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from the rver, In either case, there is a strong mdication that ground water can end up in
the river, and thus end up in Lake Tahoe,

Of even greater significance are the highly soluble nutrients from golf course fertilizers
that end up in Lake Tahoe. contributing to eutrophication problems.

According to information (draft EIR page 2-34) in the EIR highly soluble fertilizer
materials are applied to the golf course in May and November. No specific data is
presented m the EIR noting the actual amount or type of Fertilizer materials that will {are)
being used. Given the size of the goll course, the goll course management literature
indicates that over 1000 Ibs, of highly soluble nutrients will be applied anmually given
best management practices for golf courses. How many pounds of the actual soluble
nutrients, specially nitrogen and phosphorus compounds, will get into the ground or
surface water and then into the viver and the lake? What is the environmental
impact of these nutrients entering the ecosystem? What is the mitigation proposed
to offset these impacts?

ADEZ1-3
cont,

Please do not hesitate to contact me if vou require any additional information or have
questions.

Sincerely,

David Katz
Project Manager
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temperatures, reduced habitat for cover, increased susceptibility 1o predators and disease,
stranding of voung fish, and other impacts. This environmental impact is not
adequately addressed in the EIR. Adequate mitigation for this impact is not
provided in the EIR.

The EIR notes that a structural diversion using an anmored outfall from the river will be
used to divert water into artificial ponds for irigation purposes. In addition, the EIR AOBZ1-1
notes that a submersible pump would also be used to divert water from the river, No cant
quantitative data is presented for these proposed diversions, thus making it
impaossible to determine adverse environmental impact on fish habitat and other
fishery related factors such as migration or spawning use by fish. No mitigation
measures are provided to offset the impacts of these environmental impacts. This
environmental impact is not adequately add ressed in the EIR.

2. The BIRE states:

"IMPACT 3.3-6 {AlL 2)

Long-Term Increase in Irvigation-Water Demand. fmplemeniing Alrernaiive 2 wonld
directly modifv the locations and total acreage of specific irrigated land uses within the
study area. The physical and operational irrigation system wonld be expanded and
modified. The net effect of the overall increase in the golf conrse footprint, reduction of
intensively managed areas, and improved irrigation system would be to hold demand in
the study aveq to a level similar to exisiing copditions. This impact would be less than
significant.”

The above Impact analysis holds that impact would be "less than significant”. This
assumption is based on the fact that the probable impact would be less because irrigation
water demand would be at levels similar to existing conditions. This finding in the EIR is
irrelevant, as environmental impacts will occur under Alt. 2, which will occur in a setting
of greatly changed physical conditions regardless of the level of previous environmental
impact under existing conditions, To be perlectly clear, regardless of the level of impact
i existing conditions, there will be environmental impact in the proposed condition. thus
it must be addressed specifically, not just in comparison to existing conditions. This
environmental impact is not adequately add ressed in the FIR.

AOB21-2

GROUNDWATER AND NUTRIENTS:

1. The proposed river restoration and golf course re-development would oceur at
upstream end of the flat glacial valley of the Upper Truckee River as shown in the ETR.
These types of flat mountain meadows intersected by riparian corridors found in Sierra
lake basins have relatively shallow ground water levels. The technical literature clearly
documents that river seepage (losses to the aquifer) and or ground water drainage (losses
to the river) may be affected by ground water pumping and natural variations in aguifer
water level, When the aguifer water level is near land surface, such as a result of
trrigation. and the niver level is low due to im-cutting cavsed by stream disturbance, then
water moves from the ground water aquiler into the river. Activities or events thai result
in a lowering of the water table, such as ground water pumping. induce more seepage

AOB21-3
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from the rver, In either case, there is a strong mdication that ground water can end up in
the river, and thus end up in Lake Tahoe,

Of even greater significance are the highly soluble nutrients from golf course fertilizers
that end up in Lake Tahoe. contributing to eutrophication problems.

According to information (draft EIR page 2-34) in the EIR highly soluble fertilizer
materials are applied to the golf course in May and November. No specific data is
presented m the EIR noting the actual amount or type of Fertilizer materials that will {are)
being used. Given the size of the goll course, the goll course management literature
indicates that over 1000 Ibs, of highly soluble nutrients will be applied anmually given
best management practices for golf courses. How many pounds of the actual soluble
nutrients, specially nitrogen and phosphorus compounds, will get into the ground or
surface water and then into the viver and the lake? What is the environmental
impact of these nutrients entering the ecosystem? What is the mitigation proposed
to offset these impacts?

ADEZ1-3
cont,

Please do not hesitate to contact me if vou require any additional information or have
questions.

Sincerely,

David Katz
Project Manager
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Letter
AOB21
Response

Resource Renewal Institute
David Katz, Project Manager
November 12, 2010

AOB21-1

The commenter is concerned that the draft EIR/EIS/EIS did not adequately identify water
use and the impacts of diverting surface water and/or pumping groundwater, and that it
did not propose effective mitigation. See Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology,
Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality.”

The commenter is concerned that the draft EIR/EIS/EIS did not adequately evaluate
either the effects on fish of surface water diversions or other related aquatic impacts. As
stated in Section 3.5, “Biological Resources,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, project
construction activities could intermittently increase turbidity and downstream
sedimentation and could release and expose construction-related contaminants. These
potential effects would be short term and temporary. Such exposure could reduce or
adversely affect aquatic habitat and populations, including salmonids and other native
aquatic species. The alternatives include a suite of measures, including BMPs, that would
minimize this potential effect.

Construction would include dewatering activities that would result in the temporary loss
of aquatic habitat. Fish and macroinvertebrates could become stranded during dewatering
activities, and habitat could dry out or predation by birds or mammals could occur; or the
organisms could be injured or killed by heavy equipment during site access, preparation,
or construction activities. However, in the short term, implementing the alternatives could
result in adverse effects on aquatic habitats. This impact would be significant. The
following mitigation measures would be implemented:

» Mitigation Measure 3.5-1A, “Prepare and Implement Effective Site Management
Plans”;

» Mitigation Measure 3.5-1B, “Implement Preconstruction Surveys for Western
Pearlshell Mussels”;

» Mitigation Measure 3.5-1C, “Develop and Implement Native-Fish and Mussel
Capture and Translocation Plan”;

» Mitigation Measure 3.5-1D, “Limit Potential Localized Channel Erosion in the Upper
Truckee River and Tributary Creeks”;

» Mitigation Measure 3.5-1E, “Provide Bed and Bank Stabilization Measures at and
Immediately Upstream and Downstream of Bridge Removal Sites”;

» Mitigation Measure 3.5-1F, “Ensure Bed and Bank Stability Downstream of the
Treated Reaches”;

» Mitigation Measure 3.5-1G, “Ensure Bed and Bank Stability in the Lower Reaches of
the Two Tributary Creeks”; and

» Mitigation Measure 3.5-1H, “Monitor and Supplement Coarse-Sediment Delivery
Downstream and Monitor Instream Habitat Conditions.”
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AOB21-2

AOB21-3

With implementation of these mitigation measures, impacts on fisheries and other aquatic
resources would be less than significant.

The commenter disagrees with the conclusion in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS that Impact 3.3-6
(Alt. 2) would be less than significant, even if demand for irrigation water under
Alternative 2 would be similar to or less than demand under existing conditions.
However, the commenter is incorrect in concluding that the impact conclusion cannot be
made in comparison to existing conditions, which does establish the baseline for impact
analysis (State CEQA Guidelines, Sections 15229 and 15125).

A primary purpose of an EIR/EIS/EIS is to inform decision-makers and the public about
the potential environmental impacts of a project. A project’s impacts are evaluated based
on the direct, and the reasonably foreseeable indirect, physical changes in the
environment that the project may cause (either on a project-specific basis or in a
cumulative context). The setting or environmental baseline provides the starting point for
that analysis. The current “baseline” conditions are a reflection and culmination of both
historical and existing and ongoing activities that affect a specific resource; the true
baseline condition is often a dynamic range of conditions.

For clarification of the quantities of water demand under existing conditions and each
alternative, see Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology,
and Water Quality.”

The commenter is concerned about the effects of pumping groundwater on the shallow
water table and interaction with surface water in the river. The commenter is correct that
when the river’s water surface is low and surrounded by saturated soils and/or aquifers at
higher elevations, groundwater would flow toward the river. The commenter is correct in
noting that the existing, incised river channel would experience more groundwater
discharge from saturated soils on the surrounding land than would a higher elevation
(e.g., restored) riverbed, as under Alternative 2, 3, or 5. Therefore, these action
alternatives would be beneficial relative to existing conditions or Alternatives 1 and 4.

The commenter is concerned that groundwater pumping for the golf course’s water
supply would induce seepage from the river or add more groundwater to the river and
Lake Tahoe. The commenter requests that the EIR/EIS/EIS quantify use of soluble
fertilizer materials, provide additional discussion of the potential impact of nutrients
entering the ecosystem, and mitigate the impact. For information on groundwater,
fertilizer, and other chemical uses, see Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology,
Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality.”
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Support for Alternative 2 AOB-22
Jerry M. Bindel [Jerry.Bindel@astonhotels.com]

Sent: Friday, October 29, 2010 3:06 PM
To:  Project, Upper Truckes

Dear Ms. Valck

The South Lake Tahoe Lodging Association and Taurism Imgrovement District would like to enderse and

support Alternative 2 for the Upper Truckee River Restoration Project.  Altemative 2 provides the

environmental benefits of restoring the rver to ite natural path, and also keeps the vital golif course ina ACBI1
vighle 18-hole option. Ary shorening of the golf course to 9-holes, or any elimination of the course, will

have a detrimeantal effect of the South Lake Tahos community. Mary jobs will be lost, much-nesded

revenues for the City and State Parks will be lest, and tourism will be hurt tremendously.

Trank you and please contact me with any questions,
Jerry Bindel
Chairman

South Lake Tahoe Tourism Improvement District
South Lake Tahoe Lodging Association

The information contained in thiz se-mall message is=

intendsed onky for the personal and confldentlal uss
recipient{s) pamed above., If vou are not the intended
tecipient, you are hereby notified that wou have re ]
this document in error and that any review, dissemination,

distributicon or copying of this nmessage iz strictly
prehibited. I wou have recelved this communication in
error, please notify us immediately by e—-mail and delete
the original message. Thank you.
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Letter South Lake Tahoe Lodging Association and Tourism Improvement District

AOB22 Jerry Bindel, Chairman
Response October 29, 2010
AOB22-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental, economic, and

recreation value is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy,
accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.
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Letter Sierra-at-Tahoe and Northstar-at-Tahoe Resorts

AOB23 Kirstin A. Cattell, Marketing and Communications Manager
Response October 6, 2010
AOB23-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental, economic, and

recreation value is noted. The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 5 is also noted. This
comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the
draft EIR/EIS/EIS.
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Movember 15, 2010

Joint Comments

Tahoe Area Sierra Club
and the
Mother Lode Chapter of the Sierra Club
on the

Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) /Environmental Impact Statement
(E15)/Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Upper Truckee River
Restoration and Golf Course Reconfiguration Project.

In these comments we address:
= separating the issues of river restoration and golf reconfiguration,
*  legal issues,
TRPA's responsibility to attain and maintain thresholds,
comparative benefits of Alternatives 2 and 3,
the flawed economic feasibility report,
access to the Upper Truckee River in Washoe Meadows State Park,
water quality,
removal of forest habitat,
threats to wetlands and fens, and
*  State Parks' duty to disturbed lands.

- - - L - -

We conclude: Only Alternatives 3 and 5 can lead to the expeditious restoration of
the river. Alternative 5 is the best environmentally, Alternative 3 is the best
halance of the interests. Alternative 2 is legally questionahle. Therefore, the Tahoe
Area Sierra Club strongly opposes Alternative 2 and supports Alternatives 3 and 5.

River Restoration and Golf Course Reconfiguration should be separated.

This project has two elements: river restoration and golf. They should be
separated.

The TASC unequivocally supports river restoration. A healthy, naturally functioning
Upper Truckee River would be good in its own right, good for Washoe Meadows

State Park and it users, and good For the clarity of Lake Tahoe, ——

River restoration will require changes to golf because the golf course encroaches on
the river. Lake Valley State Recreation Area {the golf course) has a general plan, as
well as a river management plan. We support those plans. They call for river
restoration and reduction in the area of the golf course. State Parks should
implement those plans,

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
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Sierra Club comments
Nowvember 15, 2010

Alternative 2 is inconsistent with State Parks' mission, regulations and
California state statutes and case law.

Alternative 2 doesn't comport with the mission of State Parks, the settlement
agreement and statute leading to the acquisition of Washoe Meadows State Park, the
adopted purpose of the Park, ! and regulations that preclude the permanent
commitment of Park resources in the absence of a general plan.

Washoe Meadows State Park does not have a general plan. Under state regulations,
itisimpermissible to permanently commit the resources of a state park unit without
a general plan.

Building a golf course and a bridge permanently commit resources of the Park. A ACB24.2
general plan for the park must be completed before any proposal to build the golf
course or any other use of the park. Proceeding on the Alternative 2 track will delay
restoration of the river. Alternative 3 can be pursued for the most expeditious river
restoration and the best opportunity to contribute to achievement of thresholds,
After a general planning process for the park occurs, if the results embrace
expanded golf, then it can proceed legally.

TRPA's duty is threshold achievement.

TRPA's responsibilities are achieving a broad range of thresholds, not golf, not the
economics or politics of golf, or State Parks’ budget problems.

The project will affect TRPA thresholds, many of which are currently out of
attainment and which will be further harmed by Alternative 2, e.g., water quality, air
quality vegetation/forestry, and SEZs. TRPA should require a thorough
environmental analysis of how the alternatives would affect TRPA thresholds, (eg., AOR2AS
what are the impacts of the expanded fertilizer use in Alternative 2 on nitrogen and
phosphorous levels?), then rank the alternatives according to their environmental
impact, i.e, their pursuit of TRPA's thresholds.

As described in the EIR, Alternative 5, full river restoration with golf course removal
and meadow restoration, is the best alternative.

The next best environmental alternative is Alternative 3, full river restoration with
golf reduced on the east side of the river.

1 The purpese of Washoe Meadows State Park, in El Domado County, is to preserve and protect a wet
meadow area aszociated with the Angora Creek and the upper Truckee River at the southwrestern side of the
Lake Tahos basin. The umt's sssociated forest aress sustam Jeffery poe end an exceptionally largs
specimen af lodgepale pne, The unit containg fewteen Native American occupancy sites and remants of
an historie dairy, and = contipuouss to other public lands mpeortant far thewr open space values and
recreational uses.

