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Letter
1179
Response

JoAnn Robbins
November 15, 2010

1179-1

1179-2

1179-3

1179-4

1179-5

1179-6

1179-7

1179-8

1179-9

The commenter compares effects of Alternatives 2 and 3 on earth resources, recreation,
and wildfire as described in Section 3.6, “Earth Resources”; Section 3.8, “Recreation”;
and Section 3.14, “Human Health and Risk of Upset,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. This
comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the
draft EIR/EIS/EIS. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of the
project’s consistency with plans, policies, and regulations applicable to land use.

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. See Master Response
Section 3.7, “Economics,” for a discussion of the economic analysis prepared for the
project.

The commenter’s suggestion that constructing a Meyers visitors center/museum could
provide an educational element connected to the park and be a source of revenue is noted.
The commenter’s suggestion that revenue losses under Alternative 3 could be reduced
with expansion of an event center and restaurant is noted. This comment does not raise
issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

The commenter states that the project would displace residents who do not want to live
near the golf course; however, she does not offer specific facts that can be clearly
attributed to the project linking proximity of golf courses to demonstrable effects related
to residential displacement. Absent specific facts showing a clear correlation between the
location of golf courses and displacement of residents, this comment contains speculation
that is beyond the required and practicable scope of analysis under CEQA, NEPA, or
TRPA regulations.

The commenter provides text regarding special-status species and recreation from the
Environmental Assessment for Threshold Updates for Regional Plan Update for the Lake
Tahoe Region (published April 9, 2007). This comment does not raise issues regarding
the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

The commenter asks about potential impacts of tree removal on fens and avoidance of
biological resources during final design. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological
Resources.”

The commenter lists rare plants found in the study area. See Master Response Section
3.3, “Biological Resources.”

The commenter discusses potential impacts on habitat for bird species and habitat
connectivity. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.”

As described in Section 3.5, “Biological Resources,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS under
Mitigation Measure 3.5-7A, “Implement Weed Management Practices during Project
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Construction,” control measures may include herbicide application, hand removal, or
other means of mechanical control. Noise impacts associated with the project are
described in Section 3.12, “Noise.” See response to comment 16-3 for a discussion of
neighborhood screening. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a
discussion of impacts on biological resources.

1179-10 The comment reiterates sections of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS and various planning
documents. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use.”

1179-11 The commenter reiterates visual impacts and project components of Alternative 2 as
described in Section 3.7, “Scenic Resources,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. See the following
responses to comments and master response:

» response to comment AOBB8-6 for a discussion of the quarry;
» response to comment 16-3 for a discussion of neighborhood screening; and

» Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” and 3.4, “Hydrology,
Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for a discussion of the fens.

1179-12 The commenter expresses support for Alternative 3. The commenter’s opposition to
Alternative 2 and belief that it was given undue bias is noted. See response to comment
AOBS8-1 for discussions about the selection of a proposed Preferred Alternative and about
the public involvement process.
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Upper Truckee comments I ] 80
Michael Robinson [MRobinson@kleinfelder.com] '

Sent: Wednesday, November 03, 2010 8:28 AM
Te:  Project, Upper Truckee

ére-etl'ﬁg;.:

While | have not had the opportunity to delve into the options very deeply, | would like to comment that
restoring a “natural” and healthy rivar should be the priority. If golf can be accommodated
simultanecusly that is fine, but both the physical impacts such as encrocachment, restricted ficodglain,
and erasion as well as the other impact such as fertilizer and herbicide runcff need to be eliminated.
Option 5 appears to address thote concerns, but perhaps one of the others could as well. Heikt
With all the talk about the beauty of Lake Tahoe, it must be remembered that the true goal needs to be
a healthy lake and surrounding ecosystem, nat just one that looks nice but is sterile and artificial.

Thank yau.

Mike Robinsan
Mirdarn, NV
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Letter

1180 Mike Robinson
Response November 3, 2010
1180-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 5 is noted. The commenter states that if

physical impacts from the golf course could be avoided, then a golf course would be
okay. Physical impacts are discussed throughout the draft EIR/EIS/EIS and summarized
in Executive Summary Table ES-1. Most impacts have been mitigated to a less-than-
significant level. Only short-term water quality impacts would be significant and
unavoidable under Alternatives 2-5, with or without a golf course. As discussed in
Section 3.4, “Geomorphology and Water Quality,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, a significant
and unavoidable impact would result under CEQA, NEPA, and TRPA regulations if the
narrative turbidity standard (<10% above background) would be violated. Although this
is considered a significant impact for the CEQA, NEPA, and TRPA analysis, exceeding
this standard would not necessarily correspond to an adverse effect on beneficial uses.
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Golf course/ river project I 1 8 1
aprod132@sbcglobal.net [aprod132@sbeglobal.net]

Sent: Thursday, October OF, 2010 10:12 AM
To:  PFroject, Upper Truckee

Hello, My vote is to leave the golf course in it's present location. Do not move it into the

Washoe meadows area. Thank you, Art Rodrigusz | Uil
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Letter

1181 Art Rodriguez
Response October 7, 2010

1181-1 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.
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Lroc [182

Michael Rogan [michaelpatrickrogan@gmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, October 13, 2010 9:11 AM
To: Praject, Upper Truckes

There is a rumor that there is a good chance that the LTGC might be closed for good. That is a

crazy ideal I support keeping the course open at all costs. It sould be stupid to lose the recreation 182-1
opportunity that the golf course provide locals and visitors alike.

Michael Rogan
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Letter

1182 Michael Rogan
Response October 13, 2010

1182-1 The commenter’s support for keeping the 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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Upper Truckee River Project I ] 83
Patrick Ronan [ronan@tahoelakeshorelodge.com) '

Senkt: Tuesday, October 19, 2010 9:50 AM
To:  Project, Upper Truckes

Alternative 2 is the right approach to sohing the problem. | hope that one is chosen to take care of the 1183-1
Issue and to allow the area 1o continue o be such a good area for public recreation
Thank you,

Patrick Ronan
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Letter

1183 Patrick Ronan
Response October 19, 2010

1183-1 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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Upper Truckee Project I 1 84
Cookie Rork [cookierork@hotmail.com]

Sent: Friday, October 15, 2010 11:21 AM
Ta:  Froject, Upper Truches

boundaries. Thelieve Altemmative 2 s the only reasonable compromise. It seems to address all concerns 1184-1
- eoonomic, ecological. ete. My support is definitely with Alternative 2.
Thank vou,
Cookie Rork
Physical address: 314 Uplands Way, South Lake Tahoe, CA 961350
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Letter
1184 Cookie Rork
Response October 15, 2010

1184-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its economic and ecological 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
1185 Doug Rosner
Response October 29, 2010

1185-1 The commenter’s support for Alternatives 2 and 4 and opposition to 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
1186 Doug Ross
Response September 22, 2010

1186-1 The commenter’s opposition to Alternative 2 because of infringement of Washoe

Meadows SP is noted. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of
lands being traded under Alternative 2.
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Letter

1187 Doug Ross
Response November 4, 2010

1187-1 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

1188 Heather Ross
Response November 2, 2010
1188-1 The commenter gquestions land use proposed under Alternative 2 and refers to the

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

1188-2 The commenter states that a water quality study to evaluate impacts of relocating nine
holes into Washoe Meadows SP has not been completed. See Master Response Section
3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for a discussion of
fertilizer use and runoff.

1188-3 The commenter has concerns about impacts on STPUD sewer lines. As discussed in
Section 3.4, “Geomorphology and Water Quality,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, Mitigation
Measures 3.4-2A, 3.4-2B, and 3.4-2C have been added to the project to protect
vulnerable portions of the sewer pipeline from as great as a 100-year flood event. In
coordination with STPUD, State Parks will design and implement measures to protect the
buried sewer pipeline north and west of the proposed reconnected meanders next to
pipelines; or State Parks will work with STPUD to relocate the vulnerable section of
pipeline. Final design will prevent channel adjustments from as great as a 100-year peak
event in areas where sewer pipelines could be exposed or undermined. The design will
include specific measures to stabilize the streambeds and protect the streambank in the
lower reaches of Angora Creek and the unnamed creek. The measures would protect
against increased erosion from as great as a 20-year peak event or worse, as needed to
protect the sewer pipeline crossings. Final design schematics will be reviewed and
approved by the STPUD Engineering Department.

Before the project would be implemented, State Parks would verify utility locations,
coordinate with utility providers, prepare and implement a response plan, and conduct
worker training concerning accidental utility damage. Buried utility lines would be
clearly marked within the construction area before any earthmoving activities begin.
Before construction starts, a response plan would be prepared to address how workers
should respond if a utility line is damaged. The plan would identify chain-of-command
rules for notifying authorities and appropriate actions and responsibilities to ensure the
safety of the public and workers. Worker training for how to respond to such situations
would be conducted by the contractor. The response plan would be implemented by State
Parks and its contractors during construction activities.

The potential increased risk of damaging sewer pipelines and degrading water quality
would be less than significant because vulnerable portions of the sewer pipeline would be
protected from as great as a 100-year flood event; utility locations would be verified,
utility providers would be consulted, a response plan would be prepared and
implemented, and worker training concerning accidental utility damage would be
conducted; and bed and bank stability in the lower reaches of the two tributary creeks
would be ensured.
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Letter

1195 Dorothy Salant
Response September 19, 2010

1195-1 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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Upper Truckee River restoration I 'l 89
Ron Rumble [r_rumble@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, November 04, 2010 S:44 FH

To:  Fraject, Upper Truckes
November 4.2010

Re: Upper Truckee River Restoration Project

To Whom It May Concern,

I amn a thirty seven yvear Tahoe resident and retired business person. | am writing to indicate to

you my desire to see Alternative #2 chozen. This solution appears to be a compromize that 11881
satisfies the majority of stakeholders. Withowt going into detail regarding my decision, 1 would

be pleased to see this outcome.

Sincerely.

Ronald Rumble
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Letter

1189 Ronald Rumble
Response November 4, 2010

1189-1 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

1190 Caleb Russell
Response November 10, 2010
1190-1 The commenter has concerns about recreation access under Alternative 2. The

commenter feels that coyote and bear activity will increase in surrounding neighborhoods
with implementation of Alternative 2. The commenter also has concerns about impacts
on wetlands. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion
of impacts on wetlands and common wildlife.

Upper Truckee River Restoration and

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-771

Comments and Individual Responses



Cyndie Walck ]_191

CA Stabe Parke and Rec., Slerra Distriet
PO, Box 16
Tahos City, CA 96145

Fe: River-Golf Course EIREIS/EIS
Dear Ms. Walck,

| support river restoration but | oppose Alternative 2. | enjoy playing golf but Lake Tahoe Golf Course
shiculd stay where it is. Mowing the golf course is a waste of rescurces and not worth the environmental
damage that will be caused by eliminating 60 acres of wildlife habitat and cutting 1,840 native trees 10
inches in diameter ar mare, {This is in addition to the habitat loss that cocurred during the “Dead Tree
Removal" projects in the park in the fall of 2009 and also the smaller trees that will be cut under 1181-1
Alternative 2 and aren't even being counted in the “10inches or more” category). Such a massive
logging campaign will cause sedimentation into the Truckes River which will devalue the river
restoration plan. Putting a golf course in an area that had native trees will degrade and aliminate habitat
and create erasion because tree roats will no longer hold the scil in place.

Alternative 2 is being pushed as the most economically feasible altemative but with golf holes &, 7, and
13 located in and rear wet meadows and with golf hales 9, 18, 11 surrounding a spring complex these
parts of the golf course will ke under water and will not be playable much of the year. How will a
flocded golf course that can't be played make any money?

[181-2

Accarding toa February 21, 2008 article in the New York Times titled More Americans Are Giving Up
Golf, "The industry now counts its core players as thoge wha golf eight or more times a year.”

Golf is obviously in decline, is only enjoyed part of the year in Tahos, and only enjoyed by people who
can affard to pay graan fees. In contrast, lower impack recreation is increasing as is referenced in an
Octaber &, 2006 New York Timeas article entitled Vacotion Homes: Seeking Birds, Not Birdies, “Many
buyers these days want amenities to include cutdoor pursuits .." Washoe Meadows State Park currently
affers year-round, affordable, low impact recreation to everyone, The state park is accessible to all
citizens, all year long, regardiess of their economic situation. Let's keep it that way.

1191-3

It was & mistake in tha first place to build a golf course so ¢losa to the river. Why repeat the same
mistake by relocating the golf course onto sensitive land in Washoe Meadows State Park? Flease choose | 115914
alternative three and leave the state park in its present state.

Sinceraly,

Glenn Russell
773 Little Bear Lane
South Lake Tahos, CA 968150
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Letter

1191 Glenn Russell
Response November 12, 2010
1191-1 The commenter has concerns about impacts on wildlife habitat under Alternative 2. See

Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of wildlife
impacts and tree removal.

1191-2 The commenter has concerns about impacts on wetlands and fens under Alternative 2.
See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of impacts on
wetlands and fens.

1191-3 The commenter is opposed to reconfiguring the golf course and wants dispersed
recreation. Under Alternative 2, the new portion of the reconfigured golf course would
remove 23 acres of Washoe Meadows SP from other recreational uses; however, Washoe
Meadows SP totals 620 acres (including areas outside of the study area) and dispersed
recreation would continue throughout the remaining 527 acres of the State Park. In
addition, portions of Lake Valley SRA that were previously occupied by golf course
would become available to trail users and water recreationists (approximately 39 acres).
The area outside of the driving range would also continue to be available during winter
months, and access to this area would be improved because the bridge would no longer
be gated. See Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for additional discussion of
recreation access.

1191-4 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.
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MNovember @, 2010 I ] 92

TRPA Advisory Planning Commission
Lower Kingsbury Grade

128 Market Street

Stateline, NV 83449

Re: Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course Reconfiguration Project

I have read the executive summary of the EIR and Volume I of the EIR/EIS/EIS.
Although T support river restoration I strongly oppose Alternative 2 which is a betrayal of
CSP's promise to protect and preserve the land for the 7™ generation, ignores laws that
were meant to protect the park, and hos negative, irreversible impacts on the environment
and on park users. Washoe Meadows State Park is an intact wildlife corridor that supports
diverse plant and animal communities and deserves the protection that was promised in the
1984 litigation settlement and the 1984 Legislative Statute.

The 1984 Litigation Settlement states, "The sub ject property contains unigue and
irreplaceable resources in the Lake Tahoe Basin, and is extremely valuable to the
maintenance of the water quality of Lake Tahoe itself..." Also, "The presence of the
Upper Truckee River and Angora Creek on the property result in a merger of twe natural
wildlife movement corridors. Waterfowl such as Canada geese and mallard ducks have been | 11921
cbserved on the property with regularity, suggesting that this land is valuable habitat for
birds along the Pacific Flyway. The diversity of plant communities, the presence of small
pand areas and the two creeks all create exceptional conditions for wildlife on the

property...."

According te the 1984 California Legislative Statute, "The unique sub ject property is
scientifically valuable, environmentally sensitive, vital fo the maintenance of riparian
habitat and to the maintenance of water quality in Lake Tahoe, and is, therefore, highly
suitable for public acquisition in order to preserve and maintain these natural resource
values.."

Mow, 26 years later, CSP is showing contempt for these laws through its propesal to move
golf course fairways into the park under Alternative 2.

The draft EIR has several inadequacies and shortfalls, Biaz towards Alternative 2 has

[152-2
been evident from the beginning and iz characteristic of the entire document.
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This bias was demonstrated in the original title of the project, when the NOP was first
released in 2006, "Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course Restoration Project”.
This bias was demonstrated when the NOP stated that the preferred alternative was
Alternative 2.This bias was demonstrated in the public meeting held in February of 2008,
when citizens were asked to ook at a map of the park and identify locations in the park
for golf course fairways. This bias for has been demonstrated in CSP's slick PR campaign
around fown, at the Meyers Round Table meeting, LTUSD school board meeting,
Soroptomist meeting, and local television interview where the message has been repeated 53
that Alternative 2 is the only economically feasible alternative. This bias is evident in il
C5P's mantra that the golf course will be relocated to "previously disturbed land”, when in
fact, the digturbed area iz actually a very small part of the proposed golf course area and
many of the disturbances such as the dirt pile, wood chip piles, rock pile, and gravel road,
were coused by CSP itself. This bias is demonstrated in the vegetation map which
mischaracterizes wet meadow as dry meadow, near proposed golf holes 6,7, and 13.

Amazingly, in spring of 2010, the title of the project was changed to "Upper Truckee River
Restoration and Golf Course Reconfiguration Project” and the preferred alternative was
dropped which iz confusing, misleading, ond shows a lack of transparency to the public.

The draft EIR fails to adequately consider the impact of Alternative 2 on park users,
The executive summary states that "Implementing Alternative 2 would assist in the long-

term productivity of the Lake Tahoe Golf Course " and “The geolf course would support
seasonal tourism in the South Lake Tahoe area.." but the executive summary does not
mention any effects on park users. The ELR analysis in Alternative 2 minimizes the
negative impacts on park users and focuses instead on the beneficial effects on golfers.

According to Table ES-1, 3.8-2, "Reduction in Recreation Opportunities, Uses, and 11823
Experiences Related to Spring/ Summer /Fall Qutdoor Recreation”, there is "less than
significant impact” af fer mitigation. In fact, implementation of Alternative 2 will have a
long term, irreversible, and significant impact on park users, as golf holes 6,7, 8, 12 and
13, will all block existing trails to the river. Alternative 2 will diminish the park experience
for park users because 2.6 miles of trails will be lost, river access will be limited, and the
1.4 miles of new designated trail will border the golf course or cross through the golf
course instead of meandering through quiet, open spaces suitable for wildlife viewing.

