the TREA,

6.05.05.0 Vegetation Removal to Prevent the Spread of Wildfire:
Within areas of significant fire harzard as determined by
local fire agencies, flammable or other combustable veget-
ation may be removed, thinned, or manipulated up to 30 feet
from any structure as necessary to prevent the spread of
wildfire. Sufficient quantities of residual vegetation
should remain in this zone to help stabilize the s0il and to
prevent erosion. Whenever possible, vegetation in this zone
should be thinned, tapered, cutback, or otherwise selective~
ly manipulated as opposed to total removal of vegetation.
Revegetation shall be required using approved species on
sites where vegetative ground cover has been eliminated or
where erosion problems may occur.

6.06.00.0 LANDSCAPING: The use of ornamental vegetation and landscape practices
that involve the removal of existing native vegetation shall generally
be discouraged according to the following criteria:

3!) 1] a. Landscaping with other than native or approved plant species
> shall not be permitted except under Section 6.06.03.0 of this
. ordinance.
Revegetation plans shall emphasize the use of native or approved
species that require minimal use of water and fertilizer.
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6.06.01.0 Approved Species: Only native or other approved plant
species shall be used for all landscaping and revegetation
programs/projects. The list of acceptable species is found
in the Handbook of Best Management Practices. Until the
current list is amended (within one year following adoption
of this Ordinance), all revegetation and landscaping plans
must demonstrate compliance with the intent of this ordin-
ance.

6.06.02.0 Fertilizer Management:

a. A fertilizer management program to be incorporated into
the Handbook of Best Management Practices that consi-
ders both inorganic and organic applications shall
guide the use of all fertilizer in the Basin. &4t a
minimum, the program will develop standards for:

(1) The appropriate type of fertilizer to avoid rapid
release of nutrients;

(2) The rate of application to avoid excessive appli-
cation;

(3) The frequency of application to minimize the use
of fertilizer;

(4) Appropriate watering schedules to avoid excessive
leaching and runcff of nutrients;

(5) Preferred plant materials to minimize the need of
fertilizer;

(6} Landscape design that minimizes the use and
impacts of fertilizer application;

(7) Critical areas where the use of fertilizer shall
be avoided;

{8) Design and maintenance of drainage control systems
including holding ponds where necessary; and

(3) Surface and groundwater monitoring programs, where
appropriate.

Until such time as standards are developed for each
component of the fertilizer management program, all new
projects that include provisions for landscaping or
revegetation must incorporate a fertilizer management
program that addresses each of the above considera-
tions.

Existing uses that require regular fertilizer mainten-
ance such as golf courses, parks, cemeteries, recrea-
tional ball fields, and residential yards shall comply
with the Agency's fertilizer management program within
1l year following its adoption.

6.06.03.0 Landscaping With Other Than Approved Species:

a. Landscaping shall emphasize the use of approved plant
species. Establishing grassy areas utilizing an
approved species mix will be permitted as well as the
following exceptions:




Lawns for recreation ballfields and cemeteries;
‘Lawns for areas of intensive pedestrian traffic
adjoining commercial or tourist facilities where
other types of landscaping are infeasible due to
problems of trampling or constant disturbance;
Lawns for limited areas adjoining community or
public pools;

Lawns for limited areas within public or community
parks, residential care facilities, hospitals,
schools, and child care facilities;

Areas landscaped with other than approved species
on or before the date of plan adoption; and
Relocation of existing landscaping in sensitive
areas {(class 1, 2, 3, SEZ and shorezone lands) to
less sensitive areas.

New lawns and/or turfed areas shall be prohibited
within 50 feet of all water bodies and adjacent to or
within stream environment zones.
The Agency may require remaoval or relocation of exis—
ting lawn/turf located in close proximity to water
A)b{ﬂﬂ- boedies and stream environment zones or require mitiga~
tion of any adverse impacts to water quality, soil
stability, or wildlife and fish habitat.

. ©.07.00.0 REVEGETATION: Revegetation may be required as a condition of project
approval or as necessary to effectuate other provisions of Agency
ordinances. In general, the purpose of revegetation is to stabilize
s0il and to improve the mix of vegetative cover.

