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Letter 
I101 

Response 

 
Daniel Jensen 
November 11, 2010 

 

I101-1 The commenter’s primary support for Alternative 4 followed by 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 
I102 

Response 

 
Curtis John 
August 26, 2010 

 

I102-1  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 
I103 

Response 

 
Curtis John 
September 22, 2010 

 

I103-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its recreation, 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 
I104 

Response 

 
Georgene John 
August 26, 2010 

 

I104-1 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 
I105 

Response 

 
Brian Johnson 
October 18, 2010 

 

I105-1 The commenter’s 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.  
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Letter 
I106 

Response 

 
Michael K. Johnson 
October 26, 2010 

 

I106-1 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 
I107 

Response 

 
katzino6 
October 19, 2010 

 

I107-1 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 
I108 

Response 

 
Robert Kay 
September 2, 2010 

 

I108-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its recreation, 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 
I109 

Response 

 
Michelle Keck 
October 29, 2010 

 

I109-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its recreation, 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 
I111 

Response 

 
John Klimaszewski 
November 14, 2010 

 

I111-1 The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 2 and belief that it was given undue bias is 
noted. The commenter does not agree with evaluating golf course reconfiguration with 
river restoration. 

A comparison of relative environmental effects of all alternatives was included in Section 
4.5, “Environmentally Superior Alternative/Environmentally Preferred Alternative,” of 
the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. As discussed in Section 4.5, the action alternatives present trade-
offs related to overall environmental advantages. Alternatives 2, 3, and 5 include 
geomorphic restoration of the river, which would create benefits related to long-term 
water quality, the amount and quality of aquatic and riparian habitat, and restoration of 
SEZ. Alternative 4 would stabilize the river in place; this alternative would result in some 
benefits to water quality and habitat, although less than Alternatives 2, 3, and 5. 
Implementing the No Project/No Action Alternative (Alternative 1) would avoid the 
adverse impacts generated by construction activity and golf course reconfiguration under 
the action alternatives; however, the water quality and river restoration benefits of those 
alternatives would not occur. Consequently, the No Project/No Action Alternative is not 
environmentally superior or environmentally preferred. Of the action alternatives, 
Alternative 5 (River Ecosystem Restoration with Decommissioned Golf Course), is the 
environmentally superior alternative because it would:  

► reduce the largest amount of land coverage of any of the alternatives, which would 

reduce soils, hydrologic, and biological resources impacts; 

► restore the largest area of SEZ; and 

► provide the long-term water quality and habitat benefits of geomorphic river 

restoration. 

Although Alternative 5 would be environmentally superior, it includes nonenvironmental 
trade-offs. Removing the golf course would eliminate the existing public golf recreation 
opportunity, revenue stream received by State Parks, a small number of existing local 
jobs, and the contribution of golfing activity to the local economy. Furthermore, State 
Parks would embark on a separate planning process to evaluate alternative uses of both 
Lake Valley SRA and Washoe Meadows SP.  

I111-2 The commenter’s views on the approach to the recreation workshops and communication 
are noted. See Appendix O for a summary of the recreation planning workshop. The 
workshop solicited input for a variety of alternatives. See response to comment AOB8-1 
for discussions of the selection of a proposed Preferred Alternative and of the public 
participation process; see also response to comment I13-12 for public records requests. 
State Parks’ Project Manager, Cyndie Walck received and responded to numerous e-
mails and phone calls from the Washoe Community Group and led an additional field trip 
specifically requested by that group to further facilitate community input. 
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I111-3 For clarification, the Lahontan RWQCB has not funded the project. No discussion of this 
topic appeared in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, nor was there any statement that there were “no 
negative” comments. See response to comment AOB8-1 for discussions of the selection 
of a proposed Preferred Alternative and of the public participation process. 

I111-4 The commenter believes that State Parks has ignored preeminent laws including Section 
3, Chapter 1470 of the California Statutes of 1984; the Lake Valley SRA General Plan; 
and TRPA and State Parks land use criteria. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land 
Use.” 

I111-5 The commenter has concerns about impacts on fens and wetlands, including hydrologic 
effects. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of 
impacts on fens and SEZ. See Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, 
Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for a discussion of hydrologic impacts on fens. The 
fen and fish habitat mentioned are outside the project area.            

 I111-6 The commenter has concerns about impacts on fens, wetlands, and the river related to 
water use and global climate change. See Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, 
Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for a discussion of water use and climate 
change. The proposed project will not increase water demand over existing conditions. 
For clarification, the well was drilled to support existing water use and therefore would 
not be included in any economic analysis related to the project. A categorical exemption 
was completed and approved in 2008 for well installation. See Master Response Section 
3.7, “Economics,” for a discussion of CEQA requirements related to economics. 

