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J.1 Public Input on the Draft RMP/EIS 

The Draft New Melones Lake Area RMP/EIS was released on October 30, 2009, and was 
made available for public review and comment until January 4, 2010. On December 2, 
2009, Reclamation held two open houses to obtain public feedback on the alternatives 
and on the potential impacts that the alternatives would have on New Melones Lake area 
resources. In addition, individuals and representatives of organizations and agencies were 
invited to submit written comments. All comments, as well as Reclamation’s responses, 
are included in this appendix.  
 
By the end of the review period, 202 comments had been submitted, and 17 additional 
comments were received after the January 4, 2010 deadline. All 219 comments received 
have been incorporated into this comment appendix.  
 
Changes to the text of the Draft RMP/EIS were made, where applicable, in response to 
comments received. An overview of revisions to the Draft RMP/EIS is included in 
Section J.2.  
 
In compliance with NEPA regulations, this appendix also includes a list of agencies, 
organizations, and individuals that commented on the Draft RMP/EIS, copies of their 
comments, and the responses to these comments. Verbal comments received during the 
open houses are presented in Table J-1, and written comments follow.  
 
Reclamation appreciates the participation of all those who commented, and while not all 
comments required changes to the Draft RMP/EIS, all comments are included in this 
document, as part of the public record.  
 
Twenty-six percent of the comments received focused on access, and 25 percent focused 
on water-based recreation. Eight percent of comments were general, and another eight 
percent were regarding general recreation and land management. A smaller number of 
comments related to the following: 

• Air quality; 
• Biological resources; 
• Caves; 
• Cultural resources; 
• Cumulative effects; 
• Facilities; 
• Fire management; 
• Geologic resources; 
• Hydrology/water resources; 
• Interpretive services; 
• Invasive species; 
• Noise; 
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• Public health and safety; 
• Land-based recreation; 
• Socioeconomics; and 
• Utilities. 

 
Most of these issues were identified during the scoping process for this RMP/EIS. These 
and other impacts were thoroughly analyzed within the Final RMP/EIS.  

J.2 Overview of Revisions to the Draft RMP/EIS 

Reclamation revised the Draft RMP/EIS to incorporate responses to public comments. In 
addition, a number of revisions were incorporated into the Draft RMP/EIS to create a 
more complete document for the Final RMP/EIS. These revisions are listed and described 
below. Throughout the document, typographical errors were changed to reflect correct 
wording and grammar. In addition, several sentences were clarified by adding more 
descriptive language.  

Executive Summary 
• Table ES-1, Access to Westside and Bowie Flat. Alternative D 

was revised to include “Should vehicle access be needed for 
recreation use or other project purposes, transportation routes 
may be considered.” 

Chapter 2 
• Figure 2-1. The colors on this map were revised to reflect the 

correct WROS designations.  

Chapter 3 
• Action C2. This action was revised to include “Should funding 

become available, Reclamation may develop an updated cave 
management plan by coordinating with other agencies to 
strengthen and protect cave resources.”  

• Action WR 19C. This action was revised to include “Should 
funding become available, a composting toilet facility could be 
installed at Natural Bridges in the Coyote Creek Management 
Area, to accompany an existing facility.” 

• Action TA 4A. This action was revised to state that “the following 
areas are closed to public vehicles, unless the current Closure 
Notice is changed (see page E-9).”  

• Actions TA 4B and 4D. These actions were revised to state that 
“the same areas would be closed to public vehicles as under 
Alternative A, unless the current Closure Notice is changed (see 
page E-9).” 
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• Action TA 14D. This action was revised to include “Should 
vehicle access be needed for recreation use or other project 
purposes, transportation routes may be considered.” 

• Topic: Seaplane Operation. This topic was changed to “Aircraft 
Operation.” 

• Action PHS 15. The following statement was added “Encourage 
CDFG to enforce laws and regulations related to gold dredging.” 

• Figures 3-2, 3-3, 3-4, and 3-5. These figures were revised to show 
the correct location of Texas Charlie Gulch.  

• Figures 3-4 and 3-5. Zoning at Texas Charlie Gulch was revised 
from a “no motorized boat zone” to a “no wake zone.”  

• Figure 3-8. The New Melones boundary was revised to reflect the 
correct boundary. In addition, text at the bottom of the figure was 
revised to state “No hunting 150 yds inside Reclamation 
boundary....”  

Chapter 4 
• Changes parallel Chapter 3. Since this chapter reflects the 

preferred alternatives (Alternative D) in Chapter 3, any changes to 
Alternative D in Chapter 3 were also made in Chapter 4.  

Chapter 5 
• Figure 5-7. Colors on this map were enhanced for clarity. In 

addition, all land within the New Melones Lake Area was changed 
to reflect Reclamation’s jurisdiction. 

• Figure 5-13. The colors on this map were revised to reflect the 
correct WROS designations.  

• Section 5.2.20. WROS designations were revised to reflect the 
correct WROS designations and to match Figure 5-13.  