6.07.01.0 Approved Species:

a. All revegetation programs shall require the use of
Agency approved plant species (refer to Section
6.06.01.0),

Selection of plant species shall be appropriate to site
conditions and all revegetation plans shall specify
whether reestablishment of vegetation will be accomp-
lished with or without irrigation.

Small scale revegetation programs will emphasize the
use of approved grass species in conjunction with
mulching or other temporary soil stabilization treat-
ments as suygygested by the Handbook of Best Management
Practices.

Revegetation of disturbed sites larger than 10,000
square feet will require reseeding with grass species
@s well as planting with appropriate shrub and tree
species.

Fertilizer may be permitted as necessary to help
establish vegetation immediately following planting but
should not be a long term solution to the maintenance
of vegetation on disturkbed sites.




6.07.02.0 Scil Stabilization:

Site preparation for revegetation shall include both
permanent and temporary measures as necessary to
stabilize the secil until such time as revegetation is
successful,

Revegetation programs for disturbed sites should
minimize the use of extensive grading whenever practi-
cal. Situations where extensive grading and/or contour
change may be necessary include the following:

{1) Oversteepened cut slopes;

(2) OQuarry sites;

{3) Abandoned landfills;

{4) Reclamation of already developed sites; or
(5} Abandoned roads.

Revegetation plans may include provisions that allow
for the importation of soii in limited situations
involving reclamation of extensively disturbed sites
such as those considered under Subsection 6.07.02.0(b).
Whenever possible, soil material shall not be imported
from outside the Basin. Acceptable in-Basin sources of
soil material may include by-products of approved
dredging and gqrading activities, compost, and animal
wastes from livestock containment facilities.

6.08.00.0 WILDLIFE RESQURCES: This section of the ordinance establishes minimum
standards for the management and protection of the region's fish and
wildlife resources. Standards are also presented for the control of
non-native species.

©.08.01.0 Wildlife Habitat: Wildlife habitat is a generic term that
describes the basic requirements necessary for the survival
of wildlife populations. For any particular species, the
basic requirements include food, water, cover, and space,
Standards for the preservation/management of wildlife
habitat include, but are not limited to, the following:

6.08.01.1 Riparian Vegetation:

a. No activity or use shall be undertaken within
the boundaries of a riparian plant community
except as otherwise permitted for habitat
improvement, dispersed recreation, or veget-
ation management and when demonstrated not to
be detrimental to water quality and scenic
quality.

211 development shall be set back from
riparian vegetation such that undisturbed
vegetation will be maintained as a buffer for




use by wildlife and for maximizing plant
diversity. The setback from riparian areas
adjoining perennial streams and wetlands
shall be a minimum of 50 feet. Setbacks from
minor riparian plant communities such as
isolated seep areas and depressions shall
also be required, but in no case shall the
required setback be more than 25 feet,

6.08.01.2 Movement/Migration Corridors:

a.

Stream environment zones adijoining creeks and
major drainages link islands of habitat and
shall be managed, in part, for use by wild-
life as movement corridors. Structures, such
as bridges, proposed within these movement
corridors shall be designed so as not to
impede the movement of wildlife.

Activities and/or ©proposed wuses in the
vicinity of deer migration areas may be
required to mitigate or avoid any signifi-
cant adverse impacts. The location of deer
migration areas shall be verified by respec-
tive State Wildlife or Fish and Game agen-—
cies.

Critical Habitat:

a.

Under no circumstance shall any project
and/or activity cause, or threaten to cause,
the loss of any habitat component considered
critical to the survival of a particular
wildlife species.

No project and/or activity shall threaten,
damage, or destroy nesting habitat of raptors
and waterfowl or fawning habitat of deer.

6.08.01.4 Snags

a.

Standiny dead trees with diameters (dbh) 11
inches or greater and at least 20 feet tall
should not be removed except when otherwise
necesssry for reasons of public safety or
when densities of snags in the immediate area
exceed 2 per acre.