I111-7 The commenter has concerns about areas referred to as “disturbed land” and refers to 
meadow areas that were restored as “meadow (SEZ area) by recreating meandering 
streamlets through this meadow. This meadow is directly uphill of proposed golf holes 
(holes 7, 8 and 13).” For clarification, this area has not been restored as stated. See 
Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” and Chapter 5, “Corrections and 
Revisions to the Draft EIR/EIS/EIS,” for updated information about existing vegetation 
that was obtained after the draft EIR/EIS/EIS was released. See response to comment 
AOB8-6 for a discussion of the quarry area. See Master Response Section 3.7, 
“Economics,” for a discussion of CEQA requirements for an economic analysis.  

I111-8 The commenter has concerns that remediation costs from a 2005 diesel spill were not 
evaluated in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. For clarification, the diesel spill was not related to a 
flood, but to a puncture in the snowcat. The existing uses by the winter concessionaire 
would not change under Alternative 1, 2, 3, or 4. See Master Response Section 3.7, 
“Economics,” for a discussion of CEQA requirements for an economic analysis.  

I111-9 The commenter incorrectly states that approximately 5,000 feet of golf course is adjacent 
to the Upper Truckee River. See response to comment AOB8-7 for a discussion of the 
river buffer. “Adjacent” means abutting the river. 

I111-10 The commenter states that other comments were provided by the Washoe Community 
Group and that the analysis was biased. The comment is noted. See response to comment 
AOB8-1 for discussions of the selection of a proposed Preferred Alternative and of the 
public participation process. 
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Letter 
I112 

Response 

 
Mike Klover 
August 25, 2010 

 

I112-1 The commenter’s support for maintaining an affordable 18-hole 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 
I113 

Response 

 
Mike Klover 
October 27, 2010 

 

I113-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its economic, recreation, and 
environmental value is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the 
adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  
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Letter 
I114 

Response 

 
Alfred Knotts 
October 27, 2010 

 

I114-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its economic, recreation, and 
environmental value is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the 
adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. The project would include 
long-term monitoring of the project’s effectiveness with regard to water quality and 
geomorphic conditions. A monitoring plan will be developed, using the “Riparian 
Ecosystem Restoration Effectiveness Framework” as a guide and concentrating on the 
geomorphic and vegetation attributes. The monitoring will include surveys of stream 
profiles and cross sections, measurements of channel flow and capacity, assessment of 
floodplain inundation, measurements of groundwater levels, vegetation surveys, small-
mammal surveys, and photo monitoring points. See response to comment AOB11-4 for a 
discussion of updating the golf course’s chemical application and management plan. 
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Letter 
I115 

Response 

 
Mark Koffman 
October 1, 2010 

 

I115-1 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. The 
commenter suggests using settling ponds or low barriers in the stream. The suggestion is 
noted. See response to comment AOB8-1 for a discussion of alternatives considered but 
eliminated from further consideration.  
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Letter 
I116 

Response 

 
Norm Kosco 
August 27, 2010 

 

I116-1 The commenter states that he agrees but does not provide information on what he agrees 
with. 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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Letter 
I117 

Response 

 
Greg Kuntz 
November 4, 2010 

 

I117-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its economic, recreation, and 
environmental value is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the 
adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  
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Letter 
I118 

Response 

 
Michelle Lam 
October 21, 2010 

 

I118-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 is noted. The commenter inquires as to 
whether increased traffic and larger numbers of tourists would affect the restored river 
and wildlife. As stated in Impact 3.10-4, “Operational Impacts on the Local and Regional 
Circulation System,” in Section 3.10, “Transportation, Parking, and Circulation,” of the 
draft EIR/EIS/EIS, golf course operations under Alternative 2 would require 
approximately four additional employees compared to current course operations. Up to 
three or four additional trips would likely be required during the morning and afternoon 
peak hours each day. The level of golf play would continue along current trends and 
would not change substantially, which is reasonable because the course’s length would be 
similar to the length of the current golf course. 
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Letter 
I119 

Response 

 
Keith Latta 
August 27, 2010 

 

I119-1 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 
I120 

Response 

 
L. J. Laurent 
September 8, 2010 

 

I120-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 5 is noted. The commenter has concerns about 
the impacts of water and fertilizer use under Alternative 2 on surface water and 
groundwater. See Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, 
and Water Quality,” for a discussion of water and fertilizer use. 
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Letter 
I121 

Response 

 
Denise LeBiavant 
October 17, 2010 

 

I121-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 5 is noted. The commenter has concerns about 
water use under Alternative 2. See Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, 
Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for a discussion of water use. 
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Letter 
I122 

Response 

 
Debbie Ledbetter 
August 31, 2010 

 

I122-1 The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 2 and support for Alternatives 3 or 4 is noted. 
The commenter has concerns about impacts of fertilizer use and on wildlife habitat. See 
the following master responses and response to comment: 

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

► Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water 
Quality,” for a discussion of fertilizer use; and 

► response to comment I54-1 for a discussion of the Angora Fire. 
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Letter 
I123 

Response 

 
Charles Lincoln 
October 18, 2010 

 

I123-1 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 
I124 

Response 

 
Michael and Ileene Lipkin 
October 23, 2010 

 

I124-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 4 and opposition to Alternative 2 is noted. The 
commenter has concerns about wildlife impacts. See Master Response Section 3.3, 
“Biological Resources,” for a discussion of wildlife habitat. 
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Letter 
I125 

Response 

 
Wayne Logan 
August 27, 2010 

 

I125-1 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 
I126 

Response 

 
Mary Magana 
September 9, 2010 

 

I126-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 5 is noted. The commenter has concerns about 
impacts on trout related to use of fertilizer, herbicides, and pesticides. See response to 
comment I20-2 and Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, 
Geomorphology, and Water Quality.” 