Califarima State Parks will preserve, protect, restore, inferpret amd manage the umt's matural, culoueal, and
aeathetic resources, features and values, making them available to the public for their educational,
insprational and recreational benefits,
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Sierra Club comments
Nowvember 15, 2010

Alternative 3 is superior to Alternative 2,

On the merits, Alternative 3 is superior to Alternative 2. Here are some of the
reasons (some of which related directly to TRPA thresholds):

1. Alternative 2 would decrease plant structure and diversity, converting 45
acres of forest to golf,

2. Alternative 2 would threaten uncommon plant communities—wetlands and
fens,

3. Alternative 2 would impact sensitive species such as the Sand Lily
(Leucocrimum montanum),

4. Alternative 2 would threaten wildlife species of special interest, such as the
northern goshawlk, which is specifically included in TRPA's threshold
reguirements.

5. Alternative 3 will achieve adequate revenues from golf, one of the goals
stated in the EIR.

6. Alternative 2 would predude much of Washoe Meadows State Park from
fulfilling the vision of the settlement agreement and legislation that resulted
in the acquisition of the Park. Alternative 3 would preserve the opportunity
for Washoe Meadows State Park to be a park of the kind that complements
the finest state park system in the country,

7. Drainages in the study area run downslope, roughly perpendicular to the
river, The golf course of Alternative 2 would cross them. The EIR
underestimates the impacts golf course construction and operation would
have on the hydrology of the Park, especially its wetlands and fens.

8. In Alternative 2, polf would parallel the river on one side or the other for well
over a mile, severely limiting access to the river corridor by Park users.

9. Fish habitat would be improved under both Alternative 2 and 3, but the
fishing experience would be poor in Alternative 2 because of the proximity of
so much golf course to the river.

10. The impact on water quality would be less under Alternative 3 than
Alternative 2 because less area would be managed monoculture grasses,
which require pesticides, fertilizers and maintenance activities (e.g. mowing]
which pollute water and air and generate noise.

11. The golf course of Alternative 2 would generate noise from golf play and golf
course maintenance activities such as mowing and sprinkling.

12, Compared with Alternative 2, Alternative 3 would restore more SEZ and
maore floodplain/meadow.

AOBZA-4

The Golf Course Economic Feasibility Analysis is deeply flawed.

The economic analysis [Appendix E) uses incorrect assumptions and poor methods

to reach fallacious conclusions: ADEZAS

The jobs estimate of 76 is for “full and part-time” jobs. On a full-time equivalent
basis, the actual number of jobs would be less than half that many,
approximately 28,
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Sierra Club comments
Nowvember 15, 2010

through the glacial moraine and into the river. Increased nitrogen levels in the lake
will result in increased growth of invasive plants such as eurasian milfoil, which is
already taking hold, on the river bottom, and will add nutrients to the lake's ACEIST
nearshore. Given the current ongoing degradation of this environment and the lack cont.

of scientific understanding of why itis occurring {and so quickly), the nutrient load
to the nearshore should not be increased, as Alternative 2 would do.

Forest habitat would be removed under Alternative 2.

Alternative 2 would result in the conversion of 45 acres of raw forest on the west
side of the Upper Truckee River to golf course. 1,640 trees = 10" DEH would be
removed. Lostwould be a valuahle part of a comhination of ecosystems, along with ADE24-5
the riparian corridor and the wet and dry meadows, that provide multiple benefits
to wildlife. The river, the Park, and Park users would be better of with this forest
intact.

Alternative 2 would threaten fens and wetlands.

One of the principal reasons for the protection of Washoe Meadows State Park in the AOB24.9
first place was the presence of fens and wetlands, Alternative 2 is too close to the
largest and most important of the fens and would surround a wetland.

It’s not a benefit to put the golf course on "disturbed lands.”

Land on the west side of the river to be occupied by golf course under Alternative 2
is often described as “disturbed.” [tisinferred that it would be a benefit to replace
this "disturbed” land with golf. ACRZ3AD

That's false comparison. [If this land is the source of sediment runoff because itis
disturbed, then it should be reclaimed no matter what, State Parks owns and is
responsible for that land and its function, just like other landowners are responsible
for BMPs.

Conclusion,

In conclusion, the Tahoe Area Sierra Club strongly opposes Alternative 2 and
supports Alternatives 3 and 5. Only Alternatives 3 and 5 can lead to the expeditious
restoration of the river. Alternative 5 is the best environmentally. Alternative 3 is
the best balance of the interests, Alternative 2 is legally infeasible.

3 See, ep, p 2250,
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Letter
AOB24
Response

Sierra Club, Tahoe Area and Mother Lode Chapter

Bob Anderson, Executive Committee—Tahoe Area, Sierra Club, and Terry Davis,
Conservation Program Coordinator—Mother Lode Chapter, Sierra Club
November 15, 2010

AOB24-1

AOB24-2

AOB24-3

AOB24-4

The commenter requests that river restoration and golf be separated. State Parks has an
obligation to manage all of its properties to balance both biological diversity and high-
quality outdoor recreation, consistent with its mission statement:

The mission of the California Department of Parks and Recreation is to provide
for the health, inspiration and education of the people of California helping to
preserve the state’s extraordinary biological diversity, protecting its most valued
natural and cultural resources, and creating opportunities for high-quality outdoor
recreation.

The river restoration and golf relocation projects are directly related. The golf course
currently occupies the meander belt and floodplain of the river. For many of the
alternatives considered, there must be changes made to the existing golf course.
Segmentation of the project is not allowable. (PRC section15378 — “whole of the
action”).

The commenter states that Alternative 2 would not be consistent with applicable plans,
policies, and regulations. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use.”

The commenter states that Alternative 2 would not be consistent with TRPA thresholds.
The commenter also reiterates the conclusion in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS that Alternative 5
would be the environmentally superior alternative. Chapter 4, “Other Required Sections,”
of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS evaluates the effects of each of the project alternatives on
TRPA'’s thresholds.

The commenter’s rationale for the superiority of Alternative 3 over Alternative 2 is
noted. See the following master responses and responses to comments:

» Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of habitat
impacts, wetlands, and fens;

» response to comment 17-4 for a discussion of sand lilies;
» Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics”;

» Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of the settlement
agreement and statute;

» Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water
Quality,” for a discussion of fen hydrology and fertilizer and other chemical use;

» Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for a discussion of recreation access; and

» response to comment 1160-1 for a discussion of noise impacts.
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AOB24-5

AOB24-6

AOB24-7

AOB24-8

AOB24-9

AOB24-10

The commenter disagrees with the assumptions used in the economic analysis. See
Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics.”

The commenter is concerned about decreased access to the river under Alternative 2. See
Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation.”

The commenter states the opinion that although golf course management has improved,
golf results in unavoidable runoff of sediment, nutrients, and chemicals that would pose a
threat to water quality and aquatic resources under Alternative 2. See Master Response
Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality.”

The commenter is concerned about impacts on forest habitat under Alternative 2. See
Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.”

The commenter is concerned that Alternative 2 would be too close to the fens and would
surround a wetland. See Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding,
Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” and Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological
Resources.” Refer to Chapter 5, “Corrections and Revisions to the Draft EIR/EIS/EIS for
text revisions related to these topics.

The commenter states that the areas of “disturbed lands” within Washoe Meadows SP
that would be converted to golf course under Alternative 2 should not be considered an
environmental benefit, but should be “reclaimed” if it is a source of sediment. See the
following response to comment and master responses:

» response to comment AOB8-6 for a discussion of quarry areas and soil piles.

» Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of the area proposed for
golf course reconfiguration; and

» Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of sensitive
habitat.
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Letter South Tahoe Association of Realtors (STAR)

AOB25 Theresa Souers, 2010 President on behalf of STAR Board of Directors
Response November 4, 2010
AOB25-1 The commenter’s support for Alternatives 2 and 4 is noted. This comment does not raise

issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.
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Letter Tahoe-Douglas Visitors Authority

AOB26 John Packer
Response September 27, 2010
AOB26-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its economic, recreation, and

environmental value is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the
adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.
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Page 3 of 3

Chip Brown: President
San Franciveo Fly Casting Clib
Truckee, CA

Dave Stanley: Orwner
The Reno Fiy Shop
Reno, NV

Stefan Meleod: President
Truckee River Chapter TU
Truckee, CA

Organizational (verview

Trout Unlimited (TLT) is the oldest and largest coldwater fish conservation organization in North
America. T17s mission is to conserve, protect and restore native trout and salmon populations
throughout their historic watersheds. TU accomplishes this mission through a combination of
direct advocacy for changes in law and policy, organizing ol sportsmen, public education and
outreach, research and dissemination of new science, and on-the-ground conservation projects
implemented by TU's 150,000 grassroots members and chapter leaders.

TU, based in Arlington. Virginia, operates lield offices in stales and regions with especially high
values for coldwater fisheries and habitat, California is one such state, with its exceptional
fishing and hunting opportunities, eleven native species of trout and salmon (the most of any
state outside of Alaska), and thousands of miles of rivers. However, many of Califomia’s native
fish are imperiled and face a multitude of threats, including human development, water use, and
now climate change. Native trout that TL is working to protect and restore in Califormia include
the Lahontan cutthroat, the Paiute cutthroat, central and southerm coastal steelhead, Goose Lake
and Warner Lake redband, the California golden trout, and coho salmon.

We have offices in Truckee, Berkeley, Fort Bragg and Santa Crug.
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Letter Trout Unlimited

AOB27 David Lass, Northern California Field Director, Sportsman Conservation Project
Response November 7, 2010
AOB27-1 The commenter’s support for Alternatives 2, 3, and 5 is noted. The commenter requests

that spawning habitat be considered during implementation of stream restoration. See
response to comment AOB21-1.
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Letter Washoe Meadows Community

AOB28 Lynne Paulson
Response October 1, 2010
AOB28-1 The commenter’s request for more specific GPS coordinates and an additional 30 days to

review the document is noted. The comment period was not extended; however, State
Parks stated that comments could still be submitted without a guarantee that they would
receive a response. The comment period was extended from 75 days to 85 days, which is
twice the statutorily required review period for an EIR under CEQA and 25 days more
than required under NEPA. GPS coordinates were also provided. This comment does not
raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.
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Letter Washoe Meadows Community

AOB29 Lynne Paulson
Response October 8, 2010
AOB29-1 The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 2 is noted. The commenter is concerned that

no general plan has been prepared for Washoe Meadows SP. See Master Response
Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of consistency with applicable plans, policies,
and regulations.
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Letter
AOB30
Response

Washoe Meadows Community
Lynne Paulson
October 13, 2010

AOB30-1

AOB30-2

AOB30-3

AOB30-4

AOB30-5

AOB30-6

AOB30-7

The commenter states that Alternative 2 would not be consistent with applicable plans,
policies, and regulations. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use.”

The commenter is concerned about impacts on biological resources, including fens within
Washoe Meadows SP, aesthetics, and recreation access. Section 3.7, “Scenic Resources,”
of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS discusses potential impacts of the alternatives on scenic
resources. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of
impacts on biological resources, including fens. See Master Response Section 3.5,
“Recreation,” for a discussion of recreation access within the study area.

The commenter has concerns about impacts on wildlife habitat. See Master Response
Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.”

The quality of the land proposed for exchange between Lake Valley SRA and Washoe
Meadows SP was addressed in Chapter 2, “Project Alternatives,” and several impact
discussions in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, including those in Section 3.3, “Hydrology and
Flooding”; Section 3.4, “Geomorphology and Water Quality”; Section 3.5, “Biological
Resources”; Section 3.6, “Earth Resources”; and Section 3.7, “Scenic Resources.” The
commenter does not define “unequal quality of land”; however, Alternative 2 proposes to
restore SEZ adjacent to the Upper Truckee River and relocate the golf course to an area
farther from the river, much of which is within higher capability and previously disturbed
lands. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for more detail on the quality of
land proposed for exchange. In this master response, the comparative areas and resource
qualities are discussed.

The commenter is concerned that the draft EIR/EIS/EIS did not address impacts of
“complicated turf management practices” under Alternative 2 on sensitive land. See
Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water

Quality.”

The commenter disagrees with the assumptions used for the economic analysis. See
Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics.”

The commenter’s request that information related to the draft EIR/EIS/EIS continue to be
reviewed is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy,
or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.
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Letter Washoe Meadows Community

AOB31 Lynne Paulson
Response November 15, 2010
AOB31-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 3 or another alternative that restores the river,

retains Washoe Meadows SP in its entirety, and protects the environment is noted. This
comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the
draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

AOB31-2 The commenter states that Alternative 2 would not be consistent with applicable plans,
policies, and regulations. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use.”

AOB31-3 The commenter states that Alternative 2 would not be consistent with applicable plans,
policies, and regulations. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use.”

AOB31-4 The commenter states that Alternative 2 would not be consistent with applicable plans,
policies, and regulations. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use.”

AOB31-5 The commenter states that Alternative 2 would not be consistent with applicable plans,
policies, and regulations. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use.”

AOB31-6 The commenter states that Alternative 2 would not be consistent with applicable plans,
policies, and regulations. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use.”

AOB31-7 The commenter states that Alternative 2 would not be consistent with applicable plans,
policies, and regulations. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use.”

AOB31-8 The commenter states that Alternative 2 would not be consistent with applicable plans,
policies, and regulations. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use.”

AOB31-9 The commenter states that the project is not an appropriate use of Federal funds.
Restoration of the Upper Truckee River is a primary purpose of Reclamation’s Tahoe
Regional Wetland Development Program. As described in Chapter 1, “Introduction and
Statement of Purpose and Need,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS (page 1-4), the primary
purpose and need for the project is related to the river restoration, with modifications of
the golf course a required secondary action to accomplish an effective restoration
approach. Consequently, the appropriateness of the use of Federal funds is related to
achieving the river restoration goals of the project as determined by Reclamation. Federal
funds were not and will not be used for golf course design or construction.

AOB31-10 The commenter reiterates scoping comments and states that not all scoping comments
provided were incorporated into the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. See response to comment AOB8-1.

AOB31-11 The commenter’s opinion of the public workshops held for the project is noted. See
response to comment AOBS-1.