Provisions for the protection of snags
suitable for wildlife habitat shall be
incorporated into all tree harvest plans and
other conditions of project approval when
applicable,

Where appropriate, cull logs may be left for
wildlife,




6.08.02.0 Special Interest Species: The habitat locations of special

6.08.03.0

interest species are depicted on Agency maps. At a minimum,
the following standards shall apply for the protection of
special jinterest species and associated habitat:

a. Perchingy sites and nesting trees of geshawks, eagles,
and osprey shall not be physically disturbed in any
manner nor shall the habitat in t disturbance zone be
manipulated in any manner unless 'such manipulation is
necessary to enhance the quality of the habitat.

All activities outside existing developed areas shall
be regulated within the disturbance zone of special
interest species. Any activity/use proposed within
this zone must demonstrate that the proposed use will
not directly or indirectly adversely affect the habitat
or cause the extirpation of the population.

Conditions of project approval may be required to
mitigate or avoid adverse impacts to recovery species
or special-interest species listed by the TRPA or the
U.5. Forest Service for the Lake Tahoe Basin.
Provisions a through c¢ above, shall not apply to
situations where special interest species choose to
nest in close proximity to existing developed sites.

Non-native Species: Household pets and exotic animals can

significantly impact, impair, or otherwise negatively affect
attainment of natural resource objectives established for
the J.ake Tahoe Basin. In order to achieve environmental
objectives for wildlife and water quality and to help
protect public health and safety, strict animal control
measures and standards for the keeping and raising of
household pets need to be established and enforced through-
out the Lake Tahoe Basin,

6.08.03.1 Establishment and Effect: The purpose of this
Subsection is to set forth quidelines for animal
control that, when implemented, will help achieve
regional environmental standards and objectives.
Local units of government responsible for animal
control within the Basin will be encouraged to
amend existing animal contrel ordinances to
substantially comply with the provisions of TRPA
Resolution 84-

©.08.03.2 Compliance: The TRPA will seek a voluntary
approach to gain compllanve with the prov1slons of
thls Subsection. »

y following
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Subsect‘Uﬂ“‘as——ﬂeeessﬁry to implement the pro-
vision5 O "PRRA Resolution 84- ® Said amend-
ment (s) w*;h in¢lude the requirement of TRPA
issued permits for the keeping of household pets




and exotic animals. The permit process will be
structured to provide a basis for informing and
educating the public on the issues and concerns of
pet ownership and responsibility. Permit require-
ments wi¥l also establish minimum standards for
the keeszﬁh and raising of household pets in the
Basin,

6.09.00.0 FISH RESOURCES: The health of the Tahoe fishery depends upon a

complex set of ecological relationships linked to both the lake and
stream environments. In general, all fishes require sufficient
quantities of habitat to satisfy needs for spawning, food, and escape
cover. The location and quality of fish habitat in the Lake Tahoe
Basin is depicted on Agency maps. In general, new and existing uses
within identified habitat areas must provide for the protection and
improvement of the habitat as indicated by said maps. The following
standards shall apply when reviewing projects proposed in areas of
stream and lake habitat.

6.09.01.0 Lake Habitat:

a. Activities and/or uses in the shorezone of the region's
lakes may be prohibited, limited, or otherwise regu-
lated in areas designated by this Agency as being
especially wvulnerable or critical to the needs of
fishes.

Special conditions of project approval may be required
for development proposals in the shorezone as necessary
to mitigate or aveoid impacts to the habitat and to the
normal activities of fishes.

Habitat restoration projects may be permitted in the
nearshore/ foreshore, Certailn activities, such as
swimming and boating, may be temporarily restricted in
areas where spawning activity is occurring.

Development in the nearshore/foreshore shall be pro-
hibited within 200 feet of any stream identified by the
Agency's Stream Habitat Quality Maps as providing
migratory habitat for spawning fishes.

The physical alteration of the substrate in areas of
prime fish habitat is prohibited except as otherwise
permitted by this cordinance.

The placement o©of nearshore/foreshore structures shall
be prohibited in areas of significant spawning habitat
pending further research on impacts of development to
fishes (see Section 4.05.00.0) and development within
other areas of prime fish habitat shall be requlated as
necessary to achieve environmental threshold carrying
capacities. This limitation on permitted uses in the
area of prime fish habitat shall not extend to approved
erosion control projects in the nearshore or to habitat
improvement projects.