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-609 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-610 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 4-611 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I127 

Response 

 
Tom and Debbie Makris 
November 8, 2010 

 

I127-1 The commenters’ support for Alternative 2 and its recreation and environmental value is 
noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or 
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  
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Letter 
I128 

Response 

 
Jerry and Cathy Martin 
October 27, 2010 

 

I128-1 The commenters’ 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 
I129 

Response 

 
Richard Matera 
September 8, 2010 

 

I129-1 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.  
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Letter 
I130 

Response 

 
Matt 
September 24, 2010 

 

I130-1 The commenter questions what would happen if Alternative 2 were approved but no one 
were to step up to pay for the project. If funding for the project were to be not available, 
State Parks would operate the golf course on a year-to-year contract and continue to look 
for funding or renew the concessionaire contract. 
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Letter 
I131 

Response 

 
Kyle Mazzoni 
August 27, 2010 

 

I131-1 The commenter’s 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.  
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Letter 
I132 

Response 

 
Tim Mazzoni 
August 24, 2010 

 

I132-1 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 
I133 

Response 

 
Tim Mazzoni 
September 21, 2010 

 

I133-1 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 
I134 

Response 

 
Tim Mazzoni 
October 18, 2010 

 

I134-1 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 
I135 

Response 

 
Richard McCallan, PE 
November 8, 2010 

 

I135-1 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 
I136 

Response 

 
John McDougall 
November 13, 2010 

 

I136-1 The commenter opposes Alternative 2 and supports a smaller stabilization project. The 
commenter has concerns about raising golf course rates and requests that the State stop 
spending money on unnecessary projects and states the golf course should implement 
BMPs. As described in Section 2.4, “Alternative 1: No Project/No Action: Existing River 
and 18-Hole Regulation Golf Course,” BMPs in the parking lot include channel drains 
and an oil and grease separator located near the stormwater pond, adjacent to the 
maintenance yard. Parking lot water discharges to a stormwater treatment pond prior to 
entering the river. Potential impacts related to erosion are addressed in Impact 3.6-1 (Alt. 
2), “Soil Erosion, Sedimentation, and Loss of Topsoil,” and Impact 3.4-6 (Alt. 2), Short-
Term Risk of Surface Water or Groundwater Degradation during Construction.” 
Mitigation for these potential impacts during project construction and operation is 
provided in Mitigation Measures 3.6-1A (Alt. 2) and 3.4-6 (Alt. 2), “Prepare and 
Implement Effective Site Management Plans,” and Mitigation Measure 3.6-1B (Alt. 2), 
“Provide On-Site Storm Drainage Facilities and Accompanying Stormwater Drainage 
Plan to Prevent Surface Erosion from Discharging to Creek or River Channels.” These 
mitigation measures require implementation of design measures and BMPs with 
performance requirements. 

The comments are noted. See response to comment AOB8-1, above, and Section 2.2.2, 
“Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Detailed Evaluation,” in the draft 
EIR/EIS/EIS for discussions of smaller stabilization projects that were considered. See 
Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics,” for a discussion of funding.  
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Letter 
I137 

Response 

 
George McKool 
September 1, 2010 

 

I137-1 The commenter’s support for relocating 9 holes of the golf course to Washoe Meadows 
SP if necessary to help Lake Tahoe 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 
I138 

Response 

 
Ken McNutt 
October 5, 2010 

 

I138-1 The commenter’s support for the success of the project 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 
I139 

Response 

 
Gary Mendel 
August 26, 2010 

 

I139-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 is noted. The commenter suggests having 
someone else manage the golf course and paying for the project with the resulting 
revenue. See Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics,” for information about project 
funding. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or 
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. 
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Letter 
I140 

Response 

 
Gary Mendel 
August 27, 2010 

 

I140-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 is noted. The commenter suggests having 
Troon Golf manage the golf course and paying for the project with the resulting revenue. 
See Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics,” for information about project funding. 
This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of 
the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. 
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Letter 
I141 

Response 

 
Gary Mendel 
September 8, 2010 

 

I141-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 4 is noted. The commenter suggests having 
Troon Golf manage the golf course and paying for the project with the resulting revenue. 
See Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics,” for information about project funding. 
This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of 
the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  
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Letter 
I142 