AOB31-12 The commenter states that siting criteria used for the alternatives analysis in the draft
EIR/EIS/EIS are flawed and that the State should have used a real estate agent and looked
at private parcels, because costs have gone down. As described in Chapter 2, “Project
Alternatives,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, Section 15126.6(f) of the State CEQA
Guidelines states that the alternatives analysis should identify whether any of the
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AOB31-13

AOB31-14

AOB31-15

project’s potentially significant effects would be avoided or substantially lessened by
putting the project in another feasible location. Section 15126.6(f) also states that if the
lead agency concludes that no feasible alternative locations exist, it must disclose the
reasons for this conclusion. Among the factors that may be taken into account when
addressing the feasibility of off-site alternatives are site suitability, economic viability,
availability of infrastructure, consistency with plans and policies, other regulatory
limitations, and ability of the project proponents to reasonably acquire, control, or
otherwise have access to the alternative site. In determining whether alternative locations
for the project need to be considered in an EIR, Section 15126(f)(1) indicates that the
proponent’s ability to reasonably acquire or control an alternative location can be taken
into account. Recognizing the current state budget circumstances, it would not be feasible
to set aside public funds for state acquisition of private property for alternative golf
course locations, so available public parcels were considered. Section 15126.6(f)(2)(A) of
the State CEQA Guidelines states that only locations that would feasibly avoid or
substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project need be considered for
inclusion in the EIR. Purchasing a large private parcel was not only infeasible but none
that met most of the other siting criteria were known to be available at the time of the
analysis.

See Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics,” for a discussion of the scope of the
economic analysis. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of
consistency of the project with plans, policies, and regulations related to land uses within
Washoe Meadows SP. As shown in Exhibit 2-2 of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, the area
proposed for the reconfigured golf course under Alternative 2 is predominantly less than
20% slopes.

The commenter’s opinion of the EIR/EIR/EIS analysis and process is noted. As described
in Chapters 1 and 2 of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, State Parks, Reclamation, and TRPA
followed CEQA, NEPA, and TRPA requirements on full disclosure, transparency, and
due process. Multiple outreach events were held by State Parks to provide information
about the proposed alternatives beyond public scoping meetings and recreation
workshops; however, no outreach events were private and all members of the public were
welcome to attend each of these events. See response to comment AOB8-1 for a
discussion of selection of a proposed Preferred Alternative.

The commenter states that reconfiguring the golf course would be inconsistent with a
previous lawsuit related to the park units. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use.”

The commenter states that the yardage of golf course would be increased under
Alternative 2. As described in Section 2.5.1, “Project Features” the current Lake Tahoe
Golf Course is an 18-hole regulation length, par 71 course with a total walking distance
of 6,741 yards designed to host championship play. The current course has three sets of
tees at 6,741; 6,327; and 5,703 yards. The course rating and slope for the three tees are,
respectively, 70.8/126, 68.9/120, and 66.7/109. The conceptual design for the
reconfigured course maintains its status as an 18-hole regulation course designed to be
able to host championship play, with approximately the same slope, rating, length, par,
and variety of holes as currently exist. In addition to the natural features of a site, the golf
course layout incorporates design features, such as teeing areas, greens complexes, sand
and grass bunkers, and water features to define the strategy of each hole and produce the
desired visual quality, keeping in mind circulation, speed-of-play, and safety. AOB31-16
The commenter states that land use maps are incorrect but lists information
presented in habitat maps. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” and
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AOB31-17

AOB31-18

AOB31-19

AOB31-20

AOB31-21

Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water
Quality.”

The commenter states that campgrounds and golf course facilities were not adequately
evaluated. Campgrounds within Washoe Meadows SP are not being considered at this
time and are beyond the scope of the current project objectives. As described in Chapter
2, “Project Alternatives,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, if Alternative 5 were selected, State
Parks would be able to embark on a new planning effort for the entire area at any time in
the future when it wishes to consider developing permanent facilities. This effort could
involve planning for Washoe Meadows SP and Lake Valley SRA together or separately.
It could involve reclassifying land and considering a variety of actions related to outdoor
recreation and resource management. Campgrounds are one type of recreation facility
that could be considered in the future, but they are not proposed at this time and would
require separate environmental review. Locations for golf course facilities were
considered in depth. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of
lands proposed for exchange. Also see Chapter 3, “Affected Environment and
Environmental Consequences,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS for a detailed evaluation of
impacts of reconfiguring the Lake Tahoe Golf Course on each resource area.

The commenter states that promoting the golf course as “Audubon” certified in the public
meeting is misleading and represents bias toward Alternative 2. The draft EIR/EIS/EIS
simply presents factual information about the existing golf course, which includes its
certification. As described in Chapter 2, “Project Alternatives,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS,
the Lake Tahoe Golf Course is a member of the Audubon Cooperative Sanctuary
Program for Golf Courses (ACSP) and is a certified cooperative sanctuary under the
ACSP. The ACSP is an award-winning education and certification program that helps
golf courses protect the environment and preserve the heritage of the game of golf. Since
its inception in 1992, the ACSP has assisted golf courses in integrating environmentally
responsible maintenance practices into day-to-day course operations. The ACSP helps
people to enhance valuable natural areas and wildlife habitats that golf courses provide,
to improve efficiency, and to minimize potentially harmful impacts of golf operations
(ACSP 2006). This information presented in Chapter 2 of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS
characterizes existing conditions that would continue under Alternative 2; therefore,
presentation of this information at the public meeting did not mislead the public.

The commenter states an opinion that Alternative 3 would establish a “better”
geomorphically functioning channel. However, as described in Chapter 2, “Project
Alternatives,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, Alternatives 2, 3, and 5 would all follow the same
approach to restoring the river. Alternative 3 would decrease the golf landscape adjacent to
the Upper Truckee River; however, as described in response to comment AOB8-7,
Alternative 2 would also decrease the golf course landscape adjacent to the river (as would
Alternative 5). The commenter correctly states that low-density use would increase and the
use of irrigation and fertilizer would decrease within Washoe Meadows SP; however, as
described in Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and
Water Quality,” the water used for irrigation is obtained under an existing water right and
fertilizer use is limited.

The commenter is concerned about habitat fragmentation under Alternative 2. See Master
Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.”

The commenter states that the buffer area around the golf course is not considered in the
coverage impacts. This is correct; a buffer would not be considered coverage and would
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AOB31-22

AOB31-23

AOB31-24

AOB31-25

AOB31-26

AOB31-27

not create a negative impact. The commenter is concerned about reduced recreation
access through the study area. See Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation.”

The commenter states that resources cannot be committed without a general plan for
Washoe Meadows SP. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use.”

The commenter states that impacts of a bridge and restrooms on groundwater were not
addressed. See response to comment AOB8-14 and Master Response Section 3.3,
“Biological Resources.” The commenter states that the EIR/EIS/EIS “mischaracterized”
dry meadow but does not provide details about the location of this mischaracterized area.
An updated vegetation map is presented in Chapter 5, “Corrections and Revisions to the
Draft EIR/EIS/EIS.”

Potential impacts related to erosion are addressed in Impact 3.6-1 (Alt. 2), “Soil Erosion,
Sedimentation, and Loss of Topsoil,” and Impact 3.4-6 (Alt. 2), Short-Term Risk of
Surface Water or Groundwater Degradation during Construction.” Mitigation for these
potential impacts during project construction and operation is provided in Mitigation
Measures 3.6-1A (Alt. 2) and 3.4-6 (Alt. 2), “Prepare and Implement Effective Site
Management Plans,” and Mitigation Measure 3.6-1B (Alt. 2), “Provide On-Site Storm
Drainage Facilities and Accompanying Stormwater Drainage Plan to Prevent Surface
Erosion from Discharging to Creek or River Channels.” These mitigation measures
require implementation of design measures and BMPs with performance requirements.

A very strict water quality criterion (exceeding 10% above background for turbidity) was
used to determine that an impact on water quality would be significant. Therefore, Impact
3.4-6 (Alternatives 2 through 5) would be significant and unavoidable. However, this
conclusion does not necessarily correlate with the same findings in Section 3.6, “Earth
Resources.” For Impact 3.6-1 to be significant and unavoidable, the project would likely
have to elevate turbidity levels by considerably more than 10% above background levels,
in a larger area and for a longer duration than the limited area and brief period used for
the water quality analysis. This topic was addressed in the “Methods and Assumptions”
sections in Section 3.4, “Geomorphology and Water Quality,” and Section 3.6, “Earth
Resources.”

The commenter is concerned about impacts of the project on scenic resources. See
response to comment 16-3.

The commenter states that the fen and quarry pit are hydrologically connected and is
concerned that although Alternative 2 would restore the quarry and avoid the fen, the
surface or groundwater hydrology of the fen would be altered or degraded. The
commenter is concerned that the golf course proposed under Alternative 2 would
“surround” a sensitive wetland. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological
Resources,” and Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology,
and Water Quality.” Refer to Chapter 5, “Corrections and Revisions to the Draft
EIR/EIS/EIS for text revisions related to these topics.

The commenter is concerned about impacts of Alternative 2 on wildlife. See Master
Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.”

The commenter is concerned that any change in chemical uses in areas not now occupied
by a golf course pose unnecessary risks to water quality, and that present water
monitoring is inadequate and mitigation needs to include additional monitoring. The
comment refers to a diesel spill that occurred in 2005. See response to comment AOB31-
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AOB31-28

AOB31-29

AOB31-30

AOB31-31

AOB31-32

AOB31-33

AOB31-34

AOB31-35

AOB31-36

55 in regard to the diesel spill. See Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding,
Geomorphology, and Water Quality” for a discussion of chemical use.

The commenter expresses support for Alternative 3 because of its lower water demand
and reduced chemical use. The comment is noted. This comment does not raise issues
regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

The commenter notes that Alternative 3 would have less of an impact on biological
resources. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

The commenter suggests that an alternative that would implement the general plan should
have been analyzed. Consistency with the general plan is discussed in Chapter 2, “Project
Alternatives,” and Section 3.1, “Land Use,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. See Master
Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for additional information.

The baseline used for the draft EIR/EIS/EIS is existing conditions at the start of the
environmental review with some additional resource information since that time to
update the understanding of current conditions relevant to the environmental analysis.
These existing conditions have been influenced by a culmination of both historical and
ongoing activities. Where appropriate and applicable, information about existing permits,
concession contracting, and consistency with the Lake Valley SRA General Plan was
presented in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, either in Chapter 2, “Project Alternatives,” or in the
discussion of existing conditions in specific resource sections.

The commenter has concerns about existing and proposed impacts related to water use.
See Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water
Quality,” for a discussion of water use.

The commenter states that Alternative 2 is the preferred alternative and that Alternative 5
is not evaluated at an equal level of detail. See response to comment AOB8-1 for a
discussion of the alternatives evaluated for the project.

The commenter states that Alternative 3 is better than Alternative 2. The comment is noted.
This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of
the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

The commenter disagrees with the methodology used in the economic analysis for the
project. See Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics.”

The commenter disagrees with the scope used in the economic analysis for the project.
See Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics.”

The commenter correctly notes that the goal of the project is to maintain adequate
revenue generation from Lake Valley SRA and/or Washoe Meadows SP.

The commenter disagrees with the survey methods used for recreation surveys. As
described in Section 3.8, “Recreation,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, the economic feasibility
analysis indicated that the survey respondents were likely to have been biased about
proposed changes to be made to the golf course; a reduced-play golf course would likely
appeal to a different group of golfers (HEC 2008:30-31 [Appendix E]). The limitations
of the surveys conducted for the project are acknowledged in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. In

Upper Truckee River Restoration and State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-275 Comments and Individual Responses



AOB31-37

AOB31-38

AOB31-39

AOB31-40

AOB31-41

AOB31-42

AOB31-43

AOB31-44

AOB31-45

AOB31-46

AOB31-47

AOB31-48

AOB31-49

addition to the surveys conducted at the golf course, data were obtained from the Lake
Tahoe Golf Course concessionaire.

The commenter disagrees with the conclusions of the economics analysis. The
commenter’s support for Alternative 3 and opposition to Alternative 2 is noted. See
Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics.”

The commenter disagrees with the conclusions of the economics analysis. See Master
Response Section 3.7, “Economics.”

The commenter disagrees with the conclusions of the economics analysis. See Master
Response Section 3.7, “Economics.”

The commenter disagrees with the conclusions of the economics analysis. See Master
Response Section 3.7, “Economics.”

The commenter disagrees with the scope of the economics analysis. See Master Response
Section 3.7, “Economics.”

The commenter disagrees with the scope of the economics analysis. See Master Response
Section 3.7, “Economics.”

The commenter questions the source of funding for the project. See Master Response
Section 3.7, “Economics.”

The commenter questions the loss of income during construction. State Parks plans to
allow golfing to continue on 9 holes or potentially a modified 18-hole course throughout
the construction period unless the contractor deems this infeasible.

The commenter disagrees with the conclusions of the economics analysis. See Master
Response Section 3.7, “Economics.”

The commenter disagrees with the conclusions of the economics analysis. See Master
Response Section 3.7, “Economics.”

The commenter is concerned about pesticide use on the golf course. See Master Response
Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality.”

The commenter is concerned about fertilizer use on the golf course. See Master Response
Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality.”

The commenter is concerned that Alternative 2 would not comply with the following
statement in the Water Quality Appendix to the TRPA Threshold Evaluation: “All new
development must be setback from the defined extent of the SEZs...” The TRPA
Threshold Evaluation is not a compliance document, but an assessment document that
has not been fully adopted. This project would reduce coverage and development in the
SEZ and relocation of coverage is allowed by TRPA. See response to comment AOB8-4
for additional information about the SEZ coverage evaluation.

The commenter states that Alternative 3 would be more consistent with TRPA goals to
reduce/restrict fertilizer use in SEZs. The comment is noted.
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AOB31-50

AOB31-51

AOB31-52

AOB31-53

AOB31-54

The commenter indicates that Alternative 3 would be more consistent than Alternative 2
with TRPA criteria regarding land coverage in SEZs. The comment is noted.

The commenter states that Alternative 3 would be better than Alternative 2 at meeting
TRPA'’s restrictions from development in the 100-year floodplain. For clarification, golf
course turf is not considered coverage.

The commenter expresses the opinion that Alternative 3 would more closely meet TRPA
goals and policies regarding restoration of disturbed lands and setbacks from
SEZ/floodplain than would Alternative 2.

Alternatives 2 and 3 would both reduce the area of golf course within SEZ (to
approximately 96 and 85 acres, respectively). Both alternatives would reduce the distance
along the Upper Truckee River that have adjacent golf course land use: Alternative 3
would eliminate adjacent golf course land use along 6,382 linear feet (to zero) and
Alternative 2 would eliminate adjacent golf course land use along 5,532 linear feet
(reduced to 850 feet) (Table 2-1). Therefore, both alternatives would be consistent with
the TRPA Goals and Policies regarding restoration of disturbed lands and setbacks from
SEZ/floodplain.