6.09.02.0 Stream Habitat:

a.

No artificial modifications to stream channels or other
uses that may physically alter the natural characteris-~
tics of the stream will be permitted unless such
actions avoid negative impacts to the fishery or are
required pursuant to an approved bank stabilization or
erosion control project.

All stream crossings as otherwise permitted under other
provisions of Agency ordinances shall in no way re-
strict the upstream or downstream movement of fishes.
Existing structures within stream environment zones
that pose as unnatural barriers to fish migration shall
be removed or modified within 5 years as necessary to
effectuate attainment of environmental thresholds for
the fishery. Areas targeted for remedial action shall
be consistent with those identified by Appendix D of
the Study Report For The Establishment of Environmental
Threshold Carrying Capacities. The process for obtain-
ing compliance with this provision shall include the
pareparation of action plans as per the process out-
lined in Subsection 1.16.02.0.

Stream improvement projects should include provisions
for the planting and management of trees, when neces-
sary to supplement streamside shade.

Development proposed adjacent to tributaries may be
required to mitigate any offsite impacts to the fish-
ery.

Wildlife habitat improvement projects or other projects
requiring the diversion of stream water shall minimize
any detrimental impacts to the tributary by:

(1} Ensuring adequate instream flows adjacent and
downstream from the project site;

(2) Preventing the introduction of nutrients or
sediment-enriched water from reentering the
tributary; and

(3) Allowing unobstructed migration of fishes through
the main stream channel.

Small scale hydreoelectric projects may be permitted if
the project provides for:

() A net improvement to instream flows through
improved flow requlation;

(2} Protection of riparian vegetation;

(3} Protection of other relevant instream values such
as recreation, aesthetics, and wildlife habitat;
and

{4) Enhancement of the fishery pursuant to, but not
limited to, those remedial measures identified in
Appendix I of the Study Report for the Establish-~
ment of Environmental Threshold Carrying Capaci-
ties.




Whenever possible, existing points of water diversion
from streams shall be transferred to the Lake when said
diversions negatively impact instream beneficial uses.
An Instream Beneficial Use Assessment, such as the type
established by Title 23, Section 670.6 of the Cali~-
fornia Administrative Code, shall be required for all
projects involving the diversion of water from a stream
where inflow standards have not been established. Said
Assessment may also be required on streams where
existing diversions are creating identified problems
such as non-compliance with environmental theshold
carrying capacities. Application fees for proposed
stream flow diversions shall include the cost of the
Assessment. Prior to permit issuance, standards of
stream flow shall be established pursuant to the
findings of the Assessment. Project approval will be
conditioned on compliance with standards and any other
mitigation deemed necessary to achieve or maintain
environmental threshold carrying capacities.

6.09.03.0 Wetland llabitat:

=1

Wetlands shall bhe preserved and managed for their
ecological significance including their value as
nursery habitat to fishes, nesting and resting sites
for waterfowl, and as a source of stream recharge.

Acceptable projects within wetlands may include the
creation of artificial nesting sites for waterfowl.




RESOLUTICON OF THE GOVERNING ROARD OF
THE TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY
TO ENCOURAGE LOCAL GOVERNMENTS TO ADOPT STRICT
STANDARDS FOR THE CONTROL OF HOUSEHOLD PETS AND
EXOTIC ANIMALS IN THE LAKE TAHOE BASIN

RESOLUTION NO. 84 -

WHEREAS, household pets and exotic animals can significantly impact,
impair, or otherwise negatively affect attainment of natural resource standards
and objectives for the Lake Tahoe Basin; and

WHEREAS, there is a recognized problem of free-roaming household pets
in the Basin; and

WHEREAS, free-roaming household pets cause harm to native wildiife
populations and pose threats to public health and safety; and

