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Letter 

I14 
Response 

 
Bob Barneson 
September 4, 2010 

 

I14-1 The commenter summarizes participation in a survey of the project alternatives and his 
opinions of them. 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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Letter 

I15 
Response 

 
Fred Barry 
November 4, 2010 

 

I15-1 The commenter’s opposition to 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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Letter 

I16 
Response 

 
Andrew Bass 
October 18, 2010 

 

I16-1 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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Letter 

I17 
Response 

 
Jeff Bell 
September 4, 2010 

 

I17-1 The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 2 and support for the restoration for the 
Upper Truckee River watershed 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 

I18 
Response 

 
Stew and Hillary Bittman 
November 1, 2010 

 

I18-1 The commenters’ opposition to Alternative 2 is noted. The commenters have concerns 
about consistency with 1984 California legislative statute and declining revenue, and 
impacts on wetlands, meadows, and wildlife habitat. See Master Response Section 3.2, 
“Land Use,” for a discussion of the 1984 settlement agreement; see Master Response 
Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of impacts on wetlands and habitat. 
Appendix E, “Lake Tahoe Golf Course Economic Feasibility Analysis,” to the draft 
EIR/EIS/EIS acknowledges that the Lake Tahoe Golf Course has experienced declining 
gross revenues since 1997. 

I18-2 The commenters have concerns about impacts of Alternative 2 on wetlands, meadows, 
and wildlife habitat. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for 
discussion of impacts on wetlands and wildlife habitat.  



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-359 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-360 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 
Letter 

I19 
Response 

 
Stephen Blonski 
October 12, 2010 

 

I19-1 The commenter’s support for keeping an affordable golf course open 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 
I20 

Response 

 
Debbie and John Bolce 
November 7, 2010 

 

I20-1 The commenters’ opposition to Alternative 2 is noted. The commenters have concerns 
about impacts on cultural resources; impacts on wildlife corridors, fens, and wetlands; 
alignment of the golf course along an increased segment adjacent to the Upper Truckee 
River; use of pesticides, fertilizer, and herbicides; and invasive species. See the following 
master responses and response to comment: 

► Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water 
Quality,” for a discussion of water quality, golf course operations, and fens; 

► Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of fens, 
wetlands and the wildlife corridor; 

► Master Response Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources,” for a discussion of protection of 
and access to cultural resources; 

► response to comment I6-3 for a discussion of existing and proposed golf course 
adjacent to the river; and  

► Chapter 5, “Corrections and Revisions to the Draft EIR/EIS/EIS for text revisions 
related to these topics. 

I20-2 The commenters have concerns about water quality impacts from golf course operations 
and implementation of Alternative 2 on trout species. In-channel construction associated 
with Alternative 2 would result in short-term habitat degradation, but mitigation 
Measures 3.5-1A through 3.5-1H were developed to limit short-term impacts on fish and 
other aquatic species. The long-term impact on habitat for fish and other aquatic species 
would be beneficial because the project would restore approximately 97 acres of 
floodplain and meadow, including 37 acres of SEZ. The increased area and improved 
ecosystem functions of SEZ, floodplain, and riparian communities would be beneficial 
because they would result in a long-term net increase in instream cover, shade, and 
recruitment of woody debris. In addition, the golf course would be removed from most 
areas adjacent to the Upper Truckee River channel, and adjoining riparian vegetation 
communities would be restored. This would provide a greater buffer between the golf 
course and aquatic habitats and would prevent the aquatic ecosystem from being 
adversely affected by golf course operation. 

I20-3 The commenters have concerns about impacts on the stream level and temperature from 
water use for golf course operations. See Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, 
Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for a discussion of water availability and 
effects on the Upper Truckee River. The commenters are concerned about California 
water laws and notes that such laws differ from those of Nevada. The project is under the 
jurisdiction of the State of California, and State Parks intends to comply with all relevant 
regulations. The State of Nevada’s water laws do not apply to the project area. 

I20-4 The commenters state that stream restoration does not require land purchase. For 
clarification: State Parks does not propose to purchase any property as part of this project. 



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-363 Comments and Individual Responses 

I20-5 The commenters’ support for Alternative 3 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 
I21 

Response 

 
Laurelle Brazil 
September 30, 2010 

 

I21-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and the need to keep the existing revenue and 
jobs 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 
I22 

Response 

 
Mike Brink 
October 24, 2010 

 

I22-1 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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Letter 
I23 

Response 

 
Sherie Brubaker 
September 20, 2010 

 

I23-1 The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 2 and support for the restoration for the 
Upper Truckee River watershed is noted. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological 
Resources,” for a discussion of impacts on fens and wildlife habitat.  

I23-2 The commenter states that Alternative 2 would double the number of golf course 
fairways bordering the river. For clarification, see response to comment AOB8-7, which 
discusses the location of the golf course in areas adjacent to the Upper Truckee River 
under current conditions and Alternative 2. 

I23-3 The commenter has concerns about habitat turning to monoculture. See Master Response 
Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of wildlife habitat and baseline 
conditions. 