Response 

 
Linda and Bob Mendizabal 
October 22, 2010 

 

I142-1 The commenters’ support for Alternative 2 and its economic, recreation, and 
environmental value is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the 
adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  
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Letter 
I143 

Response 

 
Terry A. Mitchell 
November 1, 2010 

 

I143-1 The commenter’s support for leaving the golf course in its current state 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 
I144 

Response 

 
Gary Moore 
October 6, 2010 

 

I144-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its economic, recreation, and 
environmental value is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the 
adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  
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Letter 
I145 

Response 

 
Linda Moore 
October 12, 2010 

 

I145-1 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 4-651 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-652 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I146 

Response 

 
Jim Morocco 
September 3, 2010 

 

I146-1 The commenter’s 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.  
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Letter 
I147 

Response 

 
Larry Mortensen 
September 1, 2010 

 

I147-1 The commenter’s support for improving the clarity of Lake Tahoe while maintaining an 
affordable regulation golf course in the area 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 
I148 

Response 

 
Sarah Muskopf 
November 8, 2010 

 

I148-1 The commenter opposes Alternative 2 and believes that only Alternative 5 accomplishes 
full geomorphic and ecosystem restoration based on reading the notice of availability for 
the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. This commenter summarizes concerns about impacts relating to 
fertilizers, herbicides, paving, invasive species, property values, wildlife habitat, and 
recreation user conflicts. Impacts relating to Alternative 2 were addressed in detail in the 
draft EIR/EIS/EIS. Additional information relating to the commenter’s concerns is 
provided in responses to comments I148-2 through I148-4, below. 

I148-2 The commenter has concerns about trail safety and general recreation access under 
Alternative 2. See Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for a discussion of trail 
user safety and access. 

I148-3 The commenter states that the project would decrease property values, but does not offer 
specific facts linking the project to a demonstrable effect on property values that can be 
clearly attributed to the project. Absent specific facts showing a clear effect on property 
values, this comment contains speculation that is beyond the required and practicable 
scope of analysis under CEQA, NEPA, or TRPA regulations. The comment is noted. 

I148-4 The commenter is concerned about impacts on habitat, nutrient loading in the river, and 
spread of invasive weeds. See Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, 
Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” and Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological 
Resources.” 

I148-5 The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 2 is noted. The commenter summarizes 
concerns related to Alternative 2 that were addressed above.  
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Letter 
I149 

Response 

 
Paul Nanzig 
October 29, 2010 

 

I149-1 The commenter believes that sediment reduction should be quantified and sources of 
funding should be identified. See response to comment AOB5-8 for a discussion of 
sediment quantification; see Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics,” for a discussion 
of funding.  
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Letter 
I150 

Response 

 
Paul and Jenee Nanzig 
October 4, 2010 

 

I150-1 The commenters’ support for Alternative 1 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 
I151 

Response 

 
Aysin and Bruce Neville 
August 30, 2010 

 

I151-1 The commenters’ support for restoring the river and saving Washoe Meadows SP is 
noted. The commenters summarize comments addressed in response to comment letter 
AOB31.  



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-664 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 4-665 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I152 

Response 

 
Michael O. Newberger 
November 1, 2010 

 

I152-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its economic, recreation, and 
environmental value is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the 
adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  
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Letter 
I153 

Response 

 
Robert Nichols 
November 4, 2010 

 

I153-1 The commenter believes that Alternative 2 will fragment Washoe Meadows SP and 
create a significant impact on recreation access. See Master Response Section 3.5, 
“Recreation,” for a discussion of recreation access.  

I153-2 The commenter believes that Alternative 2 will fragment Washoe Meadows SP and 
create a significant impact on wildlife habitat. See Master Response Section 3.3, 
“Biological Resources,” for a discussion of tree removal and wildlife habitat. See 
response to comment I54-1 for a discussion of the Angora Fire.  
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Letter 
I154 

Response 

 
Bob Niedermeier 
October 30, 2010 

 

I154-1 The commenter’s primary support for Alternative 1 followed by support for Alternative 4 
is noted. The commenter believes that funds should be spent on decreasing air emissions 
not restoration. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or 
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  
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Comments and Individual Responses 4-670 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 4-671 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I155 

Response 

 
S. Noll 
October 7, 2010 

 

I155-1 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. See 
response to comment AOB8-1 for a discussion of alternatives considered but eliminated 
from further evaluation. 
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Letter 
I156 

Response 

 
Annaleigh Novak 
September 6, 2010 

 

I156-1 The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 2 is noted. The commenter has concerns 
about the number of golf course fairways bordering the river under Alternative 2. See 
response to comment AOB8-7 for a discussion of the river/golf course buffer. 
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Letter 
I157 

Response 

 
Lisa O'Daly 
no date 

 

I157-1 The commenter requests information on the decision-making process for general plan 
amendments. If Alternative 2 were selected, the park’s boundary lines would be 
adjusted by the State Parks and Recreation Commission after conducting a public 
meeting to consider the action. The general plan would then be amended by the 
commission to reflect the boundary adjustment. The decision whether to carry out the 
project will be made by the Director or her delegate. The commission does not have 
jurisdiction over restoration or development projects, but is responsible for approval 
and amendment of general plans (California Public Resources Code, Sections 541 
and 5002.2). If a project is chosen that does not need a general plan amendment, the 
general plan will not be amended. If the project chosen needs a general plan 
amendment, a proposed general plan amendment will be submitted to the 
commission. State Parks will also obtain approvals from TRPA and Reclamation.  