Chapter 6 
• Section 6.18, Cumulative projects. The description of the West 

Side Road Project was revised to reflect updated information. 
Corresponding analysis in Sections 6.18.7 and 6.18.13 was revised.  

Appendix C 
• Size limitations. The following text was added to clarify how 

moored vessel size limits are determined: “Size limitations are 
based on such factors as road and highway permit requirements, 
access routes, engineering design and construction of marina 
facilities and visitor use/capacity studies. Stated size limits are 
subject to revision as studies are updated and/or conditions 
change.”  
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Appendix E 
• Signed memos. Signed memos were incorporated into this 

appendix.  

J.3 Comments Received 

Verbal comments received during the open houses are presented in Table J-1; written 
comments are presented in the pages that follow.  
 
Table J-1. Verbal comments received during the open houses  

Comment Response 
Create more restricted areas (open to fishing on 
quiet waters) with better public education and 
“gentle reminders” to respect those areas. Comment noted.  
Expand existing mountain bike trails in Glory 
Hole to connect with potential trails that might 
be developed to the New Melones land 
boundary. 

Comment noted. Actions LR 21 and 22 
address this issue specifically.  

Increase the availability of longer bike trails (20-
30 miles ++). 

Comment noted. Actions LR 21 and 22 
address this issue specifically.  

No spawning bed fishing – restrict during 
seasonal spawning periods. 

Comment noted. This is included in Actions 
FW 22C and 23D. 

Create a traffic pattern for boat and trailer 
parking at fish cleaning station. Need a better 
lane pattern and improve signage. Comment noted.  
Need better location of floating restrooms and 
more of them. 

Comment noted. There is the potential for 
this to occur under Action LM 17. 

Encourage multi-use trails, not specific activity 
trails. 

It is Reclamation's goal to provide a range of 
recreation experiences for hikers, mountain 
bikers, and horseback riders. Action LR 18 
addresses this specifically.  

Improve boat access to/from ramp to 
reduce/avoid rock hazards at Tuttletown. 

Comment noted. Access improvements are 
proposed in the RMP/EIS, particularly in 
Actions TA 1 through TA 11. 

Improve the road to the lower boat ramp at 
Tuttletown. 

Comment noted. Access improvements are 
proposed in the RMP/EIS, particularly in 
Actions TA 1 through TA 11. 
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Change houseboat size limitations to at least 16 
feet width. Current Draft Moored Vessel Plan 
limits the size to 15 feet, which is less than the 
standard size for new houseboats. 

The current size limitation of 15 feet by 65 
feet is based on many factors, including 
entrance road size limitations, marina 
facilities and capacity studies. The 2002 
Visitor Use Study established a capacity of 
106 houseboats, in part based on current size 
limits. Increasing the maximum size of 
houseboats may have an impact on the 
overall capacity and range of recreation 
opportunities and visitor experiences on the 
lake. The preferred alternative seeks to 
maintain or enhance the existing capacity 
and range of recreation opportunities 
provided. 

Encourage grazing leases for increasing 
economic impact and fuel (fire) management. 

Comment noted. This is included in Actions 
LM 9B, C, and D.  

Encourage more economic development 
throughout the project area, especially through 
the use or recreation-based projects. Comment noted.  

Fulfill the original commitments from the 1976 
Master Plan. 

Certain facilities planned in the 1976 Master 
Plan are no longer feasible, as explained in 
Section 1.9 (pages 1-16 through 1-18) and 
on page 2-27 of the Draft RMP/EIS. 

No more development or access (especially on 
the Westside). Comment noted.  

Increase access for disabled/handicapped parking 
along boat ramps. 

Reclamation will comply with all ADA 
requirements, as stated under Actions R 50 
through R 53. 

Extend current boat ramps rather than building 
new ones. Comment noted.  
Keep barriers closer to the water at Mark Twain 
for easier access to the water. Comment noted.  
Develop a turnkey concession for access to 
Parrotts Ferry. 

Reopening Parrotts Ferry is included in 
Actions TA 4B and TA 4D.  

Make repairs to access Parrotts Ferry. 
Repairs for access to Parrotts Ferry are 
included in Action TA 4. 

Create an equestrian center on the Calaveras 
County side of the lake. 

Comment noted. There is the potential for 
this to occur under Action R 32. The 
feasibility of this will be assessed in a 
commercial services plan.  

Sell open land in Glory Hole back to the 
landowners or manage it for invasive plants 
(yellow star-thistle, especially). Comment noted.  
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INDEX OF COMMENTERS 

Document Code Commentor Page No. 