The EIR fails to adequately consider that the proposed exchange of land between state
recreation area and state park is not an exchange of land of equivalent value because the | 11924
part to be re-designated state park would be closer to the airport and border Highway 50
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and Sawmill Pend Road. This is even indicated in the General Plan document for Lake Valley
SRA: pg. 47 "The relatively greater suitability of Washoe Meadows for natural
interpretation, nature study, hiking and similar uses, as well as its relative distance from
the golf course and highway, are considered in planning for Lake Valley State Recreation
Area” p. 48 “Modem dewvelopment ad jacent fo unit boundaries: Highway 50 and the Lake | 104
Tahoe airpart generate noise and visual intrusions af fecting almost all areas potentially cont
useful for interpretation..” Indeed, the proposed land swap would not provide the quality
outdoor experience that Washoe Meadows State Park now offers to park users and would
greatly diminigh the park experience. Alternative 2 is in defionce of the General Plan for
Lake Valley SRA.

The EIR failz to adequately consider the negative impact on wildlife within the park.
According to table ES-1, 3.5 - 10, "Effects on Potential Wildlife Movement Corridors”,
implementing Alternative € will remove/fragment 60 acres of habitar. Also, 3.5-9 "Long
term Effects on Special Status and Common Wildlife Species and Habitats”, under
Alternative 2, 60 acres of Lodge pole pine forest, Jeffrey Pine forest, sage brush hand
other vegetation types would be removed. Additionally, 3.5-6, "Tree Removal and Forest
Land Conversion”, Altermative 2 will result in the removal of 1,640 native trees. These
actions are all deemed "less than significant”. Wildlife corridors are not just along streams
and rivers. There is upland habitat as well. But the EIR/EIS/ELS places more value on SEZ
than on upland habitats and fails to consider theses interrelated and interconnected
ecosystems within the park..

The EIR is inadequate because the analysis in Alternative 2 minimizes the negative impacts | |1o5x
on upland, forest and meadow animal habitats. Removal of 60 acres of upland habitat is
irreversible and extremely significant, especially since “The vegetation present in this
unusual setting consists of an atfractive mosaic of Lodge pole pine, Jeffrey pine and sedge
and grass meadows with an understory of white fir, The meadows which inter-finger with
the forest canopy create an “edge effect.” This forest-meadow edge is recognized as most
valuable to wildlife because it provides meadow areas for feeding and grazing by day, and
forest protection by night."(Litigation Settlement Agreement, Lake Country Estates, Inc.,
et al Plaintiffs vg. Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, et al., Defendants, Mo, CV-F-B1-127-
REC and Lake Country Estates, Inc., et al., Plaintiffs, vs. California Tohoe Regional Planning
Agency, et al., Defendants, Mo, CV-F-81-132-REC, dated June 12, 1984)

The droft EIR fails to consider the negative impact of Alternative 2 on neighborhoods
that surround the park. Eliminating animal habitats within the park will lead to even more
wildlife activity in our neighborhoods, which is of special concern, especially in light of the
recent habitat destruction caused by the Angora fire.

The draft EIR fails to adequately analyze the impact of surrounding a protected

fen/spring complex with a manicured golf course with fertilizers, herbicides, insecticides, Lo
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and pesticides. Of special concern are propesed gelf heles 10 and 11, which are located on a
steep hill above the spring complex. Fens and spring complexes are unique ecosystems that | i
facilitate wildlife movement, The draft EIR doez not adequately analyze these important cont.

wildlife corridors.

I support river restoration, but urge you to choose an alternative such as Alternative 3
that still allows 18 hales of golf on the east gide of the river but alse protects end 11927
preserves Washoe Meadows State Park es was mandated in the 1984 litigation settlement
and the 1984 California legislative statute,

Sincerely,

Krissi Russell

773 Little Bear Lane

South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150
B30-577-4335
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Letter
1192
Response

Krissi Russell
November 9, 2010

1192-1

1192-2

1192-3

1192-4

1192-5

1192-6

1192-7

The commenter has concerns about impacts on wildlife and consistency with the 1984
legislative statute and settlement agreement from the 1984 litigation. See Master
Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of impacts on wildlife;
see Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of consistency with the
1984 legislative statute and settlement agreement from the 1984 litigation.

The commenter believes that the draft EIR/EIS/EIS is biased toward Alternative 2 and
that the draft EIR/EIS/EIS mischaracterizes previously disturbed land and dry meadow
areas. See the following responses to comments and master response:

» response to comment AOB8-1 for a discussion of the scoping process and public
participation;

» response to comment AOB8-6 for a discussion of the quarry area; and

» Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of vegetation
mapping of the study area.

The commenter has concerns about recreation impacts on park users under Alternative 2.
Existing trail use was considered, including connectivity with the neighborhood as well
as regional bike path. See Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for a discussion of
trail access and other recreation impacts.

The commenter has concerns about the land trade proposed under Alternative 2 and
consistency with the Lake Valley SRA General Plan. See Master Response Section 3.2,
“Land Use,” for a discussion of land trade and consistency with State Parks plans and
policies.

The commenter states that the analysis of impacts on wildlife movement corridors is
insufficient and fails to address the interconnection of upland areas and the SEZ. See
Exhibit 3-1 and Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of
wildlife corridors and SEZ; see Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a
discussion of the habitat values of the lands proposed to be exchanged.

The commenter has concerns about impacts related to pesticides and fertilizer use
surrounding fens. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a
discussion of fens; see Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding,
Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for a discussion of fertilizer use, runoff, and fens.

The commenter’s support for Alternative 3 is noted.
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Upper Truckee River Project [ 193
derek rust [rustayy@yahoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 12, 2010 12:17 FM™
To:  Project, Upper Truckes

I am writing to vou today to vote in favor of alternative #2 i the Upper Truckee River restoration 11601
project. Itis a long over dus dssue and T would love Lo see this getl the attention that it deserves. Thanks!

Derek Rust
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Letter

1193 Derek Rust
Response October 12, 2010

1193-1 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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Upper Truckee Restoration Project I'l 9 4
Jim Ryan [jryani@comcast.net]

Sent: Monday, Ochober 18, 2010 448 PM
To: Praject, Upper Truckes

Gentlernen,

| have reviewed the subject plan and | support Aternative 2 as being the most productive and
accomplishing the goals of the plan. As a long tme fisherman an the Truckes | think this action s vital ta
the well being of the river.

[154-1

James L Ryan
30 Martha Rd Orinda, Ca. 94563
025 254 6RBS
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Letter

1194 James L. Ryan
Response October 18, 2010

1194-1 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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WASHOE MEADOWS STATE PARK
Dorothy Salant [dorosa@comcast.net]

Sent: Sunday, September 19, 2010 7:50 PM
Te:  Project, Upper Truckes

[195

HOW DARE ANYONE USE GQUR EUBLIC LAND . THE HERD OF
YOUR FUBLIC FARK SHOULD BE FIRED IMME QOODOD OO0,
T AM TOTALLY AGAINET THIS.... ALL £F ¥YOU MAREE A LOUD NOISE AND STOP IT.

DOROTHY SALAMT
200 SUMMIT AVE
MILL VALLEY <A 94941

| 11551
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River-Golf Course EIR/EIS/EIS I 1 96
Dorothy Salant [dorosa@comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, November 03, 2000 4:35 PM

To:  Fraject, Upper Truckss

TO WHOMIT MAY CONCERN.

THIS IS A VOTE AGAINST THE GOLF COURSE IN FAVOR OF KEEPING WASHOE
MEADOWS STATE PARK JUST ASIT IS5 NOW, THIS I3 PUBLIC PROPERTY..... PRIVATE
PROPERTY CAN NOT IMPINGE ONIT...

The drafl EIR 15 inadequate because it states that the impact of Altemative 2 will have a
"less than significant impact” on recreation. For park users, removing 60 acres on natural
habitat to create a golf course will have a very significant and negative impact on recreation. 1861
The park will be fragmented, many trails to the river will be lost, the park will be surrounded
by goll holes. and park users will actually have to cross the goll course or take trails around
it to access the river,

IF THIS E MAIL IS NOT DRAFTED IN A WAY THAT WILL GET INTO THE PUBLIC
INPUT ON THIS ISSUE. PLEASE REPLY AND LET ME KNOW HOW THAT CAN BE
DONE.

THANE YOU
DOROTHY SALANT

200 SUMMIT AVE
MILL VALLEY CA 94931
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Letter

1196 Dorothy Salant
Response November 3, 2010

1196-1 The commenter has concerns about recreation access under Alternative 2. See Master

Response Section 3.5, “Recreation.”
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golf course I 'l 9 7

Sanfelicejwi@aocl.com [Sanfelicejw@acl.com]
Senk: Saturday, September 11, 2010 2:44 PM
To: Projec[. Uppet Truckes

BIENG AS THIS GOLF COURSE IS SUCH A BIG POLUTER OF LAKE TAHDE, ITS TIME TO
CORRECT THIZ MISTAKE. MOVE THE GOLF COURSE ALTOGETHER. GET IT FAR AWAY FROM
THE CREEK AMND THE LAKE. THEM WE CAN RESTORE THE CREEK. ANDWET LANDS. AND HELF [187-1
TO RESTORE THE CLARITY OF THE LAKE . LAKE TAHOE 15 MUCH GREATER AZ A
RECREATION EMITY THAM AGOLF COUREE. ITS EASIER TO MOVE THE GOLF COURSE |
THAMNIT WOULD BE TO MOVE THE LAKE

JIM SAMFELICE
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Letter

1197 Jim Sanfelice
Response November 10, 2010

1197-1 The commenter believes that the golf course should be removed and has concerns about

water quality. See Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology,
and Water Quality,” for a discussion of fertilizer use and runoff.
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Opposition to Expand golf course I 1 98
Andi Sannazzaro [adsanfam@yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, November 11, 2010 %:34 AM
To:  Project, Upper Truckes

As 30+ year residents of the North Upper Truckee area we strongly oppose the
expansion of the golf course across the UT river. Decades of restoring sensitive
meadows, revegetating the quarry bowls, thinning trees at tax payer expense will | 1%
be wasted to expand a golf course. Golf is a dying industry. 9 holes are plenty.
Alternative 3 is the correct choice.,

Sincerely, David and Andi Sannazzaro
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Letter

1198 David and Andi Sannazzaro
Response November 11, 2010

1198-1 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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LTGC river restor & reconfig project I 1 99
John Sattler [jps423@att.net]

Sent: Wednesday, September 22, 2010 2:40 PM
To: Pr’-;}l_lét[. Uppﬂ Truckes

To: Cyndie Walck

As Tahoe resident, [ believe the LTGC is a vital part of our economy and should remain an 18
hole facility . In the recent Economic Impact Study it was estimated the local economy would be
negatively impacted by as much as 56 million if'the course were closed. This number does not
include the numerous charity golf tournaments held, raising thousands of dollars for both local
organizations & individuals.

If the course i3 reduced to a nine-hole facility or removed completaly this would have a 11561
detrimental etfect on all California State Parks as it is one of the few positive revenue producing
parks 1 the State & the only park making money in the Basin,

After attending the informational meeting at the golf course, [ am still not convinced the new
holes are the only alternative (shoring up the banks of the river may be a cheaper and more
widely accepted alternative). but I do know we need to keep an 1% hole golf course for the
recreational and economic health of our conmmunity.

Thank vou,

John Sattler
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Letter

1199 John Sattler
Response September 22, 2010

1199-1 The commenter’s support for maintaining an 18-hole 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.
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Alternative 2 1200

Matasha Kidman Schue [natashakidman@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, Ockober 21, 2010 12:29 PM
To: Praject, Upper Truckes

To Whom it May Concern.

As a Mever's Resident (1 live on the loop hehind Bakersfield), [ am in strong support of
Alternative 2. [ enjoy living close by to the meadows and river, as well as the golf course and |
love having access to the land right in front of my home. Currently, | do believe the golf course
lavout is obtrusive and not user-friendly for those residents who want to walk and hike around
the area. [ love the boardwalk that was built along HWY 30 and the golf course. but it does not
lead pedestrians anywhere and therefore is not utilized as much as it could be. [ love the idea of
having more trails and boardwalks available to pedestrians in the area, so that we may all enjoy
the surroundings. T thank it would be a great addition to the recreation in the area (think Sun
River, Oregon) and would be attractive to both residents and visitors alike.

Tam alzo in favor of keeping the golf course at 18 holes and redeveloping the area where the new 15004
part of the golf course would be developed. That area is not currently assessable and quite
franklv, it's not very pretty either. It would be wonderful to create a new course which would
attract new players and visitors to the arca. Additionally, [ like the idea of redeveloping the
current topography so that it would have a more natural look all throughout the golf course. And
maost importantly. I am very happy to hear that this alternative would allow for the river to be
restored back 1o iis original state so thal we can decrease the sediment being fed mto the lake and
redevelop the natural plants and environment along the river.

This altermative seems like a win-win for both the environment and the economy, not to mention
it will add a lot of 1nterest to the area.

Thank you,

Matasha Kidman Schue
South Lake Tahoe Resident
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Letter

[200 Natasha Kidman Schue
Response October 21, 2010

1200-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its recreation, 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

1201 Karenina Schuller
Response September 28, 2010
1201-1 The commenter has concerns about impacts on wildlife, fens, and springs under

Alternative 2. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion
of impacts on vegetation, wildlife, springs and fens. See Master Response Section 3.4,

“Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for additional discussion of
springs and fens.
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Letter

1202 Monica Sciuto
Response October 20, 2010

1202-1 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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Upper Truckee River Restoration 12 03
Michael and Janet Domas [domsisle@etahoe.com]

Sent: Thursday, September 02, 2010 2:45 PM
To:  Praject, Upper Truckes

| arm avid user of Washoe Meadows State Park, year-round. | understand that the golf course is a good
moneymaker for the state parks, however, it also is pollutes the stream environment with use of
fertilizer. Moving the golf course into the existing state park will detract from the *natural” meadow as it
exists teday. There are many park users who do not golf but enjoy walking, biking and skiing without
having to avoid golf balls. 120341
| am in support of ALTERNATIVE 4 as 2 way to improve the watershed, while maintaining use of both the
state park and the of the galf course.

Please consider implementation of ALTERNATIVE 4.
Thank youl.

lanet Seidman-Domas
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Letter

1203 Janet Seidman-Domas
Response September 2, 2010

1203-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 4 is noted. The commenter has concerns about

recreation access and fertilizer impacts associated with the golf course. See Master
Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for a

discussion of fertilizer impacts. See Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for a
discussion of recreation access.
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Lake Tahoe Golf Course/State Park River Restoration Project [204
CShade@DesignWorkshop.com [CShade@DesignWorkshop.com]

Sent: Wednesday, October 06, 2010 12:25 FM
To:  Project, Upper Truckes

To Whom this may concem,

My name 1% Coleen Shade and | have lived in South Lake for over 21 years. | am corrently employed by
Design Workshop Tahoe office, a landscape architecture and land use firm. My firm has no
involvement with the Lake Tahoe Golf Course project.

It is both my personal and professional opinion that Alternative 2 should be sclected as the preferred
alternative and implemented.

My w(‘p::r'l::nu,e with the rn'f:l_'i::ut area has many Tacets:

I waos an environmental planner with the Tahoe Regional Planning Agenoy from 1989 to 2007 (including
time as the Fisheries and Wildlife Threshold Program Manager and then the supervisor of the resource
threshold programs). [ had a number of opportunitics to observe and evaluate the functioning of this
reach of the Upper Truckee in addifion to other tributaries in the Basin as a part of my work
responsibilitics, [204-1

[ lived for 11 years at 710 Cayuga, just a short walk from the Upper Truckee River on the west bank. [
hiked, ng&d snowshoed and cross-county skied through the area where Alternative 2 would relocate
the golf course. Yes, a very nice amenity to have out vour backdoor for the Upper Truckes
llcighb-ﬂrhmds. 1-‘r"itl‘: that said, there is mo way one can call this area an undisturbed pristine forest,
There are hardpacked volunteer trails laced throughout the area, an STPUD dirt road to service the
sewer line that runs through the arca. lands used for soil and earth materials stock during the
comstruction of the Upper Truckee/Tahoe Paradise subdivision, the project is adjacent to the old Tahos
Paradise race track, there are "dog-hair” thickets of lodgepole pines that are over-due for forest health

management....

I now live off of Washoan Blvd on the East side of the Upper Tiuckee River. Owver the 5 years of
recreational use of the River in this reach (the airport reach) | have noticed a significant increase of
paraphyten on the rocks in the River each summer.  Despite the surrent efforts to implement BMPs on
all commereial and residential properties we are still observing an inerease in algae growth in a number
of our tributaries including the Upper Truckes, The River also nesds Best Management Praclices 1o
returm it toa state of dynamic equilibrum, this can not be done by just armoring its banks with rubble.

I have golfed (if vou want to call what | can do golfing) at the golf course for 20 years. [ have watched
as the River continues to erode its banks despite efforts to armor those banks. The wetland
improvements that have been implemented at the golf course are admirable, however, these "features™
are still in the middle of a groomed golf course. Altemative 2 proposes to restore the front holes, some
of the most sensitive arcas within the project area in exchange for moving these front holes across the
river and to higher capability lands,

What is gained;
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Letter
1204
Response

Coleen Shade
October 6, 2010

1204-1

1204-2

The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 is noted. The commenter summarizes current
conditions of the study area. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy,
accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

The commenter summarizes benefits under Alternative 2. This comment does not raise
issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.
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LAKE TAHOE GOLF COURSE ]'2 O 5
drshehadi@cox.net [drshehadi@ecox.net]

Sent: Tuesday, October 12, 2040 2:59 PM
To:  Project, Upper Truckes

FLEASE kesp the laks tahos golf course cpen as a 18 hole course. the economy of
laka tahos need mors ration mnot less and the state nesd the incomes . i have
lived in tahos sSince 3 a 1 have seen a steady declins in visitors and husinsss.
plaase do net take away cne of Lhe best valuse for thae visitors and the
rezsidents. thatnks D SHEHEADI

13051
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Letter
[205 Dick Shehadi
Response October 12, 2010

1205-1 The commenter’s support for maintaining an 18-hole 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.
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Letter

1206 Dick and Wendy Shehadi
Response September 5, 2010

1206-1 The commenters’ support for Alternatives 2 and 4 and the economic value of keeping an

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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Lynda Shosh
338.A Wa-She.Shu Way 1207

Gardnerville, Nevada 83460

November 15, 2010

s, Cyndie Walck

California State Parks and Recreation Department
Sierra Districtf

PO Box 16

Tahoe City, CA 96145

My name is Lynda Shoshone, | am a Washoe Tribal member. | am submitting these comments on the
Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)/Ervironmental Impact $tatement (EIS) on the Upper Truckese
River Restoration and Golf Course Reconfiguration Project, In my comments | will explain to you why |
feel that Washoe Meadows State Park should remain in its natural state and | urge you not to 1207-1
encourage or allow multiple holes of the Lake Tahoe Golf Course to be moved into the Park. | support
Alternative 3 or 5 in the EiS and | oppose Alternative 2,

It has been documented scientifically that the Wa-She-Shu have lived our aboriginal lands for ever
10,000 years {of forever in Washoe time), the wild land of the Park has been a place we the Washoe
used for subsistence for our people. We gathered here, processed foods and participated in the
rhythms of the seasons,

| have personal knowledge of the cultural resources within the footprint of Washoe meadows Park, |
was involved in the survey that catalogued the cultural resources and the mitigation of the cultural
sites, to find what was there for future protection. This is a rich cultural habitat; the resources are
widely dispersed, not only localized, | am trained in observation and can recognize a unigue and 1207-2
irreplaceable locale,

My personal life in the park extends in my family through recent times through my son’s grandfather,
He shared with us the experiences of many decades when his family would come, decades before the
Park was created, to gather and fish for subsistence. The abundance allowed fish to be caught in the
skirts of our elders and tossed to the children waiting on the river banks. Washoe tribe members
existed without scraping the land, but instead relying on the native plants, living in summer shelters of
willows. Seeds and grains were processed without impact in vons with native stone grinding tools,
evidence of this is still there, you can see all of the lams that are still within Washoe Meadows State
Park.