WHEREAS, household pets contribute nutrient loads to the Basin's
watersheds; and

WHEREAS, household pet populations seem to be increasing; and

WHEREAS, future conflicts between household pets and exotic animals
and attainment of environmental objectives for wildlife and water quality are
likely to be exacerbated without additional control of animal populations and
without establishment of minimum standards for the care and keeping of such
animals,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency
will actively pursue voluntary cooperation with local governments with Juris-
diction in the Basin to amend existing animal control ordinance to enforce the
standards set forth in Exhibit A.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this day of ; nineteen
hundred and eighty~four by the Governing Body of the Tahoe Regional Planning
Agency by the following vote:

AYES:

ABSTAINED:

ABSENTEES:

STAN HANSEN,
I'residing Board Chairman




TAHCE REGIONAL RESCOLUTION 84 -
Attachment A

Exotic Animals

Local animal control agencies, in association with state wildlife
agencies, shall require a permit declaring ownership and liability for
possession of any exotic animal species that could (a) pose a threat
to the health of the residing household or public in general or (b)
could create an imbalance to native wildlife populations should the
exotic escape or be be freed into the wild.

Domestic Waterfowl

The raising and/or release of domestic waterfowl including ducks,
geese, and swans is prohibited. Any such species found in the waters
of the Basin shall be removed in the most appropriate and efficient
manner.

Beaver

Reaver should be appropriately controlled as necessary to protect the
fishery, minimize destruction of riparian vegetation, and prevent

downstream degradation of water quality.

Dogs

1, No dog shall be allowed off the property of the owner unless
accompanied and controlled with a leash by a responsible person.

No dog shall be allowed to trespass upon public or private
property without the permission of the property owner or public
land management agency.

No female dog shall be allowed to run at large while in heat or
breeding condition or remain accessible to other dogs running at
large.

All dogs over 4 months of age must be regularly vaccinated for
rabies.

Licensing shall be required for all dogs over 4 months of age for
registration purposes and as a measure to enforce vaccination
requirements.

License fees for dogs not neutered or spayed shall be at least 4
times the fee assessed for spayed or neutered dogs.

No more than 2 mature dogs shall be allowed per household without
a breeder/exhibitor permit.




Any person in physical possession and control of any animal in a
public place shall remove excrement or other solid waste deposit-
ed by the animal in any public area not designed to receive those
wastes, including but not limited to streets, sidewalks, parking
lots, and public parks.

Households with less than 3 dogs shall contain the animals on the
property in the following manner:

At a minimum, the owner(s) shall provide either a fenced
yard, a kennel, or both to contain the dog(s) on site.
Kennel size shall be at least 5' x 10' per dog with either a
gravel or concrete-type floor. .

Fences to enclose yards for the purpose of containing dogs
should be six feet in height and of solid or chain link
construction. Fence planking should be closely spaced and
extended below ground to help prevent the dog(s) from
digging under the fence.

Up to 6(six) doys per household may be permitted for purposes of
breeding/exhibition or for the purposes of raising guide dogs for
the blind pursuant to the following criteria:

da.

The owner(s) of the dogs must provide evidence that the dogs
are regularly shown in AKC sponsored trials or shows or are
working dogs associated with other sponsored events such as
sled teams, herding trials, or tracking trials.

Not withstanding the & dog limit, no more than 3 different
breeds of dogs will be permitted per household.

All dogs are to be kept in an enclosed area between the
hours of 9:30 p.m. and 6:30 a.m.

The kennel size should be commensurate to the number of dogs
with a recommended size of 5' x 10' per animal. & separate
kennel shall be provided to isolate sick dogs or dogs in
heat.

Fencing should be of a cyclone type and the preferred floor
material is gravel or concrete.

Within the kennel, shelter must be provided and offer access
to sun and shade. Droppings are to be picked up daily and
stored in a lined and covered garbage can.

A designated exercise area must be provided outside the
confines of the kennel.

A disinfective program must be implemented to control
stench, flies, and other sanitary problems.

All dogs must be licensed and vaccinated for distemper and
rabies.

Annual inspections will be required to review the adequacy
of the facilities.

To the extent feasible, cats should be confined to the owner's
property.

All cats over 4 months of age must be reqularly vaccinated for
rabies,




Licensing shall be required for all cats over 4 months of age for
registration purposes and as a measure to enforce vaccination
requirements.