Federal Agencies  

F-1 US Environmental Protection Agency J-1 

Local Agencies   

L-1 Tuolumne County Board of Supervisors J-7 

L-2 Tuolumne County Supervisor, Paolo Maffei J-15 

L-3 Tuolumne County Chamber of Commerce J-17 

L-4 Calaveras County Chamber of Commerce J-18 

L-5 Calaveras County Board of Supervisors J-19 

L-6 Tuolumne County Supervisor, Terri Murrison J-28 

L-7 City of Angels J-29 

L-8 Calaveras County Supervisor, Russell Thomas J-31 

L-9 Calaveras County Supervisor, Russell Thomas J-39 

L-10 Tuolumne County Economic Development Authority J-41 

L-11 Oakdale Irrigation District J-42 

Organizations  

O-1 Pantechnicon Aviation Ltd. J-49 

O-2 Aviation Consultants, Inc. J-50 

O-3 Hartwell Construction J-51 

O-4 Vintage Realty J-52 

O-5 Gold Star Plumbing J-54 

O-6 Castle and Cooke J-55 

O-7 Central Sierra Environmental Resource Center J-56 

O-8 Zephyr Whitewater Expeditions J-71 

O-9 The O.A.R.S. Family of Companies J-72 

O-10 Water Resorts, Inc.  J-74 

O-11 Seaplane Pilots Association J-75 

O-12 Safe Seawind, LLC. J-76 

Individuals  

I-1 Paul Behee J-77 

I-2 Lance Kimball J-79 

I-3 Ken Ketchum J-94 

I-4 Dennis Bell J-95 

I-5 David and Dawn Sweitzer J-96 

I-6 Ann and Mel Wallace J-98 

I-7 Kelly Couch J-99 

I-8 Peter Hartmann J-100 

I-9 Rich Kotowski J-101 

I-10 Dylan Love J-102 

I-11 Teel Love J-103 

I-12 Tom Love J-104 

I-13 Susan Pastor J-105 

I-14 Robert Stoecker J-106 

I-15 Eugene Kopp J-107 
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Document Code Commentor Page No. 

I-16 Michael Matzek J-108 

I-17 Eugene Ladd J-109 

I-18 John Palmerlee J-110 

I-19 Thomas and Ingrid Ritz J-111 

I-20 David Olson J-171 

I-21 Janet Cuslidge J-172 

I-22 Firman Brown J-173 

I-23 James and Militza Jennings J-174 

I-24 Ken and Janet Johnson J-175 

I-25 Julie Eggert J-176 

I-26 Greg Wakefield J-177 

I-27 Scott Stevens J-178 

I-28 Jim Thomas J-179 

I-29 Walton Ferris J-181 
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Comments Responses 

 

Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter F-1 
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Comments Responses 

 

Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter F-1, Continued 

F-1-1 

F-1-1: Comment noted. As stated on pages 1-5 and 6-2, subsequent 

documents tiered to the RMP for activity- and project-level plans 

would be subject to NEPA analysis and compliance, containing 

greater detail as necessary.  
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area Draft RMP/EIS 

 

Letter F-1, Continued 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area Draft RMP/EIS 

F-1-2: Hardening these surfaces will have the beneficial effect of 

reducing erosion and sedimentation and thus protecting water 

quality. Use of compacted aggregate or soil cement are mitiga-

tion measures for minimizing impervious surfaces and main-

taining water infiltration. Paving with asphalt or concrete 

would be done only where indicated by best management prac-

tices, Reclamation standards, and/or statutory requirements. 

 

F-1-3: Comment noted. Reclamation will coordinate with the Air 

Quality Control Board to ensure that measures are being taken 

to prevent a significant adverse effect on air quality within the 

New Melones Lake Area. 

 

F-1-4: Comment noted. The RMP/EIS is a programmatic document 

outlining management goals and objectives for Reclamation 

lands above the Dam and New Melones Reservoir. This is a 

reactive plan to the "Operations Plan" and will allow for 

change in guidance based on the decisions made under the 

"Operations Plan". Any current or future reservoir operational 

decisions are beyond the scope of the New Melones RMP, 

which does not propose operational changes or otherwise af-

fect releases from New Melones Reservoir, or flows in the 

Stanislaus River. The New Melones RMP addresses manage-

ment of reservoir area resources only, which are reactive to 

reservoir water elevations as Reclamation makes reservoir wa-

ter operation decisions through other processes.  

 

The RMP is a planning tool for managing the resources of the New 

Melones Lake Area. The RMP/EIS is not expected to affect 

any long-term operations of the Central Valley Project (CVP) 

as it is considered to be a reactive plan to the operations of the 

CVP.  

 

F-1-5: Comment noted. 

 

F-1-6: Comment noted. 

 

F-1-7: The RMP outlines additional facilities that could be  

Letter F-1, Continued 

F-1-2 

F-1-3 

F-1-4 

F-1-5 

F-1-6 

F-1-7 



Responses  
(Continued from Previous Page) 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area Draft RMP/EIS 

F-1-7: constructed within the New Melones Lake Area. Any proposal for additional facilities would undergo a separate NEPA analysis and Reclamation would look 

closely at how proposed projects would impact maintenance, budget, and existing users. 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

L-1-1: The preferred alternative adopts the Peoria Wildlife Area 
Interim Mgt. Plan Environmental Assessment FONSI dated 
June 2007. The other alternatives contain actions related to 
alternatives considered in that environmental assessment. Un-
der the preferred alternative, this plan calls for Reclamation's 
management area to remain closed to public vehicles, but open 
to nonmotorized public access for dispersed recreation.  A util-
ity and emergency access road is to be maintained for vehicles 
of authorized personnel, where it passes through the Peoria 
Wildlife Management Area.  Reclamation has worked with 
CAL-FIRE to make significant improvements to the utility 
road on Reclamation property.  Portions of Shell and Old Peo-
ria Flat Road outside of Reclamation's project boundary, which 
includes the access routes to Table Mountain Trailhead and 
Peoria Ridge, are on private property and cannot be maintained 
with federal appropriated funds. Emergency vehicles are au-
thorized to access Reclamation lands and means of access have 
been provided by Reclamation. 