There is no Plan for this park even in the context created by Anglo governance, It is not legal or ethical
to “claim” the resources of this wild place for one “re-creation” purpose —golf—at the expense of 12073
other important values and purposes.
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Ms. Cyndie Walck
Movember 15, 2010
Page Two

I miy vision, if the Park is left in its natural state, it can meet many values and purposes. This vision
would include development of interpretive trails and signs to educate those interested on both ancient
and post European settlement histories. | can foresee the Washoe language program being relied
upon to help participants in the natural environment at look at the place and its history through a
Washoe perspective. In addition, we will bring youth and elders here to share our histories and teach
how it is possible ta live lightly on the land,

[207-4
Through modern day development pursued relentlessly on private lands, more and more this history is
lost daily, without mitigation or documentation of culture, The park is one place, a public place already
legally set aside for permanent protection (a unique and irreplaceable watershed), where the state
has the responsibility to act to continue preservation. There is no legal allowance and no moral latitude
to do otherwise,

Therefore | urge that alternative 3 or 5 be implemented. A vibrant golf function and economy can be
maintained in the State Recreation Area, consistent with protection of cultural resources and creative
new activities in the State Park. Only after a planning process is eonducted and a general plan agreed
upon can the potential of this historically significant land be evaluated and addressed. 2075

As 3 member of the Washoe Tribe | oppose Alternative 2. Careful review of the EIR, as noted in
comments of others, indicates that Alternative 2 is superior to Alternative 3 in many aspects for which
the parks and the TRPA have responsibility.

Sincerely,

Lynda Shoshone
Washo Tribal Member
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Letter
1207
Response

Lynda Shoshone
November 15, 2010

1207-1

1207-2

1207-3

1207-4

1207-5

The commenter’s support for Alternatives 3 and 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.

The commenter discusses knowledge of historical use of Washoe Meadows SP. See
Section 3.9, “Cultural Resources,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS for additional information
about historical use of the area. See Master Response Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources,”
for additional discussions related to the cultural impact analysis.

The commenter has concerns about land use. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land
Use,” for a discussion of land exchange.

The commenter would like to see interpretive trails and signs developed to educate those
interested in both ancient and post-European settlement histories. The commenter
suggests that the Washoe language program could help participants in the natural
environment look at the place and its history through a Washoe perspective. State Parks
is working with the Washoe Tribe to develop interpretive signs.

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.
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Lake Tahoe Golf Course 1208
Fritz Siegenthaler [fritztahoe@hotmail.com]

Sent: Monday, Novernber 08, 2010 12:09 PM
Te:  Project, Upper Truckee

Ruth Coleman

Director of

California Parks and Recreation Department
1416 9th Street

Sacramento CA, 9429

Regarding the Restoration Project of the Upper Truckee River,

I have attended to many meetings about this Project. There is only one Option making

sense Leonomically, Envirommentally, Habitat and to the Neighborhood it is Altemative 4. It
does not matter what vou do with the Golf Course the River will always be there and Erosion
depends on runofl from snow melt and rain. By Moving the Golf Course, you still need to [ix the
erosion from the River not only on the Golf Course but all the way as the river mins. To move
some holes behind the river will be too costly and increase the green fees not affordable for the
players anymore, so even more golfers drive over the hill polluting the air for better deals in the
Valley.

Many Golfers from out of town I have played with express there pleasure and beauty of this Golf 2081
Course. After explaining the plans, reasons and options to them as the California Parks and
Recreation Department has, their are in disbelieve, bul agree to leave this course unchanged and
stabilizing the riverbanks makes sense.

Create a Filter Base between the airport and Highway 30 in Barton's Meadow. The river there is
split m twe all ready by nature 50 vou can close and clean the streams one on the time in the fall
by low runoffs. There will be no building in that meadow anyway and the Bartons may receive a
tax break ?

Sincerely.

Fritz Siegenthaler
2248 California Str. 100
Carson City NV, 89701

CC.
utprjectidparks.ca.gov

City Consuls Office
South Lake Tahoe
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Letter
1208 Fritz Siegethaler
Response November 8, 2010

1208-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 4 and its economic and environmental value is

noted. The commenter suggests other options for treating water quality on properties not
owned by the State. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy,
accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
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River-Golf Course EIR/EIS/EIS [ 2 09
Lisa Sinizer [sinizer@printroom.com]
Sent: Sunday, Novernber 14, 2010 11:26 PM

Te: Praject, Upper Truckes
Attachments: EIR doce {15 KB) ; ElR.doc (33 KE)

Also sent as an attachment in doo and previous Waord versions:
MNovember 14, 2010

| am not a religious person and like most people, my day is spent in the day-to day activities that keeps
my house and family together and hopefully makes us a contributing part of the community. Howaver |
am lucky in that there have been a few moments in my life that have touched on the sacred in a
rranscendent way. Since | moved to the Washoe Meadows area, | have been thrilled 1o discover a place
in my life where | can always attain that feeling of fulfilled peace and quiet joy. It is when | walk in the
meadow area to the Uppear Truckee River. Each time | mote the srnall and big changes since | was |ast
there- are there new flowers ar perhaps the flow of the water has changed as the summer deepens.
Maybe today | will be lucky encugh to watch the coyote hunting in the grass. Often | will sit on a stump
and watch as a snow storm comes in over the mountains or the pass and enjoy the changes around me, |
am happy knowing that my teenage daughter finds the same beauty there and | am confident that this
love of nature will be passed down to yet another generation when it is her time to introduce nature to
her children. The entrance to the park from my neighborhood is in the lot next to my home and as |
work i my office, | watch my neighbors on a daily basis throughout the day as they too begin the walk
down 1o the meadow to enjoy the serenity and beauty that can be found there, Sometimes they go
alone and other times in a group, but the intent is always the same, to go to the meadow to enjoy what
it has to offer while they exercise,

It was with great shock that | discovered that there was a plan to take the beauty of this meadow and
Fuin it im order to hand it to a private developer 2o that ke can change it for the use of & small {and with
shrinking demographics) group that will make it impossible for any in the community that presently uses
the park to enjoy nature. It is even more disturbing when one realizes that this is being done in the

1201

name of revenue, when in fact the state will not realize a dime for at least 10 to 15 years until the owner
of American Golf has recouped his cutlay. | have no issues and in fact am encouraged with the goal of
restoring the river and lessening any impact sedimentation has on the lake. However, Altemative 2 has
an impact that cannot be underestimated in the negative and cannot be feasibly mitigated.

There are many areas of the EIRSEIS/EIS which | find disturbing, but | will focus an just & few. Since
discovering this potential plan, | have been paying close attention to who uses the park and what they
are daoing whila 1 am theare, | often go to the river near ane of the golf bridges that currently exists. On
one recent beautiful sunny Fall day on a three day weekend, | noticed several bikers, equestrians and
hikers, but in all the time that | was near the golf bridge, not ane cart passed me. This (s not uncommon.
While the course is obviously used, it would be VERY interesting as a valid part of data needed to make
future use plans, to see if the course has had a declining revenue as most courses in the country have
had far tha last several years (even prior to the presant economic downturn). | suspect that this course
has indeed had declining revenues unlike cther Tahoe sports such as skiing; | find it incomprehensible
that the State Farks would take away a park from everyday citizens to hand it to a shrinking minority for
the benefit of a privately owned corporation. Alternative 2 would indsed take this park away from
Califernia citizens.

In reading the EIR/EIS/EIS regarding recreational use and impact, | can only say that the EIRJEIS/EIS is
inadequate at best and inept at worst, The very beauty of the meadow is because itis just that, an

#0e-2
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amazing meadow which is surrounded by stands of trees. Even though it sees guite a bit of use, the view
and silence there is majestically special and unlike anything | have experienced, even in other State
Parks. If Alternative 2 were to gointo effect, it would make recreation there impossible as it is enjoyed
today. Those who presently use the park do so precisely because there are no motorized vehicles
allowed, The EIRFEIS/EIS [wrongfully) contends that there would be recreation on both sides of the river,
However present use shows that the hikers, bikers and especially the equestrians avoid any motorized
vahicles for both esthetic and more importantly safety reasons. The impact as stated in section 3.8-2 as
“Less that Significant” effect is in fact just the opposite because it will 5o alter our ability to use this park
as tomake it nearly unusable. We would no longer have access to the same argas, such as much of the
forest, meadow and fen areas, The fens would be completely surrounded by the golf course and
unavailable for enfoyment by park users. It is my contention and the contention of the Washoe
Community that this is a significant unavaidable impact as no feasible mitigation exists.

i208-2
cant

The EIRE/EIS.EIS states that there is much illegal snowmobiling in the meadow and on the golf course.
Again, o show the inadeguacy of the EIR, this statement can only be made by combining the supposed
illegal use of the meadow in the winter with the iliegal use of the golf course by snowmabilers. On most
days, | walk from the small middle meadow to the river at the far end of the large meadow, The course |
take pererally runs from 2-2 miles reundtrip and during all of last winter, | only saw snowmohbile tracks |23
ohce of twice. If there is a major problem with snowmobiling in the golf course area, | don't understand
why the park would want to expand the problem to an area greater than where it is today. Thereis a
significant amount of trail for snowmaobiling near to the meadow in the Sawmill area which can be used
for that recreational purpose.

Again, | appreciate the goal of restoring the river and |essening the runcff of sedimentation to the lake.
However, it is impeossible to see Altermative 2 as anything other than a shameful grab of a State Park to
the lass of the majarity of the users. As a member of the community, | can only hope that my legacy will
be that in 50 years my grandchildren and great grandchildren will look at Washoe State Park and say,
“Boy am | glad they had the foresight to save this special place for us” rather than having them look at
pictures in an historical book of the beauty that used to be and wonder how we [et it go.

Thank you far your time.

Lisa Sinizer
1657 Grizzly Mountain Drive
South Lake Tahos, CA 96157
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Letter

1209 Lisa Sinizer
Response November 14, 2010
1209-1 The commenter expresses personal enjoyment of Washoe Meadows SP. The commenter

has concerns about relocating the golf course considering the declining golf revenue. The
commenter is also concerned about recreation access to Washoe Meadows SP and impact
on the fen. As described in Appendix E, “Lake Tahoe Golf Course Economic Feasibility
Analysis,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, Lake Tahoe Golf Course has experienced declining
gross revenues since 1997. See the following master responses:

» Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” and Master Response Section
3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for a discussion of
potential impacts on the fen;

» Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for a discussion of recreation access; and
» Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics,” for a discussion of golf revenue.

1209-2 The commenter has concerns about the discussion in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS about
recreation impacts and recreation access. Under Alternative 2, the new portion of the
reconfigured golf course would remove 23 acres of Washoe Meadows SP from other
recreational uses; however, Washoe Meadows SP totals 620 acres (including areas
outside of the study area), and dispersed recreation would continue throughout the
remaining 527 acres of the State Park. In addition, portions of the Lake Valley SRA that
were previously occupied by the golf course (approximately 39 acres) would become
available to trail users and water recreationists. The area outside of the driving range
would also continue to be available during winter months, and access to this area would
be improved because the bridge would no longer be gated. See Master Response Section
3.5, “Recreation,” for additional discussion of recreation access proposed under
Alternative 2.

1209-3 As described in Section 3.8, “Recreation,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, none of the
alternatives are expected to result in an increase in illegal or legal use of snowmobiles
within the study area.
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Alternative 2
Carole Songey-Watson [songeystuffiigmail.com]

Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 8:25 AM
Te:  Project, Upper Truckes

strongly support Alternative 2 for the restorabion and health of

I
Truckes Eiver System and Lake Tahos 1o general. Thank you

Carole Songey-Watson
Property owner in South Leke Tahos

1210

tha Upper 12101

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
Comments and Individual Responses

Upper Truckee River Restoration and
4-820 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS



Letter

1210 Carole Songey-Watson
Response October 4, 2010

1210-1 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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FW: Golf Course 12] ]
McMillan-Hanly, Elizabeth

Sent: Tuesday, September 07, 2010 11:28 AM
To:  Project, Upper Truckes

From: Walck, Cyndi

Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2010 11:10 AM

To: 'Seana Doherty'; kathy strain; "Tracy Owen Chapman’; McMillan-Hanly, Elizabeth
Subject: PW: Galf Course

From: RonRESI@aol.com [mailto: RenREL@aol.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 25, 2010 10:44 AM

To: Walck, Cyndi

Subject: Golf Course

As a local resident and golfer please keep our golf course 18 holes by using 19191
alternative #2 if making changes to the course.

Thank You

Ron Spurrell
2064 Aloha Dr, SLT. 96150
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Letter
1211 Ron Spurrell
Response August 25, 2010

1211-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and keeping an 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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Upper Truckee Project Comment 12 1 2
Jim Stamatas [jim@stamates.com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 09, 2010 11:31 AM
To: Praject, Upper Truckes

Cyndie Walck
CA State Parks and Recreation.

Drear Cyndie,

As a 40 vear resident of Lake Tahoe, a home owner in Mevers, and a local business owner, |
want 1o add my concerns and opinions for the proposed changes to Washoe Meadows State Park,
Lake Valley Recreation Area and Lake Tahoe Golf Course.

After reading the five alternatives [ am convinced that Allemnative No. 3 is most likely the best
solution to keep all parties satisfied.

My position, in an ideal world. would be No. § which would decommission the golf course and
refurn the Upper Truckee River and Washoe meadows elosely to it natural state. This is really
the best for the future of the clarity of Lake Tahoe and our environment. OF course [ understand
alternative 3 would not make golfers happy, and may cost California State Parks the reduction of

a much needed income source as well as a hit on our local economy, However, if a new site can 12121
be acquired for a golf course in a less sensitive area then Alternative 5 is the best solution.
Alternatives 1 and 4 are unacceptable. They do nothing to correct or address the challenges,
Alternative 2 does not address the added usage of fertilizer, chemicals, and pesticides that will
enter the 8EZ and eventually our ground water and Lake Tahoe.
Expanding ground cover defeats the whole purpose ol our challenge to return dlarity to Lake
Tahoe.
The only balanced alternative is no. 3. Not the ideal solution for the environment or golf
enthusiasts but a good solution thal balances both sides,
Thank vou for taking my comments into consideration.
Jim Stamates
P.ChBox 330530
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96155
530-577-4101
State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
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Letter

1212 Jim Stamates
Response November 9, 2010

1212-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 3 or Alternative 5 is noted. The commenter has

concerns about fertilizer and pesticide impacts under Alternative 2. See Master Response

Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for a
discussion of water quality impacts.
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1213

To Whom it may concern,  Now, 3, 20140

I want the park to remain the way it 15. People. local people and wildlife enjoy this space. Please
do not wreck it for the sake of commerce and profit with at golf course.

Thank vou

Kim Stephenson

1668 Semat St,

S0 LK. Tahoe, CAL

26150

[213-1

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
Comments and Individual Responses 4-826 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS



Letter

1213 Kim Stephenson
Response November 3, 2010

1213-1 The commenter’s support for keeping Washoe Meadows SP as it is now 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

1214 Robert Stiles
Response October 28, 2010

1214-1 The commenter’s 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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Lake Tahoe Golf Course River REstoration
Keri L. Strategier [keristrat@hotmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, October 20, 2000 2:44 AM
Te:  Project, Upper Truckee

I support Option #2. | 12154

Thank vou. Keri Strategier
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Letter
1215 Keri Strategier
Response October 30, 2010

1215-1 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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Washoe Meadows State Park Development 12 1 6
Martha Sullivan [mharsul@att.net]

Senkt: Saturday, September 04, 2010 10:28 AM
To: Praject, Upper Truckes

Flease hear my voice 2s | join the legions of Tahoe resident wha are vehemeantly opposed to any and all
aspects of the proposed development of Washoe Meadows State Park that reconfigure or expand Lake
Tahoe Golf Cowrse. That the proposal is even being considered is a travesty and is in direct violation of
the original purpose and function of Washoe Meadows State Park, which was originglly conceived in
1884 to pratect "an environmerntally sensitive parcel” That parcel comprises wetlands, meadows and
wildlife habitats. It protects "a unigus and iIreplaceate watershead throwgh which the Upoer Truckse
River supplies approximately 40 percent of the water flowing into Lake Tahoe” Water, which, if the golf
course reconfiguration is approved, will be more contaminated through pesticides and fertilizers that
penefrate into the groundwater that seeps into the river and is airbarne to alight in the river. Mathing has
changed since 1954 to warrant the original objectives for the Park now to be overndden,

Itis unfathomable 1o me that anyone, espacially an official public body entrustad with the presarvation
and care of invaluable open space and natural resources, could even conceive of expanding the existing
golf course and at the same time purpaort to act in the best interests of the community and the Tahoe
region as a whole. As a resident of the area immediately adjacent to the west side of the Farl, | see 12161
bears, coyoles, innumerable small mammals, amphibians, reptiles, vaneties of raptors and birds too
numerous to identify, and waterfowl of all kinds on a daily basis. | see the fish that Ive and spawn in the
river and sustain the non-aquatic wildiife. | see hundreds of visitors and residents alike strolling the Park's
paths and standing in ite meadows, agog at the vistas there to behold, and fishing and swimming in the
river In the spring and summer, there are wildilowers too beautful 1o describe that stand tall and
delicatzly carpet the meadow and floors.

