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Letter 
I179 

Response 

 
JoAnn Robbins 
November 15, 2010 

 

I179-1 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.  

I179-2 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. 

I179-3 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. 

I179-4 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. 

I179-5 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. 

I179-6 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.” 

I179-7 The commenter lists rare plants found in the study area. See Master Response Section 
3.3, “Biological Resources.” 

I179-8 The commenter discusses potential impacts on habitat for bird species and habitat 
connectivity. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.” 

I179-9 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 I6-3 for a discussion of 
neighborhood screening. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a 
discussion of impacts on biological resources. 

I179-10 The comment reiterates sections of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS and various planning 
documents. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use.” 

I179-11 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 AOB8-6 for a discussion of the quarry;  

► response to comment I6-3 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. 

I179-12 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 
AOB8-1 for discussions about the selection of a proposed Preferred Alternative and about 
the public involvement process. 
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Letter 
I180 

Response 

 
Mike Robinson 
November 3, 2010 

 

I180-1 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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Letter 
I181 

Response 

 
Art Rodriguez 
October 7, 2010 

 

I181-1 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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Letter 
I182 

Response 

 
Michael Rogan 
October 13, 2010 

 

I182-1 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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Letter 
I183 

Response 

 
Patrick Ronan 
October 19, 2010 

 

I183-1 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 
I184 

Response 

 
Cookie Rork 
October 15, 2010 

 

I184-1 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 
I185 

Response 

 
Doug Rosner 
October 29, 2010 

 

I185-1 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 
I186 

Response 

 
Doug Ross 
September 22, 2010 

 

I186-1 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 
I187 

Response 

 
Doug Ross 
November 4, 2010 

 

I187-1 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 
I188 

Response 

 
Heather Ross 
November 2, 2010 

 

I188-1 The commenter questions 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. 

I188-2 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. 

I188-3 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 
I195 

Response 

 
Dorothy Salant 
September 19, 2010 

 

I195-1 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 
I189 

Response 

 
Ronald Rumble 
November 4, 2010 

 

I189-1 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 
I190 

Response 

 
Caleb Russell 
November 10, 2010 

 

I190-1 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. 
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Letter 
I191 

Response 

 
Glenn Russell 
November 12, 2010 

 

I191-1 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. 

I191-2 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.  

I191-3 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. 

I191-4 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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Letter 
I192 

Response 

 
Krissi Russell 
November 9, 2010 

 

I192-1 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.  

I192-2 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. 

I192-3 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. 

I192-4 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. 

I192-5 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.  

I192-6 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. 

I192-7 The commenter’s support for Alternative 3 is noted. 
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Letter 
I193 

Response 

 
Derek Rust 
October 12, 2010 

 

I193-1 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 
I194 

Response 

 
James L. Ryan 
October 18, 2010 

 

I194-1 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 
I196 

Response 

 
Dorothy Salant 
November 3, 2010 

 

I196-1 The commenter has concerns about recreation access under Alternative 2. See Master 
Response Section 3.5, “Recreation.” 
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Letter 
I197 

Response 

 
Jim Sanfelice 
November 10, 2010 

 

I197-1 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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Letter 
I198 

Response 

 
David and Andi Sannazzaro 
November 11, 2010 

 

I198-1 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.  



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-794 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 



Upper Truckee River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-795 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I199 

Response 

 
John Sattler 
September 22, 2010 

 

I199-1 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 
I200 

Response 

 
Natasha Kidman Schue 
October 21, 2010 

 

I200-1 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 
I201 

Response 

 
Karenina Schuller 
September 28, 2010 

 

I201-1 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 
I202 

Response 

 
Monica Sciuto 
October 20, 2010 

 

I202-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its economic value is noted. This 
comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the 
draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  
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Letter 
I203 

Response 

 
Janet Seidman-Domas 
September 2, 2010 

 

I203-1 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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Letter 
I204 

Response 

 
Coleen Shade 
October 6, 2010 

 

I204-1 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.  

I204-2 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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Letter 
I205 

Response 

 
Dick Shehadi 
October 12, 2010 

 

I205-1 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 
I206 

Response 

 
Dick and Wendy Shehadi 
September 5, 2010 

 

I206-1 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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Letter 
I207 

Response 

 
Lynda Shoshone 
November 15, 2010 

 

I207-1 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.  

I207-2  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.  

I207-3 The commenter has concerns about land use. See Master Response Section 3.2, “Land 
Use,” for a discussion of land exchange. 

I207-4 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.  

I207-5 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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Letter 
I208 

Response 

 
Fritz Siegethaler 
November 8, 2010 

 

I208-1 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.  
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Letter 
I209 

Response 

 
Lisa Sinizer 
November 14, 2010 

 

I209-1 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. 

I209-2 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. 

I209-3 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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Letter 
I210 

Response 

 
Carole Songey-Watson 
October 4, 2010 

 

I210-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 is noted. This comment does not raise issues 
regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-822 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 
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Letter 
I211 

Response 

 
Ron Spurrell 
August 25, 2010 

 

I211-1 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 River Restoration and  State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA 
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-825 Comments and Individual Responses 

 

Letter 
I212 

Response 

 
Jim Stamates 
November 9, 2010 

 

I212-1 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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Letter 
I213 

Response 

 
Kim Stephenson 
November 3, 2010 

 

I213-1 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 
I214 

Response 

 
Robert Stiles 
October 28, 2010 

 

I214-1 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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Letter 
I215 

Response 

 
Keri Strategier 
October 30, 2010 

 

I215-1 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 
I216 

Response 

 
Martha Sullivan 
September 4, 2010 

 

I216-1 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 
Quality,” for a discussion of water quality impacts; and 

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

I216-2 The commenter has concerns about impacts on wildlife habitat. See Master Response 
Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of wildlife. 

