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VIIA. PUBLIC HEARINGS

A. Public Hearing for Comments on the Upper Trockee River Restoration and
Golf Course Reconfipuration Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement/Environmental — ITmpact
Statement (DEIR/DEIS/DELS), Lake Valley State Recreation Area and
Washoe Meadows State Park, Meyers, California

BIAGGI: What I'd like to do 18 open this up (o the Board, but at this time [ would really
ask the Board to limit your questions and "1l open this up again after we hear
public comment because we have a lot of folks here today. We have some
students who would like to gel back, U'm sure, to school just as quickly as they
possibly can.  And, ah, we've got a Fairly long list and vou know, people are
taking time out of then day, So, ['d ask that the Board, vou know, throw out
some, some really critical questions that you have and then hopefully we can
get back to this at some point after public comment. So, John, why don’t you
go ahead and start.

BRETERNITZ: 1 just want to make sure [ understand the process. After the environmental
work is done, does it go back to California Parks for them to select an | ppog
alternative that's proposed to the TRPA or how does that work?

BAY: {Incomprehensible)

BLAGGE: It wou could turn vour mic on and could vou also wdentify voursell again Dan,
even though [ just did.

RAY: L I'm Dan Ray., I'm the Chief of Planning for State Parks. At least. T think,
since we're the property owner, and would be the ones who would need Lo
initiate the project, T think, at the state side. We would certainly play the lead
role in certifying the EIR,  And, most if not all of the alternatives that are
under consideration would require us to amend the general plan for the Lake
Valley State Recreation Area. So, ouwr Commission would need to approve
that amendment. And. if we were to alter the boundaries between the
recreation ared and the state park al Washoe Meadows, they would need o be
involved in that process as well. Now, the Bureau, of course, would need 1o
take its own action. We would be coordinating with them. I'm sure, and with
vour staff. Clearly, we couldn’t go ahead without a permit from you. But, the
typical sequence would be we'd make a selection and then come to seek your
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approval. But, we would obviously be in coordination with your staff in that
Process,

BRETERNITZ:  The last sentence clarified it for me.

RAY: Thank you.

BIAGGI: Shelly.

ALDEAN: Dan, don’t go away. Um, will, will the anal, will an analysis be done Lo
determine the financial feasibility of undertaking this restoration work if the

golf course is either reduced or decommissioned given the fact that it
produces, what, $600,00H) in revenue to the state parks?

PM2-2

RAY: I think what would, there would be probably two steps to that. Um, one would
be a judzment initially by our director about whether, you know, she is willing
te forgo that revenoe at this lime. [ mean, @ no project allernative is alwayvs a
possibility, and just Tet the current conditions remain unlil there’s some reason
e have o change. Um, 1 think the other possibility woeuld be that we could
open a wider explovation of other uses of the recreation area for golf courses
and something that's, that people in the community want to see going ahead,
bt they want to see the restoration, LUm, we have a lot of demand for camping
and other cutdoor recreation opportunities in the Basin. Our camping sites fill
early, you know, and they're very difficult to get, and so [ think we would be
looking for ways we could meet that demand with properties we own in the
Basin, OF course, we've already got an approved campground Tor the Burten
Creek Site in our general plan for that area, so that”s another piece thal we put
in the mix, bul we certainly see the need for additional recreation facilities
here in the Tahoe Basin,

ALDEAN: I guess my question, mayhe [ didn’t, [ framed it in artfully. um, is, are, do you
have an identified source of funding for the restoration work. or would you be
relyving on the current income that the golf course generates to state parks to
finance that?

P23

RAY: I think Cindy has been working with others in terms of restoration funding
opportunities,

WALCK: Shelly right. Cindy Walck speaking again. Um, currently we have funding
once we select an alternative to go through the planning and permitting
process. We would then look for funding to do the restoration work, Um,
because of the priorities in the Basin, restoration funding has been fairly casy
Ly abtain, 've gol a goed track record of actually achieving other restoration
projects, 'm confident we could fund vestoration. | do not think we could
come up with the same type of grant funding to do stabilization, That does not
meet SEZ restoration goals, which are goals in most of these restoration

=
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grants. The funding for golf course relocation would be part of our, um, oor,
as | said, our lease is up with American Golf, We're waiting to go to a new
lease negotiation until we determine what altemnative, we can’t negotiate a 20
year lease and go, “"Oops, somry, you have a 9 hole golf course™ or “We're
closing the goll course™. So, we're wailing for the outcome of this, but that
winld be part of the negotiations is funding for this. And, one of the questions
['ve been asked iz, in this current economy, what if we can’t get them to
finance it? What | think we would do at that point is stay on a year-to-year
contract and wait until the economy shifts to a peint where we could negotiate
for, um. funding of relocation.