The commenter states that Lake Tahoe’s designation as an “Outstanding National
Resource” in the Water Quality Control Plan for the Lahontan Region (Basin Plan)
requires additional protections from the golf course’s turf management practices. The
commenter is correct in noting that Lake Tahoe is a designated “Outstanding National
Resource Water.” This status is a key element of the control measures and waste
discharge prohibitions for the protection and enhancement of Lake Tahoe contained
within the Lahontan RWQCB’s Basin Plan and described in the regulatory framework of
the draft EIR/EIS/EIS (pages 3.4-2 to 3.4-9). The water quality control programs to
protect the lake are implemented jointly by the Lahontan RWQCB, TRPA, USFS, local
governments, and other parties for the California portion of the Tahoe Basin; however,
the California Water Boards are ultimately responsible for implementation. The impact
analysis, conclusions, and mitigation measures identified within the draft EIR/EIS/EIS
fully consider the water quality requirements pursuant to Lake Tahoe’s status, which are
explicitly addressed by the Basin Plan.

The commenter is concerned that Alternative 2 would conflict with elements of the Basin
Plan requiring special control measures for golf courses, and prohibitions against chemical
uses within SEZs, while Alternative 3 would eliminate this conflict. The Lahontan
Regional Water Quality Control Board would make permit decisions regarding any special
control measures for any golf course features that would remain within the SEZ under any
of the action alternatives. The permit conditions would be consistent with, not in conflict
with the Basin Plan requirements. For additional discussion of chemical management under
Alternatives 2 and 3, see Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding,
Geomorphology, and Water Quality.”

The commenter is concerned about the water quality monitoring proposed. See Master
Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality.”

The commenter is concerned that indirect effects of flooding on water quality impacts were
not adequately described in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. However, the water quality impact
discussion within Section 3.4 of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS does consider the risks of flooding
on golf course facilities and operations as part of potential water quality effects under the
analysis of Impact 3.4-8 for each alternative. The types of risks and potential magnitude
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AOB31-55

AOB31-56

AOB31-57

of risk for each action alternative include consideration of the area of golf course within
the floodplain (see Table 2-1) and the proposed condition of the course improvements
under each alternative. For clarification, the acreage of golf course within the 100-year
floodplain (56 acres) would not change under Alternatives 1 and 4. The acreage of golf
course facilities within the 100-year floodplain would be reduced under Alternative 2 (36
acres), Alternative 3 (10 acres), and Alternative 5 (0 acres). Therefore, indirect potential
flooding effects on water quality due to flood interaction with golf course features would
be beneficial in all of the action alternatives on the basis of acreage alone. The
commenter’s note that Alternative 3 reduces the risk more than Alternative 2 is noted. No
change to the text of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS is required.

The commenter states that risks such as the 1999 diesel spill by the on-site snowmobile
concessionaire were not disclosed in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. However, the water quality
impact discussion within Section 3.4 of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS does consider the risks of
accidental spills over the operational life of the project as part of potential water quality
effects under the analysis of impact 3.4-8 for each alternative. The impact analysis notes
that the Lahontan RWQCB would update the waste discharge permit for any of the action
alternatives, likely updating and strengthening the monitoring and reporting
requirements. State Parks and its concessionaires will work with the Lahontan RWQCB
to update and implement any new waste discharge permit requirements.

The commenter cites past scientific studies that indicate that golf courses contribute to
the eutrophication of Lake Tahoe as a reason to prefer Alternative 3 over Alternative 2.
Recent basinwide technical studies for the Lake Tahoe TMDL (California Water Boards
and NDEP 2007) indicate that golf courses are one of many specific land uses that may
include fertilizer uses that affect surface and/or groundwater quality.

The USACE (2003) groundwater evaluation indicates that fertilized golf course area (3.9
square kilometers [sg. km]) composes 20.5% of the total fertilized area (19 sg. km)
within the Lake Tahoe Basin and their application loads that range from 3.9 to 37.1% of
the total basin phosphorus and from 17.6 to 36.2% of the total for nitrogen (see page 4-19
of the TMDL tech study). The fertilized golf course areas have nitrogen and phosphorus
application loads that are not dissimilar to other basin land uses with turf (e.g., residential
landscaping; institutions and commercial areas).

See Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water
Quality.”

The commenter is concerned about impacts on wildlife and consistency with TRPA
thresholds. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.”
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Washoe Tribe of Nevada and California, Cultural Resources Office/Tribal Historic

Letter Preservation Office
AOB32 Darrel Cruz
Response September 14, 2010

AOB32-1 The commenter disagrees with the No Adverse Effect conclusion for cultural resources.
See Master Response Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources.”

AOB32-2 The commenter is concerned about losing the connection with cultural resources within
Washoe Meadows SP. See Master Response Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources.”

AOB32-3 The commenter states that the project is subject to the Archaeological Resources
Protection Act of 1979. See Master Response Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources.”

AOB32-4 The commenter is concerned about impacts on cultural resources pursuant to the National
Historic Preservation Act. See Master Response Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources.”

AOB32-5 The commenter is concerned about losing the connection with cultural resources within
Washoe Meadows SP. See Master Response Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources.”

AOB32-6 The commenter is concerned about impacts on cultural resources. See Master Response
Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources.”

AOB32-7 The commenter’s support for Alternatives 3 and 4 is noted. This comment does not raise
issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

AOB32-8 The commenter notes that Alternative 2 would have impacts on the ecosystem and
cultural resources. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy,
or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

AOB32-9 The commenter is concerned about increases in use of fertilizers under Alternative 2. See
Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water
Quality.”

AOB32-10 The commenter states the mission of the Office of Historic Preservation and State
Historical Resources Commission. This comment does not raise issues regarding the
adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.
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feasible, encapsulate the sites. Avoiding the site altogether is only contemplated for one site, That
being said, the proposed mitigation for this site is also unacceptable because access and use of the i
site will continue to be effected in a significant manner. Tribal members and tribal organizations i
such as the Washoe Cultural Resources Advisory Council will likely have to count on the good i
will of the golf course concessionaire to allow them access the site. Additionally, the tribal
members attempting to cross the golf course while it is in use will face safety hazards. While the
Tribe appreciates the State Park's offer to avoid disturbing the sites, the fact is, this mitipation
measure does not reduce the impact to the site to less-than-significant. As a practical matter, the
Tribe can’t access sites that are in the middle of a golf course,

ADBES
cont,

-2
The mitigation measures suggested for other sites, encapsulating the sites, eliminates the Tribe's

ability to access the sites altogether. The possibility of deeding the sites into permanent
conservation easements is not explored thoroughly. This is insufficient.

The DEIS makes an attemnpt to lessen the blow to the Tribe by stating that the final design for the
golf course is not yet completed and that it will work with the Tribe to design the course to lessen
the impact on culbural resources. With all due respect, given the history of the Lake Tahoe basin,
the Tribe can not accept unenfarceable assurances that the impact to cultural resources will be
sufficiently reduced and they will be able to properly access those sites. As it stands, the current
project design results in significant impacts to cultural resources that are not resolved via the
proposed mitigation measures.

e —— A e amn v s LA i s A

The DEIR insufficiently discusses the cumulative effects to Washoe cultural resources. {
The CEQA Guidelines state that “(a)n EIR shall discuss cumulative impacts of a project when the
project's incremental effect is cumulatively considerable, as defined in section 15065(a){3)".[ &
15130(a)] “Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of an individual project
are significant when viewed in connecton with the effects of past projects, the effects of other |
current projects, and the effects of probable future projects, Under the Guidelines, it does not |
matter that the State Parks is not wholly responsible for what has happened to Washoe cultural i
resources in the Basin, What matters is the fact that the effect of a physical change to the |
environment, when viewed in light of other past and future physical changes to the environment, !
are significant. i

It is well known that the cumulative effect of past projects on Washoe eultural resources has been AC'BS:%E'
to decimate those respurces. In today’s common parlance, each Washoe family was a second home
owner at Lake Tahoe. Each spring, extended family groups would move back up to the Lake and
live in these summer homes. The Washoe Tribe knew the Basin intimately, They knew the best
locations for summer homes and the best places to take advantage of and develop the Basin's
resources. When their lands were taken from them, it is no surprise that the best places were the
first to go. The Tribe was pushed to the margins of non-Natve society, to lands and places that
were deemed undesirable. As a result, the vast majority of significant Washoe cultural resources
have been buried and now reside under resorts, marinas, houses and yes, golf courses. Without a
doubt, there were significant resources that were destroyed in the current project arca when the
river was straightened, when the golf course was put in, when the sewer lines were installed,
when the quarry was developed and in short, when the ground in the project area was disturbed.
The fact that significant cultural resources exist in the project area and that these resources are
accessible to the Tribe is nothing short of amazing when you consider the history of the Basin and
of the area. Again, the DEIS fails to consider this fact entirely by proposing mitigation measures

919 Highway 395 South, Gardnerville, Nevada 82410
(775) 265-4191 | (775) 883-1446 [| (530) 694-2339 [ Fax (775) 265-6240
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Letter
AOB33
Response

Washoe Tribe of Nevada and California
Waldo W. Walker, Chairman
November 11, 2010

AOB33-1

AOB33-2

AOB33-3

AOB33-4

AOB33-5

The commenter states that the draft EIR/EIS/EIS does not address all impacts on cultural
resources. See Master Response Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources.”

The commenter states that mitigation proposed for impacts of Alternative 2 on cultural
resources is inadequate. See Master Response Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources.”

The commenter states that the discussion of cumulative impacts on cultural resources is
inadequate. As described in Section 3.16, “Cumulative Impacts,” of the draft
EIR/EIS/EIS, even with protective regulations, cultural resources are still degraded or
destroyed as cumulative development proceeds in the Tahoe Basin. This statement
acknowledges the existing significant cumulative effect on cultural resources in the basin;
however, with implementation of mitigation, the project would not make a considerable
contribution to that significant cumulative effect. See Master Response Section 3.6,
“Cultural Resources,” for a discussion of proposed mitigation measures.

The commenter is concerned about monitoring proposed in cultural mitigation. See
Master Response Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources.”

The commenter is concerned about proposed cultural mitigation. See Master Response
Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources.”
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Individuals
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Upper Truckee Restoration and Golf Course Reconfig 1 1
John Adamski [jvaski@sbeglobal.net]

Sent: Monday, Novernber 15, 2010 3:12 PM
To:  Project, Upper Truckes

Hiy
¥y name 1s John Adamski
I attended one of your public meetings at the Country Club .

BAfter hearing your pressntation and walking the proposed golf course
reconfiguration — I wish te volce my concerns.

It appears that not encugh water tCesting for pollutants was conducted by an
impartial teating agency prior to making decisions to proceed with this.

I reccomend at least 5 years moniterling of the true run=off to Tahos though It-1
this river. I guestion what if encugh has been done previously to regulate
the golf course's uge of fertilizer sto.

Relocating the golf course to unimproved [orest closer to nelghborhocds will
take eway even more land that serves as a guist recreaticnal area faor hikers,
mtn bikers, and X-country skiiers.

We already lack enough "natural buffera™ in and aroond our neighborhoods.
Furthermore, 1t seens scmewhat rediculouws for the State Parks to propose
such a tremendously expensive project for guesticonakle resulta during a
period of unguestionakble recession for Californians. I estimate the real
figure of unemployment in this community to ke beyond Z0%. Many of us leck at
and uss "grant-funding® az "free monsy" for these types of projects - when if
fact we all pay for this with federal and state taxes. I peracnaly think [4.2
State agencies sghould trim-back at this time and show that they taks some
responsibility in correcting thiz devastating recession.

It is for these reasons I recommend shelving all phases of improvements for
this project until the sconomy sukstantially improves, and we have enough
water/ pollutants monitoring for emough years to make sound decisgions. And,
after five vears of monitoring iz completed — we might re—visit thiz project
to detemine if possikbly we could make simple incremsntal imporvements at
leas expense Lo achleve cur goals. ane guch minor lmprovement might be
simply to marrow the existing falrways near the river to create a wider
natural buffer from the cogrse.

Thark voeu for listening te my concerns

Sincerely, John Adamski
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Letter

11 John Adamski
Response November 15, 2010
11-1 The commenter has concerns about impacts of fertilizer use. See Master Response Section

3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality.”

11-2 The commenter has concerns about recreation access and funding. The commenter
recommends more monitoring and minor improvements to the golf course. The
suggestions are noted. See Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” and Master
Response Section 3.7, “Economics.”
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I Support Alternative 5 for the Upper Truckee 12
Eric Adema [eadema@yahoo.com]

Sent: Monday, Novernber 01, 2010 8:07 PM
To: Praject, Upper Truckes

I strongly urge that the Department of Parks and Recreation chocse
Blternabive for the Upper Truckes River Resteratlion & Golf Coursze
Degcommissioning Project.

The continued deterioration of the Upper Truckee cannot continues. Its health 121

iz vital to habkitat, fish and Lake Tahoe.

iver, Altsrnative
L will benefit

By decammissioning or moving the golf course away From
5 will arrest this deterloration: Its a lasting solutlon tha

the river and the broader Tahoe ecocsystem.

Erlic Pdetna

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA

Upper Truckee River Restoration and
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Letter

12 Eric Adema
Response November 15, 2010
12-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 5 is noted. This comment does not raise issues

regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
Comments and Individual Responses 4-292 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS



Upper Truckee River Restoration and State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-293 Comments and Individual Responses



Letter

13 Daniel Albanese
Response November 14, 2010
13-1 The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 2 and support for Alternative 4 is noted. The

commenter has concerns about the baseline conditions used for analysis of wildlife
habitat and about effects on the region’s economy. See Master Response Section 3.3,
“Biological Resources,” and Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics.”
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Comments to Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course Reconfiguration 14
Project

Dear Ms. Cyndie Walck,

| am Jenny Albanese, an analytical chemist (Ph.D.), neighbor and member of the
Washoe Meadow Community. | like to comment on the Upper Truckee River
Restoration and Golf Course Reconfiguration Draft EIR/EIS. The efforts by
California State Parks to restore a very important section of the Upper Truckee
River are very welcome.

Since the Upper Truckee River supplies approximately 40% of the water flowing
into Lake Tahoe, | am a strong supporter of its restoration to reduce erosion, fine
sediment and nutrients into the Upper Truckee River and finally Lake Tahoe.

However, | do oppose the State Parks department presented and preferred
alternative 2 for the following reasons:

= Alternative 2 would impact the environment by turning raw undeveloped
forested land into a developed golf course and increasing the size of the
golf course from 133 acres to 156 acres. The new location and size of the
golf course would have an input and effect on water quality, soils,
vegetation, recreation, wildlife and their habitats as well as cultural
resources.

