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well as workers employed within the Region

e To the extent feasible, without compromising the growth management
provisions of the Regional Plan, the attainment of threshold goals, and
affordable housing incentive programs, encourage development of very

e Encourage consolidation of development and restoration of sensitive low-, low-, and moderate-income housing throughout the entire Plan
lands through transfer of development rights and transfer of land Area
coverage programs. Consider a revised allocation program which allows
for inter-jurisdictional transfers and conversion of tourist accommodation
units to commercial floor area

e Manage development and redevelopment consistent with progress
toward meeting environmental thresholds
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e Regqgularly evaluate housing needs in the Plan Area and update policies
and ordinances if necessary to achieve State, Local and Regional housing
goals

e Condition approval of new development and redevelopment in the
Tahoe region on positive improvements in off-site erosion and runoff
control and air quality
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*Bailey Land Scoring System assigns land capability class ranging from
1to7, 1 being the most environmentally fragile and sensitive
to development.
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Existing Land Capability
For parcels with Bailey scores 1 through 3, TRPA created a program
for the transfer of development rights to other, less sensitive parcels.

In this way, development can be moved away from the most sensitive
areas and property owners can still realize value from their land.
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Tourist Accommodations: A five-star

hotel (75 rooms) is proposed as part
of the Homewood Mountain Resort
ski area expansion.

Commercial: Approximately 15,000
B elian square feet of retail space are
Say \ approved as part of the Homewood
Mountain Ski Resort ski area
pildnoot s expansion, 6,000 square feet of

Greater Tahoe City

office space as part of the Olson Plan Area
Construction Headquarters, and
2,600 square feet of retail as part of
the Kings Beach Gas Station project.
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