License fees for cats not neutered or spayed shall be at least 4
times the fee assessed for spayed or neutered cats.

Not withstanding the prohibition of keeping more than 2 dogs per
household, no more than 2 mature animals, including dogs, may be
kept per household.

Enforcement

1. Fee/citation schedules shall set forth substantial monetary
penalties for dogs/cats picked up for local ordinance violations.

a. Citation fines for animal owners whose pets are in violation
of an ordinance should increase commensurate with the number
of previous violations. Other considerations for assessing
higher fine schedules should include whether the animal is
spayed or neutered or in heat at the time of violation.

For impounded animals, an impound fee shall be required plus
any costs associated with the care and feeding of the animal
and for license fees and rabies shots, if appropriate. The

impound fee shall increase for each subsequent violation.

The fee for impounded animals shall be at least $25 for the
first violation, $50 for the second, and $100 for the third.
An additional penalty of at least $25 shall be assessed if
the violation involves an animal which is either un-
spayed/unneutered or in heat.




TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY

. P.O. Box 8896

South Lake Tahoe, California 85731
2155 South Avenue (916)541-0246

MEMCORANDUM

August 14, 1984

To: The TRPA Governing Beard

From: The Staff

Subject: Extension of Waiver of Statute of Limitation for Pending
Commercial Projects

At its regular May meeting, the Governing Board granted a 30-day extension of
the waiver of the 60-day statute of limitations set forth in Article ViI(j)(4).
Subsequently at the June meeting, the Board granted a 60-day extension.
Therefore, currently the extension is up to and including September 23, 1984.

In view of the difficulty in predicting when the Governing Board would be
willing and/or able to act on the proposed amendment or related resolution

concerning pending commercial applications and the allocation of commercial
square footage, the alternatives are:

Not waive the statute of limitations further.

N -
[ 3

Waive the statute for an additional time period.

(7]
)

Waive the statute for an indefinite period, which waiver may be
rescinded by 60 day notice.
!
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TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY

. P.Q. Box 8896

South Lake Tahoe, California 95731
2155 South Avenue {916) 541-0246

MEMORANDUM
August 14, 1984

TRPA Governing Body
Agency Staff
Interpretation of Bailey System Regarding Soil Type and Slope

Combinations (including response tc comments raised at July
Governing Board meeting.)

Introduction

o
At the June Board meeting, the staff asked the Board to consider the technical
adequacy of several land capability redelineations. During the public comment
on this subject, a guestion arose regarding the proper land capability
classification of a soil with a slope greater than that described in the Soil
Survey.

Specifically, public comment focused on an area in Incline Village, in the
vicinity of Dale Drive, Knotty Pine Drive, and Sugarpine Drive. The staff had
recommended reclassifying this area from Land Capability 4 to 2 based on the
presence of Inville stony coarse sandy loam (IsE) at slopes greater than 30
percent. The public commented that the Bailey report doesn't cover the land
capability of IsE soils over 30 percent and, therefore, thse soils should be
treated as a land capability 4, the normal classification for an IsE. (For
further details on the position of the staff and the land capability review
team, see the attached memo from John R. Munn, January 29, 1983.)

The Governing Board continued this item to the July meeting to allow the staff
an ofportunity to respond to these comments. After the Board failed in July to
act (n the staff's recommendations, the staff placed the item on the August
agenta, hoping for resolution of the issue.

Background

The USDA Soil Survey for the Tahoe Basin Area (March, 1974) identifies 73
diffg;ent s0il/slope combinations, including four types of Inville soils:

/IgB Inville gravelly coarse sandy loam,

i 0 to 5 percent slopes

) - /L:'z Zmi
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Interpretation of Bailey System
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Inville stony coarse sandy loam,
2 to 9 percent slopes

Inville stony coarse sandy loam,
% to 15 percent slopes

Inville stony coarse sandy loam,
15 to 30 percent slopes

The Bailey report classifies IgB as a land capability 5, IsC as a 6, and IsD and
ISE as 4's. Neither the Bailey report nor the Soil Survey designates the
presence in the Tahoe region of soil mapping units with the characteristics of
an Inville soil at slopes greater than 30 percent.