I157-2 TRPA, as a lead agency, assisted in review and preparation of the EIR/EIS/EIS for the 
project. The EIR/EIS/EIS was prepared in accordance with TRPA regulations. In 
addition, State Parks will work with TRPA through permitting and design to ensure that 
the project is in compliance with TRPA regulations. As described in Section 3.7, Scenic 
Resources” under Alternative 2 paving of the unpaved parking area would cause a change 
in views from U.S. 50. There are currently 115 parking spaces in the paved parking lot at 
the golf course. The grassy areas on both sides of the golf course entrance are currently 
used for parking, and under Alternative 2, the north unpaved area would be paved to 
create an additional 89 parking spaces. Changes in long-term views associated with 
paving of the unpaved parking area would be less than significant, because the change in 
appearance of the parking area would be on the ground plane and would not substantially 
alter the overall landscape view. Also, there is no change in the visible activity (current 
parking use would continue) and no substantial increase in the anticipated parking use 
under this alternative. Although the grassy area would change from grass to pavement, 
the change in views would not be intrusive, being at the ground level. In addition, no 
changes to the clubhouse, driving range, or maintenance buildings, which are prominent 
features visible from U.S. 50, are proposed. Therefore, implementing Alternative 2 or the 
proposed Preferred Alternative would not result in substantial changes in long-term views 
from U.S. 50. 

I157-3 The commenter questions the mitigation presented in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS for impacts 
on scenic resources. As described in Section 3.7, “Scenic Resources,” implementation of 
a landscaping and forest management plan would reduce impacts associated with the 
long-term degradation of the visual character, existing visual quality, or scenic quality 
affecting residences adjacent to Washoe Meadows SP to a less-than-significant level 
because preparation and implementation of a landscaping and forest management plan 
would provide effective visual screening of the golf course. 

I157-4 The commenter questions the performance standards for mitigation of impacts on scenic 
resources, asks about contingent mitigation and monitoring, and questions how the 
mitigation is consistent with defensible space. The mitigation will be designed by the golf 
course engineer in collaboration with State Parks. The buffer and vegetative screening are 
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not meant to fully block views of all golf course activities, but to help screen views of the 
course, reduce the visibility of the course to neighbors, and retain the overall forest 
landscape character outside of the golf course, while allowing proper vegetation 
management for defensible space. Based on criteria presented in Section 3.7, Scenic 
Resources,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, this mitigation measure would reduce this impact 
to a less-than-significant level, because views would not be substantially degraded.  

I157-5 The commenter questions the adequacy of the economic analysis prepared for the project 
and asks whether the Angora Fire was considered in the analysis. See Master Response 
Section 3.7, “Economics,” for a discussion of the economic analysis for the project. See 
response to comment I54-1 for a discussion of the Angora Fire. 

I157-6 The commenter disagrees with the less-than-significant impact conclusions for project 
impacts on dispersed recreation. See Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation.” The 
proposed project is consistent with all TRPA thresholds, as discussed in Section 4.6, 
“Consequences for Environmental Threshold Carrying Capacities.” See response to 
comment I54-1 for a discussion of the Angora Fire. 

I157-7 The commenter requests an analysis of impacts on connectivity for the North Upper 
Truckee neighborhood. The river will be on the opposite side of the sewer access road 
from the golf course and the area where golf course is removed near hole 18, will be 
newly open and available to the public. See Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation.” 

I157-8 The commenter questions why persons at one time (PAOTs) were not quantified for the 
project. As described in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS in Section 3.8, “Recreation” (page 3.8-5), 
TRPA allocates PAOTs to PASs, community plans, and a reserve pool where PAOTs are 
held in reserve for overnight and summer day-use facilities. If a proposed expansion of 
recreation facilities meets TRPA’s criteria, the project will be approved. The number of 
PAOTs necessary to accommodate the increased level of activity associated with a 
project, if any, will be assigned from the PAOTs allocated to the relevant PAS, 
community plan, or reserve pool.  