Letter L-1 

L-1-1 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-1, Continued 

L-1-2 

L-1-3 

L-1-4 

L-1-5 

L-1-6 

L-1-2: The RMP/EIS is intended to provide a programmatic level of 
analysis. The alternatives in the RMP identify various locations 
where new routes could be considered. Any new access routes 
would be subject to further project level NEPA review, including 
a traffic study if warranted. 

 
L-1-3: Comment noted. Local agencies will be able to participate 

through the public involvement process for the commercial ser-
vices plan. 

 
L-1-4: The feasibility of potential future commercial services will be 

assessed during the commercial services planning process. How-
ever, certain facilities planned in the 1976 Master Plan are no 
longer feasible, as explained in Section 1.9 (page 1-16 through 1-
18) and on page 2-27 of the Draft RMP/EIS. 

 
L-1-5: Comment noted. Improving Shell Road through the Peoria 

Wildlife Management Area as a utility access (not for public 
vehicles) for fire and emergencies is included in Reclamation's 
preferred alternative. 

 
L-1-6: Comment noted.  This is included in Actions  LM 9B, 9C, and 

9D. 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

L-1-7: The RMP is intended to provide a programmatic level of 
analysis. Issues such as funding and staffing would be ad-
dressed during subsequent review by Reclamation prior to im-
plementation of such a facility. 

 
L-1-8: Water and power operations are out of the scope of the 

RMP/EIS. 
 
L-1-9: Water and power operations are out of the scope of the 

RMP/EIS. 
 
L-1-10: Through the preferred alternative, Reclamation would 

strive to balance competing needs and uses of the New Melo-
nes Lake Area. Management actions within the RMP must be 
consistent with Reclamation's goals and objectives, and Recla-
mation must consider resource use, resource protection, and 
public safety in managing the New Melones Lake Area. 

 
L-1-11: Comment noted. The RMP is separate from the filming 

permit process. The specific permitting process is identified 
under 43 CFR 429.  

 
L-1-12: The RMP does not address fees associated with the recrea-

tion fee program. Fees are currently collected under the Fed-
eral Lands Recreation Enhancement Act, which includes op-
portunities for public involvement in the establishment or revi-
sion of recreation fees.  

 
L-1-13: Comment noted.  

Letter L-1, Continued 

L-1-7 

L-1-8 

L-1-9 

L-1-10 

L-1-11 

L-1-12 

L-1-13 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

 

Letter L-1, Continued 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Attachment to Letter L-1. Not a comment letter on the New Melones 
Lake Area Draft RMP/EIS. 

Letter L-1, Continued 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-1, Continued 
Attachment to Letter L-1. Not a comment letter on the New Melones 

Lake Area Draft RMP/EIS. 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-1, Continued 
Attachment to Letter L-1. Not a comment letter on the New Melones 

Lake Area Draft RMP/EIS. 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-1, Continued 
Attachment to Letter L-1. Not a comment letter on the New Melones 

Lake Area Draft RMP/EIS. 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

L-2-1: Comment noted. Improving Shell Road through the Peoria 
Wildlife Management Area as a utility access (not for public 
vehicles) for fire and emergencies is included in Reclamation's 
preferred alternative. 

 
L-2-2: Comment noted.  

Letter L-2 

L-2-1 

L-2-2 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-2, Continued 

L-2-3 

L-2-4 

L-2-3: Comment noted.   
 
L-2-4: Comment noted. Reclamation would consider enforcement 

needs and abilities prior to re-opening closed facilities or de-
veloping new facilities. 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-3 

L-3-1 

L-3-2 

L-3-3 

L-3-1: Comment noted.  
 
L-3-2: Comment noted.  
 