Sadly, due to lailure of state officials to enforce the rules of the park, | also hear the snowmobiles and
other motarized vehicles that invade the sanclity of the park and destroy the fragile forest and meadow
trails. Must we now endure more failure of the state to regard its own objectives for the Park and
compramise one of the basic reasons why we livie in South Lake Tahoe and whiy the vast majority of
wisifors to the region choose this area as thelr place (o worship the wonders of nature through passive
recregtion?

IFthe golf course is expanded across the river, not only will more wildlife habitat be ercded, but the Stale
8l=o rizgks forcing the large mammals into neighborhoods that now, for the most part, peacefully co-exist
with us. There is no rational explanation wihy the State would knowingly encourage human-to-bear
encounters, Ve read weekly of such experiences in other, more densely popufated areas of the Tahoe
region that usually result in the destruction of the offending bears. Such encounters in the residential 1216-2
areas surrounding the Park are very few and far between, largely because there is sufficient habitat. The
more hurmars encroach an their hamitat, the greater the likelihood that the bears will suffer [nwhat
universe 15 that justifiable, simply for the sake of human recreation that is not integral to or compatitls
with the natural environs?

In congidering the various proposals for the Park land, gelfing is not a recreational activity that, in and of
itself, attracts visitors to the Tahoe region. [t is but 2 sidelight to the main attractions of open epace,
natural grandeur and passive outdoor recreational activities, The revenus generated for the state thraugh
golf course patronage is but 2 pittance in the overall financial scheme, and, in fact, patronage at Lake
Tahoe Golf Course has declined steadily in recent years. The course already is a losing proposition:
= Fees atthe course are high, and locals cannot afford to golf there, so its survival is primarily
dependent upon tourists, whose use of the course iIs but incidental to other area recreation.
= \We personally wilness the rebuilding of its exsting gresns, fairways, ponds and irmgation
wells sach year, because golf courses ars nol compatible with the natural topography and
require repetitive and environmentally damaging reconstruction.
« | the course is reconfigursd to abut more fairways along the river's banks, the fiver will
experience even greater contamination than it is now exposed to, simply in order o cantinue

[216-3

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
Comments and Individual Responses 4-832 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS



the futile cycle of maintenance and reconstruction that is the norm for this golf course.
» The maore maintenance that is required, the higher the fees that will need to be charged to
golfers, and — ultimately — the less the course will be patronized.

| agree that it makes environmental sense to allow the Upper Truckee River to again flow its natural |63
course and to rebuild ite banks that have been eroded since its route was reconfigured Some years ago.

It makes absolutely no sanse i any respect, however, to destroy and waste natural resources in fawvar of
nonessential recreation in this area. As a fullbime resident whose property s immediately adjacent to Fark
land and whose taxes support responsibée government, any aspect of the river restoration project that
includes reconfiguration of the gelf course to encroach onthe Park land should be dismizsed without
furthier consideration

cont.

Respectfully,

Martha Sullivan

817 Kiowa Drive

South Lake Tahoe, CA D8150
S30-57 31859
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Letter

1216 Martha Sullivan
Response September 4, 2010
1216-1 The commenter’s opposition to any development at Washoe Meadows SP that would

reconfigure or expand the golf course is noted. The commenter believes that Alternative 2
is inconsistent with the settlement agreement from the 1984 litigation and the 1984
statute and that Alternative 2 would have impacts on water quality, recreation, and
wildlife. See the following master responses:

» Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of the 1984 agreement
and statute;

» Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of wildlife
impacts;

» Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water
Quiality,” for a discussion of water quality impacts; and

» Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for a discussion of recreation impacts.

1216-2 The commenter has concerns about impacts on wildlife habitat. See Master Response
Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of wildlife.

1216-3 The commenter states opinions about golf recreation, economics, and upkeep of the golf
course and opposes Alternative 2. 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 4-834 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS



The debate swirling around the Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course
Reconfiguration Project is not a debate about river restoration.  All participants support
this end. It's not even a debate between golfers and envirommentalistz. Few, if any, deny
the right of the golfers to play on the current Lake Tahoe Country Club. This debate is
rapidly becoming a confrontation between three state and local agencies, and concerned
locals and neighborhood groups like the Washoe Meadows Community, The involved
agencies are showing an undo bias toward Alternative 2, advocating golf course
expansion, Thev appear ready to do this by ignoring preeminent laws protecting sensitive
land, historical and cultural sites, dimimishing amimal and plant habitat, and quiet and
peaceful local neighborhoods.

Aside from the obvious indifference to their own environmental standards, misleading the
public about their intentions, and ignoring mput from their own constituents, this is being
pushed at a time of decreasing popularity in golf. The Environmental lmpact Report or
EIR clearly details the decliming revenues of the current State Recreation Area’s activities,
And inless Global Warming overwhelms us sooner than expected, Tahoe's fragile golf
season s nol gomg o gel any longer.

It"s quite clear the State Parks, TRPA. and Bureau of Reclamation, are stretching their
powers here by ignoring their own history of written intentions and guidelines. The land
mn question. is bordered roughly by Hwy 50, North Upper Truckee Rd., Sawmill Rd, and
Tahos Paradise. It was purchased by the state in 1984, The 1984 California Legislative
Statute appealed for the purchase using taxpaver dollars. Thev called it an act of uwrgency, 12171
“in order to acquire as state lands an environmentally sensitive parcel of approximately
T acres of land comprising wetlands. meadows, and wildlife habitat for the purpose of
protecting a unique and irreplaceable watershed”. The parcel contained an existing golf
course to the Fast, and a fragile and diverse piece of land to the West. Separating the two,
was the main tributary of Lake Tahoe, the Upper Truckes River, The side containing the
goll course was designated a State Recreational Area, and the land across the river,
bordering numerons neighborhoods along Morth Upper Truckee, was designated as a

state park. originally named Washoe Meadows Wildlife Refuge.

Here, in the words of the agencies most zealous for expansion, are the reasons Altemative
2 displays a contemptuous disregard of their own standards of stewardship. According to
the States” own Unit Purpose Statement adopted in 2000 * the purpose of the Washoe
Meadows State Park is to preserve and protect a wet meadow area associated with
Angora Creek and the Upper Truckee River al the southwest side of the Tahoe Basin,
The unit’s associated lorest sustains Jellrey ,..and Lodgepole pine. The unit contains 14
MNalive American occupancy siles and remmants of a historic dairy, and is contiguous 1o
other public lands important for their open space values and recreational uses.” Consider
this statement comes before the Angora fire. It should be apparent how much more
important these forests and wetland areas become as a habitat for indigenous sildlife and
plants,

The Plan Area Statement of the TRPA Code of Ordinances savs this about “PAS 1197
{(Country Club Meadow ), * the following special policies .. .apply to the study area:
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Letter

1217 Steve Szekely
Response September 26, 2010
1217-1 The commenter’s opinion that an undue bias has been given to Alternative 2 is noted. The

commenter believes Alternative 2 is inconsistent with the settlement agreement from the
1984 litigation and the 1984 statute. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a
discussion of the 1984 litigation and statute. See response to comment AOBS8-1 for

discussions of the selection of a proposed Preferred Alternative and of the public
participation process.
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Letter

1218 Shirley Taylor
Response September 14, 2010

1218-1 The commenter believes that beavers are a factor in the decline of lake clarity. American

beaver has not been identified as a major factor contributing to the decline of lake clarity.

Development, as noted in the comment, is certainly a major contributor to alterations in
streamflow and sediment transport, leading to declines in clarity.
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Washoe Meadows State Park [2 1 9
Anne Thomas [athomas@men.org]

Sent: Maonday, November 15, 2010 10013 AM
Ta:  Project, Upper Truckes

T Whowm IC May Concerns:

My husband and I lived in the Tahoe area for many years. I[n recent decades, we
have seen some wondsrful restoration projects and good plans coming out of publie
agencies. We urge you to continue on this path by choosing Alternative 3 for
rastoration of the Upper Truckse. While golf may be the pastime of the rich, its
papularity is decreasing, and there is a greater puklic awareneas of the 284
incomgatibility of dewveloped golf courses and natural wildlands. Flesase save the lels
Park frem the inecursion of the golf course, and simgly act to rsduce the existing
qolf course to a more ecologically sustainakle =ize. This acticn would have a far
more beneficlal effect on the Park, Lake Tahoe, and the enjoyment of the majority
of pesple whe live in and come to the area for lts natural beauty,

L2 1 LR,
SJ1NCErely,

Anne Thomsas
Former Lake Tahos resident and teacher

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
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Letter

1219 Anne Thomas
Response November 15, 2010

1219-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 3 because of the decline in the popularity of

golf is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.
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new golf course 1220

kithampson [kthompson@tahoefire.com]

Sent: Wednesday, September 01, 2010 8:456 PM
Te:  Project, Upper Truckee

It response Lo the e-mail T recieved;, T don'b wish te
hare the golf course changed. But I also don't want to lose it either. The
golf courge 18 very important to conmunity, atd losing It along: with
evervthing that Tahoe has lost would be tragic. I alse thought that this is a
California State Park and it is for all californians and other wisitor to
used. I've alsoe heard that it is helping the state with the funds that 1t 12201
generates. [ gaw picture of the reconfiguraticn and it looked wery wall
conatructed. To be honest I'm obe of the few pecple that use the golf course
and walk my dog in the park on regualar basis. Losing the golf course I feel
would ke & loge, lose situation for the town and all <our vizsitor that our
commun ity 50 desparately nesds)

Thanks for all your help. I know it'a kesn hard.

Kirk Thompacn

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
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Letter
1220 Kirk Thompson
Response September 1, 2010

1220-1 The commenter’s support for maintaining the 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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time is coming! 122 1

kithampson [kthompson@tahoefire.com]

Sent: Wednesday, October 20, 2010 5:38 PM
To:  Project, Upper Truckes

Dear decision makers,

I'm am writting again to express my feeling cne more time. I have seen a lot
cf letters in tahos papers to the kid effects he golf coursse will have if
it's moved kack behind the river. I don't fesl it fair teo that you are asking
pecple of the neighborheoocd that are non=golfer there fesling about the park.
aOf course they would say get rid of the golf course, especially if they done
own a4 buzinsss in town thet benifits from all the extra income the gelf
course bring toe So. Lake Tahoe. [(Besn getting less more and more) Most of
the people that are complaining will probably not be here 10, 15 and 20 years
dewn the road. But the 10 of thousands of pegele that would get the eniovment
out of the recreation of golf, the out door weddings and the family and
friend that meet at the golf course on a regular hasis for decades to come.

I personally don't owe a businsss in town, I am retiring from the Fire Dept.,
weve lived down the streef from the park and golf course (92} with 21 years

in Tahos. We are probably of a minority group that uses the golf course and 1221-1
the park on a regular kasis [(dogs and H=country skiing) we rarely see anyone
cut on our trips to the back country, but the golf courze iz always full with
pecple using the faeility emo. out of the year. During our retirement we had
plans to still use both facilities.

I koow that the neiborhoocd groups have been f£ighting this hard and long cause
I live arcund them, but whe get to speak for the people that have vacationed
itn Tahoe for generation thoughs pecple need a volce tool I have bever once
had somsone stop me ask me where the park is so they could hike back

there; that because no cne knows it's there except for the neighborhocd and
thats the they want to keep it. I always try Lo cemenber that it's a
California State park, for 511 Cfalifcornians and wagationsers. Hot a neiborhocd
state park that only for the very fow that kKpow about it can use. We love the
recreation that Tahoe has, ‘@nd golf is a huge part of our familiss and
thousands of other famllies that den't even know that this is goling ont

Hopefully we can come to a win, win decision!

Thank= Kirk Thompson.

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
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Letter

1221 Kirk Thompson
Response October 20, 2010

1221-1 The commenter’s support for maintaining the golf course and the recreation value to all

Californians is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy,
accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.
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restoration project I 22 2
maddelyn thran [maddelynthran@yahoo.com]

Senkt: Thursday, September 02, 2010 4:57 PM
To: Praject, Upper Truckes

Hello,

My name is Maddelyn Thran, I was born and rased in South Lake Tahoe, In particular [ was
raised on north upper truckee and spent most of my childhood in the meadow and at the river.
We found many goltballs in the river as kids. As a child T thought that was great fun to have a
golfeourse so close to the river and be able 10 find balls at the bottom of the riverbed, However, 12701
it has become clear to me now that it is much more important to help our animals by keeping
their habitat in homeostasis, Our animals need to be able 1o stay in their natural habitat so they
don't migrate towards the residential area surrounding the meadow. This project would not only
destroy their habitats but much of the beauty we love about our wonderful Tahoe meadow.
Thanks for your time,

-Maddelyn Thran
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Letter

1222 Maddelyn Thran
Response September 2, 2010

1222-1 The commenter has concerns about impacts on wildlife. See Master Response Section

3.3, “Biological Resources.”
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Upper Trukee River 12 2 3
Jane [jane345@att.net]

Senkt: Saturday, October 20, 2010 10:19 PM
To:  Project, Upper Truckes

Please support Allernative 2, which provides a solution that talances both recreation and consenvation in 12931
the area,
Thrank you
Jans Turney
State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
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Letter

1223 Jane Turney
Response October 30, 2010

1223-1 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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October 29, 2010 Iz 24

To: Cyndie Walck, California State Parks

From: John Upton

Subject: Comments on Upper Truckee River Restoration and Goll Course
Reconfiguration Project Draft EIR/EIS.

1. Isupport Alternative 52 as the best balance for recreation, the economy, and
much-needed envirommental improvements.

The current Lake Tahoe Golf Course (LTGC) fills a unique niche in golfing recreation
i the South Lake Tahoe area: It is an affordable, quality 18-hole course, The other 18-
hole comrse in South Lake Tahoe is Bdgewood, which is not an affordable option for
users of LTGC. IMthe 18-hole LTGC is not there, its local users (10,000 rounds per veat)
will go to the affordable courses in Minden or Carson City. The tourism users {20000
rounds per year) will do the same. or not vacation in the area at all.

2. The above facts lead to why Alternative 3 (reduction of LTGC to 9 holes) is
economically infeasible, and worse than it may appear: That is, a 30% reduction
in holes will result in a lot more than a 30% reduction in course revenue,

Twir 9-hole low cost goll courses already exist nearby — Tahoe Paradise (2 mules away)
and Bijou Municipal (7 miles away. ) The needs of 9-hole golfers are already met by
them, so that the effect of Altermative #3 would be te divide existing business among
three courses instead of two. The current positive economic impact and direct/indirect job
creation from the 18-hole LTGC course would essentially be entirely lost.

There is unlikely to be enough revenue to properly maintain the remnant facility from g
Alternative #3, much less provide surplus funds (o the State. T is likely that inadequate
mainienance will imelude madequate maintenance of the new EIP (Environmenial
Improvement Program) river restoration facilities, which will also have negative
environmental impacts.
It is my understanding that the existing operator has informed the State that it would
not be interested in bidding on a 9-hole course. As they have operated the course for over
20 vears, and know their customer base, this fact should confirm that Alternative 53
makes no economic sense,
3. Ome suggestion for Alternative #2. if possible. would be to direct that net
revenues from the facility to the State be used for maintenance of State EIP
facilities in the Tahoe Basin.
4. Please select and construct Alternative #2!
Thank vou for considering these thoughts,
John Uplon
954 Edgewood Circle
South Lake Tahoe, Ca. 96130
State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
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Letter

1224 John Upton
Response October 29, 2010

1224-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its economic, environmental, and

recreation 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

4-851 Comments and Individual Responses



FW: LTGC - Please Be Heard - State Park Alternatives for our Golf 12 2 5

Course

McMillan-Hanly, Elizabeth

Sent: Tuesday, September 07, 2010 11:25 AM
Te: Project, Upper Truckes

Attachments: [ TGC - Please Be Heard - Stak.. (14 KE)

From: Walck, Cyndi

Sent: Friday, August 27, 2010 5:00 PM

To: ‘Seana Doherty’; McMillan-Hanly, Elizabeth; Tracy Owen Chapman'; kathy strain
Subject: PW: LTGC - Please Be Heard - State Park Altematives for our Golf Course

From: USERRAMP [mallto: userrampdiacl. com]
Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2010 8:15 PM

To: Walck, Cyndi
Subject: Fwd: LTGC - Please Be Heard - State Park Alternatives for our Golf Course

| agree with number 2. | 122541

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
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Letter

1225 userramp
Response August 24, 2010

1225-1 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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Upper Truckee River Restoration 1226
scott valentine [valentinescott@hotmail.com)

Sent: Sunday, October 17, 2010 11:02 PM
To: Praject, Upper Truckes

Thank you for contacting me about the comment period for the Draft EIR/EIS. [would like to
start by saving that [ am a supporier of Upper Truckee River Restoration. 1 have worked on
varions river restoration projects with the US Forest Service in the past and | have a hvdrology
degree so 1 fully understand the importance of restoration in this mstance. 1 Feel that there will
be an observable and measurable improvement in water quality, riparian habitat, and ecosystem
connectivity if this river segment is restored. [ also understand that the land use shift associated
with this restoration will have significant social mpacts as well. which is why Tam a supporter
of Alternative #2.