BIAGGI: Okay, onee again, we're rying 1o just do the eritical gquestions here, so let’s go
with Byron, Norma and Tennifer.
SHER: Well, at one time in a previous life, [ was Chair of the California Senate

Budget Committee that had jurisdiction over the California State Parks. We
used to review your budget annually, and I don't remember any discussion
about golf courses and the reliance of the Parks and Recreation on the
revennes from golf courses. So will yvou just remind, [ think vou said, is it,
how many golf courses does our, exist on, in the state parks?

P24

RAY: We have two courses now, We have Moro Bay and this one.

SHER: Yeah, veah, and do the revenues generated at the one here at Tahoe, are those
maonies used just within that, to maintain that park or are those monies shifted
to support other activities of the state park?

RAY: Well, all the revenue we earn goes in our state park revedving fund, and o, FMZ-5
together with the...

SHER: So, so, but there, would vou say there’s a net profit from that. that. used for
other purposes?

RAY: Well, [ think if vou really looked at the situation of parks here in Lake Tahoe,
and also in the Sierra Basin, what really i1s happening is earned, revenue that's
being eamed in other parts of the state parks system, primarily probably at
Southem Califormia beaches, is being shilled here because statewide we eamn
aboul 409 of our revenue from fees. We've gol Southern California districts
that actually tum a surplus. Here we're only generating 30% of our local, of
operating costs from revenue. and so there must be making up that difference
by having funds shifted in from elsewhere to help carry out operations and
mainfenance here. IFwe eamed less revenue here, it would actually pull other
money, moere meney away from other parts of the state or else it would requine
us to reduce maintenance and services here even further.

SHER: If the current proposition that the voters will be scling on next week passes,
you'll be swimming in money. won't vou?
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RAY: Well, vou know, there's a lot of people have different points of view on thal.
That would certainly meet our operating needs and it would provide additional
resowrces. It would be able For us to help address, what is a $1.2 billion dollar
backlog in defemed maintenance. So, while we would have revenue we need
to mieet current needs, we still would, you know, need to be paying attention
to what we can earn because we've got a very substantial backlog of deferred
maintenance, natural culture resource protection, facility modernization, water
and waste water systems, that 15 going to be well in excess of what they
would, the initiative would generage,

SHER: One final question, the, the presentation shows they currently generate
800,000 annually from the golf course. PM2-
RAY: That"s what 1 understand.

SHER: And, have vou done a calculation on if it were reduced 1o a nine hole golf
course, what the projected revenues would be, taking into account what other
kinds of revenues you mighl generate from camping and so forth il you
actually deo the restorstion allermatives?

Ph2-7

RAY: Well, Cindy looked at that, ‘cause it really, it would partly depend on what a
concessionaire would be willing to bid on a 9 hole course. So, we can't
completely estimate it, but they had done some evaluation of a 9 hole course,

WALCK: So. during the course of the EIR, we were asked to do an economic study. We
hired an independent, economic, economonist, economist, economist to
actually Toek at that. Um, during that study. it turned out that a 9 hole goll
course is marginally, if at all feasible. Basically, in order to run that golf co,
to i a9 hole golf course, um, would operate in any but the rosiest scenario
at a loss. (Incomprehensible) So we really couldn’t get anyone to, to bid on
that. When we went into this, we thought that would be an economically
feasible alternative. Bul, basically, T actually asked the consultant to go back
aned look al rosier assumptions because they came back and said s
unfeasible. So we asked them to look at what if you had a higher price than
anyene in the region charges for @ holes, and you had someone starting every
3 to 5 minutes or whatever that a full golf course would be. And. only under
those assumptions did it even begin to turn a profit, So, marginal on that.

SHER: Giotcha.
BIAGGI: Normma.

SANTIAGO: My questions are for Danielle, If vou eould please put up the slide that
showed Alternative 3. During the course of your discussion, you mentioned
some, um, accessib, T want (o talk aboul accessibility (o recreation, how
Alternative 3 impacts accessibility to recreation, and alse envirommental

P25
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improvements that are being evaluated in the EIS/EIR, EI whatever, EICD. I'm

sonry, but, wim, as far as, there are aveas that you had said that are disturbed | PM2-8
where the quarry is. and you said that there were not going to be any | Sont
environmental improvements done in those areas.