* Despite bisecting wildlife habitats and limiting wildlife access to the river ,
the 200-300 feet proximity to the propose golf course (alternative 2) does
not prevent that toxic herbicides, fertilizers and pesticides will find their
way into river or sensitive fen area through runoff or groundwater
collection. Do we need to have another 100 year flooding situation, such 14-2
as the year 1997, after which the golf course had to repair damaged cart
paths and roads, to demonstrate the potential danger on how chemicals
and toxic components can enter the river and therefore end up in Lake
Tahoe? Mo, we don't, because even moderate flooding would cause this.

* There is about 6352 linear feet of golf course along the Upper Truckee
River this close proximity to the river would approximately double with the
new proposed golf course location, Potential flooding and typical surface
runoff or collected ground water will significantly increase (almost double)
the level of applied chemicals such as granulated lime stone (CaCO3) or
Gypsum (CaS04). These chemicals and others are currently used. Lime
stone is applied in Ibs/m ranging from 25-100 according to the golf course
soil tests from 2000-2008. Furthermore, soil Test and Recommendation
Reports dated 1/14/09 obtained through Public Records Act requests,
indicate recommended rates of application of nitrogen that are twice as
much as would be advisable for the Tahoe basin. In addition, the

14-3
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recommended rates of application of phosphorus are also too high. The

company preparing the report is located in Ohio and is likely not familiar [4-3
with Tahoe area regulations and conditions including the short season of cont
play.

* These examples demonstrate that we need better requirements for soil
testing then just trust best promised golf course maintenance practices. I4-4

Soil testing is not required to be reported to the Lahontan Regional \Water
Quality Control Board (LRWQRBE).

* According to the draft EIR/EIS/EIS Volume 1, Section 1.1.1, Lake Tahoe is
a designated Outstanding Mational Resource Water and its clarity has
declined due to the delivery of fine sediments from various watersheds in
the basin as well as due to “increased phytoplankton productivity, which in
turn has been attributed to an increase in nutrients, especially nitrogen
and phosphorous.” Mumerous scientific papers reference concerns about
the fertilizers used on golf courses and their effects on water quality and 14-3
ecosystemn health, An example is the Reference 4 article, which mentions
that golf courses are contributing to the eutrophication of Lake Tahoe,
which is "a process whereby water bodies, such as lakes, ... receive
excess nutrients that stimulate excessive plant growth (algae,...etc.).”

* We have to rethink and reevaluate the problems occurring with such close
proximity to the Upper Truckee River of a bigger golf.

* [t becomes even more evident and concerning, when looking at process
of monitoring water quality, which is not analytical and robust. While
the practices may meet most legal requirements, the issues with the
process erode confidence that pollutants are kept from the Upper Truckee
River.

1. There are only a few water monitoring stations. According to
Reference 1, page 1: "The Monitoring and reporting program
established two surface water monitoring and three monitoring 14-6
wells." The monitoring locations were established in 1989, Since
that time, advances analytical technology for water monitoring
would dictate additional monitoring stations and methods in an area
of such high sensitivity. Close monitoring of the effects of the golf
course on the Upper Truckee River are important from the aguatic
habitat standpoint as well as for the maintenance of the clarity of
Lake Tahoe. The situation relies too much on actions taken by the
Golf Course and there is little monitoring by LEWQCE.

2. Maonitoring does not take place at peak walering periods in the
summer. LRWQCE has requested monitering at this time period
(Reference 2). Instead water samples were taken in May or
Movember, when obviously less pollutant are expected due to show 147
coverage or after a long winter periods. \We need less self
regulation of the golf course, in order to keep Lake Tahoe clean.

3. Who takes the samples and what are their qualifications is not
specified. The document with requirements on this is Reference 3.

14-8
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2. \Water quality monitoring records obtained by Public Records Act request
from Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board

3. California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region, Board
Menitering and Reporting Proegram 6-00-48 for California Department of
Parks and Recreation and American Golf Corporation, Lake Valley State
Recreation Area, June 14, 2000,

4. Primary Productivity, Nutrients, and Transparency During the Early Onset
of Eutrophication in Ultra-Oligotrophic Lake Tahoe, California-Mevada,
Author: Charles R. Goldman, Source: Limnology and Oceanography, Val.
33, No. 6, Part 1: W.T. Edomendson Celebratory Issue (Nov. 1988), pp.
1321-1333
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Letter
14
Response

Jenny Albanese
November 14, 2010

14-1

14-2

14-3

14-4

14-5

14-6

14-7

14-8

The commenter has concerns about the proposed golf course reconfiguration and impacts
on water quality, wildlife habitat, recreation access, and cultural resources. See the
following response to comment and master responses:

» response to comment AOB4-5 and Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological
Resources,” for discussion on golf course reconfiguration and wildlife habitat;

» Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water
Quiality,” for discussion on water quality and erosion;

» Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation” (the commenter does not state the
recreation impact); and

» Master Response Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources” (the commenter does not state the
cultural resources impact).

The commenter is concerned that the golf course’s chemical use and infrastructure (e.g.,
cart paths) pose potential water quality problems in relation to river flooding processes.
See response to comment AOB31-54.

The commenter has concerns about impacts related to herbicides, fertilizers, pesticides,
and flooding. See Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology,
and Water Quality,” for a discussion on herbicides, fertilizers, pesticides, and flooding.
Commenter states the golf course along the river would double. This project would
reduce the amount of the golf course directly adjacent to the river from 6,382 linear feet
to 850 linear feet and reduce the area of the golf course in the floodplain and in SEZ.

The commenter suggests testing the soil. The suggestion is noted. State Parks and its
concessionaire will work with the Lahontan RWQCB to update the golf course’s
chemical application and management plan as needed to update permit requirements for
golf course operations.

The commenter is concerned that Lake Tahoe’s designation as an Outstanding National
Resource Water and its reduced clarity require special protection from golf course turf
management. See response to comment AOB31-51.

The commenter has concerns about the water quality monitoring program. See Master
Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality.”

The commenter has concerns about the water quality monitoring program. See Master
Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality.”

The commenter has concerns about the water quality monitoring program. See Master
Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality.”
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14-9 The commenter has concerns about impacts related to the existing well. See Master
Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for
discussion of the existing well.

14-10 The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 2 and support for Alternative 3 is noted. The
commenter summarizes comments addressed in letter 14 above.

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
Comments and Individual Responses 4-300 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS



[5

Kudo's to Cyndie Walck and All:
L appreciate the enormous effort put forth by Cyndie Walck and her colleagues at the CA

State Parks in developing these altematives, T agree that the nver needs restoration work
and that it is important to maintain recreational opportunities in the Washoe Meadows
State Park and the neighboring state recreation area.

Give equal consideration and effort to both Alternatives 2 and 4

It appears rom my reading of the EIS that the planners have shown a preference for
alternative #2 that may have led to an inadequate development of the possibilities for
successful compromise between the primary interest groups. Those groups are: The river
restoration folks, the golf enthusiasts and golf inc., the other recreational users of the state
park (hikers, cyelists, runners, x-o skiers, and equestrians ). and last but not least: the
natural landscape’habitat and the wildlife that lives there!

Il the same wonderful restoration ellors described for allernative £2 were applied to
alternative 44, then allernative 4 becomes a much more viable oplion and could be a
working compromise for the primary interest groups. If we can excavate and recover
2500 feet of old river channels for alternative 2 then we can do it for alternative 4 and
avoid moving the back 9 holes to the West side of the river. In essence. why can™ we
move the river to the West and Morth, out of the gn]f course, o 1t's historic channels
instead of moving goll course into the park.

Excerpt from draft EIR;

Under Alternative 2, the new channel weould incorporate sections of the existing channel,
re-activate historic meanders, and construct new sections of channel. This combination
walld give the desired sinuosity and slope,

Approximately 4,240 feet of the existing channel would be used without modification,
5,000 feet of the existing channel would be modified (as described below), 2,490 feet of
historic channel remnants would be reconnected, and 1,700 feet of new channel would
be constructed

Specific suggestions for improving Alternative #4

[. This plan deserves credit for minimizing the impact on aesthetic and recreation
values of Washoe Meadows State Park while partially restoring the river svstem.
This alternative is the best option for maintaining the values intended when the
TRPA and State Parks acted to establish this wonderful gem of a park.

2. This option should include a greater effort to perform Geomorphic restoration
along the reaches of river that are far enough away from the current golf course.
The 1500 foot streteh from RS 7500 to RS 6000 is the mest significant example.
This section is far enough away from the existing golf course to allow complete
restoration without changing the golf course.

Re-activate historic meanders: At the RS 8600 there is an old river channel to
the west of the current channel that could be used to completely avoid the
notorious erosion site near the bridge at RS 2000, Redirecting the river to the west

Lak
.
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Letter

15 Rick Alexander
Response October 27, 2010
15-1 See responses to letter 16. The letter was attached to letter 16.
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16

Rick Alexander

927 Mountain Trout Dr
5. Lake Tahoe Ca 96150
alextahoe@shcglobal.net

Comment on the EIR/EIS regarding the Alternative #2
{*The preferred alternative™ p. 6 scoping document)

Cyndie Walck and her colleagues at the CA State Parks appear to have good
intentions with this, their 'preferred alternative’ for river restoration and
improvement of golf recreation. Their effort to improve trail access between
Washoe Meadows State Park and the adjoining area is also a positive
development. | agree that the river needs restoration work and that it is important
to maintain recreational opportunities in the VWashoe Meadows State Park and
the neighboring state recreation area.

However, there are several unresolved issues with alternative #2:

1. The conversion of State Park lands to state recreation area lands for
the purpose of development of golf course facilities appears to be in
violation of the statutes from CA State Legislature that established
this particular state park and the public resources code that defines
state parks:

EXCERPTS FROM CHAPTER 1470 STATUTES OF 1984-CA
LEGISLATURE:
SEC.2. (a) The sum of $5,697 000 is hereby appropriated.. ...
(1) $5,010,000 to the Wildlife Conservation Board for the acquisition of
real property... (Washoe Meadows State Park)
...in order to acquire as state lands an environmentally sensitive
parcel of approximately 777 acres of land comprising wetlands,
meadow, and wildlife habitat for the purpose of protecting a unique 161
and irreplaceable watershed through which the Upper Truckee River
supplies approximately 40% of the water flowing into Lake Tahoe...

Definition of "State Parks" -- Public Resources Code Section S018.53.
State parks consist of relatively spacious areas of outstanding scenic or
natural character, oftentimes also containing significant historical,
archaeological, ecological, geolegical, or other similar values. The
purpose of state parks shall be to preserve outstanding natural,
scenic, and cultural values, indigenous aquatic and terrestrial fauna
and flora, and the most significant examples of ecological regions of
California, such as the Sierra Nevada, northeast volcanic, great valley,
coastal strip, Klamath Siskiyou Mountains, southwest mountains and
valleys, redwoods, foothills and low coastal mountains, and desert and
desert mountains. Each state park shall be managed as a composite
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whole in order to restore, protect, and maintain its native
environmental complexes to the extent compatible with the primary
purpose for which the park was established. Improvemants undertaken
within state parks shall be for the purpose of making the areas available
for public enjoyment and education in a manner consistent with the
preservation of natural, scenic, cultural, and ecological values for present
and future generations. Improvements may be undertaken to provide for
recreational activities including, but not limited to, camping, picnicking,
sightseeing, nature study, hiking, and horseback riding, so long as those
improvements involve no major modification of lands, forests, or waters,
Improvements that de not directly enhance the public's enjoyment of
the natural, scenic, cultural, or ecological values of the resource,
which are attractions in themselves, or which are otherwise available
to the public within a reasonable distance outside the park, shall not
be undertaken within state parks.

61
conl

The statute and code quoted above appear to prohibit the building a
golf course on state park land.

The approval of the state legislature should be required to convert or
trade land between State Parks and SRA.

2. This land exchange would create a devastating fracture in the
continuity of Washoe Meadows State Park. The idea of a land
exchange sounds good initially, but this particular land exchange,
converting state park lands to SRA, fractures some of the best features of
Washoe Meadows State Park, destroying habitat and blocking both
recreational and wildlife corridors between the main body of the state park
and the Upper Truckee River. \We should be restoring this area rather
than building a new area of golf development,

162

3. If you go forward with this altemnative it should be revised to improve
preservation of recreation and scenic resources by building a more natural
style golf course with minimal traditional turf and most of the natural plants 163
preserved, Minimize the cutting of trees and narrow the fairways fo
preserve the natural features and make the course challenging.

4. The proximity of holes 6 & 14 to the river is not compatible with the
river restoration goals. Move the portion of the golf course adjacent to
the new bridge away from the river a minimum of 100 to 200 feet. The 64
cart path can cross the river without holes and tees for #6 and #14 being
so close to the river,
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5. Maintain a buffer of native vegetation, especially native trees, between
meadow and trail areas in the state park and any golf course
development. Mitigate your damages to the secenic splendor of this state
park by requiring these buffers in the planning and approval process.
Move the lines of holes 7 through 13 closer together to enable increasing
the size of these buffers. Move the recreational trails further away from the
new golf course area wheraver possible. For example: the trail from the
“old barn” to the river area (RS 9500) could be moved to the west side of
the meadow and still line up with the pathway between holes 8 and 12,

6. Separate golf cart paths from recreation trails. Hikers, horseback
riders, mountain bikers and other recreational users would be put at risk if
they are forced to share a trail or bridge with golf carts.

7. The trail crossing the golf course between holes 8 & 12 should have
a 200-300 foot wide buffer of native vegetation... a natural break in the
galf course to maintain a natural scenic quality for this corridor and to
improve safety, separating non-golf recreation users from the threat of
being hit by golf balls. This trail should not be accessible to golf carts.

8. Build separate bridges over the Truckee River for golf and non-golf
recreation users. Move the bridge for hikers, cyclists and all non-golf
recreational users away from the golf course, locate it near RS 6300 to
reduce conflicts with golfers, flying golf balls and carts.

9. The new trail along the river should be moved as far away from the
golf course as possible... and as close to the river as feasible. Keep in
mind that a view of the golf course is not "scenic” by State Park standards.
Such scenery is more appropriate in an urban greenbelt park.

10. Include horseback riding in your recreational and trail considerations,
11.Economic damages:

From Alt #2 CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE

“In Year 2, golf play could be located on the western 8 holes constructed
in Year 1 if vegetation is properly established or the golf course may need
to be completely shut down in Year 2. Year 2 would include reconfiguring
the existing golf course and upgrading irrigation for play in Year 3."

Annual revenue loss with this closure would be around $3,000,000,
according to figures in the economic feasibility study in the appendix. This
would be devastating to the sensitive economy of 5. Lake Tahoe, resulting
in unemployment and subsequent damages to community as a whole.
These damages are not acceptable,

16-3

166

16-7

158

I6-101
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move the river to the West and North, out of the golf course, into it"s historic channels
inatead of moving golf course into the park.