L-3-3: The current size limitation of 15' x 65' is based on many factors, 

including but not limited to entrance road size limitations, marina 
facilities and capacity studies. The 2002 Visitor Use Study estab-
lished a capacity of 106 houseboats, in part based on current size lim-
its. Increasing the maximum size of houseboats may have an impact 
on the overall capacity and range of recreation opportunities and visi-
tor experiences on the lake.  The preferred alternative seeks to main-
tain or enhance the existing capacity and range of recreation opportu-
nities provided. 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-4 

L-4-1 

L-4-1: The current size limitation of 15' x 65' is based on many factors, 
including but not limited to entrance road size limitations, marina 
facilities and capacity studies. The 2002 Visitor Use Study estab-
lished a capacity of 106 houseboats, in part based on current size lim-
its. Increasing the maximum size of houseboats may have an impact 
on the overall capacity and range of recreation opportunities and visi-
tor experiences on the lake.  The preferred alternative seeks to main-
tain or enhance the existing capacity and range of recreation opportu-
nities provided. 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-5 
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Letter L-5, Continued 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-5, Continued 



February 2010 New Melones Lake Area Final RMP/EIS        Reclamation 
 J-22 

Comments Responses 

 

Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-5, Continued 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-5, Continued 

L-5-1 

L-5-2 

L-5-3 

L-5-1: Comment noted. It is Reclamation's goal to provide a range of rec-
reation opportunities on the lake. Reclamation must consider resource 
use, resource protection, and public safety in managing the New 
Melones Lake Area. These considerations may constrain the extent, 
location, or type of recreational development in certain areas. Recla-
mation's preferred alternative would, in general, increase access, rec-
reation, and business opportunities at New Melones Lake. 

 
L-5-2: The current size limitation of 15' x 65' is based on many factors, 

including but not limited to entrance road size limitations, marina 
facilities and capacity studies. The 2002 Visitor Use Study estab-
lished a capacity of 106 houseboats, in part based on current size lim-
its. Increasing the maximum size of houseboats may have an impact 
on the overall capacity and range of recreation opportunities and visi-
tor experiences on the lake.  The preferred alternative seeks to main-
tain or enhance the existing capacity and range of recreation opportu-
nities provided. 

 
L-5-3: The RMP/EIS will allow for the possibility of a road to access the 

management areas on the west side of New Melones Lake, such as 
the Westside, Bowie Flat, and Greenhorn Creek Management Areas. 
Implementation-level projects will undergo a separate NEPA analy-
sis. 
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Letter L-5, Continued 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-5, Continued 

Attachment to Letter L-5. Not a comment letter on the New Melones Lake 
Area Draft RMP/EIS. 
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Letter L-5, Continued 

Attachment to Letter L-5. Not a comment letter on the New Melones Lake 
Area Draft RMP/EIS. 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-5, Continued 

Attachment to Letter L-5. Not a comment letter on the New Melones Lake 
Area Draft RMP/EIS. 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-6 

L-6-1 

L-6-1: The current size limitation of 15' x 65' is based on many factors, in-
cluding but not limited to entrance road size limitations, marina facili-
ties and capacity studies. The 2002 Visitor Use Study established a ca-
pacity of 106 houseboats, in part based on current size limits. Increasing 
the maximum size of houseboats may have an impact on the overall 
capacity and range of recreation opportunities and visitor experiences 
on the lake.  The preferred alternative seeks to maintain or enhance the 
existing capacity and range of recreation opportunities provided. 
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Letter L-7 

L-7-1 

L-7-2 

L-7-3 

L-7-4 

L-7-5 

L-7-1: Comment noted. 
 
L-7-2: Comment noted.  
 
L-7-3: Comment noted. This option will be explored through the commer-

cial services planning process. 
 
L-7-4: Comment noted. Reclamation will continue to coordinate with the 

City of Angels, and other entities, on regional planning efforts, as appli-
cable. 

 
L-7-5: Comment noted. Local agencies will be able to participate through 

the public involvement process for the Commercial Services Plan. 
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Letter L-7, Continued 
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Letter L-8 
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Comments Responses 

 

Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-8, Continued 

L-8-1 

L-8-1: Analysis in Draft RMP/EIS was based on the most recent information 
that had been provided to Reclamation at the time.  The description of the 
proposed Westside Road project in Section 6.18, Cumulative Effects, has 
been revised accordingly. 
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Letter L-8, Continued 

L-8-2 

L-8-2: Comment noted. References in text has been corrected. 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-8, Continued 

L-8-3 

L-8-4 

L-8-3: Analysis in Draft RMP/EIS was based on the most recent informa-
tion that had been provided to Reclamation at the time. The analysis 
and conclusions are appropriate from a programmatic viewpoint. Any 
consideration of implementing such a project would involve detailed 
project level analysis by Reclamation of potential impacts on fish and 
wildlife, based on the extent and types of facilities developed as well 
as the proposed areas of impact. A formal proposal has not yet been 
brought before Reclamation for consideration. 

 
L-8-4: Analysis in Draft RMP/EIS was based on the most recent informa-

tion that had been provided to Reclamation at the time. The analysis 
and conclusions are appropriate from a programmatic viewpoint. Any 
consideration of implementing such a project would involve detailed 
project level analysis by Reclamation of potential impacts on fish and 
wildlife, based on the extent and types of facilities developed as well 
as the proposed areas of impact. A formal proposal has not yet been 
brought before Reclamation for consideration. 
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Letter L-8, Continued 

L-8-5 

L-8-6 

L-8-5: Comment noted.  Alternative D would allow Reclamation to con-
sider outside proposals for an access road to management areas on the 
west side of New Melones Lake, such as the Westside, Bowie Flat, 
and Greenhorn Creek Management Areas. 