HUGHES: Yeah, under this alternative there's really no changes to Washoe Meadow
State Park. Um, | mean, they, they have done some minor fill with, when was
that, back in 20007

WALCK: We worked on one of the quarry pits. We did the fill from the lower west side
project to put 8GKH) yards back in that, but there’s still the adjacent quamry
pits and roads.  And, we've been working on pieces of Washoe Meadows
State Park as we acquire funding. but they would not be part of this project
under Alterative 3,

SANTLAGO: So when you look at the flood plain. and what we're trying to do with the
flood plain, if 'm understanding this correctly. do we see on that lower reach
some sorl of impact because we have a gquarry that's disturbed land, that as the Piiag
waters rise in that area, there might be some issues with that sediment coming
of f of the quarnry? T don't know if that's the right ques, [ know what I'm wying

to ask, but...
HUGHES: [ you want to answer that {Incomprehensible )7
WALCK: Norma, let me, let me try and take this up for Danielle. One of the things you

see as you go towards the southwest comner is the valley itself is narrowing
and the flood plain is much narrewer through there. So the gquarry is on, what 1
wontld call, old glacial outwash sediments, on a high, much higher terrace, So,
so the connectivity that you're seeing as far as erosion would be just upslope
erosion and, and delivery to, to the, the river, but you're really not flooding
that guarry ares, IUs, i°s, you're going, again, uphill as you go away from the
river. So, we do have a, problems with erosion on old roads, old logging
roads, hill slopes, the quarry area, but they're not really in the flocd plain,

SANTIAGO: Okay. so. okay then I'm going to relate that to a question with Alternative 2.
Ui, [ better do that because, um, Ul forget it. So when you go to Alternative
2 and vou're looking at, and T was trying to find that in the, in the Summary of
Impacts and Mitigation Measures, in your table, and | couldn’t quite get it
When vou lock al putling a goll course in that area. in lerms of the
environmental impacts of thal goll course, given that you're saying that

erosion goes uphill is it? Fe
WALCK: Downhill.
SANTIAGO:; Downhill, well, you said it's, it"s Kind of on a higher elevation. So 1 want 1o
understand the environmental impacts of that additional, vou know, segment
5
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of the golf course as vour moving that versus what you're sesing in
Alternative 3, where there’s no development at all in that particular one. T was PM2-10
kind of hard, it's kind of hard to read me, to see it through the matrix that | coni.
was looking al.

HUGHES: We've actually identified that as a benefit for upland erosion, so it's, it's
actually not impact, because vou're, for one we're putting in a drainage plan,
vou're, vou have additional vegetation in that area, so it's actually a benefit to

that area.

SANTIAGO: So the actual additional of the golf course is a benefit to that area in terms of | PMZ-11
what we're talking about, water quality and erosion control?

HUGHES: Erosion conirol, specifically, is what we, we call it ool in, But yes, the

drainage plan will help with the water quality as well.

SANTIAGO: Okay and. okay. so we have three of the major things that we're trying to
achieve as a result of that 2oll course being there., And then on the other side,
because we're removing, um, which is also true in Alternative 3, we're getling PMZ-12
away [rom the SEZ, what's where we have a major environmental benefil, is
that correct?

WalCK: i{Incomprehensible) Sorry. 1 just want to get back to the map [ had up. So just
looking at this, um, the area where the relocation would be, again, is Kind of
outside that golden brown color, and the SEZ zone narmows as vou go towards
the south, southwest because the valley itsell nammows. And. so ves, what that
dioes 15 it takes golf course out of SEZ, out of the meander belt, out of flood
plain and puts it on a little bit higher elevation and hizgher capability land.

SANTIAGO: Okay, and then again, if we can go back to Al and 1 appreciale your patience
with me Board, if we can zo back to Alternative 3, and so [ want to talk about
the threshold with regards to recreation and 1 believe that its alse covered in PME-13
the environmental document, An Accessibility to Recreation, Danielle, during
the time that you spoke, vou said that accessibility to other parts of the park as
a4 resull of this confliguration were going Lo be limited, or. .7

HUGHES: Mo, what | said is there's no recreation changes within Washoe Meadows
State Park under this altermative. The golf course bridges will be removed
under this alternative.  However, those are not available to the public
currently. They actually require, it's only for golf course use. There's safety
concerns because of the design of the golf course currently and, so they won't
need them under this alternative, so they'll just remove them.