Ewen though I hive within City limits I regularly recreate in Washoe Meadows Sate Park, 1 do
not play golf but I understand the importance of this type of recreation and I realize its social and
economie signilicance or Lake Tahoe and for State Parks. 1 feel that the land swap associaled (2961
with Alternative #2 (moving the golf course out of the Stream Environment Zone and relocating
it 1o the upland forest west of the river) is justified. The ecologic imporiance of the stream
corridor and adjacent meadow vastly outweighs that of the upland parcel in question (which in
my professional opinion is poor quality habitat already degraded by the fact that it was
historically disturbed and has never fully recovered).

I support Altemnative 42 but T would like to make a few comments regarding Allemative #2
during this comment period. Firstly, | appreciate that the new bridge crossing is designated as a
pedestrian safe zone but to be fully safe (from cart traffic, miss aimed balls, ete. ) I would like to
sugeest 4 second bridge, built within the restoration project area a few hundred Teet downstream
of the proposed bridge crossing. The second bridge would fully separate pedestrian and bicyele
traflic from all other associated goll’ course use. This improves salety but it also serves 1o
inhance the "outdoor feel” for those visitors wishing to wishing to experience the State Park
without having to navigate through the golf course environment. Trails would then have to be
realigned to separate golftraffic from pedestrian traffic, 1226.2

If two bridges are not possible it might be worth considering moving the river crossing to the
border of the golf course and the proposed restoration area downstream of Hole 14 (this would
be in reference to the configuration illustrated in the Allernative #2 map found in the Drafi
EIR/EIS). The trail would then follow the border between the golf course and the newly restored
stream zone. This compromise could improve safety. but it would mainly minimize the trail
visitor's (walkers and bikers) exposure to golf course activities and also enhance their
recreational experience.

Secondly, State Parks should assume that recreational boat use along this reach will increase.
This is not adequately addressed in Impact 3.8-4 {in 3.8-23 of the Draft document). "Build it
and they will come” is a standard phrase used among restoration hydrologists and ecologists,
While this generally refers to the biological components of restoration it should also be applied {3963
to humans and their desire to recreate. The park might see increased visitation due to restoration
and some of that may come in the form of river recreation. Many floaters launch their crafts
downstream of the project site at EIK's Club, but wiil restoration the upstream reach {Hwy 30
bridge to Elk's Club) will likely see increased boat traffic. State Parks may want to consider how

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
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river recreationalists are going to assess the river {legal or illegal). In the future State Parks may
also wanl to address issues related 1o river salety (Le. identifving existing hazards such as log
jams of more importantly by preemptively analvzing the hazards that would be created for
restoration purposes such as grade control or debris structures). The Draft EIR states that
informal water-related recreation will be allowed to continue under all the alternatives but it
doesn't necessarily address increased usage caused by restoration. Build it and they will come...
legally or illegally... and State parks should think about their next step if restoration becomes a
viable option.

1226-3
cont,

I hope to see this project evolve over time. | hope informed decisions make river restoration a
reality. IF you have any questions or concerns please feel free to contact me.

Scott Valentine

Earth Scienee Department Chair
Lake Tahoe Community College
(530 541-4660 ext 313

Upper Truckee River Restoration and State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
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Letter

1226 Scott Valentine
Response October 17, 2010
1226-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its water quality, riparian habitat,

ecosystem, and economic value is noted.

1226-2 The commenter suggests options for a separate recreation bridge under Alternative 2. See
Master Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for a discussion of recreation access.

1226-3 The commenter believes that with project implementation, boating will increase along the
segment of the Upper Truckee River where adjacent portions of the golf course are
removed. State Parks acknowledges that boating could increase along some areas of the
Upper Truckee River because of improved access to the river related to relocation of golf
course features and construction of a new trail within the study area that would improve
overall public access. However, the potential increase in boating is not expected to be
substantial because the river is currently navigable by small craft (e.qg., rafts, canoes, and
kayaks) through the study area, and no substantial changes would be made to enhance
boating access to this portion of the river (e.g., boat ramps). The minor improvements are
expected to have a beneficial effect on recreation because there would be improved
access for boating. As stated in Section 21002.1(e) of the State CEQA Guidelines, lead
agencies shall, in accordance with Section 21100, focus the discussion in the EIR on
those potential effects on the environment of a project that the lead agency has
determined are or may be significant. Lead agencies may limit discussion on other effects
to a brief explanation as to why those effects are not potentially significant. In addition,
NEPA states that agencies shall focus on significant environmental issues and
alternatives (40 CFR 1502.1). Because the increase in boating is not expected to be
significant and improved access to the river would be a beneficial effect on recreation,
the discussion provided in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS was limited. State Parks will continue to
manage recreation along the portion of the river within its jurisdiction; if the project were
implemented, State Parks would implement measures as needed to ensure recreation
safety. The proposed Preferred Alternative would remove existing temporary stabilization
features that currently pose hazard risks to boaters (i.e. rebar). However, downed logs and
other woody debris would remain a part of the natural system. See Master Response
Section 3.5, “Recreation.”
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Upper Truckee River Restoration & Golf Course Reconfiguration Projec 12 2 7
EIS Comment

cindy van arnum [cvaZtahoe@sboglobal .net]

Sent: Friday, October 08, 2010 2:06 P
To:  Project, Upper Truckes

Hi Cyndie Walck,
My name is Cindy Van Arnum and | have lived in Tahoe for the past 35 years.

I have heard about the Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course Reconfiguration Project and
know from the exacutive summary of the environmental documents that some of the goals of the
project are to:

Restore the river to a functional state

Restore the streamside and meadow habitat

Reduce the amount of nutrients and sediment entering Lake Tahoe
Create a continuous wildlife corrider along the river

Preserve all sensitive plant and archaeological sites

Maintain guality golf recreation oppaortunities

| believe Alternative 2 is the best alternative for our community and the environment because of the
following reasons:

It provides a complete restoration of the river and surrounding meadow habitat L
It will improve lake clarity by reducing nutrients and sediment flowing into Lake Tahoe
It keeps the only afferdable, regulation size, 18-hole golf course in Lake Tahoe open by moving 9 holes
to a currently available area outside the river flood plain
The area where the holes will be moved is not pristine and the land swap will give Washoe Meadows
State Park a better piece of land along the Upper Truckee River
The local golf course is critical to our local economy. It provides jobs, needed revenue for California
State Parks and adds 56 million dollars to our local economy each year
Lake Tahoe Golf Course is used by many locals, including our high school golf teams, and by visitors to
Lake Tahoe
We need to vote for alternative 2 as it is the only alternative in which every side wins....the
erwvironment, the local economy, and outdoor recreation.
Thank you for your consideration,
Cindy
Upper Truckee River Restoration and State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA

Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-857 Comments and Individual Responses



Letter

1227 Cindy Van Arnum
Response October 8, 2010

1227-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its economic, environmental, 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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MeMillan-Hanly, Elizabeth
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Letter
1228 Walter
Response September 8, 2010

1228-1 The commenter questions how Alternative 2 would be funded. See Master Response
Section 3.7, “Economics.”

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
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FW: LTGC - Please Be Heard - State Park Alternatives for our Golf 12 29
Course

McMillan-Hanly, Elizabeth
Sent: Tuesday, September OF, 2010 1137 AM
Te:  Project, Upper Truckee

From: Walck, Cyndi

Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2010 10:41 AM

To: kathy strain; McMillan-Hanly, Elizabeth; 'Seana Doherty'; Tracy Cwen Chapman’
Subject: FW: LTGC - Please Be Heard - State Park Alternatives for our Golf Course

From: Kim Jean Weiss [mailto:weisstahoe@sboglobal .net]
Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2010 7:12 AM

To: Walck, Cyndi
Subject: Fw: LTGC - Please Be Heard - State Park Altarnatives for our Golf Course

I agree alt. 2 is the best. | 284
Steve Weiss
- On Tue, 82410, RonCRettusiaol.com <RonCRemusiacl com> wrole:

From: RonCRetius@anl.com <RonCRetiusi@aol com=

Subject: LTGC - Please Be Heard - State Park Alternatives for our Golf Course

To: RenCRettusigaol. com, hazlettdougizd gmail.com. brucep ligvahoo.com.
fmdnSMﬁﬁrf:mlmo con, mbm]u:’:ﬁﬁfqggmml coin, l»a:anom'.rﬁ hotimail. com,
laptahoeidcharter net. kvt 5893 @ sheglobal net, Katzinodaol com, fatjackfidaol.com,
brenirichard 32id@ sbeglobal net, wdgmstrigvahoo.com, blawrielig@hotmail com,
dancevisions@charter net, rabarnesoni@hotmail com, playmattersi@live com, d-

g npimedlanfm ahoo.com. michael. hl:rln.,n(:fd'hl:r[miil] com, jeopeland@kirkwood.com,
paperplays. johni@ gmail.com. goodingtid@charter.net, mapphantomacharter net,
rhaas4044 2@ a0l com, Lheggened gmail. com. [plannetiaid@sbeglobal.com.

peterillingig@ sheglobal net, rickkstleri@vahoo.com, klatta3%a@acl com, lkm1234i@hotmail com,
boardhead Tigd charter.net. pattonmm@sbeglobal.net, bobeynigsheglobal net,
pricesritei@eomenst.net, bermside@hotmail.com, lucystantoni@netzero, com,
astrainj@vailresorts.com, muliana-mabei@att.net, Superi@lakeTahoeGC.com,
larry.hobson23@ gmail.com, gmi@laketahoege. com, rangelocei@earthlink net.

tahoebrownl ] @msn.com, Klatta39%@aol.com, tnazz | @att.net. free 1249 @ vahoo.com.
blandejob99 @ yahoo.com, castellanos- -lawia@sheglobal net, tdame]sxmnfﬂstatlms corm,
richicwoobdlyahoo.com, 1 ghobsoni@@yahoo, com, shialbrechi@sbeglobal net,
hm'ldemmﬂlfrfchaﬂer net, csintahoedanl com, .f-.nmnl-.s’--’\chartar net, buxbaziagsheglobal net,
bbbetti@ aol.com, yesblonskidsbeglobal.net, timmerone@acl.com, gbnrsltli'?n(ﬂlmlmmi COTTL
m}"i]rdm} alhydraulics.com, tahoess 7 Liayahoo.com, uﬁemmpfﬂ’aul comn, ibpostiaaol.com,
bd06232000@netzero net, pappoudacl.com. dgayner@charter net. tahojimi@acl.com,
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course. Affordable because it would not be the 5200- 5250 fees charged by
Edgewood, and Tournament level vs the playable but "reduced level” of Tahoe
Paradise executive type course.

2. The proposed new area (outside the flood plain) for the new 9 holes looks like
a blight area today and our Lake Tahoe environment and ambience would be
enhanced and improved with the movement of the new holes to this area.

3. Reducing our golf course to 9 holes or removing the course entirely will
deprive us of a major recreation opportunity currently provided by our
California State Parks, This is extremely biased against the many local golters
that live in the South Tahoe area.

4. Visiting golfers and Tournaments will not come to a golf destination vacation
area for a 9 hole golf course.
The impact to our already fragile local economy would be negatively impacited

by as much as 6 - $9 million dollars each vear.

25,000 rounds a year - Between late April and early October

60% of these rounds from visitors at 1 round per visitor

15,000 visitors at 2 nights motel stay ($150) = 2.25 million dollars

15,0000 visitors at 5 meals (540) = 3.0 million dollars

Add 25 % for those who bring their families: 1.2 million dollars

Revenues Potentially Lost to our local economy: 6.5 million
This does not include revenues to the golf course or California State Parks
and Income to the 50-75 local people emploved by the course

5. Remember, our opinion (vote) is very important - The thousands of our
visitors are removed from the issues and in most cases don't know what the
current plans for the course could be.

6. If you are aware of visiting golfers, please forward this email to them.

Please take the time to be heard - If not Us then who?

Upper Truckee River Restoration and State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-863 Comments and Individual Responses



Letter

1229 Steve Weiss
Response August 26, 2010

1229-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its economic, environmental, 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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Upper Truckee River Restoration & Golf
Kim Jean Weiss [weisstahoe@sbcglobal.net]
Senk: Monday, September 27, 2010 §:23 FM

To:  PFroject, Upper Truckee

To: Cyndie Walck, Sierra State Parks
RE: Upper Truckee River Restoration & Golf Course
Reconfiguration Project EIS Comment

| am a golfer and a resident of Lake Tahoe and | balisve
the California State Parksshould adopt Alternative 2 as
cutlined in the draft EIS/EIR/EIR document because it is
good for the river, the local community and yves, golfing as
],

The reasans why Alternative 2 is the best alternative;

1) It restares the Upper Trucker River, enhances the
surreunding wetlands and animal habitat and reduces silt
flowing into Lake Tahoe.

2} It keeps our 18-hole golf course open by moving 9
holes to a currently available area outside the river flood
plain.

3) This alternative would keep the only affordable,
regulation size, 18-hole golf course in Lake Tahoe.

4} The proposed new area (outside the flood plain) for the
new 9 holes is currently a blighted area and putting 9 1230-1
holes over there is a major improvement.

2) Reducing our golf course to 3 holes or removing the
course entirely will deprive us of a major recreation
opportunity currently provided by our California State
Parks. This is extremely biased against the many local
golfers that live in the South Tahee area,

&) Visiting golfers and tournaments will not come to a golf
destination vacation area for a 9-hole golf course,

T} The local golf course is critical to our lecal economy.
The impact te our already fragile local economy would be
negatively impacted by as much as 38 million dellars each
year if the golf course were removed,

We need to vote for Alternative 2. It is good for our
community, aur golfing and the river.

Thank you,

Steve Weiss
Retired Parks and Recraation Manager
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Letter
1230 Steve Weiss
Response September 27, 2010

1230-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its economic, environmental, and

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
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Washoe meadows 123 ]
John Williamson [FlyFisher@JohnSWilliamson.com]

Sent: Monday, Novernber 15, 2010 4:00 PM
Te:  Project, Upper Truckee

Cyndie Walck,
California State Parks and Recreation
Sierra District

Crear Cyndie,

This iz ta submit my comment In regard to the alternatives offered on the Washoe Meadows Project.
Aftar review of information availabla | would like te support Alternative three. Although alternatives 2.3,
and 5 all have an element of stream restoration, alternative three supports the economic position of the
golf course.

12314

Thank you for accepting my comment.
Jahn Willlamson

lahn S Willlarmeon

Realtor®, Broker, ABR®

River Pines Froperties, Inc,
Califernia License ROO762852
E30-836-0112 — Home Office
530-836-0313 - Office
530-836-1556 — Fax

any go fishing all their lives without knowing it s not the fish they are affer..... Henry David Thoreau
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Letter

1231 John S. Williamson
Response November 15, 2010

1231-1 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.

Upper Truckee River Restoration and State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
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Upper Truckee River Restoration & Golf Course Reconfiguration Project EIS 12 3 2
Comment

Amber Wilsen [a.wilson@new-life-nutrition.com]

Sent: Friday, COctober 8, 2010 1:57 FM
Ta:  Praject, Upper Truckes

Hi Cyndie Walck,

My name is Amber {(Van Arnum) Wilsen and | own a local nutrition counseling company. | grew up in South Lake Tahoe and
ry Busband and | recently maved back to Tahoe, We were lucky encugh to be married at the Lake Tahoe Golf Course last
yEar,

| have heard abaut the Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course Recanfiguration Project and know from the
executive summary of the environmenmal documents that some of the goals of the project are to:

Restore the river to a functional state

Restore the streamsice and meadow habitat

Reduce the amount of nutrients and sediment entering Lake Tahos
Create a continuous wildlife corridar aleng the river

FPreserve all sensitive plant and archaeclogical sites

Maintain quality goif recreation opportunities

| believe Alternative 2 is the best alternative for our cormmunity and the environment because of the fallowing reasans!

1t provides a complete restoration of the river and surrcunding meadow hebitat

It will improve lake clarity by reducing nutrients and sediment flowing into Lake Tahaoe

It keeps the only affordable, regulation size, 18-hole golf course in Lake Tahoe open by moving 9 holes to a currently
available ares outside the river fiood plain

The area where the holes will be moved is not pristine and the land swap will give Washoe Meadows State Park a better
piece of l[and along the Upper Truckee River

The local godf course is critical to aur local economy, It provides [obs, needed revenue for Callfarnia State Parks and adds
56 million dollars to our local econormy each year

Lake Tahose Golf Course is used by many lacals, including our high school golf teams, and by visitors to Lake Tahoe

The wedding industry at the golf course also brings in revenue to the local econamy

We need to vote for alternative 2 as it is the cnly altarnative in which avery side wins....the environment, the local
econamy, and outdeor recreation.

Thank you for your consideration,
Amber

Ambaer Wilson, M.5., R.D.
Nutrition Counselor, Consuitant, Writer and Speaker

MNewlife Mutrition, LLC

Encauraging healthful, tasty food one Kitchen at a time
South Lake Tahoe, CA

P: {330} 600-0557

s, Rewslife-nutri tan,com
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Letter

1232 Amber Wilson, M.S., R.D.
Response October 8, 2010

1232-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its economic, environmental, and

recreation 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
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thoughts on the Upper Truckee River Restoration & Golf Course I233
Recon project

Matthew Wilson [Matthew.Wilson@cision.com)

Sent: Thursday, Ockober 07, 2010 4:52 BM

Te:  Project, Upper Truckee

To Whom it May Concern:

| am a resident of South Lake Tahoe that is closely following the Upper Truckee River Restoration & Galf
Course Reconfiguration project, | have taken great interest and concem in this situation as | am both an
awid golfer and was married at the Lake Tahoe Golf Course. With this said, | have read through the five
proposals with an open mind and want to comment on factors that | can intelligently speak to.

While | don't consider myself 2 hard-core environmentalist, | have great respect for the environment
and admire people who are concerned about It | hope that those weighing [n on this matter from a
passionate environmental angle can remain open-minded on ather eritical Tactors such as the local
economy, just as | remain compassionate o the environmental element of this.

After reviewing the five proposed ideas, | believe options #2 or #4 are reasonable solution that provide
the most benefits with the least amount of challenges. | believe doing nothing would not bode well for
the long-term stability of the environment, and cptions #3 and #5 will either immediately or eventual ly
result in the golf course closing.