 
L-8-6: The proposed designation of the upper portion of Texas Charlie 

Cove for non-motorized boating was an error on the map. There is no 
such designation proposed. The preferred alternative calls for "no-
wake" boating restriction for this area, in order to protect sensitive 
natural and cultural resources. The map has been revised. 
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Letter L-8, Continued 

L-8-7 

L-8-8 

L-8-7: Alternative D does not eliminate the possibility for such facilities. 
 
L-8-8: Comment noted.  
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-8, Continued 

L-8-9 

L-8-10 

L-8-9: Analysis in Draft RMP/EIS was based on the most recent information 
that had been provided to Reclamation at the time. The analysis and con-
clusions are appropriate from a programmatic viewpoint. Any considera-
tion of implementing such a project would involve detailed project level 
analysis by Reclamation of potential impacts, based on the extent and 
types of facilities developed as well as the proposed areas of impact. A 
formal proposal has not yet been brought before Reclamation for consid-
eration. 

 
L-8-10: Not all recreationists support more developed recreation opportuni-

ties and the analysis considers this as well as interests for more devel-
oped recreation. The impacts stated for noise are general to future devel-
opment in the vicinity of the planning area and are not exclusive to the 
Westside area. 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-8, Continued 

L-8-10 
(Continued) 

L-8-10: Not all recreationists support more developed recreation opportuni-
ties and the analysis considers this as well as interests for more devel-
oped recreation. The impacts stated for noise are general to future devel-
opment in the vicinity of the planning area and are not exclusive to the 
Westside area. 
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Letter L-9 

L-9-1 

L-9-2 

L-9-3 

L-9-1: Comment noted.  
 
L-9-2: Comment noted.  
 
L-9-3: Comment noted.  
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Letter L-9, Continued 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-10 

L-10-1 

L-10-1: Comment noted.  
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-11 

L-11-1 

L-11-1: The RMP/EIS has no effect on the Biological Opinion released by the 
National Marine Fisheries Service nor will it create a change in the Operation 
of New Melones Dam. The operations of this dam are currently being re-
evaluated. The RMP/EIS is a programmatic document outlining management 
goals and objectives for Reclamation lands above the Dam and New Melones 
Reservoir. This is a reactive plan to the Operations Plan and will allow for 
change in guidance based on the decisions made under the Operations Plan. 
Any current or future reservoir operational decisions are beyond the scope of 
the New Melones RMP, which does not propose operational changes or oth-
erwise affect releases from New Melones Reservoir, or flows in the Stanis-
laus River. The New Melones RMP addresses management of reservoir area 
resources only, which are reactive to reservoir water elevations as Reclama-
tion makes reservoir water operation decisions through other processes.  

 
 The RMP is a planning tool for managing the resources of the New Melones 

Lake Area.  The RMP/EIS is not expected to affect any long-term operations 
of the Central Valley Project (CVP) as it is considered to be a reactive plan to 
the operations of the CVP.  Furthermore no discussion about the Reasonable 
and Prudent Alternative actions identified in the Biological Opinion is in-
cluded in the RMP/EIS. 
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Letter L-11, Continued 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-11, Continued 

Attachment to Letter L-11. Not a comment letter on the New Melones Lake 
Area Draft RMP/EIS 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-11, Continued 

Attachment to Letter L-11. Not a comment letter on the New Melones Lake 
Area Draft RMP/EIS 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-11, Continued 

Attachment to Letter L-11. Not a comment letter on the New Melones Lake 
Area Draft RMP/EIS 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-11, Continued 

Attachment to Letter L-11. Not a comment letter on the New Melones Lake 
Area Draft RMP/EIS 
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Appendix J: Comments Received on New Melones Lake Area  Draft RMP/EIS 

Letter L-11, Continued 

Attachment to Letter L-11. Not a comment letter on the New Melones Lake 
Area Draft RMP/EIS 
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Letter O-1 

O-1-1 

O-1-2 

O-1-1: Comment noted. Commercial operation of seaplanes on Reclamation 
water bodies is not permitted under 43 CFR Part 423.41. 

 
O-1-2: Comment noted.  
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O-2-1: Comment noted. 
 
O-2-2: Management actions within the RMP must be consistent 

with Reclamation's goals and objectives. Reclamation must 
consider resource use, resource protection, and public safety in 
managing the New Melones Lake Area. Reclamation's pre-
ferred alternative would continue to implement the current 
policy for non-commercial seaplane use of New Melones Lake. 

 
O-2-3: Management actions within the RMP must be consistent 

with Reclamation's goals and objectives. Reclamation must 
consider resource use, resource protection, and public safety in 
managing the New Melones Lake Area. Reclamation's pre-
ferred alternative would continue to implement the current 
policy for non-commercial seaplane use of New Melones Lake. 

Letter O-2 

O-2-1 

O-2-2 

O-2-3 
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O-3-1: Comment noted. Reclamation's preferred alternative would 
continue to implement the current policy for non-commercial 
seaplane use of New Melones Lake. 