I23-4 The commenter states that golf is declining and that people prefer golfing near the lake 
and not in Meyers. The comment is noted. Appendix E, “Lake Tahoe Golf Course 
Economic Feasibility Analysis,” to the draft EIR/EIS/EIS acknowledges that the Lake 
Tahoe Golf Course has experienced declining gross revenues since 1997. This comment 
does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft 
EIR/EIS/EIS. 

I23-5 The commenter states that Washoe Meadows SP provides year-round, low-impact, 
affordable recreation. The comment is noted. Washoe Meadows SP would continue to 
provide year-round, low-impact, affordable recreation under all alternatives. This 
comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the 
draft EIR/EIS/EIS. 
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Letter 
I24 

Response 

 
Dave Burba 
November 5, 2010 

 

I24-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental, economic, and wildlife 
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 
I25 

Response 

 
Royal Bush 
September 21, 2010 

 

I25-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its benefits to the river, wildlife habitat, 
water quality, and the economy are noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding 
the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  
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Letter 
I26 

Response 

 
Dave Carneggie 
August 27, 2010 

 

I26-1 The commenter states opinions after reading an article in the Tahoe Tribune and shows 
support for Alternative 4. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, 
accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. For clarification, only Alternative 4 
requires stabilization, not Alternatives 2 and 3, which take a geomorphic approach. The 
commenter suggests allowing bridge access to trail users under Alternative 4. As 
described in Section 3.7, “Recreation,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, under Alternative 4 the 
bridges would remain closed to recreationists other than golfers because the design of the 
existing golf course poses continued safety concerns should nongolf recreationists be 
within the line of play (e.g., if a golfer shoots a ball across the river). This does not limit 
the option for State Parks to install a separate trail bridge outside of the golf course as 
part of future planning efforts. 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-376 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 4-377 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I27 

Response 

 
Carol Carson 
September 11, 2010 

 

I27-1 The commenter’s support for eliminating the golf course (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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Letter 
I28 

Response 

 
Greg Case 
August 31, 2010 

 

I28-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 3 or 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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Letter 
I29 

Response 

 
Greg Case 
September 20, 2010 

 

I29-1 The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 2 and support for restoring the Upper Truckee 
River watershed is noted. The commenter suggests modifying the existing footprint of the 
golf course and keeping 18 holes. See response to comment AOB8-1 for a discussion of 
alternatives considered but eliminated from further evaluation.  
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Letter 
I30 

Response 

 
John Castellanos 
October 12, 2010 

 

I30-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and maintaining an affordable golf course 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 
I31 

Response 

 
Amy Cecchettini 
November 1, 2010 

 

I31-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 is noted. The commenter does have concerns 
and questions about tree removal. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological 
Resources,” for a discussion of tree removal. See Impact 3.5-6 (Alt. 2) for a detailed 
discussion of tree removal under Alternative 2. As discussed in Impact 3.5-6 (Alt. 2): 

Under Alternative 2, an estimated total of 1,640 trees greater than 10 inches dbh 
would be removed, including 1,395 trees for golf course relocation, 120 trees for 
geomorphic restoration, and 125 trees for access road construction. This estimate 
includes three trees greater than 30 inches dbh, with at least one tree greater than 
30 inches dbh within the proposed golf course footprint and two trees greater 
than 30 inches dbh that would be removed for geomorphic restoration. However, 
trees to be removed under Alternative 2 will not affect an old growth forest. 

Trees greater than 30 inches dbh have been avoided by project design except where 
infeasible, as described. 
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Letter 
I32 

Response 

 
Carol Chaplin 
October 4, 2010 

 

I32-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2, including golf course improvements and 
economic benefits, is noted. The commenter believes that Alternative 2 will improve the 
real estate values of the neighboring community. This comment does not raise issues 
regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  
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Letter 
I33 

Response 

 
Barbara Childs 
October 29, 2010 

 

I33-1 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 
I34 

Response 

 
J. P. Christensen 
November 4, 2010 

 

I34-1 The commenter’s belief that restoring the area is more important than maintaining the 
golf course is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, 
accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-393 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-394 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I35 

Response 

 
Phyllis Clifton 
October 6, 2010 

 

I35-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its economic 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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Letter 
I36 

Response 

 
David Cloutier 
October 30, 2010 

 

I36-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its economic 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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Letter 
I37 

Response 

 
Doug Clymer 
October 29, 2010 

 

I37-1 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 
would attempt to have new holes available for play before restoring existing holes. See 
Chapter 2, “Project Description,” of this final EIR/EIS/EIS for an updated construction 
schedule. 
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Letter 
I38 

Response 

 
Theresa Cody 
November 15, 2010 

 

I38-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental and community value is 
noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or 
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  

I38-2 The commenter states that the trail improvement benefits were understated in the draft 
EIR/EIS/EIS. See Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for additional discussion 
of trail improvements. 