As a golfer of twenty years, | can confidently tell you that a golf course of the quality of the LTGC would
not last 35 a nine-hale course, A nine-hole course attracts a certain demographic- one that is typically
less interested in golf and/or lower income. The significant majority of golfers seeking 2 golf course of 12331
moderate to high quality lke the LTEC look to play 18 holes. Though | have no statistics to support this,
| cam tell you through twenty yvears of observation and contributions to the golf industry that this theory
is nathing lass than accurate.

Second, the LTGC brings in millions of dallars to the Iocal and state economy. Given the severs
economic conditions of California, removing a revenue generator at this time would be a horrible
decizion. labs and money would be last. This is not a very popular notion right now, and theugh this
stary would never become national news 'd be embarrassed to tell people that a revenue-generating
golf course was shut down dus to environmental concerns that could have bean fixed while maintaining
the existence of the golf coursa,

Toclose, | wouldn't feel right not sharing the sadness my wife and | would personally feel with the
closing of the LTGC. We were married on the 10™ tee on August 292, 2009, Mot only do | have the
memcry of marrying my beautiful wife that day, but | had the opportunity 1o play golf with my father,
brother and best friends that morning. Though no one can take that day away from me, we'd certainly
be heartbroken if the LTEE closed its doors for business.

Matt Wilson
South Lake Tahoe
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Letter
1233 Matt Wilson
Response October 7, 2010

1233-1 The commenter’s support for Alternatives 2 and 4 and their 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
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Letter

1234 Judy Witte
Response October 31, 2010

1234-1 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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From: RHIGHEAGLE@acl.com [mailto: RHIGHEAGLE @aol.com)
Sent: Thu 9/9/2010 %:06 AM

To: Project, Upper Truckee

Subject: Golf balls and river safety

| hope that someone can stop the golf balls from leaving the golf course,

The balls can be found all the way to the lake and are piling up at the end of the river. They
shouldrit e ampwhers But an the property. The beavers are gane, but the goll Balls ars QK7 12951
I'm also & river paddler who's been down the upper part of the Truckee marny imes, and feel it's
a hezard to paddlers, with all the downed trees, "hahitat”, etc. Can anything be dore to make
sure that there is a safe path, at all water levels, through the river areas invohed?
Thanks. Russell Wright

South Lake Tahos

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
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Letter
1235 Russell Wright
Response September 9, 2010

1235-1 The commenter also states that downed trees and habitat along the Upper Truckee River

present a hazard to paddlers. See response to comment 1226-3 for a discussion of boating
safety issues.

Upper Truckee River Restoration and
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Letter

1236 Natalie Yanish
Response October 29, 2010

1236-1 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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Upper Truckee Restoration Project 12 3 7

Steve Yonker [steveyonker@gmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, Octaber 02, 2010 12:06 PM
To: Praject, Upper Truckes

Tar:

Cyndie Walck

California 8tate Parks and Recreation
Sierra District

From:

Sleve Yonker

Box 9149

South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150

Dear Cyndie:

I have been a Lake Tahoe resident and active community participant for more than 40 vears. [
am currenily chainman of the El Dorado County Reereation Commission representing the South
Lake Tahoe area, having served on the commission for over 20 years. [ have also served as
chaimman of the Tahoe Basin Firesafe Councal and am currently a board member of the Alpine
Firesafe Council. | am a member of the South Tahoe Optimist Club, life member of the Tallac
Association and 2 time president of our local Chambers of Commerce.

I take advantage of the many recreational opportunities afforded by owr beautiful area, hiking,
bicyeling, skiing. golfing and others.

I have followed the restoration proposals for some time and know the area in question quite well,
having used the area and, for a period ol time, lived on Mountain Meadow St. adjacent 1o the
park area.

The river has been unnaturally constrained and some of the land has been used and abused
making rehabilitation and restoration a worthy goal,

Howewver, in my experience. wise stewardship of our natural resources and their recreational use
need not be mutually exclusive and that, where appropriate, public lands should provide the
greatest good for the widest range of users,

I believe that restoration of the river and meadow can be achigved hand-in-hand with a fully
functioning golf course, providing improved streamside habitat. wildlife corridor, additional
protection for Lake Tahoe as well as recreational opportunities.

We are fortunate in having extensive and open public lands in our beautiful area. In neighboring
Alpine County, 96 percent of the land is in public ownership. But along with these wild and
undeveloped arcas, [ believe that it is appropriate to use some portions of our public land for
developed and organized recreation,

It seems to me that Alternative 2 best serves a balance of these uses, It makes litile sense 10 me
to remove a current developed recreational use that can co-exist with our environmental

12371

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
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improvements. The golf course iz well-used by locals and visitors alike, providing jobs and 12371
revenue for the local cconomy as well as much needed Tunds for California State Parks, cont.

Thank vou for vour kind attention to my comments.

Steve Yonker
S30-318-4757
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Letter

1237 Steve Yonker
Response October 2, 2010

1237-1 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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Movember 15, 2010 I23' 8

Cyndie Walck

CA State Parks and Ree, Siemma District
PO Box 16,

Tahoe City, CA 96145

PUBLIC COMMENT: Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course
Reconfiguration Project

Dear Cyndie Walck:
[ support Allernative 3.

1. I am appalled that the State of California would combine a river restoration and a golf
courze redevelopment project together in the name of Lake Tahoe water quality. These
two projects shall be mutually exclusive of one another, [ support river restoration and
do not support golf course remodeling,

12381

2. The State of California’s and federal monetary sources shall be made more apparent
and transparent in the Restore Upper Truckee River project. The federal and state [338.3
governments should not be using tax dollars to support a golf course improvement in the
name of river restoration.

3. Reparding Alternative 2, the information listed under impacts to the wildlife, cultural,
recreation, ele. are really vague. There are comments such as, “observation is needed”
and “mitigation is required”. There should be more detailed information on what vour
"mitigation” is. [ don't see how you'll mitigate cutting 43 acres of habitat, forcing 1238-3
wildlife to residential neighborhoods, bisecting habitat and potentially increasing
vehicular traffic on Highway 89, How does one compensate for these outright losses and
impracts?

4. There is much emphasis put on the Tact that “volunteer trails will be removed.” There
is no discussion as to what measures will be taken to ensure that social trails do not get
reestablished, as is the case in most projects where no reasonable alternatives are given to
the social trail elimination. The reason why social trails are created is that this is the
route that people want to take because it gets them from Point A to Point B. What study
has been undertalen to question trail users of their desired pedestrian paths? If these
paths are removed, will users abandon the social trails or recreate them?

5. Ifind it inexcusable to remove and fragment 43 acres of wildlife habitat in Lake
Tahoe, as proposed in Altemnative 2. The Lake Tahoe watershed has a road built all
around the lake which prevents animals from safely navigating to an annual water
source, The Upper Truckee River habitat has been compromised with many roads and
development that have erased habitat and that prevents animals from safely navigating to
an annual water source, The project area of the Upper Truckes River is a critical habitat

1238-5
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and [urlher bsecting this halital 15 nol scceplable Lo the migratory birds, resident birds, 1233-5
Lzar, mule dear, marten, fox, raccoon, covete, slamk, ate, cant

. Dieres California State Parlis recopnize hiking, monntain biking snowshozing, and
cross-comtny slkding as recreation activities within the park? 1f so, they are not discusssed 1236-6
i 3.8-3,

7. In disoussion of 3.16-23, 1 the Stule 1s proposing Lo aliract more gollors as the prommse
of Altermafive 2, then impacts to local and regional circulation systems need o be

; : : : 12367
thoroughly evaluated. An evacuation plan shall address a situation on a busy holiday :
weekend where traffie on Higlreray 89 s at & standstill.

%, Public ttansportation to and from the solf eourse shall be discussad. | 12388

0 T do talze izane with wherz zome numbers are darivad from. 3.10-1 cites that
Altermabive 2 will huve 5,738 truck irips and Alternative 4 shall have 6,868 lruck irips.
Hews is this possill=? Where did this number come from? Do these mumbers incliude
logging truck trips ta log the 43 aoras, trock trips invalved in removing social trails, 1238-4
realigrung the golf cowrse, parking Lol paving, adding bridges, cte. of just a portion of this
work, Please make a mors detailed comparison in the Constction Scheduls,

[0, T the e purpese of this project is to “improve geomorphic processes, ecological
funetions, and habitat values of the Upper Trickes River,™ then Altamative 5 shall be the
prefarad alternative. Allermative 2 degrades ecological fimetioms and habitat values by
Bisecting habitat with biocide ridden law (o is not a native habitat to any animal an 173810
this planet) the obliteration of 43 acres of forast, pushing wildlife imto the urban interface
ame, und he disregard [or lking, mounian biking, cross-counlry skimg, and
sniowshoeing recreation oppartunitizs,

[1. T fonnd Table 2-3 in Vaolume T anreadallz sinee some columns had two answers,
some columng were laft blank and some colunins had numbers such as =6, 382 57 1t
wonlld be mice to redo Table 2-3: Upper Truckee River Restoration and Colf Clourse
Relocation Alternatives Comparison Uable and redistribats to the public.

13611

Sincerely.

Micols Zaborsky

Landscaps Architcel

384 Kiowa Urive

Soulh Lake Tahos, CA 96150
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Letter

1238 Nicole Zaborsky
Response November 15, 2010
1238-1 The commenter opposes combining golf course reconfiguration and river restoration as

parts of the same project. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy,
accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

1238-2 The commenter guestions funding under Alternative 2. See Master Response Section 3.7,
“Economics,” for a discussion of funding.

1238-3 The commenter believes that the impact discussions should be more detailed and
questions mitigation for impacts on wildlife habitat, traffic, cultural resources, and
recreation, but does not offer any specific facts related to inadequacies in the proposed
mitigation measures. See the following master responses:

» Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of wildlife
impacts;

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

» Master Response Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources,” for a discussion of impacts on
cultural resources.

Section 3.5, “Biological Resources”; Section 3.8, “Recreation”; Section 3.9, “Cultural
Resources”; and Section 3.10, “Transportation and Circulation,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS
all include detailed mitigation measures describing how impacts on each respective
resource area would be mitigated. For clarification, Alternative 2 would not increase
traffic on U.S. 50, reconfiguring the golf course is not expected to increase course use,
and only four additional staff members are expected to be required under Alternative 2.

The State CEQA Guidelines require that an EIR describe any feasible measures that
could minimize significant adverse impacts, and the measures are to be fully enforceable
through permit conditions, agreements, or other legally binding instruments (State CEQA
Guidelines, Section 15126.4[a]). Mitigation measures are not required for impacts that
are found to be less than significant. NEPA requires that an EIS identify relevant,
reasonable mitigation measures that are not already included in the project alternatives
that could avoid, minimize, rectify, reduce, eliminate or compensate for the project’s
adverse environmental effects (40 CFR 1502.14, 1502.16, 1508.8). Mitigation provided
in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS is consistent with these requirements.

1238-4 The commenter requests information about how volunteer trails will be managed. As
described in Chapter 2, “Project Alternatives,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, trail
management that occurs under existing conditions would continue under all alternatives.
Materials are available on-site to enable trail improvements as needed, and trails that
cause water quality and/or vegetation impacts would be removed. As discussed in Section
3.8, “Recreation,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, State Parks evaluated existing recreation use
of the study area through recreation surveys. See Master Response Section 3.5,
“Recreation,” for additional discussion of recreation access.
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1238-5 The commenter has concerns about wildlife habitat and movement corridors. See Master
Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of wildlife.

1238-6 The commenter questions the recreation activities addressed in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. As
described in Section 3.8, “Recreation” (page 3.8-11), of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, data
collected from the observation-based surveys also indicate that primary recreation uses of
the trails within Washoe Meadows SP are walking and hiking (39%), and bicycling
(36%). Jogging and horseback riding are also common uses. No data were collected
during periods of snow; however, cross-country ski and snowshoe tracks are also
commonly visible in the study area, as is illegal snowmobile activity (i.e., outside of the
concessionaire-operated track on the driving range).

1238-7 The commuter states that impacts on the local and regional circulation systems need to be
addressed if State Parks expects an increase in golf use. As discussed on page 3.10-16 of
the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, the traffic generated by golf course facilities created or remaining
under each alternative would be approximately the same as or less than current traffic.
For alternatives that would continue operation of an 18-hole, regulation-length course,
the number of golfers would also remain approximately the same as under existing
conditions. This conclusion is confirmed by the economic study conducted for the
EIR/EIS/EIS (Appendix E). Traffic from golf course employees would increase slightly
under Alternatives 2 and 4 and decrease under Alternatives 3 and 5. However, the
increase under Alternative 2 or Alternative 4 (i.e., up to four additional employees) would
generate fewer trips (i.e., eight daily trip ends) than the 100-trip minimum threshold
employed by TRPA. Based on the results of the economic study (Appendix E), regular
site traffic would be less than existing traffic under the alternatives that would eliminate
the golf course or provide a golf course with shorter or fewer holes. In each case, the net
traffic increase under regular conditions would be well below the minimum level
employed by TRPA to determine the need for a traffic impact analysis (i.e., less than 100
daily trips). Although a quantitative analysis of traffic related to golf course operations is
not presented, a qualitative comparison is discussed.

1238-8 The commenter states that public transportation needs to be addressed. As discussed in
Section 3.10, “Transportation, Parking, and Circulation,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS (page
3.10-10), existing transit service in the Tahoe Basin is provided by four publicly operated
transit systems, various tourist-oriented trolley services, and several privately operated
shuttle systems and taxi services. On the South Shore, the South Tahoe Area Transit
Authority operates the BlueGo Coordinated Transit System in portions of EI Dorado
County (Meyers and South Lake Tahoe) and in western Douglas County, Nevada.
BlueGo Route 40 runs along U.S. 50, North Upper Truckee Road, and Lake Tahoe
Boulevard from the transit center at the South Y (Emerald Bay Boulevard/Lake Tahoe
Boulevard) and continues along Lake Tahoe Boulevard to Stateline, Nevada. In addition
to this fixed-route service, the BlueGo system provides demand-responsive service within
Meyers and South Lake Tahoe. Because the project would not increase land use and
would have a very minor increase in employee trips (described in response to comment
1238-7), public transportation would not be affected. Additional text has been inserted
into Section 3.10, “Transportation, Parking, Circulation,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS and is
presented in Chapter 5, “Corrections and Revisions to the Draft EIR/EIS/EIS.”

1238-9 The commenter questions the truck numbers used in Section 3.10, “Transportation,
Parking, and Circulation,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. As discussed in the “Methods and
Assumptions” section, trucks would travel to and from the study area throughout the
construction phase. The amount of truck activity has been estimated based on a review of
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1238-10

1238-11

preliminary construction quantities for each element of the project alternatives. The
number of truckloads needed to accommodate identified quantities was estimated over
the construction season and spread throughout the typical construction day to forecast
hourly truck traffic.

From the standpoint of traffic impacts, large trucks have a disproportionate impact on
operating LOS and on impacts on roadway structure. The length and
acceleration/deceleration characteristics of large trucks exceed those of regular passenger
vehicles. Standard engineering practice is to convert each truck to a number of passenger
car equivalents (PCEs) and to use that adjusted volume in LOS calculations. PCE factors
range from 2.0 to 4.0; for this analysis, a PCE of 4.0 was assumed for each truck.

Tables and text listed in the “Preliminary Quantities” section under each alternative of
Chapter 2, “Project Alternatives,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS list the number of trucks
estimated for each alternative. To ensure that the magnitude of traffic impacts was not
underestimated, the analysis assumes the maximum probable concurrent employment on
the site and maximum concurrent truck activity as the construction traffic level.

The commenter has concerns about impacts on recreation and habitat. See Master
Response Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for a discussion of impacts on dispersed recreation;
see Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for additional discussion of
wildlife impacts.

The commenter requests an updated version of Table 2-3. This table was accurate, no
columns were blank, and the number referred to by the commenter as being shown as
“6,382 8” did not have an 8 and was shown correctly as 6,382.
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Upper Truckee River restoration and golf course 123 9
Liana Zambresky [lzambresky@att.net]

Sent: Monday, September 06, 2010 3:18 PM
Te:  Project, Upper Truckee

Diear Cynthia Walck
I have conzidered the 5 options regarding the Upper Truckee River Restoration and golf course.

I am very much opposed to Alternative 2, Restoration of a few acres along the river would be
offset by a much greater impact of the golf course on the other side of the river in the
environmentally sensitive land of the state parke It wall destroy the current wildlife corridor on
the north or west side of the river. The proximity of the new golf holes to what remains of the
lovely., natural meadow of the former Amacker Ranch will have a negative impact on native
animals and plant life by the nearmess of people. golf carts and other machinery. This altemative
greatly increases the areal influence of the golf course from what it is now.

Iam most in favor of Alternative 4. People enjoy coming to Tahoe to play golf and it's a pleasant

golf course the way it is. The banks of the Upper Truckees river could be easily stabilized in 1is Ll
present configuration.
I live on Wiew Circle, My house borders on the meadow of the Angora Creek Resforation
project. 510 million dollars was spent to restore Angora Creek and the meadow to more natural
states. Alternative 2 will destrov many acres of Washoe Meadows State Park for the sake of a
golf course. The lack of consistency within the Tahoe Basin regarding meadow management is
bewildering.
By the way, | am a golfer. | grew up playing golf courses at Pebble Beach. [ played in 3 US
Open goll toumaments. Until rather recently. Lhad a 0 handicap, Please note, T am a goller who
is opposed to Alternative 4!
Liana Zambresky
1151 View Circle
South Lake Tahoe
(530 577-4001
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Letter

1239 Liana Zambresky
Response September 6, 2010

1239-1 The commenter has concerns about impacts on wildlife under Alternative 2. See Master

Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.”
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UT restoration project 1240
Liana Zambresky [lzambresky@att.net]

Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 9:07 AM
Te:  Project, Upper Truckee

This s 1o let you know 1 am thoroughly opposed to alternative 2 of the Upper Truckee River
restoration project. This alternative will benefit the river at a great loss of open space in Washoe
Meadows. The benelit to the river 15 not as greal as the loss of open space, which would allow a
much larger footprint of the golf course and a greater impact of people and machines to the area,
The wildlife corrider there would be entirely disturbed.