I216-3 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. 
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Letter 
I217 

Response 

 
Steve Szekely 
September 26, 2010 

 

I217-1 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 AOB8-1 for 
discussions of the selection of a proposed Preferred Alternative and of the public 
participation process.  
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Letter 
I218 

Response 

 
Shirley Taylor 
September 14, 2010 

 

I218-1 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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Letter 
I219 

Response 

 
Anne Thomas 
November 15, 2010 

 

I219-1 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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Letter 
I220 

Response 

 
Kirk Thompson 
September 1, 2010 

 

I220-1 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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Letter 
I221 

Response 

 
Kirk Thompson 
October 20, 2010 

 

I221-1 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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Letter 
I222 

Response 

 
Maddelyn Thran 
September 2, 2010 

 

I222-1 The commenter has concerns about impacts on wildlife. See Master Response Section 
3.3, “Biological Resources.” 
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Letter 
I223 

Response 

 
Jane Turney 
October 30, 2010 

 

I223-1 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 
I224 

Response 

 
John Upton 
October 29, 2010 

 

I224-1 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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Letter 
I225 

Response 

 
userramp 
August 24, 2010 

 

I225-1 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 
I226 

Response 

 
Scott Valentine 
October 17, 2010 

 

I226-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its water quality, riparian habitat, 
ecosystem, and economic value is noted. 

I226-2 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. 

I226-3 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.g., 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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Letter 
I227 

Response 

 
Cindy Van Arnum 
October 8, 2010 

 

I227-1 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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Letter 
I228 

Response 

 
Walter 
September 8, 2010 

 

I228-1 The commenter questions how Alternative 2 would be funded. See Master Response 
Section 3.7, “Economics.” 
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Letter 
I229 

Response 

 
Steve Weiss 
August 26, 2010 

 

I229-1 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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Letter 
I230 

Response 

 
Steve Weiss 
September 27, 2010 

 

I230-1 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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Letter 
I231 

Response 

 
John S. Williamson 
November 15, 2010 

 

I231-1 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.  
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Letter 
I232 

Response 

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

 

I232-1 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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Letter 
I233 

Response 

 
Matt Wilson 
October 7, 2010 

 

I233-1 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.  
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Letter 
I234 

Response 

 
Judy Witte 
October 31, 2010 

 

I234-1 The commenter’s support for Alternatives 2 and 4 is noted. This comment does not raise 
issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  
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Letter 
I235 

Response 

 
Russell Wright 
September 9, 2010 

 

I235-1 The commenter also states that downed trees and habitat along the Upper Truckee River 
present a hazard to paddlers. See response to comment I226-3 for a discussion of boating 
safety issues. 
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Letter 
I236 

Response 

 
Natalie Yanish 
October 29, 2010 

 

I236-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its economic value is noted. This 
comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the 
draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  
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Letter 
I237 

Response 

 
Steve Yonker 
October 2, 2010 

 

I237-1 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 
I238 

Response 

 
Nicole Zaborsky 
November 15, 2010 

 

I238-1 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.  

I238-2 The commenter questions funding under Alternative 2. See Master Response Section 3.7, 
“Economics,” for a discussion of funding. 

I238-3 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. 

I238-4 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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I238-5 The commenter has concerns about wildlife habitat and movement corridors. See Master 
Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of wildlife. 

I238-6 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). 

I238-7 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.  

I238-8 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 El 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 
I238-7), 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.” 

I238-9 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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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. 

I238-10 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. 

I238-11 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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Letter 
I239 

Response 

 
Liana Zambresky 
September 6, 2010 

 

I239-1 The commenter has concerns about impacts on wildlife under Alternative 2. See Master 
Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.” 
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Letter 
I240 

Response 

 
Liana Zambresky 
October 4, 2010 

 

I240-1 The commenter has concerns about impacts on wildlife under Alternative 2. See Master 
Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.” 
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SECTION C 
Form Letters 
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Letter 

F1 
Response 

 
Miscellaneous Signatories (See Table 4-1) 
 

 

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 
Response 

 
Miscellaneous Signatories (See Table 4-1) 
 

 

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 
Response 

 
Miscellaneous Signatories (See Table 4-1) 
 

 

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. 
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SECTION D 
Public Meetings 
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Letter 
PM1 

Response 

 
Advisory Planning Commission 
October 13, 2010 

 

PM1-1 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. 

PM1-2 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]). 

PM1-3 The commenter asks whether Alternative 3 is feasible. See response to comment 
AOB8-1. 

PM1-4 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. 

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

PM1-6 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. 

PM1-7 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. 



State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and  
Comments and Individual Responses 4-916 Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 

PM1-8 The commenter asks whether revenue from the golf course is distributed to the Sierra 
District. See Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics.” 

PM1-9 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).  

PM1-10 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.  

PM1-11 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.  

PM1-12 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.  

PM1-13 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.  

PM1-14 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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► 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 I6-3 
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.  

PM1-15 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.  

PM1-16 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.  

PM1-17 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.  

PM1-18 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. 

PM1-19 The commenter expresses concern about potential impacts on cultural resources sites 
under Alternative 2. See Master Response Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources.” 

PM1-20 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. 

PM1-21 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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