SANTIAGO: So in terms of access to recreation, um, through the solf course, you know,
I'm not a golfer, God help me, God help the world if 1 ever become one, but,

if I'm looking at Alternative 3, I'm doing a day of golfing, okay. and [ now Pe= T
want to go out 1o the park. what would be the best way for me to get to the
0
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park? Would | then have to get intoe my car and move elsewhere, or, ['m PM-14
talking about accessibility in terms of the bigger scope of this availability to
recreation?

cont.

WALCK: Guess 1'm back on. Um, so, under Altermative 3, because all of the bridges are
undersized. they'd be removed. So, you would not have a bridge to cross over.
You'd have o go down, um, and access through the neighborhood, which is
the current aceess Tor Washos right now, so the southern end through, off the
end of Chilcothe, the northern end off of Lake Tahoe Boulevard, which is
actually off the top of the map, or through the neighborhood trails that border
the west side of the park. So, wm, bt you wouldn’t have a bridge under this
alternative.

SANTLIAGO: Okay, and then the bridges that were going to be removed, you'd have some
bridges there, but on Allemative 2 are all those brdges, you said removal of | gy g
six bridges, right? But 1 think that they, alternative, so you still have some
bridges right? Am | seeing that in the photograph?

WALCK: No, there’s five bridges cumrently on the river now, Under Alternative 2, 3
and 5, all five of those bridges go away because, again, they're all undersized.
Only under Allemaltive 2 i3 a new bridge constructed. Bridges now are about
ol feet long | believe. The new bridge would be about 130 feet long. It would
be designed actually to span the entire floed plain so you didn’t restrict flow.
But, it could be designed such that the trails come around the northern side or
on the southem side, skirt the edge of the goll course. The trails, public trails
as well as golf course tails could use that bridze and then immediately the
public trails would diverge on either side as they enter that golden zone, the
golden zone, the golden SESL zone on @ither side, and then e mto Country
Club Comer or into the Salt Mill Bike Path, And vou'd have those same trails
on the south side of the river only under Alternative 3.

SANTIAGO: And if T understand corvectly from the, from the document, vy removal of
those bridges, you're just further protecting those banks, or helping that flood PMIZ- 16
plain. flood plain as the banks overflow, right? Because right now you have
bridges that are undersized and they re further eroding the banks, right?

HUGHES: Yes, There, so on this one loo, you see some other bridges nght here, those
are existing bridges on a, it°s a very small, unnamed drainage. They're not the
same size of bridges that are on the upper Truckee River. Those are going Lo
remam, so those won't be touched at all.

SANTIAGO: Orkay. thank you.
BLAGGI: Jennifer.
MONTGOMERY: Thank you. Byron actually asked a couple of my questions. so you're off the

hook on some of those, Um, you indicated that it, it"s your belief that PM2-17
Alternative 2 actually has environmental benefits in terms of erosion and

Upper Truckee River Restoration and State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Final EIR/EIS/EIS 4-925 Comments and Individual Responses



water guality over envirenment, Altemative 3. Have you gquantified that

amaount?
HUGHES: Mo, it has not been guantified. and we're talking abouwt upland erosion, | FM2-17
specifically to this area that™s previously disturbed. onl,

MONTGOMERY: Okay, so we don’t really then know how many pounds would be changed
under each scenanio?

HUGHES: Mo

MONTGOMERY: Okay, Um, Norma brought up the question of access if Alternative 3 were (o
be adopied. Um, my understanding now, however, is that the public can’t go
through the goll course Lo access the lefl hand side properly. Sorry, T didn't | pss
get the names correct on that. So, the status qua really wouldn't change for the
public. They would have the exact same access under Alternative 3 as they
cwrently have, unless you're a golfer?

WaALCK: Yes, that"s correct under. under. .. oh, go ahead.

HUGHES: Actually, there is a litile bit of trail improvement ocour..,, with Alternative 3,
You can see this rail, right here, that’s running adjacent to the upper Truckee
River and that actually will connect to the Saw Mill Bike Trail up here and
Country Club Drive as well, so there 15 some.

WALCK: Bul no bridge aceess.

MONTGOMERY: Olkay. but. but the general public then would actually have better access under | ppzia
Altemative 3 than currently exists today or under Alternative 27

SPEAKER: Yes.

WALCK: Mo, they would have better access compared to woday under Allermative 3
becanse there would be a trail that parallels the viver on the south side of the
river. They would not have, however, the connectivity of a bridge which they
do not have currently. nor would they have under Alternative 3. So only under
Altemative 2 could we design a new long bridge that connects the two sides.