[240-1
I am in favor of restoring Washoe Meadow which has been historically damaged for one reason
or another. I am in favor of altemative 4 for the golf course.
lam a golfer. [ grew up on the Monterey Peninsula. playing Pebble Beach golf courses. [ played
in 3 US Women's Open goll’ championships. 1 favor restoration of Washoe Meadows over the
expansion and new developement of the golf course.
Liana Zambresky
1151 View Circle
South Lake Tahoe
State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
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Letter

1240 Liana Zambresky
Response October 4, 2010

1240-1 The commenter has concerns about impacts on wildlife under Alternative 2. See Master

Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.”
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I Support Alternative 2 for the Upper Truckee

To:  Froject, Upper Truckes

I strongly urge that the Department of Parks and Recreation chocse
Alterpative 2 for the Upper Truckes River Restoraticnh §& Golf Course
Reconfiguration Projackt.

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

iz vital to habkitat, fish and Lake Tahoe.

By moving part of the golf course away from the river, Alternative & will
arrest this deterioration. Its a lasting solution that will benefit the
river, its fish and fishing, while presecving the 15-hole golf course for all
Lo enjay.
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Letter
F1 Miscellaneous Signatories (See Table 4-1)
Response

F1-1 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
F2 Miscellaneous Signatories (See Table 4-1)
Response

F2-1 The commenter’s 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
F3 Miscellaneous Signatories (See Table 4-1)
Response

F3-1 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.

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
Comments and Individual Responses 4-900 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS



SECTION D

Public Meetings

Upper Truckee River Restoration and State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-901 Comments and Individual Responses



This page intentionally left blank.

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
Comments and Individual Responses 4-902 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS



PM1

Verbatim Transcript ol

Advisory Planning Commission (APC)
October 13, 2010 Meeting
Agenda Item V: Committee and Public Comments

Transcribed by
Transcription by Trifox
a department of Trifox
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Advisory Planning Commission (APC)
October 13, 2000 Meeting Transcript
Agenda Item V: Committee and Public Comments

i Mote: [f"a poriion of the recording conld wet be ranscribed due be the quality of the recording or if the words conld
not be distiuguished. this kas deen indicated as follows: *{Incomprehensible}”. )

DONOHUE: What I'd like to do now is see if any APC members have any. say, clarifying
questions, and then I'd like to open it up to public comment snd then
comment back from APC members, So are there any guestions that you might
have for State Parks or Danielle or TRPA on this presentation and the draft
EIS? Yes, Mike.

GREENE: Where did you say the copies of the EIS are?

HUGHES: They're available on all these websites right here (Incomprehensible). ..
GREEMNL: O, T diddn't see that. Okay.

HUGHES: They're also available for you at the library. .

GREENL: Mo, [ just wanted the one for the TRPA. 1 dida’t look at that shide, sormy.
DONOHUE: R & b 8

GREENE: Yeah, [ probably should.

DOMNOHUE: [ think you have one already.
GREENE: Da1?
DOMNOHUE: It came in your APC packet, it should have. Okay, yes.

GARCIA: Yeah, it’s my, | thought | heard somewhere that at one point Altemnative Two
was the preferred alternative. and at some point that has changed and [ was P11
Just wondering the thought process that went into that.

WALCK: I can try to address that. Tt might be a better EDAW guestion. During the
NOPNOL process, we were asked by the public to not have a preferred
alternative as well as to add Alternative Five, and so that was during that
process,

GREENE: So. what are the recreational and economic differences between X and 3
‘cause [ gather in, in Allernative 2 wou've gol, vou're, vou're kind of

rebuilding the golf course and vou're going o have a full 18 hole golf course. P2
In three, you kind of intimated that there might be an 18 hole, but sounded
!
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like vou only had room for a @ hole, Um, and so there, there’s some, so

there’s some obvious recreational differences between these two altematives

and there's some economic differences for the state parks obviously. 5o, Phi1-2
what's the basic difference there becauvse il looks like Allenative 3 conl,
environmentally  does a lol more for what you want lo accomplish
environmentally?

WALCK: 'l take that one oo, 5o, Alternative 3 removes the, when we looked, when
you think back to that 194078 photo [ showed and we tried 1o point out the
meander belt, Alterpative 3 identified the portion. um, that’s outside the
meander belt. So that part of the goll course was identified as a portion that
could stay there. Um, but, it only leaves about fifty acres which leaves room
for either a 9 hole regulation course or a Par 3, very compact 18 hole course,
which is basically what we have across the street at Tahoe Paradise. So you
wouldn't be able to actually have an 18 hole regulation. regulation course.
Um, also, during the, the EIR process, um. based on public comments and
requests to know what, what is the difference between these altematives
economically, we went back to EDAW, amended their contract, and asked
them to hire an economist to look at these various alternatives and give us an
idea of what the difference would be, Um, during that process, and that, um,
is on your CD in one of the appendices, during that process, Alternative 3
came out to be virtwally non-viable. Is that a fair way to state it? Basically,
ume, Lo pay for the taxes, o pay for running the property, it would operate at,
cither at a loss, unless you assumed the best possible conditions, So when they
came back with the dreaft, they said 9 holes is completely unviable, and 1 said,
“Well wait, is it really?™. And so 1 said, “What if you assumed that you have
a person starting every five minutes, or however often you can gef a person on
the zolf course and you charge more than anything else in the region, can you
combine that with, can you give me a high'high, medivmdmedium?”’. So
medivm/mediom was like nght now they're assuming, you know, this is the
averags number of golfers that play at a9 hole golf course in a day and this is
the average amount they charze in the region. And that came out non-viabla,
So I said, “Can you give me medium with the most amount of players you
could have, can you give me medium with most amount you could possibly
charge and can you give me high/high?”. And the only one of those that came
out is, as potentially viable, was the high/high. So, unless, which is not really
a realistic assumption, so Altemmative 3 we really wouldn't be able to get
someons (¢ run thal as a concession,

GREENE: So, Altemative 3 will enly work if it's Alternative 37 PM1-3

WALCK: Yes. Alternative 2 really, and we didn™t know this going into it it was a full,
fully viable alternative, but during the IR process, as requested to do the
economic study, it really came out to be non-viable. So if you go to
Alternative 3, you may be going lo Allernative 5, or you may be going Lo,
we're just nol going 1o do anything.

=
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GREENE: And, so where does California State Parks sit in this? | mean they've got an
economic, wm, inlerest in this obvicwsly, because they make money on this, Phi1-4
right?

WALCK: Well, it"s, it"s only one of a number of our concerns, Soit, Imean L.

GREENE: Well. no, no. I'm just, I'm only talking about that particular part of the. .. 1
meean there’s a, there are a variety of concerns here obviously., There's
recreational concerns, there’s environmental concerns, there's community
coneerns, Se Um just talking about this, you know, is Califormia State Parks
prepared to lose this? Is that what T'm, [ guess, is mayhe is what ["'m asking.

PR1-5

WALCK: That won't e my decision, so Il have (o start there, bug it, it does averagse
SR00, 000 to 900,000 annually in income to state parks. Um, it does offset our
expensive running the D). L. Bliss and Emerald Bay at a loss. Um, bul, it's
really, it’s, it"s part of our mission, but it"s also, what, what was interesting to
me coming out of the economic study, because 1 know that from Parks' point
of view, but also 1 hadn’t really realized what it meant to the local sconomy.
So, that™s also a part of the picture.

GREENE: Yeah, and that's the, and then the next question [ have is, you've got 33,000
roungls of golf there, where are these 33,000 rounds going 1o go il , i that pa, PM1-5
that's closed?

WALCK: Don’t know that either, but | will say one thing, in our contract, our
concession contract, we specify, [ used to be a geomorphologist, [ just want
you guys all o know that, We specily the masimum amount they can charge.
Um, so it"s part of our mission to keep that golf course affordable. We don't
want it to be Edgewood, that a local person or. vou know. a normal person
coming up can, can't go and so | den't know where thev'll go. They'll
probably zo to Nerth Tahoe. They'll go to Gardnerville because we don't
have something comparable 1o that in thas region.

HUGHES: Yeah, that's what, that's what we came with, up with is that they'd just
disperse the route and probably more down, down the hill because of the costs
for Edgewood.

DONOHUE: Yes, Bob.

JEPSEN: Omestion on the upland vegetation, Why is Allemative 2°s so bad compared 1o PM1-T
the others?

HUGHES: Well, I I'd .. Alternanive 2 actually, um, there 15 extensive tree removal with
that alternative. So, um, vou know, we are limiting the, the larger trees that
we'll be removing, bul there, there is some extensive ree removal with thal.
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There will be, um, trees planted around the buffer area to predect from the, for
seenic mpacts, um, to the sumounding neighborhood, but there are, there s
some free removal with that.

DONOHUE:  Mary.

HUGGINS: Real ques. quick question. The revenue from the golf course, does that come
back to the Sierra District in its entirety or does that go to other areas of the | PM1-8
state park system?

WaALCK: It's a complicated process, but basically, and again I'm nol a manager, but,
umt, | know they, that Sacramento sets a revenue goal and our, our budget i3
based on, on that revenue and that, so ves, basically, it directly impacts how
much we have as a budget in this district. But. it does, it goes, goes there and
then comes back, so il doesn’L just stay,

DONOHUE: Yes, okay.

GARCIA: Have any other business plans been looked at for this, for the state parks, |
mean, mountain biking or something like that to bring in other forms of | FM1-8
revenue as opposed to moving the golf course?

HUGHES: S0 that would be, kind of, under Alternative 5, and that's where we, they
would actually go through a separate planning process. So, at this point, ne, it
would, you know, there’'s so many options. We've had the recreation
planning workshops in the past and, vou know, other, people have went from,
you know, campgrounds to cabins to, vou know, motor-cross, you know, all
over the place. So, you know, it really. it would be a, a separate study.

WALCEK: However, talking to our concessions: people, there 18 nothing that would
generate this level of revenue, | mean, our camperounds all operate at a loss,
Um, so, they, they, they, really, the biggest money makers in the state parks
system are this, this unil, Mero Bay with the golf course, Asilomar with the
conference center and Hearst Castle.

DONOHUE: (ther comments or questions from APC members? 1 have, 1 have a question,
urm, glad you're on this slide sill, Short term water quality in, um, almost all PM1-10
the allernatives, it has a significant adverse affect. I'm assuming, is that prior
to mitigation?

HUGHES: You know, we actually have a significant unavoidable with those, and there
will, there will be mitigation put in place to limit those, But, they're really
based on the turbidity standard in the basin which is a, a difficult standard to
meel during construction.  So, um, we wanied Lo just acknowledge that there,
there is, it's going to exceed that standard. Um, however, you know, it, there
will be mitigation put in place.
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WALCK: And vou have to Keep in mind that, that we're trying 1o be honest hare becanse
this turbidity standard being at 10 to 20 times background level, which is like
a quarter of an T, you can put vour finger in the water and make that much
turbidity, and so we will mitigate, we'll get it down te, you know, 10 or 20
NTU, but most projects are going o vielale that. Um, we use this as our
evaluation criteria, which is not normally used, but to use it in the strictest
sense. S0 we tried to actually interpret, interperatate, interpret. veah.

HUGHES: 'l add 1o that teo, So, you know, what we do plan (o doe is not affect the
beneficial uses of the river, so we will mitigate that level, so.

DONOHUE: Your honesty is refreshing. Rick.

ANGELOCCE  To address some of the things Chuck was bringing up, um, the loss of the golf
course would not only impact revenue to the state, but the local economy in | PMT-11
terms of about 6 million per year, is that correct?

HUGHES: Yes, that's correct,

ANGELOCCT:  Um, I'm wondering if, vou know, with 33 00 rounds of golf, which would be
disbursed without the golf course. is there any evaluation or thought about
VMT impacts? You know. it's a 45 minute drive te Genoa, for example. from
the South Shore, and those rounds would be, have (o go somewhers,

PM1-12

HIUIGHES: Um, T have to look inte that again to see if there’s really that much detail on
the, in the traffic analysis, but you know, [ would say the, the one thing with
those being disbursed is that in general, golf, um, golf course recreation has, is
ol a, a decreasing trend, so that™s one component of it A Lot of those peopls
do come from ouside of the area as well, 50 '8 not necessarily that those
people are going to be disbursed from this location to those places.

WALCK: [ believe 60% of, um, the, we, we surveyed Tor a couple of years just looking
at the zip codes of everybody that came, came to play zolf, and 60 o 68
percent, something like that, were out-of- town users.

ANGELOCCT: [ would agree with that, but the way vou characterize it is they drove from
ouiside the area (o play golf at the country club, [ think it’s more, they were in
Tahoe, and they weni to the golf course to play golf, Their primary destination
was not the golf course.

PM1-13

WALCK: I believe, and I'd have to look back at the economic study, she looked at the,
that 0% and then took a percentage of those being, so not saying that entire
G0 s coming here, a certain percentage of those, and we have talked to
people at the golf course who say [ come here because there’s an affordable
aolf course, it’s part of my vacation. That is obviously not the entire 60%., and
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the analyeis was not based in 31t being the entire 60%, but [ can’t tell you what
percentage it was.

DONOHUE: Okay, if there are no other questions or comments right now from APC
members, ['d like to open this up to the public for comment. What I'd like to
dois provide vou with three minuies unless you represent an organization. So,
if you represent an organization, please state the name of the organization and
I will adjust the timer from 3 to 3 minutes, And, so if there are any menmbers
of the public, and I would encourage you, T was al a meeting vesterday. This
is, this i3 your opporiunity o make comments in the dralt EIS so that they can
be responsive prior to the final EIS. The, the commission isn't making, taking
any action on this item today, We're just here to have comment on this
document. So are there members of the public wishing to speak? Please step
forward. State your name.

PAULSON: My name is Lynne Paulson from the Washoe Meadows Community. We're an
organization of people from throughout the state that want (o preserve the
integrity of Washoe Meadows State Park which faces devastation if the parks
department moves a golf course into the park, The proposal to move the golf
course 18 in conflict with California’s legislative statue and legal settlement
agreement of 1984 under which Washoe Meadows State Park was formed in
order to preserve the land and protect it from development. 'The land was
acquired by the state for the purpose of protecting an irreplaceable watershed
as well as wetlands, meadows, and wildlife habitat. A reading of these entire
documents clearly expresses the significance of the park’s valuable natural
resources and sensitive ecology. When the state first acquired the land, the
records show that there was a debate about whether to retain the golf course. Ii
was finally decided to allow to, it to continue on land that was classified as
state recreation area, which is an important distinetion from the classification
[rom the park. However, now the goll course interests are being maximized al
the expense of Washoe Meadows in open defiance of legislative protections
alforded to the park. I 15 our conlention that Allernative 2 will resull in
sionificant, unavoidable impacts to wildlife species and sensitive hiotic
habitats, thins in spring complexes. To aesthetics, users of the park will now
be confronted with the golf course, and to continued non-comsumptive
recreational activity in the park such a: hiking, bird-watching, botanizing,
snowshoeing, horseback riding and cross-country skiing. Some areas of
deficiency in the draft DIR/EIS include failure to address significant impacts
in proposed Alternative 2 such as the severe impact on recreational park users
when the park is fragmented and so many acres of the park will be within
close distance of the golf course. Also, the impact on wildlife habitat from
replacement of many acres of forest, meadow and wetlands with golf course,
the unegual quality of the land that is proposed for exchange as confirmed in
the Parks Department’s own general plan for Lake Valley Recreation Area
and consequences of allowing the complicated turf management practices of a
aolf course with all their herbicides, pesticides, fungicides, and fertilizers to

FM1-14
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be applied on sensitive land. It is, um, many of our members are golfers, and
we do not object to continuing with golf on the east side of the rver. We do
support river restoration, but we don’t think it should be combined with
maoving the golf course into the park and onto an additional stretch along the
river as outlhined in Alternative 2. The golf course should remain in, within the
boundaries of the State Recreation Area with a reconfigured 9 or 18 hole golf
codrse s mentioned in the description of Alternative 3. The economic
analysis has many unsubstantiated assumptions that will be pointed out in our
wrillen comments. Signilicantly, it doesn't address the reality of the current
and predicted continuing decline of goll’ as a recreational activily and it's
replacement with lower impact and family friendly sporls such as hiking,
river-rafting, bird-watching, and enjoyment of nature. We ask that vou
continue to review information related to the draft DIR/EIS because we will
have more detailed comments by the end of the comment period. The Phit-14
document is very lengthy. and it takes us a while to document all of cur | oAl
comments. And we've also been, our review of Alternative 2 has also been
impacted by a lengthy delay in the receipt of the detailed information on the
proposed golf course layout, Are vou sure you set that right, because 1, I'm
speaking for an organization and I've timed myself? As commissioners, the
people of California and Nevada rely on vour wisdom and judgment and
cuidance to fulfill TRPA’s mission to protect Lake Tahoe environment in a
way that benefits not just our current population, but also future generations.
You will, you will expect to receive most of our members’ comments in, in
writing because they have work and other responsibilities that do not allow
them to come to a meeting such as this. And T have a copy of my statement
and some pictures of the park and a letter written by one of our members that 1
would like the commission o have, Am [ supposed to give it (o a secretary?
Okay. Thank you.

DONOHUE: Thank you lor vour comments. Are there other members of the public who
would like Lo speak on this ilem? Alright, seeing none, I'd like o bring it back
o the commission.  Are there other members of the commission have any
other comments related o this item? Yes, Bob,

JEPSEN: Yeah, just a question. Are vou talking about the golf course, vou interviewed
the people plaving, did you ask them how many would come in if they went to | PM1-15
the short course or the nine hole course?

WALCEK: That was part of the questionnaire, and again this iz a small sampling, I'm not
going tor say it's a (Incomprehensible)... thank you, Basically, we were out
there for about 10 days per season over a couple of seasons, and basically, all
of them said that they would not play a shortened or a reduced area course. |
won't say all. | would say probably 3% responded that they would play a
reduced area course.