I38-3 The commenter states that the beneficial effects of kayaking and boating need to be 
discussed further. See Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for a discussion of 
recreation access to boaters. 

I38-4 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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Letter 
I39 

Response 

 
Larry Coffman 
September 16, 2010 

 

I39-1 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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Letter 
I40 

Response 

 
Larry Coffman 
October 12, 2010 

 

I40-1 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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Letter 
I41 

Response 

 
Barbara and Roger Copeland 
September 22, 2010 

 

I41-1 The commenters have concern about the proposed golf course being adjacent to their 
cabin and the effects on common species habitat from reconfiguring the golf course. See 
response to comment I6-3 for a discussion of the buffer and screening of the reconfigured 
golf course under Alternative 2. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological 
Resources,” for a discussion of wildlife habitat.  
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Letter 
I42 

Response 

 
William G. Copren 
November 14, 2010 

 

I42-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 3 and concerns about Alternative 2 are noted. 
The commenter has concerns about water rights and water use. For clarification, no 
additional wells are proposed under Alternative 2. See Master Response Section 3.4, 
“Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for a discussion of water 
use and water rights.  
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Letter 
I43 

Response 

 
Jennifer Culp 
September 5, 2010 

 

I43-1 The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 2 and support for maintaining low-impact, 
affordable recreation at Washoe Meadows SP is noted. The commenter has concerns 
about wildlife habitat. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a 
discussion of habitat.  
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Letter 
I44 

Response 

 
John Curtis 
August 26, 2010 

 

I44-1 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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Letter 
I45 

Response 

 
John Curtis 
September 22, 2010 

 

I45-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental and economic value is 
noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or 
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. The commenter’s statement that Edgewood is not 
affordable is also noted. 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-416 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 4-417 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I46 

Response 

 
Tim Dallas 
November 4, 2010 

 

I46-1 The commenter’s primary support for Alternative 3 followed by 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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Letter 
I47  

Response 

 
Carol Daum 
September 22, 2010 

 

I47-1 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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Letter 
I48 

Response 

 
Greg Daum 
October 18, 2010 

 

I48-1 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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Letter 
I49 

Response 

 
Jake Daum 
October 18, 2010 

 

I49-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental, economic, and 
recreational 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 
I50 

Response 

 
Dave Davis 
August 31, 2010 

 

I50-1 The commenter has concerns about impacts on wildlife habitat and consistency of the 
project with State Parks’ mission statement. See Master Response Section 3.3, 
“Biological Resources,” for a discussion of wildlife habitat; see Master Response Section 
3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of consistency with State Parks’ policies and mission 
statement.  
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Letter 
I51 

Response 

 
John Dayberry 
August 30, 2010 

 

I51-1 The commenter’s concern about American Golf is noted. The concessionaire contract 
will go out to bid to any concessionaire interested in the contract after a decision has been 
made about which alternative is selected. State Parks will evaluate all proposals before 
selecting a concessionaire. Because it has not been determined which alternative will be 
selected for implementation, it is premature to renew the current contract; therefore, 
American Golf is proceeding under the existing contract. American Golf has been 
involved with the planning process, because of its long history and knowledge of the golf 
course.  
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Letter 
I52 

Response 

 
John Dayberry 
November 15, 2010 

 

I52-1 The commenter disagrees with combining golf course construction with river restoration. 
See the following master responses and response to comment: 

► Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” and response to comment 
AOB8-6 for discussions of quarry areas and soil piles; 

► Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of wildlife 
habitat; and 

► Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for a discussion of the effects of 
reconfiguring the golf course under Alternative 2. 
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Letter 
I53 

Response 

 
Tom and Debbie Deeble 
November 14, 2010 

 

I53-1 The commenters’ support for Alternative 2 is noted. These commenters have concerns 
about recreation access for and use of the proposed restroom by nongolfers. The restroom 
facility would be available to nongolfers. See Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” 
for additional information about recreation access.  
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Letter 
I54 

Response 

 
Hillary Dembroff 
October 23, 2010 

 

I54-1 The commenter asks what new EIRs and studies of wildlife and recreational uses have 
been done since the Angora Fire. Impacts of the Angora Fire on common wildlife and 
recreational users are largely unknown and unstudied. Alterations to use patterns would 
be difficult to study without pre–Angora Fire population and use data, which is outside of 
the scope of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. In general for wildlife, the postfire ecosystem will 
follow an ecological succession that will lead to increases in species diversity and 
abundance (over preburn conditions) within the burn area. Wildlife displaced by the fire 
could be using portions of the study area in greater numbers than before the fire; 
however, because of the increase in forage and structural diversity that accompanies 
ecological succession within the burn area, wildlife will likely return to the burn area to 
take advantage of the increased habitat quality in that location. For recreationists, almost 
the same pattern could be expected: increased use would accompany increased habitat 
diversity where wildlife and scenic views improve. 