MONTGOMERY: And that new bridge would be available both to golfers and the public, or just

to the golfers? Mz
WALCK: Mo, and that's part of. .
RAY: Both to golfers and to the public, and that's one of the advantages in terms of
providing broader recreation on the site uider Alternative 2, We know, when
vou look at peaple’s recreation patterns in terms of hiking, they're loaking for
short twa, three mile loops they can do in about an hour, hour-and-a-half, and
B
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so that’s one of the advantages of putting the bridge in is that it opens more of
cur property in this area up to that kind of loop trail.

WALCK: So. 50, just to look at the map. We can tie around this northern tip of the golf
course,  You can come behind the tees becavse people hopefully aren’t
shooling backwards, although, T guess if T tried to hit something T could hit
someone behind me. Um. vou can loop behind the tees and actually design so
that the trails avoid safety issues. Y ou can, v, fence off the bridge itself, and
then as soon as yvou cross, that public trail would diverze, come through here,
tie in here. diverge. tie in here and in here, it crosses through the golf course
again throngh a gap that would be designed into the golf course so that peopls
coming from Chileothe following the river along the sewer line access road
that, the sewer easement that comes through the park here, would be able w
cross through the golf course or tie into the other side of the river.

MONTGOMERY: Okay, so just so I'm clear, under Alternative 2. both golfers and the public
would be allowed to use the bridge, which they are not today. Under

Alternative 3. there would not be a bridge, but the public would be allowed to PR
use anew trail which does not exist today?
WALCK: Both are correct,
MONTGOMERY: Okay, great! Thank vou. two other just very quick questions. Um, 1 know that
you locked at reducing it to 9 holes, did we look at, [ know the old course at
51 Andrews has 9 holes, but iU°s an ol and back so i0s 18, Dhidd we look at
that, did we analyze that sort of a use at the golf course?
Pai2-z2

HUGHES: Yes, we did, was actually, the reduced play. there’s an 18 hole option or. and
that would be re-circulating that basically.

MONTGOMERY: L sorry, [ didn't understand, but you mean playing the 9 holes twice?
HUGHES: Yes,
WAICK: Yes, that's part of the analysis, yes.

MONTGOMERY: Yeah, and, and actually, at the, at the old course at 56 Andrews, I'm not a
solfer, [ don't even know why [ know this, they actually have 18 holes, it's
not the same 9 holes, but it’s the same land. You share the land coming and | PM2-23
going with other golfers, which may require. you know. a level of golfing
skill, but, I certainly don't have it.

WALCK: Yeah, and I, Um not quite sure how that works, but [ can say that the
reduction in area to make room for the river leaves room only for 9 holes
however you want to play them, or it would leave roo, hol, room for an 18
hole executive course or a Par 3 course like is right across the streel al, um,
Tahoe Paradise.
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MONTGOMERY: Okay, and then, my last question was, the term “resource preservation” came
up as part of the state parks mission. When vou say “resource preservation™, is
that specific 1o natural resource preservation or what, whal do vou mean by
“resource preservalion™?

RAY: Well, in a unit like this, you know, natural resource preservation is the
primary opportunity, Obviously think about the other Tahoe units, vou know,
our role in maintaining some of the old mansions that are in Emerald Bay and
at Sugar Pine Point. The old nunes that we mantain, other historic sites,
Sutter’s Fort, vou know, old missions, we do a variety of historic sites around
the state as well as archeologically significant areas.

P2-24

MONTGOMERY: S0 natural resource and infrastruocture resource 7

RAY: Natural resources, 1 think of that as being natural resources and historic and
other cultural resources, archaeological sites, other areas,

MONTGOMERY: Okay, thank you,

BIAGGL Thank vou Board. I'd like to move into public comment now, and two items
before we start. I1"s very helpful if you can address your comments into the
context of the draft EIS. That’s why we're here today, Let us know what
vour, if you have issues with the draft EIS as it's prepared. How it can be, um,
made better in order to address the alternatives. So, that would be very
helpful both to the Board and for those who prepared the cont.., the draft EIS.
And then secondly, I'd just like to thank all of vou for your penmanship. 1 1
am actually able to read the list today and [ don’t think ["m going to embarrass
myself oo badly as 1 have in the past. So, with that I'd like to start with Kathy
Strain, and again we're going o be using the timing system that we have
previous and this is 3 minutes for mdividuals, 5 minutes for oreamzations and
LIOUps,