When field investlgatlons reveal soil characteristics which are other than those
described for a soils’ mapplng unit in the Soil Survey, it is generally
impractical for the Agency to pursue creation of a new soil mapping unit with
the USDA. Therefore, the Agency must treat such situations as "inclusions,”
that is, soils that are not homogeneous with the identified mapping unit but
that were considered tco small to map separately. (In dealing with the related
matter of land capability challenges, the Agency has said in the past that it
will not create new mapping units for inclusions under five acres. The disputed
area in Incline Village is approximately 20 acres.)

Discussion

When faced with inclusions where the slope is other than identified in the Soil
Survey, the Aguncy has three options pertaining to land capability

‘classification:

Option 1. Leave the land capability unchanged from that of the larger
mapping unit. (This has been the Agency policy in the
past.)
fAdvantages:

3
é-— consistent with previous Agency policy
e no cost to the Agency

-Disadvantages:
5

ignores large land areas that the Land Capability Review
Team identified as having a different land capability

8/14/84 BGENDA ITEM V E.
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Option 2. Based on a report from the Land Capability Review Team, make a
Governing Board decision on each inclusion of this type, defining
the land capability without modifying the Soil Survey or Bailey
Fer se. (The CTRPA used this approach in a redelineation in
Rubicon.)

Advantages:
more sensitive to the characteristics of an area that
determine land capability; consistent with the intent of
the Regional Plan Goals and Policies, Land Use subelement
Agency incurs costs for the Land Capability Review Team
only as needed

Disadvantages:

higher cost than Option 1

Based on technical assistance from an expert soil scientist, and
other experts as appropriate, develop a set of specific criteria
for determining the land capability of all such inclusions; make

determinations of land capability based on these crlteria,
subject to an appeal to the Board,

Advantages:

sets up standard Agency procedures for interpreting the
Bailey system for all socil/slope combinations not covered in
the Soil Survey

provides for consistent Agency position

Disadvantages:

significant cost to Agency tc develop criteria
significant lead time required to develop criteria

At the July Board meeting, some Board members expressed a concern that the staff
should not be creating new soil mapping units, baged on their lack of expertise
in this area. The Board's concern is well-founded and for that reason, Opticn 2
is based on the findings of the Land Capability Review Team and Option 3 is
based on the work of an acknowledged scils expert.

8/14/84 AGENDA ITEM V E.
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If the Agency decides to develop standard procedures or criteria for classifying
the land capability of soil/slope combinations not included in the Soil Survey,
these procedures will be based on such factors as soil thickness, texture,
chemistry, depth, and slope; hydroclogic soil group; soil drainage; rockiness and
stoniness; and geomorphic setting.

Recommendation

The staff affirms the Land Capability Review Team's designation of the disputed
area in Incline Village as a land capability 2, based on the facts recited in
John Munn's letter. However, as legal counsel has pointed out, it is desirable
to have a consistent set of procedures for assigning a land capability
classification wherever soils display slopes or characteristics other than those
described in the Soil Survey.

Therefore, the staff recommends:

1. That the Governing Body first make a decision whether to consider the
technical adequacy of the Incline redelineation in total, or to
consider the disputed area separately. (If the disputed area can be
‘treated separately, the Board may elect to make a finding of technical
adequacy for the rest of the Incline redelineation.)

That the Governing Body select Option 2 or Option 3, above, to resolve
the question of the appropriate land capability of the disputed area.
The practical result of each option will be as follows:

Cption 2: the findings of the Land Capability Review Team, as
expressed in John Munn's letter of January, 1983, would
stand

3 Option 3: there would be no redelineation of the disputed area at this
o time, pending preparation of standard procedures for

i identifying land capability for soil/slope combinations not
: covered in the Soil Survey

.On August 22-23, the staff will make a brief presentation on this subject and
answer questions from the Board and the audience. Please direct any questions
-or comments to Dave Ziegler, Chief, Long Range Planning Division (916) 541-0249.
. ‘)'

fAttachment
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ATTACUNENT I

Fehruary 1, 1963

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency
Attention: Jim Dana

P. O. Box 8896 .

South Lake Tahoe, CA 95731

Re: Relative Erosion Potential of Inville Soils on Slopes Steeper Than 30
Percent

Dear Jim:

This letter is in reply to your request for an assessment of the relative
erosion potential of Inville soils on slopes greater than 30 percent.