The study area for this project is located in PAS 119, Country Club Meadow. Targets and 
limits have been identified for additional developed outdoor recreation facilities to be 
located within this plan area, as specified in Chapter 13, “Plan Area Statements and Plan 
Area Maps,” of the TRPA Code of Ordinances, Country Club Meadow #119. No 
additional PAOT capacity for summer-day, winter-day, or overnight uses is allocated to 
PAS 119; however, 6,215 summer-day-use PAOTs are available in the reserve pool 
described in the Code of Ordinances, and discussed in that section above. The Upper 
Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course Reconfiguration Project is an Environmental 
Improvement Program project; therefore, PAOTs could be allocated from the pool 
(TRPA 2007:10-9). 

No PAOTS are currently assigned to the study area. It is expected that under all 
alternatives, even Alternative 1, PAOTs would be assigned to the study area. Because no 
increase in use is expected under Alternative 2, the PAOTs to be assigned under 
Alternative 2 are expected to be the same as under Alternative 1, which is a continuation 
of existing conditions. Before project approval, State Parks will work with TRPA to 
assess the PAOTs necessary for the project. 

I157-9 The commenter requests the lengths and types of boardwalk proposed through the 
restored floodplain. The total length of the pedestrian path on the southeast side of the 
river is 5,630 linear feet, including the tie-in from the bridge to the south at Country Club 
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Drive and the tie-in to the Sawmill bike trail. The trail would be a combination of 
crowned causeway, drainage lenses, and boardwalks. Lengths and types will be 
developed during final design and permitting. 

I157-10 The commenter requests modification of the legend in Exhibit 3.3-2 for surface water 
features outside of the existing golf course. This map includes several small unnamed 
ditches, swales, and streams within the study area on both sides of the Upper Truckee 
River. The legend incorrectly labels all of these unnamed surface water features as “golf 
course drainages” although some of them are not within the existing golf course 
boundary. There are no official names for any of the features, and the locations are all 
correct on the map, but there is a typographical error in the legend. This comment does 
not raise issues regarding the completeness or accuracy of analysis in the draft 
EIR/EIS/EIS. 

I157-11 The commenter states that inundation resulting from dam failure was improperly 
screened out as an issue not requiring further evaluation in the EIR/EIS/EIS. The draft 
EIR/EIS/EIS evaluates all aspects of hydrology that could indirectly or directly increase 
flooding risks to people or structures that could be modified by any of the alternatives: 
potential changes to runoff volumes or peak flows (Impacts 3.3-1 and 3.3-2), modified 
frequency of small-magnitude flooding from overbank flows (Impact 3.3-3), and 
potential increases in the 100-year flood hazard (Impact 3.3-4). No change to driving 
forces, vulnerable structures, or increased risks to persons from dam failure inundation 
would be associated with any of the alternatives. Therefore, this particular mechanism of 
potential flooding was appropriately screened out from detailed comparison within the 
draft EIR/EIS/EIS. For clarification, as shown in Chapter 5, “Corrections and Revisions 
to the Draft EIR/EIS/EIS,” the following modifications have been made to text on page 
3.3-37 of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS: 

Failure of a Levee or Dam—The study area is not within an identified the Echo 
dam-failure inundation zone or but not near any constructed levees.; No changes 
to driving forces, vulnerable structures, or increase in the risk of harm to persons 
from thetherefore, no flood hazard related to failure of a levee or dam would 
occur under any alternative. Other possible changes related to flooding are fully 
discussed below. 

I157-12 The commenter questions whether there is a mapping registration error between Exhibits 
2-5 and 3.5‐1 of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. No sensitive resources are depicted in Exhibit 2-
5. If the commenter is referring to Exhibit 2-1, which shows the locations of sensitive 
resources, those locations shown could include biological, cultural, or other sensitive 
resources. The vegetation map (Exhibit 3.5-1) would not be expected to show sensitive 
resources other than biologically sensitive habitat types. No mapping error has occurred. 
See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for information from 
vegetation mapping that was received after the draft EIR/EIS/EIS was released. 

I157-13 The commenter states that she sighted two juvenile goshawks flying in the lodgepole 
forest between Delaware Street and the Upper Truckee River in September 2010. See 
Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of goshawks. 

I157-14 The commenter has concerns about potential impacts on SEZs, wetlands, and fens. See 
Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of impacts on 
sensitive habitat. 
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I157-15 The commenter is concerned about impacts on the fen. See Master Response Section 3.3, 
“Biological Resources.” 

I157-16 The commenter is concerned about impacts on the spring. The spring is surrounded by a 
large buffer area See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.” 

I157-17 The commenter asks whether a statement of overriding considerations will be required 
for tree removal. No statement of overriding consideration will be required for tree 
removal. While tree removal would be significant under some alternatives, the project 
would minimize tree removal and compensate as needed for the loss of trees through 
implementation of Mitigation Measure 3.5-6 (Alt. 2). This would reduce the impact of 
tree removal to a less-than-significant level and would not require the statement of 
overriding considerations. 