Letter O-3 

O-3-1 

O-3-1  
(Continued) 
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Letter O-4 

O-4-1 

O-4-1: Comment noted. Houseboat size limits have been in effect since 1986. 
The preferred alternative would continue to implement the same size 
limitation. The current size limitation of 15' x 65' is based on many fac-
tors, including but not limited to entrance road size limitations, marina 
facilities and capacity studies. The 2002 Visitor Use Study established a 
capacity of 106 houseboats, in part based on current size lim-
its. Increasing the maximum size of houseboats may have an impact on 
the overall capacity and range of recreation opportunities and visitor ex-
periences on the lake.  The preferred alternative seeks to maintain or 
enhance the existing capacity and range of recreation opportunities pro-
vided. 
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Letter O-4, Continued 
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Letter O-5 

O-5-1 

O-5-1: The current size limitation of 15' x 65' is based on many factors, includ-
ing but not limited to entrance road size limitations, marina facilities and 
capacity studies. The 2002 Visitor Use Study established a capacity of 
106 houseboats, in part based on current size limits. Increasing the maxi-
mum size of houseboats may have an impact on the overall capacity and 
range of recreation opportunities and visitor experiences on the lake.  The 
preferred alternative seeks to maintain or enhance the existing capacity 
and range of recreation opportunities provided. 
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Letter O-6 

O-6-1 

O-6-1: The current size limitation of 15' x 65' is based on many factors, 
including but not limited to entrance road size limitations, marina 
facilities and capacity studies. The 2002 Visitor Use Study estab-
lished a capacity of 106 houseboats, in part based on current size lim-
its. Increasing the maximum size of houseboats may have an impact 
on the overall capacity and range of recreation opportunities and visi-
tor experiences on the lake.  The preferred alternative seeks to main-
tain or enhance the existing capacity and range of recreation opportu-
nities provided. 
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Letter O-7 
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O-7-1: Sources of greenhouse gas emissions are considered in the 
air quality cumulative impacts (Section 6.18.1).  The analysis 
concludes that no cumulatively significant effects on air qual-
ity are expected from implementing the New Melones RMP.  
Because the RMP is a programmatic document and the analy-
sis broad-scale, quantification of emissions that may result 
from implementing actions in the RMP would be speculative 
and was not conducted.  Available information was insufficient 
to develop quantitative greenhouse gas emissions for activities 
addressed by RMP alternatives; however, qualitative analysis 
was provided. Impacts on air quality would be further assessed 
during NEPA review at the project implementation level, and 
appropriate mitigation measures would be proposed, as war-
ranted. 

 
O-7-2: Reclamation will comply with the Executive Order and any 

future requirements for all future actions as required. 
 
O-7-3: Impacts on air quality would be further assessed during 

NEPA review at the project implementation level, and appro-
priate mitigation measures would be proposed, as warranted. 

 
O-7-4: Because the RMP is a programmatic document and the 

analysis broad-scale, quantification of emissions that may re-
sult from implementing actions in the RMP would be specula-
tive and was not conducted. As such, specific mitigation meas-
ures were not proposed.  Impacts on air quality would be fur-
ther assessed during NEPA review at the project implementa-
tion level, and appropriate mitigation measures would be pro-
posed, as warranted, to address project-specific and cumulative 
effects. 

 
O-7-5: Analysis in the RMP/EIS concludes that climate change 

impacts from management activities would be less than signifi-
cant.  Impacts on air quality would be further assessed during 
NEPA review at the project implementation level, and appro-
priate mitigation measures would be proposed, as warranted. 

 
O-7-6: Comment noted.  

Letter O-7, Continued 

O-7-1 

O-7-2 

O-7-3 

O-7-4 

O-7-5 

O-7-6 
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O-7-7: Actions ISC 4B-4D state that grazing would be allowed 
upon the approval of grazing plans; grazing plans would in-
clude measures to minimize impacts to geologic resources. 

 
O-7-8: Comment noted. Should funding become available, Recla-

mation may develop an updated cave management plan by 
coordinating with other agencies to strengthen and protect cave 
resources. Action C 2 has been revised to reflect this informa-
tion. 

 
O-7-9: The implementation of WR1 would vary on a case-by-case 

basis, depending on the nature or location of facilities being 
updated. Impacts on existing habitat and wildlife would be 
addressed during environmental review at the project imple-
mentation level; however, the overall intent of this manage-
ment action includes ecosystem protection. 

Letter O-7, Continued 

O-7-7 

O-7-8 

O-7-9 
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Letter O-7, Continued 

O-7-10 

O-7-11 

O-7-13 

O-7-14 

O-7-12 

O-7-10: Should funding become available, installation of a compost facil-
ity could be placed at Natural Bridges in the Coyote Creek Manage-
ment Area, to accompany an existing facility. Action WR 19C has 
been revised to reflect this information. 

 
O-7-11: Measures to minimize and mitigate erosion/sedimentation im-

pacts would be addressed at the project implementation level. 
 
O-7-12: Comment noted.  
 
O-7-13: Comment noted.  
 