Excerpt from drafl EIR:

Under Alternative 2, the new channel would incorperate sections of the existing channel,
re-activate historic meanders, and construct new sections of channel. This combination
would give the desired sinuosity and slope.

Approximataly 4,240 fest of the existing channel would be used withaut modification,
5,000 feet of the existing channel would be modified (as described below), 2,490 feet of
historic channel remnants would be reconnected, and 1,700 feet of new channel would
be constructed

Specitic supoestions for improving Alternative 84

1. This plan deserves credit for minimizing the impact on aesthetic and recreation
values of Washoe Meadows State Park while partially restoring the river svstem.
This alternative is the best option for maintaining the values intended when the
TRPA and State Parks acted to establish this wonderful gem of a park.

612
cont

2. This option should include a greater effort to perform Geomorphic restoration
along the reaches of river that are far enough away from the current golf course.
The 1500 foot stretch from RS 7500 to RS 6000 is the most significant example.
This section is far enough away from the existing golf course to allow complete
restoration without changing the golf course.

3. Re-activate historic meanders: /At the RS 8600 there is an old river channel to
the west of the current channel that could be used to completely avoid the
notoricus erosion site near the bridge at RS 8000, Redirecting the river to the west
at this old natural channel (please see photos) would avoid heles 6 and 7 and
eliminate the need for 2 problem bridges, This change in course would enable
complete restoration of the river upstream from hole 14 at RS 53900, This single
change, when combimed with reaches of the river in the park and not adjacent to
the existing golf course, would enable restoration of fully two thirds of the river
footage in the state park: 8000 feet (from RS 0 to BES 2000 and from RS 3900 to
RS 120003,
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8. With a combined Angora creek and Truckee river course upstream from holes 10
and 11 a single bridge could be used to cross the river, parallel to and between the
shot lines of holes 10 & 11

9. Below the line of hole 10 is the 2000-1oot mark, From here to highway 50
restoration of the river should be identical to that proposed in option #2.

10. The length of present river channegl addressed here and in option #2 is 6600 feet
(from RE2000 to RS 8600). The changes outlined above would add several
hundred feet 1o the river length, allowing for decreased velocity, a lower
percentage slope, and a more natural flood plain,

11. To maintain interest and challenges for the golf courze. ponds could be kept in 1612
areas removed from active river flow rather than completely filling tham with cont.
soil.

12. Take advantage of the land available for restoring the river that is already a part of
Washoe Meadows State park 1o the West and North of the golf course,

13. Restore all reaches of the river upstiream of the golf course lrom REE6H0 Lo
RS 12000, There are several large erosion sites with no goll’ course to limil
restoration, See photos: Restoration efforts in this area is not in conflict with any
wildlife, or recreational uses, including the existing zolf course and vet improving
this stretch of the river with complete Geomorphic Restoration is essential to the
success of any restoration efforts further downstream adjacent 1o the golf course,
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Letter
16
Response

Rick Alexander
November 14, 2010

16-1

16-2

16-3

16-4

The commenter has concerns about trading land between Washoe Meadows SP and Lake
Valley SRA. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of the
settlement agreement that followed the 1984 litigation and of provisions in the California
Public Resources Code related to land trades.

The commenter has concerns about wildlife habitat and recreation access related to the
proposed golf course reconfiguration. See the following master responses and response to
comment:

» Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion on land exchange;

» Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for discussions on wildlife
habitat;

» Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for a discussion on recreation access;
and

» response to comment AOB4-5 for a discussion of the proposed location of the
reconfigured golf course.

The commenter suggests revising the golf course proposed under Alternative 2 to improve
and preserve recreation and scenic resources. As discussed in Chapter 2, “Project
Alternatives,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, and in Chapter 2, “Project Description,” of this
final EIR/EIS/EIS, the golf course was designed as a link- or target-style course with
narrower fairways, minimal traditional turf, and more native areas than the existing golf
course. Natural topography will be used to minimize grading for the layout. Tree removal
would be minimized, with trees greater than 30 inches in diameter at breast height (dbh)
avoided. Mitigation Measure 3.7-2 (Alt. 2), “Prepare and Implement a Landscaping and
Forest Management Plan,” would be developed and implemented to maximize visual
screening of the golf course, while balancing vegetation management with other resource
objectives, including habitat quality and fire fuel management. A buffer landscape would
also be managed to maintain a minimum depth of 200 feet between residential properties
and the golf course. The forest vegetation in the buffer would be managed to maintain an
effective visual screen, appropriate fire fuel control, and wildlife habitat qualities. The plan
would be prepared in conjunction with detailed golf course design so that precise areas of
disturbance are known and the landscaping and forest management process can be
coordinated with golf course construction. The buffer and vegetative screening are not
meant to fully block views of all golf course activities, but to help screen views of the
course, reduce the visibility of the course to neighbors, and retain the overall forest
landscape character outside of the golf course, while allowing proper vegetation
management for defensible space.

The commenter states that holes 6 and 14 are incompatible with restoration goals and
should be moved. For connectivity and playability of the golf course, holes 6 and 14 need
to be placed adjacent to the Upper Truckee River. However, as discussed in Chapter 2,
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16-5

16-6

16-7

16-8

16-9

16-10

16-11

16-12

“Project Alternatives,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, minimally managed landscape
(unfertilized native vegetation) buffers have been included as part of the golf course’s
design to protect water quality of the Upper Truckee River. Furthermore, as discussed in
response to comment AOBB8-7, the design under Alternative 2 decreases the amount of
golf course adjacent to the Upper Truckee River from 6,382 linear feet under existing
conditions to 850 linear feet.

The commenter suggests maintaining a buffer of native vegetation and trail
improvements. To protect park resources, holes 7-13 cannot be moved closer together;
however, as shown in Chapter 2, “Project Description,” of this final EIR/EIS/EIS, the
conceptual golf course design has been modified slightly based on public comments on
the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. The trail to the “old barn” is outside of the project area and would
not be modified as part of the project. The only changes to the trail would be farther east
within the project area to provide connectivity to this existing user-created trail.

The commenter suggests separating cart paths from recreation trails. A separate
recreation trail bridge is not proposed as part of this project; however, State Parks could
assess the need for an additional bridge as part of future, separate planning efforts. Trails
are designed to diverge from the cart path quickly on both sides of the bridge. See Master
Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for a discussion of trail safety.

The commenter suggests constructing a separate bridge for park recreationists. The
request is noted. No additional bridges are proposed for this project. State Parks could
assess the need for an additional bridge as part of future, separate planning efforts. See
Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for discussion of trail safety.

The commenter suggests moving the new trail closer to the river and farther from the golf
course. The request is noted. Trails were located in their proposed location to minimize
impacts on other resources. See Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for discussion
of trail safety.

The commenter requests horseback riding within Washoe Meadows SP. Horseback riding
is currently allowed and would continue to be an allowed use within Washoe Meadows SP
with implementation of the project.

The commenter has concerns about revenue loss relating to closing the golf course during
construction. State Parks plans to allow 9 holes of golf to continue during the entire
construction period unless the contractor deems it infeasible, and will keep 18 holes open
most years, although they may be shortened or modified temporarily.

The commenter has concerns that the approach to the alternatives analysis was skewed. As
discussed in Chapter 1, “Introduction and Statement of Purpose and Need,” and as required
by NEPA and TRPA, each alternative (Alternatives 1-5) was considered at an equal level
of detail. Where impacts were the same or similar, a reference to a previous impact
discussion was used to minimize repetitive language and avoid a lengthier document.

The commenter provides suggestions for improving Alternative 4. The project proponents
appreciate suggestions for Alternative 4; however, as discussed in previous studies and in
Section 2.2.2, “River Alternatives,” of Chapter 2 of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, the alternatives
were developed by a diverse team of technical experts that included a geomorphologist,
hydrologist, engineers, biologist, and other professionals who considered numerous
possibilities for potential design opportunities and constraints. Many of the historic
meanders mentioned have either been incorporated or considered in the design for
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restoration. These other options were eliminated from detailed evaluation for various
reasons, such as limited ecosystem benefits, high costs, and environmental risks versus
potential benefits.

16-13 The commenter provides suggestions for improving Alternative 4. The project proponent
appreciates trail suggestions for Alternative 4. Although not a part of the proposed
Alternative 4, improvements to trail and access roads throughout Washoe Meadows SP
are ongoing under existing conditions and would continue under Alternative 4.
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Comments to Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course
Reconfiguration Project

David and Lon Allessio
P.O. Box 7304
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96158

October 23, 2010

\We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the EIR/EIS/EIS and we also
recognize the tremendous effort by agency personnel in preparing a complex
document. In review of the EIR/EIS/EIS, we have the following comments.

Under section 2.5.2 General Plan Amendment (page 2-56), it's acknowledged
in the document that there isn't a general plan for Washoe Meadows State Park,
yet there is a proposed boundary change for this area under Alternative 2.
Utilizing the Lake Valley SRA General Plan amendment process to change
boundaries within Washoe Meadows State Park for the sake of implementing
Alternative 2, would nullify this alternative as being viable. This appears to be 17-1
an illegal action by the California State Parks under their own regulations. How
can this alternative be legal without a general plan in place for Washoe Meadows
State Park when it would remave a large area of land that was purchased with
public funds for the intent of preserving the unique characteristics of the
property {1984 Litigation Settlement Agreement)?

Under section 2.5.3 Project Construction (page 2-65), it's stated in the
document that construction activities would include street access from Chilcothe
Street. Access from Chilcothe Street to Washoe Meadows State Park would
take place on a undeveloped sewer maintenance easement, which would have to
be upgraded minimally to a native surface road by placing fill in the wetlands and
SEZ's. This portion of the easement is on a parcel of National Forest System
lands which was purchased under the Santini-Burton Sensitive Land Acquisition
Act.  Under this federal legislative authority, road construction is prohibited.

[7-2

Under the proposed golf course expansion into Washoe Meadows State Park for
Alternative 2, the proposed restroomi/storage facility is adjacent to the
undeveloped sewer maintenance easement.  For this facility, it would be
unrealistic that routine daily maintenance in the long-term would be accessed

I7-3
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only by the paved cart path. More than likely, the ongoing servicing of this
facility would need to be accessed from the undeveloped sewer maintenance
easement, which would also require a new spur from the facility into the the
boundaries of Washoe Meadows State Park (reference Alternative 2 map). This
would require further evaluation of the effects of the proposed golf course
reconfiguration on \Washoe Meadows State Park. |n addition, any operating
plan for the golf course under Alternative 2 must show an access route for
commercial use in the state park.

In reviewing the map for Alternative 2, the legend and map is misleading in its
representation of pedestrian paths and paved cart paths. The map shows the
undeveloped sewer maintenance easement as a pedestrian path when it fact it 7-3
may be needed for vehicle traffic to service the golf course and restroom facility. cont
The map also shows the scale of the pedestrian path as four times the width of
the paved cart paths. This is misleading and may result in misrepresentation of
proposed hardened surface areas for coverage in wetlands and SEZ's.

Further, the map for Alternative 2 indicates the proposed Truckee River Bridge
as only showing a pedestrian path and a paved cart path. It's likely that this
bridge would need to have motor vehicle access.

In summary, the document does not address the complications with Washoe
Meadows State Park vehicle access through MNational Forest System lands and
the map for Alternative 2 is incomplete and misrepresents information for an
analysis.

Section 3.5 Biological Resources (Fisheries and Aquatic Resources,
Vegetation, and Wildlife)

1. Under Affected Environment, V-2, Uncommon Plant Communities
{pages 3.5-6 and 9, it's addressed in the document protection of sensitive and
uncommon plants. The TRPA Code of Ordinance, Chapter 75, calls for the
protection of uncommeon plant communities. The TRPA threshold applies to but
is not limited to those that are listed. The plant, sand lily (Leucocrimum
montanumy), was discovered in Washoe Meadows State Park in 2004 and shown |74
to California State Park and other agency botanist. This population occurs in the
study area in and adjacent to the proposed expansion of the golf course under
Alternative 2, Any temporary loss of habitat during construction of the golf
course under Alternative 2 could lead to permanent loss of habitat for the sand
lily. Inaccordance with TRPA's Initial Environmental Checklist (page 3.5.57),
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significant impact would occur if any alternative would reduce the numbers of any
unigue. rare, or endangered species. To date there is no other known 74
occurrence of the sand lily in the Lake Tahoe Basin and in El Dorado County, £on
and the species should be considered unique to the area and possibly rare.

There is an active seasonal stream that flows west to east in the study area that
intersects with the proposed golf course location around holes ¥ and 13. The
new course would change the local hydrology and soil moisture within the dry
meadow plant community.  Therefore, under Impact 3.5-5 (Alt. 2), page 175
3.5-74, the long-term impact on sensitive habitats for this uncommon plant
species would be significant and not beneficial.

2, Under Impact 3.5-3 (Alt. 2) pages 3.5-69 to 72, it's stated in the document
that there will be a short-term significant impact disturbance within SEZ and
jurisdictional wetlands and by implementation of the three mitigation measures
listed, it's claimed that the impacts would be less than significant.

These three mitigation measures are not sufficient in lessening the significant
impacts. Mitigation Measure 3.5-3A Is a standard permitting requirement to
implement the river restoration portion of the proposal and therefore is not a
mitigation; vegetation protection measures briefly described in Mitigation
Measure 3.5-3B is a design feature that should be inherent to the proposed
action for Alternative 2 and therefore is not a mitigation; it's stated under
Mitigation Measure 3.5-3C that during construction the spring complexes
(including a fen) will be flagged and avoided, however, the document establishes
(page 3.5-71) that the likelihood of effects to local hydrology on this resource is
significant, and it's presently unknown what the potential magnitude of these
effects will be to the local hydrology in the short-term. Therefore, flag and
avoiding does not mitigate this significant effect. In summary, these three
mitigations do not lessen the short-term significant impacts.

[7-6

In addition, construction and buffer zones adjacent to golf course holes 9, 10,
and 11 would be within Washoe Meadows State Park and outside of the SRA.
The proposed SRA boundary change would not entirely encompass the affected 77
golf course area, therefore resuiting in a significant impact to the integrity of
\Washoe Meadows State Park area. This is not addressed in the document.

3. Under Impact 3.5-5 (Alt, 2) pages 3.5-74 to 75, it's stated in the document
that the fen and spring complexes outside of the disturbed quarry area would not 78
be affected by the project. Yet, as addressed above, it's already established in
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the document that there is a significant likelihood of effects to the change in local
hydrology and the potential magnitude is unknown to the fen and spring [7-8
complexes. Therefore, there would be long-term affects. The document fails to cont.
address this issue specifically for fens and spring complexes.