I157-18 The commenter’s support for an alternative with full geomorphic river restoration, 
without creation of any golf course infrastructure within the boundaries of Washoe 
Meadows SP, is noted. The commenter has concerns that a general plan has not been 
prepared for Washoe Meadows SP. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a 
discussion of general plan requirements.  
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Letter 
I158 

Response 

 
Rachel Odneal 
October 10, 2010 

 

I158-1 The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 2 is noted. The commenter has concerns 
about fertilizer use under Alternative 2. See Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, 
Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for a discussion of fertilizer use and 
runoff. 
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Letter 
I159 

Response 

 
Zachary Ormsby 
November 15, 2010 

 

I159-1 The commenter’s conditional support for Alternative 2 is noted. The commenter has 
concerns about recreation access and safety. See response to comment I98-1 for 
information about the golf course designer. See Master Response Section 3.5, 
“Recreation,” for a discussion of recreation access and safety. 
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Letter 
I160 

Response 

 
Rose and Jeff Ottman 
September 21, 2010 

 

I160-1 The commenters’ opposition to Alternative 2 is noted. The commenters believe that 
Alternative 2 is inconsistent with State Parks’ mission statement and that Alternative 2 
will not continue to produce revenue. The commenters also have concerns about upland 
erosion traveling to Lake Tahoe and noise impacts caused by the golf course’s proposed 
location near the commenters’ property. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” 
for a discussion of consistency with State Parks’ mission statement. 

As discussed in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS (page 3.12-23), under Alternative 2 noise sources 
associated with the relocated holes would be from lawn mowers, golf carts, people 
talking, and other noises associated with playing golf (e.g., golf ball strikes). Noise 
emanating from lawn mowers would be the loudest source. During noise monitoring on 
the existing golf course, lawn mower noise was measured at 74.0 A-weighted decibels 
(dBA) energy-equivalent noise level (Leq) at 6 feet. Lawn mowers would operate at the 
proposed hole (hole 10) nearest to sensitive receptors (Chilicothe Street residences) a 
maximum of approximately 2 hours per day. Based on a noise level of 74 dBA Leq (a 
typical noise-attenuation rate of 6 dBA per doubling of distance) and no intervening 
shielding or topographic interference, noise levels from the lawn mowers would be less 
than 50 dBA Leq (the most stringent applicable standard for residential areas) at 90 feet. 
Lawn mowers would not operate within 90 feet of sensitive receptors, and all other noise 
sources associated with the relocated golf holes would be quieter than lawn mowers; 
therefore, no noise standards would be violated for residential areas under Alternative 2. 

Regarding PAS standards, measurements taken during the noise survey conducted for this 
project show that existing noise levels in the meadow are 36.6 dBA Leq near Seneca 
Drive (Table 3.12-10). This equates to 43.3 dBA community noise equivalent level 
(CNEL). Adding noise from lawn mowers for 2 hours per day increases this noise level to 
44.4 dBA CNEL, an increase of 1.1 dBA CNEL from existing conditions. Noise from 
people talking, golf carts, and other golfing-related activities would be lower in 
magnitude than noise from lawn mowers, but would occur throughout daytime hours 
when the golf course is open for the season (approximately April 15 to November 1 from 
dawn until dusk). Typical human conversation is approximately 60 dBA Leq at 3 feet. 
Assuming four people in a golf group and, during peak season, a continuous stream of 
golfers playing on a weekend day, worst-case noise levels (including noise from lawn 
mowing and noise during nongolfing hours) would be approximately 44.6 dBA CNEL, 
an increase of approximately 1.3 dBA CNEL above baseline conditions. This level, 
which would include noise related to the golf course area in Washoe Meadows SP, where 
the golf hole would be relocated, would be well below the most stringent noise standards 
for land uses nearby (i.e., 50 dBA CNEL). The addition of the golf course–related noise 
west of the river would not result in significant noise impacts. 
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Letter 
I161 

Response 

 
Julie Parker 
November 8, 2010 

 

I161-1 The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 2 is noted. The commenter has concerns 
about impacts on habitat and consistency with State Parks’ policies. See Master Response 
Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of consistency with State Parks’ policies; see 
Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of wildlife habitat. 
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Letter 
I162 

Response 

 
Vern and Mary Parker 
September 5, 2010 

 

I162-1 The commenters’ opinion of all five alternatives 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 
I163 

Response 

 
Mike Patterson 
August 24, 2010 

 

I163-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its recreation, 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 
I164 

Response 

 
Mike Patterson 
October 13, 2010 

 

I164-1 The commenter’s support for maintaining an 18-hole regulation 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 
I165 

Response 

 
Lynne Paulson 
November 15, 2010 

 

I165-1 The commenter has concerns about grading associated with Alternative 2 and consistency 
with land use policies. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of 
consistency with State Parks’ policies. See Table 3.2-1 in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS for a 
discussion of consistency with TRPA goals and policies. For clarification, Alternative 2 
would not involve filling “acres” of wetlands. Furthermore, as described in Section 3.6, 
“Earth Resources,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, Mitigation Measure 3.6-1A (Alt. 2), 
“Prepare and Implement Effective Site Management Plans,” requires preparing and 
implementing site management plans. These plans include a grading and erosion control 
plan, a dewatering and channel seasoning plan, a winterization plan, and a monitoring 
and oversight plan. BMPs, salvage, design, and monitoring measures have been included 
with these plans to reduce potential impacts related to erosion and loss of topsoil from 
grading to a less-than-significant level. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological 
Resources,” for a discussion of impacts on biological resources, including wetlands. 