Speculative information on changes to use patterns based on the Angora Fire was not 
included in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, and the baseline information provided remains 
accurate. Under CEQA, the baseline has been defined as existing conditions at the start of 
the environmental review process (i.e., around the date of issuance of the NOP) (State 
CEQA Guidelines, Section 15126.2). Therefore, the baseline used for evaluating impacts 
of the project was the date the NOP was issued (approximately August 2006), with 
additional information obtained during the environmental review process to update the 
understanding of current conditions. 

The study area provides potential habitat for a variety of wildlife species, as described in 
Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.”  

I54-2 The commenter believes that there was undue bias toward selecting Alternative 2 as the 
preferred alternative. See response to comment AOB8-1 for discussions of the selection 
of a proposed Preferred Alternative and of the public participation process. 

I54-3 The commenter believes that ongoing logging activities also show undue bias toward 
selecting Alternative 2. See response to comment AOB4-5, which describes 
considerations for reconfiguring the golf course. As described in Section 3.14, “Human 
Health and Risk of Upset,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, tree removal is part of State Parks’ 
current fire and vegetation enhancement management practices and is addressed as part 
of the Riparian Hardwood Restoration Project. State Parks has been doing forestry 
management throughout the study area since 1995. As mandated by the fire prevention 
and suppression policy in the Lake Valley State Recreation Area General Plan, a wildfire 
management plan has been implemented for Lake Valley SRA and Washoe Meadows SP. 
The plan identifies modified fire suppression methods that preserve sensitive resources in 
each unit while protecting human lives and property specific to these areas. The Lake 
Sector Wildfire Management Plan provides resource information and fire suppression 
tactics for both Washoe Meadows SP and Lake Valley SRA. 
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I54-4 The commenter has concerns about impacts on wildlife, fens, cultural resources, and 
consistency with the 1984 litigation settlement agreement and statute. See the following 
master responses and response to comment: 

► Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of the settlement 
agreement from the 1984 litigation; 

► Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for discussions on wildlife 
habitat and fen location; 

► Master Response Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources,” for a discussion of protection 
and access to cultural resources; and 

► response to comment AOB4-5 for a discussion of considerations for selecting the 
location of the reconfigured golf course. 

I54-5 The commenter requests information about funding. See Master Response Section 3.7, 
“Economics.” 

I54-6 The commenter’s concern of undue bias toward Alternative 2 is noted. See response to 
comment AOB8-1 for discussions of the selection of a proposed Preferred Alternative 
and of public involvement. 
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Letter 
I55 

Response 

 
Hillary Dembroff 
November 3, 2010 

 

I55-1 The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 2 is noted. See the following master 
responses and responses to comments: 

► Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of the settlement 
agreement from the 1984 litigation; 

► Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of wildlife 
habitat; 

► response to comment I54-1 for a discussion of the Angora Fire; 

► response to comment AOB4-5 for a discussion of considerations in selecting the 
location of the reconfigured golf course; and 

► Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of land trade. 
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Letter 
I56 

Response 

 
Dave DeStefano 
October 22, 2010 

 

I56-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 3 and preference for maintaining the existing 
boundaries for Washoe Meadows SP 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 
I57 

Response 

 
Richard DeVries 
August 30, 2010 

 

I57-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its 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 
I58 

Response 

 
Neil G. Dion 
November 14, 2010 

 

I58-1 The commenter’s primary support for Alternative 5 followed by support for Alternative 3 
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 
I59 

Response 

 
Brad Dorton 
October 30, 2010 

 

I59-1 The commenter’s support for finding an alternative that would maintain the golf course 
and request to be put on the project’s e-mail list is noted. This comment does not raise 
issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. See 
response to comment AOB8-1 for a discussion of alternatives considered but eliminated 
from further evaluation. 
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Letter 
I60 

Response 

 
John Drum 
October 22, 2010 

 

I60-1 The commenter supports Alternative 2 if there would be an overall net gain in water 
quality. The commenter requests continuation of fuels management and trail 
enhancement. The commenter requests that water quality funds are used to expedite 
construction of the Sawmill bike path which is outside of the scope of this project. As 
discussed in Chapter 2, “Project Alternatives,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, fuels 
management and trail improvements occur throughout Washoe Meadows SP and Lake 
Valley SRA under current conditions (Alternative 1) and would continue under all 
alternatives. See response to comment I54-3 for additional information about fuels 
management practices. See Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for a discussion 
of trail connectivity proposed under Alternative 2 and 3 to the Sawmill bike path. 
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Letter 
I61 

Response 

 
Kathleen Eagan 
October 29, 2010 

 

I61-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental and economic 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 
I62 

Response 

 
Derek Edridge 
October 5, 2010 

 

I62-1 The commenter suggests modifying Alternative 4. The suggestion is noted. This 
comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the 
draft EIR/EIS/EIS. See response to comment AOB8-1 for a discussion of alternatives 
considered but eliminated from further evaluation. 
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Letter 
I63 

Response 

 
Don and Kay Edwards 
October 22, 2010 

 

I63-1 The commenters’ support for Alternative 3 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 
I80 

Response 

 
Judith Hanson, M.B.A. 
October 29, 2010 

 

I80-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 or Alternative 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 
I64 

Response 

 
David and Carla Ennis 
November 14, 2010 

 

I64-1 The commenters question the adequacy of the public involvement process, selection of a 
preferred alternative, and consistency with the settlement agreement from the 1984 
litigation. See the following responses to comments and master response: 

► response to comment AOB31-13 for a discussion of the public involvement process; 

► response to comment AOB8-1 for a discussion of the selection of a proposed 
Preferred Alternative; and 

► Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of consistency with the 
settlement agreement from the 1984 litigation. 