Ingpection of erosion hazard and relative erosion potential interpretations
listed in the "Tahoe Basin Area Soil Survey™ (Rogers, 1974) and the "Geomorphic
Analysis of the Lake Tahoe Basin" (Bailey, 1974) shows that the erosion hazard
is rated as high for all s0il units mapped on slopes steeper than 30 percent,
and high erosion hazard ratings are assigned to soils that are mapped on slopes
steeper than 30 percent and have profile characteristics similar to the Inville
series. Therefore, Inville soils on slopes steeper than 30 percent should have
a relative erosion potential rating of high. This rating is consistent with a

land‘bapability,class rating of 2 as described in my memo dated January 29,
1983.

Sincerely,

1

3

John R. Munn, Jr.
Soil Scientist

2811 Almeria Street
Davis, CA 95616




TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY

. P.O. Box 8896
South L.ake Tahoe California 95731

2155 South Avenue ) (916) 541-0246

MEMORANDUM

August 14, 1984

TRPA Governing Board
Agency Staff
Redelineations of Land Capabilities in Portions of Incline Village

Units 1, 1B, 2, and 4, and Ponderosa Units 2 and 5, Washoe County

Redelineations:

In response to a number of individual land capability challenges filed during
1981 - 82 the Agency utilized an interdisciplinary team to reevaluate the land
capability classifications of portions of Incline Village. Staft has deter-
mined that corrections of inaccuracies on land capability maps do not have a
significant effect upon the environment and, therefore, are categorically
exempt from environmental documentation requirements under TRPA guidelines.

Slopes in Incline Village vary from less than ten percent on benches and ter-
races to greater than fifty percent on steep canyon side slopes. Soils vary
from Tahoma stony sandy loan (TaD) 2 to 15% slopes to rock outcrop and rubble
land (Rx). Utilizing the soil scientist's reports from more than thirty land
capability challenges in the area the Land Capability Review Team identified
soill boundaries by field inspection including observed differences in soil
depth, soil profiles, soil parent materials and slope steepness. In addition,
stereo interpretation of large color aerial photos provided a means of combin-
ing the information gained from the field work and the scientist's reports with
that from the aerial photos themselves. That information was then transferred
to the Incline Village parcel map and map sheet 1 of the Tahoe Basin Soil
Survey. S5Soil map unit descriptions and symbols from the Seil Survey were used
in the analysis and in the mapping.

An area where the slopes were in excess of thirty percent was found on the
western side of Incline Village in the vicinity of Knotty Pine Drive. The
Baily "Land Capability Classification of the Lake Tahce Basin...." (1974),
the basis for the land capability classification system in the Tahoe Basin,
shows that Tnville soils (the type of scil found in these areas) located on
slopes between thirty and fifty percent should be assigned to land capability
class 2. On the proposed map showing the changed (redelineated) areas, these
areas of Inville soils with slopes in excess of thirty percent are shown as a
land capability 2. The other areas of Incline Village, where corrections
were made, have land capability classifications throughout the range. The
proposed map amendments call for areas to be correctly mapped at a higher
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Memo to the Governing Board

Redelineations of Land Capabilities in Portions of Incline Village
Units 1, 1B, 2, and 4, and Ponderosa Units 2 and 5, Washoe County
August 14, 1984

Page 2

capability, in most instances raising the land capabjlity from the 1 through 3
classification to a 4 through 7 classification. These corrections were based
upon the so0il scientist's reports, Land Capability Review Team field inspec=-
tions and aerjal photo interpretation. Soil unit boundaries were found to be
inconsistent with the scientist's reports and slope measurements and were
therefore identified on the proposed map with the correct land capability.

Attached is the summary report accompanying the redelineation map which indi-
cates the results of the team's field work and describes the methodology used
and the team's recommendations on revised land capability designations depicted
on a map ¢f Incline Village.

8/14,/84 AGENDA ITEM VII A,