DOMNOHUE: Yes, Chuck.
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GREENE: I'm having a problem seeing how this 15 going to work, Um. I mean, vou've
oot an Alternative 3, which you've said the golf course won't work. Youo've
oot an Alternative 2, which is where you keep the golf course, um, but it has a PMA-16
lot of concerns as just demonstrated. And, T don’t see an alternative that's
going to solve that. | guess that’s my only comment.

DONOHUE: Comment o a question?
ANGELOCCT:  Just comment.
DONCOHUE: Yes, Rick,

ANGELOCCL:  You say that with, anyway. ah, reservation, um, | know that all of us received,
um, a letter from the League, Nicole Gurins, and I had a guestion for these
folks based on what [ read in the letter. Um, it appears at least in 3 or 4 places,
the letter ¢laams that Alternative 2 would be turning raw, undeveloped,
forested, vou know, they, they characterize it almost as pristine land, and it's
my understanding that the Alternative 2 relocation of the @ holes is going into
an area which was formally logged, was a quarry, ah, and is a disturbed area, |
happen to know the area and be out there, and 'm just, 'm just, am 1 correct
in that'!

PBAT-17

WALCK: Um, 50, you can see, two deeper quarry pits here. There’s a third down in
here. There's an asphalt brick dump down in here. Um. so pristine would not
be the word T would describe. T can say that to people that live there. it's
probably a very attractive backyard. 1t's a good place to live and recreate, um,
but it is a highly formerly disturbed. Amacker Ranch sits here, Um, I've seen
pictures of the drag races in the meadow, We've done some restoration of this
meadow. UUm, this was a large haul road coming in and oul. There's a sewer
lLine that was put in aclually anticipaling the development of this properly, and,
um, severs] generations of logging have occurred. And, we've been working
also, through the vears, on removing a lot of the old rog, logeing roads, um,
and recovering from second and third growth thickets of trees. We've been
doing a lot of thinning, but, um, it is a distorbed landscape. And one other
thing [ would point out iz, talking with wildlife biologists, it you look at the
greater Angora watershed, what veally fragments that watershed iz the
presence of the neighborhood much more so than the golf course. And, one of
the things we’ve really tried to do, looking at the relocation area, you can kind
of see the darker signature of this horseshoe in the bottom and that is upland
area, So that's kind of this area here coming up along this side, So vou're
going uphill as you go away from the rver.  Um, youwre leaving
(Incomprehensible).  You're going onto forested land, and so we've really
taken care with consideration and what the study arvea 18 o avodd sensitive
wildlife areas, sensitive cultural areas, and stay out of the zone of the river and
use to the maximum extent some of those disturbed lands.

Upper Truckee River Restoration and State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-911 Comments and Individual Responses



ANGELOCCL:  Thank you.

DOMNOHUE: Cindy, one of the things, um, we talked about a little bit vesterday when T was
cut on the site is in reference to the League’s letter and 1 think it references
cloze to 2,000 trees will be removed. Would be, if Parks were to go in there
and actually do forest restoration activities, what would be, you know, kind of
the offset in terms of how many trees might be removed in that activity versus Phi1-18
the relocation activity and also really, what, I mean there are a lol of dog hair
thickets oul there, um, they're nod saying that, the stands aren't in the best
shape. I'm just wondering if. T didn’t really see that thoroughly addressed in
the BIS. So, I'd, I'd like to see some comment back, um, regarding that,

WALCK: Um. I know that a certain percentage of those would be removed for our
forestry practices anyvway, but L [ can’t answer you, the percentage at this
time. But, we, we do recognize that the forest i, has a lot of thickets and that
includes, um, I think that number includes six inch DBH trees. And also, we
tried to estimate, um, what I will call conservatively, meaning that we tried to
aver-estimate to make sure that, veah,

HUGHES: There, in the Bio section, 1 think it is Section 3.5, the biolopical resources,
there's a tree removal impact discussion for each alternative.

DONOHUE: Alright, yes.
SPEAKER: (Incomprehensible) Yes, [ am.

GARCLA: Well this is an important issue to the Washoe Tribe, becanse, you know, we
haven't, it it"s not something we talk about publicly because they're sensitive
sites, bul there are cultural siles located on the properly. And, Alternative 2
would resull in impacts that can’t be miligated, vou know. [ understand that
with archaeclogy. the common way o do is Lo encapsulale the sites so thal
they aren’t destroved, but what you're destroying is the Washoe Tribes ahility
to access those sites when you do that,  And, um, you're taking away their
ability to take their children and their nieces and their nephews up there and
tell them, “Look around. Thig is where vour grandmothers came™. You know,
that’s something that just can’t be mitigated. And. so, um, we dispule the
finding that. you know. thal with the encapsulation, those effects can be
recduced toa less than substantial, or less than significant, and, um, you know,
[ just encourage a lod of dialog with the tribe, T haven't had a chance to talk
the res, Cultural Resources Committee about what would happen should
Alternative 2 be chosen. Obviously we're not in favor of that at this point. So.
ah. I just had to put that on the record.

PR1-15

DONOHUE: Thanks for those comments. Mr. Kuchmicki.
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KUCHNICKL  'Thank vou Mr. Chair. Um, [ take it that you've consulted your state legal
Attorney General’s office that this is actually legally feasible to transfer the | PMI-20
land from the state park,

WALCK: Yes, we've had extensive meetings with our legal staff and our Parks Planning
and Policy Commission that this can be done as this transfer of land. Uny one
of the things that comes up is that we have a zeneral plan for Lake Valley
State Recreation area. We do not have one for Washoe Meadows State Park.
When we built the clubhouse facility, um, we had 1o adopl that because that's
a large permanent structure. When we build trails, do vegelation changes,
those are not considered a permanent impact, or, or, you know, something thal
cannod be reversed. Um, if under any of the alternatives we actually have to do
a general plan amendment, um, the general plan calls for having an 18 hole
gol, regulation golf course. The general plan calls for restoring the river. Kind
of the same boat we're in with all of this. Um, and s how do we resolve that?
If we do Alternative 1 and do nothing, we don’t restore the river, we need o
amend the plan and say that we're going to let it go. I we do Allernative 2,
we would redefine the boundaries between the two units. The area that’s
restored along the river, the 40 some odd acres of riparian habitat that's
restored along the 6000 feet of river would become, um, state park, That area
would get a trail through it, would be open to public fishing and boating
which it is not now. And the area that is transferred into golf course would
become part of the SRA. the State Recreation Area. So, basically, those
boundaries for us recre, represent the management policies for those units,
um, but they're a continuous set of units that are both in our ownership.

KUCHNICKL  Okay, thanks, yeah, | just, you know, obvicusly that’s an important thing to
resolve so that vou don’t end up with a lawsuit right after vou move forward
with the preferred alternative. Another, [ had two more comments. The other
comment | had was relaled to the climate change impacts. And, T saw in there
that you suys addressed the emissions, um. which relates to climale change.
However, I would encourage looking al perhaps some more comprehensive
analysis of the climate change because you know, in the future, predictions are
that there’s going to be less water. 5o it seems like, you know, the different
alternatives relaie to that when you're talking about irrigating the golf course.
So. um, definitely those. the options or Alternatives 3 and 5 would have. ah, PM1-2
you know, benefits in the future by drawing less water. Um, and then, the
other comment that 1 have relates o, ah, we discussed the deep water. ah,
water quality problem for (Incomprehensible) particles, but T would encourage
also a discussion of near shore water quality and, which, for which nutrients
are more critical, Um, and, vou know, it seems like the management practices
that are involved on the golf course would have a big affect on that and, as
well, the geomorphology “cause when you restore the function to the dver,
you're raising the ground water, there maght, you might actually increase
nutrient load into the stream and to the lake. 50 1 would encourage the
analysis to take a look at that as well.
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Letter
PM1
Response

Advisory Planning Commission
October 13, 2010

PM1-1

PM1-2

PM1-3

PM1-4

PM1-5

PM1-6

PM1-7

The commenter requests a discussion of the process for determining 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.

The commenter asks about the recreational and economic differences between
Alternative 2 and Alternative 3. Recreation facilities under Alternative 2 would include
an 18-hole regulation golf course, a new public bridge across the golf course, 1.4 miles of
new designated trails, a new trail on the southeast side of the river, and dispersed
recreation within 527 acres of Washoe Meadows SP. Total annual revenue under
Alternative 2 is expected to be $2,809,000. Recreation facilities under Alternative 3
would include either a 9-hole regulation or an 18-hole executive golf course, no public
bridges across the golf course, no new trails, and dispersed recreation within the entire
620 acres of Washoe Meadows SP. Total annual revenue under Alternative 3 is expected
to be between $1,027,000 (low number of assumed rounds and low fees) and $1,698,000
(high number of assumed rounds and high fees) (HEC 2008:4 [Appendix E]).

The commenter asks whether Alternative 3 is feasible. See response to comment
AOBS-1.

The commenter asks about State Parks’ economic interest in implementing Alternative 5.
As described in Section 3.15, “Population and Housing, Socioeconomics, and
Environmental Justice,” in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, decommissioning and removing the
Lake Tahoe Golf Course under Alternative 5 could result in an annual loss of income to
State Parks of $881,000 (HEC 2008:3 [Appendix E]). Fiscal impacts on State Parks under
Alternative 5 would be adverse. Therefore, Alternative 5 is not State Parks’ proposed
Preferred Alternative.

The commenter asks about the feasibility of implementing Alternative 5. See responses to
comments PM1-4 and AOB8-1.

The commenter asks where golfers are expected to golf under Alternative 5. Although the
exact change in distribution of golfing under Alternative 5 is not known, it is expected
that the displaced golfers would visit various other golf courses in the area, and others
may choose to golf outside of the Lake Tahoe area. As described in Section 3.8,
“Recreation,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, approximately two-thirds of the golfers at the
Lake Tahoe Golf Course are visitors from outside the area, so it is expected that many of
these golfers would use other golf courses closer to home. Local golfers would likely use
multiple other golf courses in the South Lake Tahoe area. Therefore, the increased use of
any one golf course would be dispersed among other available golf courses.

The commenter asks about upland impacts of Alternative 2. As described in Section 3.5,
“Biological Resources,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, impacts on upland vegetation would be
greater under Alternative 2 than under Alternative 1 or Alternatives 3-5. Impacts on
upland vegetation under Alternative 2 are associated primarily with tree removal. See
Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of upland impacts.
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PM1-8

PM1-9

PM1-10

PM1-11

PM1-12

PM1-13

PM1-14

The commenter asks whether revenue from the golf course is distributed to the Sierra
District. See Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics.”

The commenter asks whether other plans for revenue have been considered by State
Parks. Other potential sources of revenue were not analyzed as part of the project. As
described in Chapter 2, “Project Alternatives,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, State Parks
would be able to embark on a new planning effort for the entire area at any time in the
future when it wishes to consider developing permanent facilities. This effort could
involve planning for the Washoe Meadows SP and Lake Valley SRA together or
separately. It could involve reclassifying land and considering a variety of actions related
to outdoor recreation and resource management (e.g., day use, picnicking, development
of multiuse trails, overnight tent and RV camping, group camping, cabins).

The commenter requests clarification of whether the potential short-term adverse effects
on water quality would be significant for all alternatives before mitigation. As described
in Section 3.4, “Geomorphology and Water Quality,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, only
Alternative 1 has a less-than-significant short-term risk of water quality degradation. All
of the action alternatives (Alternatives 2, 3, 4, and 5) have potentially significant adverse
water quality impacts (Impacts 3.4-6 and 3.4-7). Mitigation measures are identified for
both impacts under all action alternatives, but the impacts would be significant and
unavoidable after mitigation because of the strict water quality standard used in the
analysis.

The commenter correctly states that loss of the golf course would reduce revenue to the
State by $6 million per year. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy,
accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

The commenter asks whether impacts related to vehicle miles traveled by golfers driving
farther to other golf courses were analyzed for Alternative 3 or Alternative 5. As
described in Section 3.8, “Recreation,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, approximately two-
thirds of the golfers at the Lake Tahoe Golf Course are visitors from outside the area, so
it is expected that many of these golfers would use other golf courses closer to home.
Local golfers would likely use multiple other golf courses in the Lake Tahoe and Carson
City/Reno area. Therefore, the increased use of any one golf course would be dispersed
among other available golf courses. A specific analysis of changes to vehicle miles
traveled under Alternative 5 was not completed because the changes would be dispersed
and the specific destinations would be speculative.

The commenter’s characterization of golfers who choose Lake Tahoe Golf Course is
noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

The commenter states that Alternative 2 would be legally infeasible because it would be
in conflict with State Parks’ plans, policies, and regulations. The commenter is concerned
about impacts on biological resources, water quality, aesthetics, recreation access, and the
scope of the economic analysis. The commenter’s opposition for Alternative 2 is noted.
See the following master responses:

» Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of applicable plans,
policies, and regulations;

» Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of impacts on
biological resources; and
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PM1-15

PM1-16

PM1-17

PM1-18

PM1-19

PM1-20

PM1-21

» Master Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water
Quality,” for a discussion of water quality impacts.

Section 3.7, “Scenic Resources,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS and response to comment 16-3
discuss potential impacts on aesthetics in the study area. See also Master Response
Section 3.5, “Recreation,” for a discussion of recreation access; and Master Response
Section 3.7, “Economics,” for a discussion of the economic analysis. Appendix E, “Lake
Tahoe Golf Course Economic Feasibility Analysis,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS
acknowledges that the Lake Tahoe Golf Course has experienced declining gross revenues
since 1997.

The commenter asks whether the golfers interviewed were asked about playing at a 9-
hole golf course. As part of the golf course surveys conducted by State Parks in 2007 and
2008, golfers were asked about playing on a 9-hole golf course. Eighty percent of the
respondents said that they would not play a 9-hole course.

The commenter’s opinions about Alternatives 2 and 3 are noted. This comment does not
raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

The commenter asks about the condition of the land where golf course holes would be
relocated under Alternative 2. The commenter correctly states that the portion of the golf
course would be relocated in an area that has been previously logged and disturbed. This
comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the
draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

The commenter asks for clarification on the condition and number of trees that would be
removed under Alternative 2. The draft EIR/EIS/EIS addresses tree removal impacts as
they are defined by TRPA regulations. Mitigation measures for the respective alternatives
would reduce these impacts to a less-than-significant level under TRPA regulations, and
were developed in accordance with Chapter 71, Section 71.3.B and Chapters 30 and 77 of
the TRPA Code of Ordinances. The mitigation measures require preparation of a tree
removal and management plan and tree replacement plan by a qualified environmental
professional. The significance of this potential impact with and without mitigation
proposed was determined based on regulatory significance criteria described in the draft
EIR/EIS/EIS. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for additional
information.

The commenter expresses concern about potential impacts on cultural resources sites
under Alternative 2. See Master Response Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources.”

The commenter asks whether the Attorney General’s office has been consulted about the
legality of a land trade. State Parks’ legal counsel has been involved throughout the
planning process. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of
consistency with plan and policies.

The commenter is concerned that climate change was addressed only in terms of
emissions and not in relation to water demand. The commenter is also concerned about
water quality impacts on the lake, particularly nutrients from the golf course and raised
groundwater (because of stream restoration under Alternatives 2 and 3) that would
increase nutrient loads to the stream. See response to comment AOB20-2. See Master
Response Section 3.4, “Hydrology, Flooding, Geomorphology, and Water Quality,” for a
discussion of water quality impacts.
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surfers. They're protecting the coastline so that people can come and enjoy
that environment, and clearly, [ believe that’s what we're trying to do here in
the Tahoe Basin. Um, T don’t think that there’s a member represented by our
Chamber or a business in this Basin who's not a member of our Chamber who
would advocate that we don’t want to protect our environment. We all want to
protect this lake, that's just a given, and [ think we have to accept that and
honor that. But we also all understand as business people, that in ovder 1o have
a sustainable environment, we have to have a sustainable economy. The two
are linked and we can’t do one without the other. We've tried. We've seen
where 1's gotlen us o, So towards that end, we are urging both California
State Parks and the Governing Board to support Allernative 2. We believe this
is the best Alternative because first and foremost it achieves the
environniental improvements identified as a high priority in the EIP adopied
by this Board. Um. we’ve already seen and heard the reasons from many this
morning why this it a preat Alternative. And secondly, and more logically,
what you would have expected me w put as lirst would be that this iz a
winfwin for the economy as well. [ think each and every one of us knows we
have about 40% of our population living at or below poverty level. If vou take
under-emploved and unemployed, together, we're not at 17%, were probably
closer to 30%. We cannot afford to loose 168 jobs cut of this community. Nor
can we afford to loose 36 million dollas of income. If we want the
Jurisdictions to implement TMDL practices, they have to have a tax base to do
that from and this would further erode that tax base. It's a cost we can't
alford, and [ would say [ don’t believe the TRPA Governing Board can afford,
if we're serious about getting the threshold attainment that we want. T also
would be remizs if T didn’t mention the SES0.000 revenue to CalState Parks.
For those of us who live on the California side, we're all too familiar with
what almost happened last year to our state parks. Many of us fought very,
very havd to protect those state parks and keep them open. Clearly $880,000 {3
an important revenue stream (o the institution. We heard that from Dan Ray
this morning, we've heard it over here. Um, we need (o preserve that funding,
but T also want to mention that Washoe Meadows was one of the parks that
was on the list slated to be closed. 1 don’t think we want to risk that, and [
know we don’t want to risk the closure of other state parks that are important
to our tourism economy here, Not only do we loose the tourists, but we also
risk the, um, protection of those assets and perhaps further environmental
degradation of parks if they have to pull back their funding. So, I think there’s
a ripple effect here that we haven’t necessarily talked about this morning. So,
with that, T will, um, thank you for vour time this morning and we look
forward to hearing positive decision on Alternative 2.

PM2-33
o,

BIAGGL: Thank vou B. Scott Valentine and then Bob Anderson.
VALENTINE:  Hello, my pame is Scoit Valentine, I'm the head of the Earth Science

Deepariment at the Lake Tahoe Community College, and I like to start out by | PM2-34
saying that I'm not here to complain. I've been to enough public meetings to
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