 I64-2 The commenters’ support for Alternative 3 or Alternative 5 over Alternative 2 is noted. 
This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of 
the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  

I64-3 The commenters’ support for Alternative 3 or Alternative 5 over Alternative 2 as related 
to fishing is noted. See response to comment AOB8-7 for a discussion of the golf 
course/river buffer; see response to comment I20-2 for a discussion of trout. 

I64-4 The commenters have concerns about tree removal and wildlife habitat under Alternative 
2. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.”  

I64-5 The commenters have concerns about impacts on the fens, wetlands, and brook trout 
under Alternative 2. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a 
discussion of sensitive resources, including impacts on fens and wetlands. The 
commenters are concerned that eastern brook trout found in or near the fen would be 
affected by implementation of Alternative 2. As described in Master Response Section 
3.3, “Biological Resources,” the fen and surrounding area would not be affected by 
implementation of Alternative 2 because the fen is located outside and upslope of any 
proposed habitat alterations, as is the “underground stream” with the brook trout. In 
addition, brook trout (sometimes referred to as eastern brook trout), Salvelinus fontinalis, 
is an introduced nonnative species that is not specifically protected under CEQA or 
NEPA, or by TRPA. Impacts on common wildlife species and fisheries are found in 
Section 3.5, “Biological Resources,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. 

I64-6 The commenters have concerns about impacts on sand lilies under Alternative 2. See 
response to comment I7-4.  

I64-7 The commenters have concerns about impacts on wildlife habitat and effects on common 
species under Alternative 2. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.” 

I64-8 The commenters state that income under Alternative 3 would be sufficient. The comment 
is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or 
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. 
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I64-9 The commenters state the opinion that the 100-foot buffer proposed under Alternative 2 
for the golf course reconfiguration area is insufficient. See response to comment AOB8-7 
and Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources” 

I64-10 The commenters have concerns about river access under Alternative 2. See Master 
Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for a discussion of recreation access. 

I64-11 The commenters question the consistency with the settlement agreement from the 1984 
litigation. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of consistency 
with the 1984 litigation settlement agreement and statute.  

I64-12 The commenters have concerns about the adequacy of the impact analysis on wildlife 
corridors. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.” 

I64-13 The commenters have concerns about the adequacy of the impact analysis on wildlife. 
See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.” 

I64-14 The commenters believe that the area described for golf course reconfiguration is 
inaccurately described and refers to the barn area and the quarry area. For clarification, 
Alternative 2 does not propose project modifications in the barn area. For a discussion of 
the quarry area, see response to comment AOB8-6. 

I64-15 The commenters have concerns about the public trust. This comment does not raise issues 
regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. 

I64-16 The commenters have concerns about moving forward with Alternative 2 without a 
general plan and consistency with Lake Valley SRA General Plan. Golf course 
reconfiguration cannot be separated from river restoration, as a separate project because 
the need to remove or relocate golf course holes is only due to the need to allow room for 
river restoration. Segmentation of the project is not  allowable (PRC section15378 – 
“whole of the action”).  See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion 
of general plan requirements.  

I64-17 The commenters have concerns about project access from Chilicothe Street through 
National Forest System lands purchased with Santini-Burton Sensitive Land Acquisition 
Act funds. See response to comment I7-2. 

I64-18 The commenters have concerns about permanent needs for access from Chilicothe Street 
for golf course maintenance. See response to comment I7-3. For clarification, the bridge 
would be wide enough for a two-lane cart path. Commenter has concerns with the maps 
in the EIR. The map line widths are not necessarily to scale, but are used for 
demonstration and approximation. However, all coverage calculations were made using 
actual existing or proposed areas to asses impacts. The bridge will accommodate golf carts, 
pedestrians, and service/ maintenance vehicles.  

I64-19 The commenters believe that areas identified as dry meadow are really wet meadow. The 
area near the old barn is outside the project area. See Master Response Section 3.3, 
“Biological Resources,” for additional details about vegetation. Also see Chapter 5, 
“Corrections and Revisions to the Draft EIR/EIS/EIS,” for text changes related to 
vegetation.  

I64-20 The commenters believe that the draft EIR/EIS/EIS fails to address construction and 
operating costs. As discussed in Appendix E, “Lake Tahoe Golf Course Economic 
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Feasibility Analysis,” to the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, operating expenses decrease slightly 
under Scenario 1B (Alternative 2) compared to existing expenses primarily because of 
the decreased acreage of maintained landscape and power costs for irrigation. See Master 
Response Section 3.7, “Economics,” for a discussion of CEQA, NEPA, and TRPA 
requirements for analysis and a discussion of project funding. 