4. Under Impact 3.5-6 (Alt. 2) pages 3.5-75 to 79, it's stated in the document
that the proposed conversion of over 45 acres of forest to a golf-course, the
substantial tree removal and loss of the few remaining old-growth trees greater
than 30 inches in diameter in the area, would result in a significant impact. The
proposed mitigation measure to minimize tree removal and develop an
implementation plan does not replace the clear-cutting effect of forest vegetation
and change in habitat. Therefore, the proposed mitigation measure does not
reduce the impact to less than significant for tree removal and land conversion.

|74

5. Under Impact 3.5-7 (Alt. 2) pages 3.5-79 to 80, the long-term effects from
the introduction of over 45 acres of non-native grass species that would be
planted in the golf-course, and some can be invasive, is not addressed in the
document.

I7-10

6. Under Impact 3.5-9 (Alt. 2) pages 3.5-86 to 88, the treatment of long-term
effects on Special-Status and common wildlife species as a result of habitat
fragmentation and elimination of upland forest lands from the proposed
golf-course reconfiguration lacks essential information to make a determination of
effects.

The document does not state clearly (page 3.5-50) the protocol followed for
surveying northern goshawk. The statement, "full protocol surveys were initiated
in 2008" does not give the reader complete information as to how many years full
protocol surveys were conducted in the study area. Consistency with surveys
conducted to protocol is essential in the biological sciences. For example, [7-11
survey protocal requirements for northern goshawk on the adjacent National
Forest System lands is two years minimum for a proposed project. For
information, we have personally observed northern goshawks annually within the
study area of Washoe Meadows State Park during the past 20 years. In
addition, we have observed long-eared owls within the study area of \Washoe
Meadows State Park during the past 10 years. The list of raptors (Raptor
Community, page 3.5-55) is incomplete; in addition to those listed, we have
observed in the study area of Washoe Meadows State Park golden eagle,
nerthern harrier, red-shouldered hawk, red-tailed hawk, Cooper's hawk,
sharp-shinned hawk, and northern pyamy owl. Therefore, the document does
not provide a complete assessment of species diversity.
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The analysis of potential effects to special status and common wildlife species
and habitats is on the premise that the upland forested habitat proposed for
conversion to a golf course is marginal because of second growth structure,
urban interface disturbance, and lack of species occurrence levels (page 3.5-8,
Alt. 2 and page 35-87). These claims are not based on an objective
assessment of the landscape, but rather exhibit an unbalanced focus of
proposing a cadillac river restoration project at the expense of degrading the
surrounding matrix of forest habitat,

Within the study area, the upland forest habitat is functioning as a whole
ecosystem for it's current evolved stage. This should not be interpreted as
substandard habitat and unworthy of its continued existence. Given the urban
impacts of the land in the Lake Tahoe Basin at the 6,200 foot elevation, this
upland forest habitat with the river corridor provide habitat  diversity for a variety
of species. It's as good as it gets for what we have left in the Lake Tahoe Basin
at this elevation. If nests for protected species are not detected at this point in
time, it does not preclude that in the future the forest may evolve into having the
components necessary for protected species to nest, if left without significant
land use changes.

I7-11
Population viability includes the needs of juveniles to disperse. Although the col,
area may not be suitable for nesting at this time, the dispersal of juveniles and
their ability to forage is integral to population viability, and the upland forested
habitat provides such habitat. It should be noted that thinning of forests within
the study area for defensible space has removed forest thickets which are used
for lang-eared owls, pine marten, and bears, to name a few species. To further
alter the forested habitat by converting to a monoculture of manicured lawns
would result in a significant effect.

The claim that adjacent public lands are sufficient to support the needs of wildlife
species is inconsistent with the California State Park mission to protect existing
wildlife habitat. Implementing the portion of Alternative 2 to convert upland
forest habitat into a golf course would perpetuate land practices that have
historically degraded the meadow, river, and forest habitats within the SRA and
study area. This practice would be inconsistent with the purpose and need of
the proposad project to restore ecological processes.

Therefore, the determination that the golf course reconfiguration and trail
development would be less significant is inaccurate,  The change in habitat
would be significant and implementation of Atternative 2 would be inconsistent
with the purpose and need of the project by not restoring ecological and
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geomorphic processes, and diminishing species diversity locally and regionally.
Restaring the river corridor and altering the upland forest habitat as proposed
under Alternative 2 is like mending one broken wing and creating a new broken
wing. It still can't fly,

17-11
conl

7. Under Impact 3.5-10 (Alt. 2) pages 3.5-88 to 88, the importance of the
wildlife corridor through the upland forest area is dismissed by a statement that
it's not expected to function as a significant wildlife corridor. There is no
scientific support for this determination that was presented in the decument and
therefore, it is a subjective assessment, The discussions of a wildlife corridor in
the document are mostly focused on the river corridor. A wildlife corridor for this 7-12
project should include the combination of the study area’s river corridor and
adjacent forest habitat. It's unquestionable that the entire Washoe Meadows
State Park is used by wildlife and hence should be addressed in it's entirety, river
and forest area, as a functioning wildlife corridor, regardless of it's rating of some
undisclosed scale, Therefore, fragmenting the forest habitat by conversion to a
golf-couse would have a long-term significant effect,

These conclude our comments as concerned citizens.
Respectfully,

David Allessio
Lori Allessio
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Letter

7 David and Lori Allessio
Response October 23, 2010
17-1 The commenters state that a land exchange between Washoe Meadows SP and Lake

Valley SRA is illegal. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for discussion of
the settlement agreement from the 1984 litigation, the 1984 statute, and a general plan
amendment.

17-2 The commenters have concerns about access through Chilicothe Street through National
Forest System lands purchased with Santini-Burton Sensitive Land Acquisition Act
funds. Access through this sewer maintenance easement has historically occurred and is
an acknowledged use, and pre-dates USFS acquisition. As necessary, State Parks has
improved the roads to provide access through this area. State Parks and STPUD have
been coordinating with USFS to obtain a special use permit for access through this parcel.
If additional disturbance is necessary to widen the access road for construction purposes,
these areas will be restored consistent with current conditions to allow for continued
access into the future.

If Chilicothe Street cannot be used to access the project site, then construction traffic
would be diverted to the Sawmill Road entrance. This would add approximately 1,670
inbound and outbound trips for an estimated total of 2,051 trips at Sawmill Road (36% of
total project construction trips) under Alternative 2, and less under Alternatives 3, 4, and
5. The Sawmill Road/U.S. Highway 50 (U.S. 50) intersection currently operates at Level
of Service (LOS) A overall in the a.m. and p.m. peak hours. LOS at Sawmill Road was
not calculated for existing plus project conditions with trips diverted from Chilicothe
Street; however, if the LOS were to drop from LOS A overall to LOS E or LOS F overall,
the impact would be less than significant. The impact of reduced traffic levels would be
less than significant because the impact would be short term and would occur only during
construction. Project operations would not affect LOS at the Chilicothe Street/Sawmill
Road intersection because the level of use would not change. Any possible construction-
related effects on circulation and safety associated with the project would be addressed
and mitigated through implementation of the construction traffic management plan
described under Mitigation Measure 3.10-3 in Section 3.10, “Transportation, Parking,
and Circulation,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

17-3 The commenters have concerns about permanent needs for golf course maintenance
access from Chilicothe Street. As discussed in Chapter 2, “Project Alternatives,” of the
draft EIR/EIS/EIS and in “Chapter 2, “Project Description,” of this final EIR/EIS/EIS, the
golf course restroom proposed would be accessed only by cart path and would not require
access from the property boundary at Chilicothe Street. Also as discussed in Chapter 2, if
required, State Parks and/or its golf course concessionaire would prepare an updated
operation and maintenance plan in collaboration with the Lahontan RWQCB as part of
updated permit requirements. An operation and maintenance plan for Washoe Meadows
SP would not be needed, because areas affected would be part of the Lake Valley SRA
and included in the plan for the golf course. The existing bridges are currently used for
golf course vehicle access when necessary. The proposed bridge under the proposed
Preferred Alternative would continue to allow access for State Parks and their
concessionaire.
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17-4

17-5

17-6

17-7

17-8

17-9

17-10

17-11

The commenters have concerns about impacts on sand lily habitat. The sand lily, or
common starlily (Leucocrinum montanum), is a member of the lily family (Liliaceae). It is
found in California and in other western states. The sand lily occurs at Washoe Meadows
SP in a seasonally wet meadow north of the quarry and south of the STPUD sewer access
road. This area is not proposed for habitat alteration under any of the project alternatives.
Other locations of this plant have not been positively identified. If this species were to
occur in other wet meadow locations, mitigation measures proposed in the draft
EIR/EIS/EIS for the protection of sensitive habitats would protect this species. No specific
mitigation measures or surveys are required for this species because it has no formal
special-status designations by regulatory agencies. L. montanum is not recorded for El
Dorado County on the CalFlora database Web site as of March 15, 2011. At this time, L.
montanum does not have any Federal, State, or California Native Plant Society status
(CNPS 2011).

The commenters have concerns about impacts on dry meadow plant communities. See
Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.”

The commenters have concerns about impacts on SEZ, fens, and wetlands. See Master
Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.”

The commenters have concerns about impacts on Washoe Meadows SP relating to the
buffer area adjacent to golf course holes 9, 10, and 11. This area would be managed as part
of Washoe Meadows SP to protect park resources. Fens are not located within this area. See
Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of fens.

The commenters have concerns about impacts on fens. See Master Response Section 3.4,
“Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” and Master Response Section
3.3, “Biological Resources,” for discussion of fens.

The commenters have concerns about impacts related to tree removal. The draft
EIR/EIS/EIS concludes that tree removal would be a significant impact under Alternative 2
as defined by TRPA regulations. Mitigation Measure 3.5-6 (Alt. 2) would reduce this
impact to a less-than-significant level as per TRPA regulations. This measure was
developed in accordance with Chapter 71, Section 71.3.B, and Chapters 30 and 77 of the
TRPA Code of Ordinances. The mitigation measure requires preparation of a tree removal
and management plan and a tree replacement plan by a qualified environmental
professional. The significance of this impact with and without mitigation proposed was
determined based on the regulatory significance criteria described in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.
Furthermore, the proposed Preferred Alternative will avoid and minimize removal of 30”
dbh trees. See Master Response Section 3.1, “Land Use” for a discussion of habitat value.

The commenters have concerns about golf course turf becoming invasive and spreading
outside of the managed golf course area. While turf grasses are known to be among the
most invasive plant species, in a highly regulated environment such as a golf course, no
spread of turf grass into surrounding is expected due to active management including
mowing (which would prevent the grass going to seed), and limiting irrigation to the areas
where turf grasses are desired for the golf course. Furthermore, native vegetation buffers
are included within the golf course footprint to provide additional protection measures.

The commenters have concerns about impacts caused by fragmentation and elimination of
upland forest habitat and data used for existing conditions. Raptors such as the Northern
Goshawk and Long-eared owl have been documented utilizing the study area for foraging
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but are not known to nest within the study area. See Master Response Section 3.3,
“Biological Resources,” for a discussion of baseline conditions and wildlife habitat.

17-12 The commenters have concerns about impacts on the wildlife corridor. See Master
Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for discussion of wildlife habitat.
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Re: Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course 18
Reconfiguration Project
Richard Anderson [calflyfisher@sbeglobal.net)

Sent: Sunday, November 0F, 2010 11:35 AM
Te:  Project, Upper Truckee

i}a'.rid, thank you for e-mailing me the joint TU/CalTrout letter. I sent the e-mail below off to Cyndie
Walck earlier this morning. Basically, it echoes what you and Jenny had written, although I excluded
considarations of economic benafit relatad to the golf course bacause they don't relate to the facus of
CFF.

-Richard

From: Richard Anderson <calflyfisher@sbcglobal.net>

To: utproject@parks.ca.gov

Sent: Sun, November 7, 2010 9:07:34 AM

Subject: Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course Reconfiguration Project

Attn: Cyndie Walck
California State Parks and Recreation
Tahoe City, CA

Deaar Ms, Walck:

As the editor and publisher of California By Fsher magazine, I emphatically support the restoration of
riparian and instrearn habitat along the upper Truckee River within the Lake Valley State Recreation Area.
& healthy riparian corridor and river are obviously worthy goals in and of themselves, but these
improvements to ecological health will likewise benefit the upper Truckee's sportfishery and the
sportfishery of Lake Tahoe, both of which rely in part on robust populations of benthic
macrolnvertebrates and prey-fish species, and sediment-free trout spawning and rearing habitat that also
provides adequate cover from predators,

Accordingly, Twould like see California State Parks adopt atternative 2, 3, or 5 for the above-referenced Ie-1
project. Each of these alternatives will slanificantly benefit the upper Truckee River and Its trout through
improvernants to the streamside environmental zone and through reductions in sediment Impacts that
currently occur through river bank erosion, Although alternative 4 also provides ecological benefits in
relation to alternative 1 (no action), my impression is that these improvements would be substantially
less than would occur under the other alternatives.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this impertant project.

Cordially,

Richard Anderson

Publisher and Editar
Cafifornia Fy Fshermagazine
PO Box, 8535

Truckee, CA 96162
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Letter

18 Richard Anderson
Response November 7, 2010
18-1 The commenter’s support for Alternatives 2, 3, and 5 is noted. This comment does not raise

issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.
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Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course Reconfiguration 19
harold anino [haroldanino@sbeglobal.net]

Sent: Sunday, September 19, 2010 11:18 AM
Te:  Project, Upper Truckee

I'would like to voice my support for Alternative 2 of this project. It is the ONLY alternative that .
actually meets the project's stated objectives of reducing erosion and maintaining recreational
and Fconomic benefit.

While it 15 important to do what we can 1o reduce the flow of sediment mnto Lake ‘Tahoe, it is
equally important to do what's best for the residents of South Lake Tahoe and the State of
California. The commumity can ill aflord to lose 168 jobs and the $6 Million in revenue that the
golf couse generates annualy; nor can the State of California afford to lose nearly $990K in
revenue used to support our state parks and recreation areas.

i1
As a resident of South Lake Tahoe, and user of State Parks such as D.L._Bliss and Pope Beach,
the revenue generaled by the golf course 15 very important to me.
Lake Tahoe is a worldwide tourmst destination based not only on it's natural beauty, but also for
it's variety of activities, golf among them. Any reduction in choices available has a negative
Impact on our seonemy,
I'would like to see Alternative 2 implemented for its positive impact on our environment as well
as its economic benelit, With this in mind, I would also suggest that the new holes be built and
ready for play. prior to restoration of the existing holes.
Sincerely,
Harold A, Anino
South Lake Tahoe
State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
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Letter

19 Harold Anino
Response September 19, 2010
19-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 is noted. This comment does not raise issues

regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. State Parks
will attempt to have new holes available for play before restoration of existing holes. See
Chapter 2, “Project Description,” of this final EIR/EIS/EIS for an updated construction
schedule.