STREAIN: Hello, thank vou and good morning. My name is Kathy Strain. 'm a Senior
Science Specialist at Lake Tahoe Community College where [ teach a variety
of biology classes and also environmental science. Um, I'd like to starl by
saying that I whole heartedly and enthusiastzcally support Alternative No. 2.1
think it epitomizes exactly what environmental projects should be ahout,
working towards what's best for the environment while also keeping as many
people engaged and involved in the process as possible so they'll be willing to | pyzzs
participate again and work together in future environmental processes and
projecis. I think Alternative 2 is a win/win alternative. 10z a win for Washoe
Meadows State Parks because they're going 1o be training a very disturbed,
commen section of upland for a beautifully restored, rare piece of river
habitat, It's a win for the wildlife because it°s a creation of a continuous,
healthy, riparian habitat cormidor along the upper Truckee River. It's a win Ffor
water clarity with a slow down sinucus. curvy, functioning river that over-
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banks every few years to put clarity reducing sediments and nutrients that
come from, not only their stream banks, but also from those upland areas,
urban areas on to the meadow flood plain instead of Lake Tahoe. It's a win for
the community of South Lake Tahoe with the preservation of local jobs and
tourist doflars. Twenty thousand of those participants that come in to play golf
are from out-of-town. Um, and it"s also a win for outdoor recreation with the
coptinnance of an affordable regulation size 18 hole golf course, and also
those new hiking and biking trails aleng the restored upper Truckee River,
And, it's also & win for the California State Parks svstem and or the many
patrons of the California State Parks. I'd also like 1o say that [ excited about
the opportunity that Allernative 2 gives lo improving Lake Tahoe Golf Course
itself. The proposed new holes will be of a link style design where more
native stands of trees and shrubs along within the course fairways will be
offering greater wildlife corridors. There’s also a plan to go back and rework
those orginal 9 holes that can stay (o make them also more of a links design,
The idea of improving Lake Tahoe Golf Course is especially appealing (o me.
I've been working with the golf course since 2002 (o improve their
environmental practices, 1 hegan to work with them as part of my graduate
work at the University of Nevada Reno and as a result of our efforts, the
course became certified as an Audubon Cooperative Sanctuary through
Aundubon International in 2003, In order to be certified. we had 1o show
improvements, environmental improvements with projects in a vadety of
different areas including water quality, water conservation, wildlife habitat
managemeant. chemical use reduction and safety and ocutreach in education.
We continue to make improvements and we pet re-certified every 2 years.
Giolf courses have dramatically changed in recent yvears. Thev're much more
environmentally oriented than they used to be. With Alternative 2 and with
more environmental projects, with our re-certifications, it could become a
model for how golf courses can be integrated with environmental restoration
projects. Um, I'd also like (o just make a guick Little comment. There was an
arlicle aboul the use of rodenticides at Lake Tahoe Goll Course. And, T just
wanl o say that Lake Tahoe Goll Course does not use rodenticides, and. in
fact, they have a long standing amangement with Lake Tahoe Wildlife Care
that any trapped rodents are actually delivered to them and wsed to feed their
rehabilitated animals. And then, that’s about it for me, Thank vou very much.,
But. I'd also like to introduce some of these students. So, we have the next
few speakers are students from 7" and 8" grade Civics and English class. Ms.
Kanell's class at Saint Theresa's. Saint Theresa’s has an annoal Tundraiser
event at Lake Tahoe Golf Course every year, and their comments are part of a
class assignment to voice their opinions on this project. Thank you,

PMz-23
cont,

BIAGGL: Great, thank you. With that, we’ll move to Mikayla Heffner.
HEFFNER: For the Upper Truckee Restoration Project, | support Option #2. The

following is why [ support this option. First, Oplion #2 states the golf course | pmz.2s
will remain an 18 hole course. This would be 2ood for the local economy by
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bringing in nearly $6 million dollacs. Next, if the golf course remains as it is,
it will retadn 168 local jobs. Last, Option 2 will reduce fine sediment that is
input in our lake. If this sediment continues to oo into Lake Tahoe, our lake’s
clarity will go down. As the daughter of a small business owner in Meyers, I | puyoas
know how many tourists the golf course brings to Tahoe. | also realize how | cont
important this golf course is for other businesses in Lake Tahoe, Thank you
for your attention and time on this important matter.

BIAGGT: ‘ell done. And just for the record, that was Mikayla Heflner. Cambria
Kesler, and Cambria il vou could just identify voursell when you starl Lo talk,
that would be greal.