I64-21 The commenters have concerns about impacts on fens and brook trout. The fen and the 
“underground stream” with brook trout are outside the project area. See Master Response 
Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” and response to comment I64-5 above. 

I64-22 The commenters believe that the EIR/EIS/EIS should evaluate habitat loss related to the 
Angora Fire. See response to comment I54-1 for a discussion of the Angora Fire. In 
addition, the commenters question the legality of land trade. See Master Response 
Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of land trade. 

I64-23 The commenters question the adequacy of the economic analysis. See Master Response 
Section 3.7, “Economics.”  

I64-24 The commenters question project funding. See Master Response Section 3.7, 
“Economics.” 

I64-25 The commenters state that projections for the overall decline of golf; the greater cost for 
building a course on hilly, steep land; greater maintenance costs; and a declining 
economy are not factored into the financial analysis. See responses to comments I64-20, 
I64-23, and I64-24. 

I64-26 The commenters state that shutting down golf operations for 1 or 2 years would reduce 
money flowing into the economy and cause current golf course employees to be 
unemployed. The commenters believe that if the costs were projected into overall profits 
and losses for Lake Valley SRA, a 9-hole or executive 18-hole golf course would be 
competitive from a financial standpoint. As described in Chapter 2, “Project 
Alternatives,” in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, and Chapter 2, “Project Description,” of this final 
EIR/EIS/EIS, the construction period for Alternative 2 would be extended by 1 year in an 
attempt to keep at least 9 golf course holes at the Lake Tahoe Golf Course open during all 
construction years. If this is not possible, the golf course would be closed for 1 year and 
would be reduced to a 9-hole golf course for 2 years. Under Alternative 3, the golf course 
would be completely closed for 1 year and would be reduced to 9 holes for 1 year. 
Therefore, short-term economic impacts of both alternatives would be the similar. A 
short-term loss in golf course-related jobs would occur under either of these alternatives; 
however, construction- related jobs would increase during this period, resulting in a 
beneficial effect on the economy. Therefore, construction of a 9-hole or 18-hole 
executive golf course would have similar short-term economic effects as a reconfigured 
18-hole course, but would have greater long-term economic effects.  

I64-27 The commenters question the adequacy of the economic analysis. See Master Response 
Section 3.7, “Economics.” 

I64-28 The commenters question whether the economic analysis takes into account the decline in 
golfing and demographic changes of the area when considering revenue. The 
demographics of South Lake Tahoe are discussed in Section 3.15, “Population and 
Housing, Socioeconomics, and Environmental Justice,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. 
Appendix E, “Lake Tahoe Golf Course Economic Feasibility Analysis,” to the draft 
EIR/EIS/EIS acknowledges that the Lake Tahoe Golf Course has experienced declining 
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gross revenues since 1997. Although the decline is not directly attributed to demographic 
changes, Appendix E states that the population and growth potential (demographic 
trends) of market areas are major factors considered in feasibility studies for golf courses. 
Therefore, general demographic trends were considered in the economic analysis. See 
Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics,” for a discussion of the assumptions used in 
the economic analysis for the project.  

I64-29 The commenters note that golf course closures have increased in the last year. The 
commenters express concern that the cost of the project could become a burden to the 
State and taxpayers. See Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics.” 

I64-30 The commenters correctly state that the Lake Tahoe Golf Course is not the fifth highest 
revenue producer for State Parks. As noted in Appendix E, “Lake Tahoe Golf Course 
Economic Feasibility Analysis,” to the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, the revenue from operations of 
the Lake Tahoe Golf Course is the fifth largest source of concession revenue in the State 
Parks system.  

I64-31 The commenters state that the numbers in brochures are unsubstantiated. Brochures 
prepared for the project are unrelated to the draft EIR/EIS/EIS and therefore are out of 
the scope for the response to comments; however the numbers used in the brochure were 
drived form the economic report, appenxXXXX. The commenters also question the 
revenue estimated to be contributed to the local economy. See Master Response Section 
3.7, “Economics,” for a discussion of the adequacy of the economic analysis. 

I64-32 The commenters have concerns about the cost of chemical and diesel spills. As discussed 
in Impact 3.14-1, “Use of Hazardous Materials,” in Section 3.14, “Human Health and 
Risk of Upset,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, “hazardous materials at the site would 
[continue to] be in compliance with Federal, State, and local regulations, including 
existing orders.” If necessary, State Parks and its concessionaire would 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. For clarification, 
the diesel spill was related to snowmobile use at the driving range, which would not 
change from existing conditions. Furthermore, under the recommended Preferred 
Alternative there would be less golf course directly adjacent to the Upper Truckee River, 
not more (see response to comment AOB8-7)  

I64-33 The commenters have concerns about impacts on cultural resources. See Master 
Response Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources.” 