O-7-14: Comment noted.  
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Letter O-7, Continued 

O-7-14 
(Continued) 

O-7-15 

O-7-16 

O-7-17 

O-7-18 

O-7-14: Comment noted. 
 
O-7-15: Comment noted. Since there is currently no detailed project descrip-

tion, further environmental review would be conducted prior to the imple-
mentation of any expansion, even if such actions occur within the existing 
footprint. 

 
O-7-16: Comment noted. As Reclamation lands are owned under proprietary 

jurisdiction, Reclamation relies on enforcement of federal, state and local 
laws and regulations by authorized enforcement officers of those agencies. 
Reclamation is working with law enforcement officials in both Tuolumne 
and Calaveras Counties to enforce regulations and to mirror ordinances 
between both counties to increase the ability to cite and fine violators. 
Fines and bail schedules are not set by Reclamation. 

 
O-7-17: The action states that Reclamation will “conserve sensitive habitats…

by minimizing disruption and loss”.  Reclamation's measures to minimize 
habitat disruption and loss would vary on a case-by-case basis depending 
on the project or activity being implemented.  Measures to adequately 
minimize habitat disruption and loss would be determined during addi-
tional environmental review prior to the implementation of any project or 
activity that could impact sensitive wildlife habitat. 

 
O-7-18: Although the RMP does not identify specific management actions for 

all special status species that may be present in the New Melones Lake 
Area, Reclamation would, in general, manage public use and operations 
and maintenance to contribute to the conservation of special status species. 
Reclamation would conduct additional environmental review prior to the 
implementation of any activity or project that could impact special status 
species; impacts would be minimized to the extent possible and mitigation 
measures implemented as warranted. 
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Letter O-7, Continued 

O-7-18 
(Continued) 

O-7-19 

O-7-20 

O-7-18: Although the RMP does not identify specific management ac-
tions for all special status species that may be present in the New 
Melones Lake Area, Reclamation would, in general, manage public 
use and operations and maintenance to contribute to the conservation 
of special status species. Reclamation would conduct additional en-
vironmental review prior to the implementation of any activity or 
project that could impact special status species; impacts would be 
minimized to the extent possible and mitigation measures imple-
mented as warranted. 

 
O-7-19: Comment noted. 
 
O-7-20: As noted in your letter, the effects of grazing can vary greatly 

depending on a number of factors, including the location to be 
grazed, the nature of vegetation communities present, and the extent 
the area would be grazed. As stated in LM 9, Reclamation would 
require a grazing plan and permit prior to allowing grazing; the graz-
ing plan and permit process would consider items such as borders 
and buffers to protect sensitive resources. Additional environmental 
review would be conducted before authorizing grazing at a particular 
location to analyze the environmental benefits and potential adverse 
impacts. 
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Letter O-7, Continued 

O-7-21 

O-7-22 

O-7-23 

O-7-24 

O-7-25 

O-7-26 

O-7-21: Comment noted. 
 
O-7-22: Environmental impacts from implementation of LM 17 would be 

addressed during environmental review at the project implementation 
level. 

 
O-7-23: Comment noted. As Reclamation lands are owned under proprietary 

jurisdiction, Reclamation relies on enforcement of federal, state and local 
laws and regulations by authorized enforcement officers of those agen-
cies. Reclamation is working with law enforcement officials in both Tuo-
lumne and Calaveras Counties to enforce regulations and to mirror ordi-
nances between both counties to increase the ability to cite and fine viola-
tors. Fines and bail schedules are not set by Reclamation. 

 
O-7-24: Site-specific NEPA will be conducted for all project-level implemen-

tation plans. This will include analyzing all impacts associated with the 
proposed project, to include the maintenance and modernization of roads 
and parking facilities. 

 
O-7-25: Comment noted. 
 
O-7-26: Comment noted.  
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Letter O-7, Continued 

O-7-27 

O-7-28 

O-7-29 

O-7-30 

O-7-31 

O-7-32 

O-7-27: Comment noted. 
 
O-7-28: Prior to development, further site-specific review would be con-

ducted to assist in determining the most suitable locations for such fa-
cilities that would consider minimization of impacts to sensitive habi-
tats. 

 
O-7-29: As indicated on page 6-1, effects from implementing invasive spe-

cies control management actions has been addressed, where applicable, 
under the Effects from Natural Resources Management headings 
within the 16 resource topics analyzed in Chapter 6. 

 
O-7-30: Comment noted. Actions ISC 4B-4D state that grazing would be 

allowed upon the approval of grazing plans; grazing plans would in-
clude measures to minimize adverse environmental impacts. 

 
O-7-31: Comment noted.  
 
O-7-32: Reclamation can establish policies with proper approvals, but does 

not have the authority to develop new regulations without legislative 
approval. 
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Letter O-7, Continued 

O-7-33 

O-7-34 

O-7-33: Comment noted. 
 
O-7-34: Prior to development, further site-specific review would be conducted to 

assist in determining the most suitable locations for such facilities that 
would consider minimization of environmental impacts. 