KESLER: Hi, I'm Cambria Kesler and 1 am an 8" grade student at Saint Theresa’s
school. When 1 say that Option 2 is the best option out of the 5 provided, [
speak not only for myself, but for the majority of my class as well. 1 think this
option i, [ like this option the most because it is preal compromise between
both golfers and all the people who want o restore the river and ultimately
help save our lake, With this plan, there will be no loss of anyv local jobs and
the annual revenue of %6 million dollars will stay intact. As an addition to this, | PM2-27
the local property value will improve. This way, the regulation 18 hole golf
course can stay and we can help, and we can save our lake and restore the
Truckee all at once. It is very important to keep the golf course because just
the golfl course alone provides 168 local jobs, either part time or full time, and
S800.000 to help keep parks open. These are just some of the obvious reasons
why Option 2 is the way to go. Thank vou =0 much for your time.

BLAGGI: Well done Cambria, thank you. £ack Fiston,

FISTON: Helle, 1 also support Number 2, It iz my belief that a solution to the fine
sediment problem is in Number 2. First, the Lake Tahoe Golf Course annually
creates almost 56 million dollars for our local economy. Il would be a major
economic blow il we Tost its revenue. Option 2 will allow the 18 hole course
to remain and possibly make it better. Second, Lake Tahoe's clarity is rapidly PiZ-28
declining. It is imperative we do something to decrease the river’s speed and
stabilize its banks. This way less fine sediment will flow into the lake, Option
2 will stabilize and restore over 37 acres of siream zone. Lasl, Option 2 will
create many new recreational opporiunities including a new foot path and a
bridge connecting the southeast and west sides of the river. Thank you.

BIAGGI: Thank you, Zack, and just for the record Judy, that's Zack Fiston. John
Garofalos, John, I take it, vou're not part of the Civies class here,

GAROFALOS:  That is. that 4s correct.
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BIAGGI: Assuming that we're done with the Civics class, I'd really like to thank all of
vou for taking the time to be here today and for vour analysis and you did a
areat job talking today.

GAROFALOS:  Okav. my name is John Garofalos and I am supporting Alternative 2, Um, the
reason for that is basically we have recreation and we also have restoration.
You currently have an 18 hole golf course which is making money for the
state parks, which is a desirable event for the state parks. You have in the
summer Ume in addiion (o goll, you have hiking, mountain biking, and
mountain bike riding and people go oul there and take photographs. In the
winter ime. there are people who go snowmobiling, cross-country skiing and
snowshoeing, Um, what T would like to do now is specifically focus on the
bridge ‘cause [ noticed it’s come up a couple of times and I think we should
focus on it a little bit more. Cwrently. there is a bridge that crosses the
Truckee rver that is used illegally by ceriain people who will remain
anonymous for obvious legal reasons. Um, but this bridge is used summer, | pyosg
winter, spring and fall, and the golf course itself hag taken to cutting off these
bridees by putting in a barrier in the winter time. With opportunity that we
have with Alternative 2 is we will have a access year arcund, so we will
actually increase your recreational activities becanse people now in the winter
time will be able to ski over these bridges. [ don't know if they're allowed to
snowmobile or not, but they will be able to go snowshoeing and hiking and
vou'll have a lot of activities that will be generated that are not generated now
in the winter time. People cross those bridees that exist now illegally, and that
is a very common activity. So [ heard you refer to the public doesn’t have
access, well, technically no, but they're cut there and they do it So removing
those bridges sited in Option 3 and Option 5 would be extremely unpopular
for the 1oss of those recreational activities. Okay, that's all. Thank you,

BIAGGI: Okay John, Wendy Shedadi.