I64-34 The commenters state an opinion about the feasibility of other alternatives besides 
Alternative 2. See response to comment AOB8-1 for a discussion of the alternatives 
evaluation.  

I64-35 The commenters’ 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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Letter 
I65 

Response 

 
Carl Fair 
October 5, 2010 

 

I65-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental and economic 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 
I66 

Response 

 
Emilio Ferrer 
November 15, 2010 

 

I66-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 5 and opposition to Alternative 2 is noted. 

I66-2 The commenter has concerns about the golf course’s water use under Alternative 2. See 
Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water 
Quality.” 

I66-3 The commenter has concerns about relocating the golf course into undeveloped land. See 
response to comment AOB4-5 for a discussion of the considerations in selecting the 
location of the reconfigured golf course. See response to comment AOB8-6 for a discussion 
of the quarries. 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-470 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 4-471 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I67 

Response 

 
Chick Fraunfelter 
October 28, 2010 

 

I67-1 The commenter discusses information unrelated to the project or the draft 
EIR/EIS/EIS. The commenter requests consideration of economics in decision making. 
See Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics,” for a discussion of the considerations of 
the project related to economics. 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 4-472 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 4-473 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I68 

Response 

 
John Garofalos 
October 18, 2010 

 

I68-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its recreation value 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 4-474 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 4-475 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I69 

Response 

 
Jerry and Marcia Gaudet 
November 2, 2010 

 

I69-1 The commenters’ support for Alternative 2 and its economic value 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 4-476 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 4-477 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I70 

Response 

 
Jeff Glass 
November 12, 2010 

 

I70-1 The commenter has concerns about impacts of reconfiguring the golf course on wildlife 
habitat. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of 
wildlife habitat and corridors. 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-478 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 4-479 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I71 

Response 

 
John Gooding 
September 11, 2010 

 

I71-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 1 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 4-480 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 4-481 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I72 

Response 

 
John Gooding 
October 23, 2010 

 

I72-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 1 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 4-482 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 4-483 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-484 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I73 

Response 

 
John Gooding 
November 5, 2010 

 

I73-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 1 is noted. This comment does not raise issues 
regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. 



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-485 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-486 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I74 

Response 

 
Kimberly Gorman 
October 24, 2010 

 

I74-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental and economic value is 
noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or 
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-487 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-488 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I75 

Response 

 
Kimberly Gorman 
November 15, 2010 

 

I75-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental, recreation, and 
economic value is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, 
accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. See Master Response Section 3.5, 
“Recreation,” for a discussion of recreation trail access, the additional buffer that would 
be added, and trail safety. 

I75-2 The commenter suggests moving the recreation trails proposed under Alternatives 2 and 3 
closer to the river. The suggestion is noted. See Master Response Section 3.5, 
“Recreation.” 



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-489 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-490 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I76 

Response 

 
C. V. Griffith 
November 3, 2010 

 

I76-1 The commenter’s support for maintaining the beauty and function of the area is noted. 
This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of 
the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-491 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-492 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I77 

Response 

 
Greta Hambsch 
November 14, 2010 

 

I77-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental and economic value is 
noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or 
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-493 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-494 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I78 

Response 

 
Diana Hamilton-Smith 
November 15, 2010 

 

I78-1 The commenter’s support for keeping the golf course at its current location is noted. This 
comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the 
draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-561 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I110 

Response 

 
Greg Kennedy 
November 6, 2010 

 

I110-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 5 and opposition to Alternative 2 is noted. This 
comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the 
draft EIR/EIS/EIS. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a 
discussion of habitat and tree removal under Alternative 2. 



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-495 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-496 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 4-497 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I79 

Response 

 
Patricia M. Handal, DVM 
August 30, 2010 

 

I79-1 The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 2 is noted. The commenter has concerns 
about impacts on wildlife habitat and suggests other alternatives. See Master Response 
Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of impacts on wildlife habitat; see 
response to comment AOB8-1 for a discussion of alternatives considered but eliminated 
from further consideration. 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-498 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 4-499 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I80 

Response 

 
Judith Hanson, M.B.A. 
October 29, 2010 

 

I80-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 or Alternative 4 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 4-500 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 4-501 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I81 

Response 

 
Paul Hardy 
November 15, 2010 

 

I81-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 3 and opposition to Alternative 2 is 
noted. Appendix E, “Lake Tahoe Golf Course Economic Feasibility Analysis,” to the 
draft EIR/EIS/EIS acknowledges that the Lake Tahoe Golf Course has experienced 
declining gross revenues since 1997. The commenter summarizes opinions addressed in 
the responses to comment letter AOB31.  



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-502 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 4-503 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I82 

Response 

 
Angela Harney 
November 15, 2010 

 

I82-1 The commenter has concerns about recreation access. See Master Response Section 3.5, 
“Recreation.” 

I82-2 The commenter has concern about impacts on wildlife habitat under Alternative 2. See 
Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.” 