I165-2 The commenter feels that golf course holes located within the SEZ under Alternative 2 
should be removed from the project and states that these holes do not meet the 
requirements of the TRPA Water Quality Threshold. As described in Section 4.6, 
“Consequences for Environmental Threshold Carrying Capacities,” all project 
alternatives would not negatively affect TRPA thresholds; however, each action 
alternative would help attain thresholds to varying degrees. TRPA does not value one 
threshold over another and the effect on each threshold is evaluated equally. Short-term 
impacts on water quality are expected under all action alternatives; those impacts are not 
expected to affect thresholds because thresholds are evaluated for the long term, and 
long-term improvements to water quality are expected to be beneficial compared to 
existing conditions.  

 I165-3 The commenter has concerns about impacts on cultural resources. See Master Response 
Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources.” 

I165-4 The commenter has concerns about dispersed recreation and meeting thresholds for 
dispersed recreation. See response to comment PM2-48 and Master Response Section 
3.5, “Recreation.” 

I165-5 The commenter summarizes comments submitted by the Washoe Community Group. See 
response to comment letter AOB31. The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 2 is 
noted. 
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Letter 
I166 

Response 

 
Gordon and Pamela Perry 
September 30, 2010 

 

I166-1 The commenters’ support for 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 
I167 

Response 

 
Glenn and Barbara Pershing 
November 14, 2010 

 

I167-1 The commenters’ support for Alternative 4 and its 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 
I168 

Response 

 
Rob Peterson 
October 29, 2010 

 

I168-1 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.  
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Letter 
I169 

Response 

 
Beverly Pevarnick 
November 2, 2010 

 

I169-1 The commenter questions golf course rates after the project is completed. See Master 
Response Section 3.7, “Economics.” 
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Letter 
I170 

Response 

 
Dennis Pevarnick 
October 21, 2010 

 

I170-1 The commenter is opposed to eliminating or reducing the golf course because of the 
course’s economic effect. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, 
accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. 

I170-2 The commenter is opposed to Alternative 2 because of costs and grading. See response to 
comment I165-1 for a discussion of grading impacts. See Master Response Section 3.7, 
“Economics,” for a discussion of potential funding sources. 

I170-3 The commenter suggests an alternative approach to the restoration design. See response 
to comment AOB8-1 for a discussion of alternatives considered but eliminated from 
further evaluation. 
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Letter 
I171 

Response 

 
Maria A. Pielaet, M.D. 
October 20, 2010 

 

I171-1 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 
I172 

Response 

 
Benjamin Pignatelli 
September 3, 2010 

 

I172-1 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/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-718 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 4-719 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-720 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 4-721 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-722 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 4-723 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-724 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I173 

Response 

 
Benjamin Pignatelli 
October 5, 2010 

 

I173-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental, economic, and 
recreation value is noted. The commenter provides a good summary of the project under 
Alternative 2. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or 
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  

I173-2 The commenter questions how the project would be funded. See Master Response 
Section 3.7, “Economics,” for a discussion of funding. 



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-725 Comments and Individual Responses 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-726 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

 

Letter 
I174 

Response 

 
Barbara Randolph 
October 6, 2010 

 

I174-1 The commenter’s support for leaving Washoe Meadows SP to be used for low-impact 
recreation is noted. The commenter believes that the project is inconsistent with the 
settlement agreement from the 1984 litigation, the 1984 California legislative statute, and 
the general plan for the Washoe Meadows SP. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land 
Use,” for a discussion of consistency. 
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Letter 
I175 

Response 

 
David Reichel 
November 10, 2010 

 

I175-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 5 and its 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 
I176 

Response 

 
Ron C. Rettus 
August 20, 2010 

 

I176-1 The commenter believes the financial impact of removing the golf course or reducing it 
to a 9-hole course would be higher than previously estimated, and provides another 
estimate of financial losses. The economic analysis was based on estimates made at the 
time the analysis was prepared and took a conservative approach to analyzing economic 
impacts related to golf course modifications. See Master Response Section 3.7, 
“Economics,” for additional information about the adequacy of the economic report. 
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Letter 
I177 

Response 

 
Ron C. Rettus 
August 24, 2010 

 

I177-1 The commenter expresses support for Alternative 2 because of the benefits to golfers and 
visitors who use the golf course, improvements to habitat and water quality of the Upper 
Truckee River, and revenue generated in the community. 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 
I178 

Response 

 
Steve Ricioli 
September 9, 2010 

 

I178-1 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.  