Upper Truckee River Restoration and State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-337 Comments and Individual Responses



Restoration of the Truckee River in Washoe State Park I ] 0
Patricia Ardavany [patriciaardavany@yahoo.com]
Senkt: Monday, September 27, 2010 12:33 PM

To:  Project, Upper Truckes
Gentlemen:

| am strictly against relocating any portion of the Lake
Tahoe Golf Course into other areas of Washoe State
Park. Golf courses are detrimental to the water quality of
Lake Tahoe due to the fertilizers that are used to maintain
their greens. The $880,000 that | have read that was paid bl
to the Park System last year for the use of the area that
the golf course occupies, is but a drop in the bucket as
compared to the cost of the water quality of the Lake and
cleaning it up.

The relocation of some of the holes into other areas of the
Park is a violation of the Mission Statement under which
the Park was created and is unacceptable. It was to be
maintained for the use of future generations.

10-2

Rivers naturally change their courses over time and whose
to say where it's natural meanderings would have located
it today had it not been changed over a century ago. At
this point, digging up its present established location

will probable cause more sedimentary runoff into the Lake
than than it does now. Golf courses use a lot of water and
the grasses grown on them are not indigenous to this
area. In addition, wildlife habitat will be destroyed, and the M
animals living within it will be disrupted and more than
likely, disappear.

103

Of the alternatives being considered, the best one is 105
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complete removal of the Golf Course. There are several
golf courses both at South Shore and around the Lake, as
well as in the Carson Valley. How many do we really
need? The next best alternative is to reduce the Golf
Course to a nine hole course and last best, leave Ho-5
everything just as it is and research remedies to reduce oA
the runoff of sediment that runs off into the Lake as a
result of the Golf Course being erroneously located where
it is in the first place.

Respectfully,

Patricia Ardavany
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Letter
110
Response

Patricia Ardavany
September 27, 2010

110-1

110-2

110-3

110-4

110-5

The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 2 is noted. See Master Response Section 3.4,
“Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for discussions related to
fertilizer use.

The commenter states that Alternative 2 conflicts with State Parks’ mission statement. See
Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of consistency with State
Parks’ mission statement.

The commenter is correct in noting that rivers naturally change their course over time and
that human disturbances make it difficult to reconstruct or predict river migration.
However, the draft EIR/EIS/EIS included analysis of historic meander patterns and
science-based modeling of the dynamics of the Upper Truckee River channel, performed
as part of the technical studies for the Lake Tahoe TMDL. The modeling was validated
with historic data and used to simulate future conditions that were presented in the draft
EIR/EIS/EIS (pages 3.4-34 to 3.4-36) to represent the anticipated channel status under the
No Project/No Action Alternative.

The commenter is concerned that moving and reconstructing portions of the channel
would increase sediment runoff relative to the baseline. However, the results from
technical studies for the Lake Tahoe TMDL that were included in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS
(pages 3.4-42 to 3.4-43), which used science-based predictions of future erosion of the
Upper Truckee River’s stream channel, support the conclusion that Alternative 2, 3, or 5
would result in a substantial long-term reduction in sedimentation. Quantitative and
relative comparisons of water quality benefits, in terms of the reduction of pollutant
sources from channel erosion and sedimentation, is provided for all alternatives (see
Impact 3.4-1 and Table 3.4-11). The draft EIR/EIS/EIS fully considers potential short-
and long-term impacts of river channel dynamics on sediment pollution associated with
all of the alternatives. Short-term changes in transport of coarse sediment and delivery
downstream (Impact 3.4-5) would be mitigated to a less-than significant level by
Mitigation Measure 3.4-5 (Alt. 2). Short-term impacts on water quality impacts caused by
natural channel adjustments and/or a large flood during the first few years after
construction (Impact 3.4-7) would be minimized by Mitigation Measures 3.4-7A and 3.4-
7B. However, the strict narrative or numerical water quality standards in the Basin Plan
could still be exceeded, at least for short periods of time, and the residual impact would
remain significant and unavoidable.

The commenter has concerns about water use and wildlife habitat. See Master Response
Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for a discussion
of water use; see Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of
wildlife habitat.

The commenter’s support for Alternative 5 is noted. This comment does not raise issues
regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.
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Golf Course Project I 'l 1
patrickatherton@charter.net [patrickatherton@charter.net]

Sent: Thursday, October 07, 2010 3:24 &AM
To: Praject, Upper Truckes

After review of the alterpatives for the Lake Tahoe Golf Courasae I am strongly
in favor of alternaktived#z, I realizce there are thoss who do not care 1 we 114
11-

provide any amenitlies Lo our guests., This narrow-minded view 15 an attack of
those who wish to work, live and snjoy Lake Tahoe. YES to alternative #2.

Patrick Athsrton
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Letter

111 Patrick Atherton
Response November 7, 2010
111-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 is noted. This comment does not raise issues

regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.
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I Support Alternative 2 for the Upper Truckee I 1 2
Rob Ayers [kaibacha@gmail.com]

Senkt: Tuesday, October 19, 2010 2:35 AM
To:  Project, Upper Truckes

13, I 24

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
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Letter

112 Rob Ayers
Response October 19, 2010
112-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 is noted. This comment does not raise issues

regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.
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From: Bob Baiocchi [rhaincchi@gotsky.com] I l 3
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2010 10:06 AM

To: Green, Matt

Ce: Percy Banks; Roy Thomas; Hank Smith; Kent Smith; Arnold, John

Subject: Washoe Meadow State Park - Request for Information

Movember 15, 2010

Mr. Matt Green,
Acting Superindentant
Sierra District
California State Parks
Tahoe City, California

Re: Washoe Meadows State Parks; Proposed Restoration Project; Request for Information

It is my understanding the proposed restoration project, is the expansion of a golf course on state
property. It is also my understanding the proposed project s highly controvrsial amang the public,

Please forward the following information and data to me pursuant to section 6250 et seq of the California
Public Records Act:

1. A copy of the water right petition application for the water rights permit to divert and wse more water
from the Truckee River that was filed with the State Water Board by State Parks,
1131

2. A copy of the water rights petition order that was approved by the State Water Board to divert and use
more water from the Truckee River for the expansion of the golf course by State Parks,

3. Copies of the Statement of Divesion and Use filed by State Parks with the State Water Board for the
past 10 years for the diversions to the existing golf course. A copy of the written analysis prepared by 113-2
State Parks that shows the daily, monthly, and annual amount of water to be usad for the expansion of
the project.

4. A copy of the written analysis prepared by State Parks that provide evidence there Is sufficient water in | 454
the Truckee River to divert more water for the expansion of the golf course during low and critically dry
water years.

5. A copy of Instreamflow fishery and aquatic study that was conducted for the existing and proposed
water diversions from the Truckee River for sald golf course during low and critically dry water years,
Aquatic means macroinvetrebrate species and their habitat. 13-4
6. A statement to determine whether the diversion from the Truckee River for said qolf course is
screened to prevent adult and juvenile trout from being entrained and harmed,

7. Copies of letters of consultation between State Parks and the California Department of Fish and Game,
and the US Fish and Wildlife Service regarding their comments concerning threatenad and endangerad 135
species that may be affected by the proposed expansion of the golf coursa.

. A statement that shows that California licensed anglers can access and fish the Truckee River within 1154
the high water mark on the state lands through the existing and proposed expansion of the golf coursa.
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9. A written analysis that shows the Washoe Meadows State Park is in compliance with State of California
statutes regaring providing accessiblity and accomondations at <aid state park. Disabled persons do not 37
need to be in wheelchairs to be disabled. I reference Tucker v. California State Parks.

10. & copy of the study that shows the effects to Canandian Geese species resulting from the
rmanagement of the existing golf course and also the management of the proposed expansion of the galf | 112-8
coursa, i.e, predation of this species by management opearations.

11. A copy of the budget for the proposed restoration project.

138
12. A copy of the budget for the managernent of the expansion of the golf course which shows state
taxpayers are not subsidizing golfers, Include the daily golf rates for the existing and for the expansion of
the project, including the cost to reimburse the state taxpayers for saifd project coast..
13. Forward to me the e-mail addresss of the fisheries blologist and the water rights expert/agent for I 1310
State Parks that was involved in the proposed restoration project.
14, I could not file a copy of the EIS/EIR on the website for the Sierra District. Please forward a copy of | 11311

the EIS'\EIR for my review electrically to me.

The California Fisheries and Water Ulimited is a non-profit corporation, We request you walve the cost of
forwarding the above information to me. T am requesting the information and data is electronicially
forwarded to me.

My intension was to file comments with State Parks, but I need the above information before I file

comments on the proposed restoration project. I also understand this is the last day for submitting

cormments to State Parks for said project. Since the State of California is going bankrupt, and there is a 11312
significant deprassion/recession among working and retired people, and also that the proposad project is

being funded by the taxpayers., it would be reasonable to allow for an additional 30 days for comments

for the proposed expansion of the project.

A written response with said information is requested. Thank you,

Sincerely

Signed by Robert J. Baiocchi

Robert J. Baiocchi, President
Californla Flsherles and Water Umlimited

co; Interested Parties (boo)

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
Comments and Individual Responses 4-346 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS



Letter
113
Response

Robert J. Baiocchi
November 15, 2010

113-1

113-2

113-3

113-4

113-5

The commenter requests information on water right applications and permit approvals for
Alternative 2. State Parks will pursue modifications (if needed) to its existing water rights
as part of permitting (and final design if necessary based on permitting requirements) after
the final EIR/EIS/EIS is certified, because the status of water rights and possible changes
are important legal issues, but would not affect the physical environment, because
Alternative 2 would not use more water than historical use that was allowed under the
existing water right. The irrigation demand is not increased as turf area is actually reduced.
Furthermore, if any change to surface water right was needed the deep groundwater well
could provide water needs instead of river without creating negative impacts to the river
and surrounding habitat. Water rights information is included in Section 3.3, “Hydrology
and Flooding,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS (page 3.3-34). See Master Response Section 3.4,
“Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for discussion of water use.

The commenter requests information on the existing statement of diversion and use.
Existing statement of diversion and use information was provided by State Parks. See
Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality,”
for a discussion of water use under Alternative 2.

The commenter requests a written analysis demonstrating evidence that there is sufficient
water in the Upper Truckee River to divert more water during critically low and dry
water years. Diversion of more water is not proposed. See Master Response Section 3.4,
“Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for a discussion of water
use under Alternative 2.

The commenter requests fisheries and aquatic studies and information on
macroinvertebrates. A summary of results from the fisheries and aquatic studies,
including results of macroinvertebrate studies, is included in Section 3.5, “Biological
Resources.” In addition, the fisheries report is presented in Appendix Gof the draft
EIR/EIS/EIS.

The commenter requests consultation letters between State Parks and USFWS and DFG.
As discussed in Section 3.5, “Biological Resources,” and Chapter 5, “Environmental
Laws,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, impacts on fish and wildlife would be less than
significant, or would be mitigated with measures such as conducting preconstruction
surveys to avoid the loss of individuals, nests, or roost sites; developing and
implementing a native fish and mussel capture and translocation plan; implementing
vegetation protection measures and revegetation of disturbed areas; minimizing tree
removal; and developing a tree removal and management plan. USFWS has been sent a
copy of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS for review and comment to facilitate consultation on fish
and wildlife issues. USFWS has determined that no formal consultation is necessary for
the project (Karuzas, pers. comm., 2011).

As stated in Section 3.5, “Biological Resources,” evaluations have been conducted for
State-listed endangered and threatened species, and have determined that the project
would not likely affect any State-listed species. Therefore, a take permit is not needed for
the project. Because surveys have been conducted and effects on listed species would be
avoided, the project would comply with the California Endangered Species Act. Section
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1602 of the California Fish and Game Code requires that a streambed alteration
agreement be granted before any action that may divert or obstruct the natural channel
flow; substantially change the bed, channel, or bank of any river, stream, or lake
designated by the California Department of Fish and Game (DFG); or use any material
from the streambed of a DFG-designated waterway. Implementation of the project would
require a streambed alteration agreement from DFG for work on the bed and banks of the
Upper Truckee River. State Parks will obtain the streambed alteration agreement from
DFG and implement all terms required for permit compliance. Therefore, the project
would be in compliance with Section 1602 of the California Fish and Game Code.

113-6 The commenter requests a statement that California licensed anglers can access and fish
the Upper Truckee River within the high-water mark on the State lands through the
existing and proposed golf course. See Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for a
discussion of river access.

113-7 The commenter requests information about current and proposed compliance with the
American With Disabilities Act. It is State Parks policy to provide accessible
environments in which all visitors are given the opportunity to understand, appreciate,
and participate in the state’s cultural, historical, and natural heritage. Concessionaires
must ensure that the services they offer are accessible to and usable by persons with
disabilities; as a general rule, they must perform facility upgrades to meet that mandate.
Under new construction under any of the alternatives, renovation or area improvements
commencing on State Park property shall be subject to compliance with the requirements
of the Americans With Disabilities Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-336; Title 42, Section
12101 et seq. of the U.S. Code [and including Titles I, I, and 111 of that law]); the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973; and all related regulations, guidelines, and amendments to
both laws. Such renovation or area improvements must also comply with Section 4450 et
seq. of the California Government Code (“Access to Public Buildings by Physically
Handicapped Persons”), Government Code Section 7250 et seq. (Facilities for
Handicapped Persons), and any other applicable laws. The outcome of all site
improvements must include seamless integration of accessible features to the greatest
extent possible. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

113-8 The commenter requests information on Canada geese. See “Impact Analysis for Wildlife
and Wildlife Movement Corridors” in Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological
Resources,” for a discussion of impacts on common wildlife species.

113-9 The commenter requests funding information. See Master Response Section 3.7,
“Economics,” for a discussion of funding.

113-10 The commenter requests contact information for fisheries and water right experts
involved in the analysis of the project. Chapter 6, “List of Preparers,” of the draft
EIR/EIS/EIS provided information on parties involved in preparing the draft

EIR/EIS/EIS.
113-11 The commenter requests a copy of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, which State Parks provided.
113-12 The commenter requests an additional 30 days for comments. The comment period was

not extended; however, State Parks stated that comments could still be submitted without
a guarantee that they would receive a response. The comment period was extended from
75 days to 85 days, which is twice the statutorily required review period for an EIR under
CEQA and 25 days more than required under NEPA.
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