I82-3 The commenter’s support for Alternative 3 and opposition to Alternative 2 is noted. This 
comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the 
draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  

I82-4 The commenter has concerns about the impacts of Alternative 2 on wildlife habitat and 
seeks consideration of the effects of the Angora Fire. See Master Response Section 3.3, 
“Biological Resources.” See response to comment I54-1 for a discussion of the Angora 
Fire. 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-504 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 4-505 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I83 

Response 

 
Teresa Harrigan 
August 30, 2010 

 

I83-1 The commenter has concerns about impacts of Alternative 2 on wildlife habitat. See 
Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.” 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-506 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 4-507 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I84 

Response 

 
Donald C. Harriman 
November 12, 2010 

 

I84-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 3 or 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 4-508 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 4-509 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I85 

Response 

 
Roxene Harrison 
September 17, 2010 

 

I85-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 3 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 4-510 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 4-511 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I86 

Response 

 
John Hartzell 
September 4, 2010 

 

I86-1 The commenter’s support for maintaining Washoe Meadows SP in its current state 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 4-512 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 4-513 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I87 

Response 

 
John Hartzell 
October 23, 2010 

 

I87-1 The commenter’s support for maintaining Washoe Meadows SP in its current state 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 4-514 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 4-515 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-516 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I88 

Response 

 
Douglas and Joan Hazlett 
August 25, 2010 

 

I88-1 The commenters’ support for Alternative 2 is noted. This comment does not raise issues 
regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-517 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-518 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I89 

Response 

 
Douglas Hazlett 
September 8, 2010 

 

I89-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 4 is noted. This comment does not raise issues 
regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-519 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-520 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I90 

Response 

 
Douglas Hazlett 
September 22, 2010 

 

I90-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 4 is noted. This comment does not raise issues 
regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-521 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-522 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I91 

Response 

 
Gunnar Henrioulle 
September 11, 2010 

 

I91-1 The commenter’s opposition to all Truckee River projects is noted. The commenter 
suggests spending money on transportation projects. This comment does not raise issues 
regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-523 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-524 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I92 

Response 

 
Ann Marie Henrioulle 
October 22, 2010 

 

I92-1 The commenter raises a concern about potential flooding effects on the South Lake 
Tahoe Airport. The airport is approximately 0.6 mile (~3,000 feet) down valley from the 
portion of the Upper Truckee River adjacent to the golf course. (This distance is a straight 
line along the river corridor, not total river distance; however, valley distance would be 
relevant for flooding.) Section 3.3, “Hydrology and Flooding,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS 
presents a thorough analysis of the existing and potential flooding effects of all 
alternatives. The impact analysis for flooding (Impacts 3.3-3 and 3.3-4) is based on 
hydraulic modeling that accurately depicts the capacity for flood flow conveyance of the 
downstream U.S. 50 bridge. The bridge limits the maximum flow rate released 
downstream during flood events of about 10-year or greater magnitude. The flow 
constriction by the U.S. 50 bridge would not be modified by any project alternative, and 
no adverse changes to the worst-case flooding scenario would occur downstream of the 
U.S. 50 crossing. 



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-525 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-526 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I93 

Response 

 
Alan Heyvaert, Ph.D. 
November 3, 2010 

 

I93-1 The commenter’s support for Alternatives 2, 3, and 5 and opposition to Alternatives 1 
and 4 is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or 
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-527 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-528 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I94 

Response 

 
Larry and Gail Hobson 
October 15, 2010 

 

I94-1 The commenters’ support for Alternative 2 and suggestion for additional support of the 
men’s and women’s club are noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the 
adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-529 Comments and Individual Responses 

 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-530 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I95 

Response 

 
Jon Hoefer 
October 26, 2010 

 

I95-1 The commenter’s primary support for Alternative 5 followed by support for Alternative 3 
is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or 
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-531 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-532 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I96 

Response 

 
Kirk Hopkin 
October 18, 2010 

 

I96-1 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.  



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-533 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-534 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I97 

Response 

 
Rick Hordin 
November 3, 2010 

 

I97-1 The commenter’s belief that the project should not be considered at all is noted. This 
comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the 
draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-535 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-536 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I98 

Response 

 
Rob Hordzwick 
November 4, 2010 

 

I98-1 The commenter’s view that the Tahoe Keys is the problem is noted and is outside of State 
Parks’ jurisdiction. The commenter suggests bringing in a professional golf course design 
management team. The approaches to reconfiguring the golf course that are proposed 
under Alternatives 2, 3, and 4 were developed in collaboration with John Harbottle 
Design, a leading golf course design firm, and additional golf course designers will be 
consulted during the design process.  



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-537 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-538 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I99 

Response 

 
Peter Illing 
October 12, 2010 

 

I99-1 The commenter’s support for maintaining the golf course and its economic value is noted. 
This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of 
the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. 



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-539 Comments and Individual Responses 

 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-540 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I100 

Response 

 
Nicole M. Jane, D.D.S., M.S. 
October 22, 2010 

 

I100-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its economic and environmental value is 
noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or 
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  