SHEDADI: Good morning. My name’s Wendy Shedadi. T corrently, and have since 1976,
live on the 5" tee at Lake Tahoe Golf Course, and 1 commend the golf course
because we have been pood neighbors all of that time. I'm here today to
encourage vou (o accept and help develop, if vou can, Alternative 2. 1 do feel
that it is the best option for all of our neighborhood, as well as our
community. 1 just wanted to say one little thing that 1 included in the letter 1o
the Upper Truckee River Restoration System and the parks. Um. my hushand
is a golfer. T'm not, but we currently host a 3-day golf tournament annually, | PM2-30
It's the tenth vear this past summer of the golf tournament. [t's just a litle 3-
dayer for, um, where we invite 30 golfers to come and play and most of them
are from the Painted Desert Men’s Club in Las Vegas. And, um. they come
and bring their wives and play a couple of dayvs at Lake Tahoe Golf Course.
They have a barbeque at our house on one evening, but eat in local
restaurants. The wives who don’t golf, and some do, shop in the community.
Um, it has been a fun thing for us to do and a way o bring some folks to the
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community that perhaps woulda't come otherwise. They love that beautiful
little basin and can’t wail to come back every year. And so, um, that™s just
one of the small ways that the golf course is used. We, we strongly support the
control of erosion and the change of design necessary for Alternative 2. We
would oo, of course, and support 4 if we can’t find the money for 2, but
encourage #2. Um, the number of people enjoving this recreation of polf as
opposed 0 the number of people that are hiking and horseback riding in the
proposed area of relocation of the 9 holes far out paces the latter, and the | PMz-3
ripple effect on the economy should be reason enough. The bang for the buck | cont
in this state park is also compelling, and that should be an obligation it seems
lo us Lo this project. The area 15 also used in the winler time by walkers and
some bike riders in the fall after the golf course is closed for the seasom and in
the winter by cross-country skiers, which further enhances the public use. 1
hope you'll give serious consideration to our support for Alternatives 2 or 4
and make all the efforts that you can to get the funding o fully complete it as
gquickly as possible. Thanks for vour attention.

BIAGGH: Thank vou Wendy, Carl Fair, And after Carl will be Roger Pratt,

FAIR: Good morning. My name is Carl Fair. 1 have reviewed the draft of the
environmental impact study, as well as other information put out by the
project staff over the past few vears on the proposed California State Parks
project on the Upper Truckee River near the Lake Tahoe Golf Course. [ urge
vou to listen to the quiet majority, of which T am one. Many of us support the
project alternative that is going to be best for the river, the lake, and
preserving local jobs, which [ believe is Option #2. T am a Tahoe Paradise
tesident and business owner, and ['m also an avid golfer, [ think Alternative 2
is the best way to improve Lake Tahoe Golf Cowrse. 1 really like what
Alternative, Alternative 2 proposes, moving 9 holes across the river,
Although we loose 9 flal river holes, we will have the opporlunity to enjoy 9
new inleresting link style holes with elevation in the pines. We gel to keep 18
holes of golf, the river gets an opportunity Lo return 1o its natural slate, and
this means trout and wildlife will have a healthier place to live. Clearly,
Alternative 2 is a way to us to fix the erosion poing into the river and the lake,
improve the golf course and keep jobs, a pretty logical decision for me,

PR2-31

Thanks.
BIAGGL Thank you. Roger Prall and then B. Gorman.
PRATT: I'm Roger Pratt, I'm an avid golfer. I'm also a local businessman, and I'm an

envircnmentalist. Um, T lived in North Upper Truckee between 1999 and
2005, I've probably walked that meadow at least a thousand times with my
dogs. Yesterday, [ decided to po back and visit it again. And, leaving from | PM2-32
the community, up above the meadow, [ climbed the old trails that 1 had in the
past that are severely eroded in the last five years. Most of these are stupid
access Lo their sewer lines, but they're very eroded. They're flowing into the
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meadow. [ went to the guary where there was a restoration project done.
There's still plenty of building material there and there's erosion of a large
pile of sand. So. things have not gotten much better in the last five years. If
vou o0 200 yards above the golf course up the river, theres still increasing
degradation of the river with banks falling in. so things haven’t changed. Um,
it you move across an Alternative B and put the golf course in there, the
existing problems that are there will be mitigated. If vou don’t, they'll
continue to be a problem for you. As an avid golfer, Alternative 1 iz not
salisfactory 1o me because the course is old and needs 1o be rebuilt anyway. | pyogs
I's kind of antiquated. There's goll holes like green #6, 16, and 17 that are | oone

way overdue o be over-built and they're right on the niver, so you're gonna
have some work to do there to keep it as a golf course, Alteratives 3, 4 and 5,
obviously, as an avid golfer, [ would even want to play the course. So, your
revenue’s ponna diminish. Alternative 2, after walking through the meadow
again yesterday, would make an aftractive addition to geolfers and you'll
probably increagse golfing revenue because of the aesthetic benefits of the
improvement. So, I really believe Alternative 2 is a winfwin siluation, not
only for the environmentalists to protect the river, access to the community,
and also golfers would have a better round of golf. So, thank vou very much,

BIAGGI: Thank you. B, and then Scott Valentine,

GORMAN: Good morning Governing Board, Chair and Members. B, Gorman, President
and CEO of TahoeChamber.org representing over 750 businesses. We have
submitted a letter, which I will not bore vou by reading. T'll forego that. you
have it in the record. Tust start by saving, it is in support of Alternative #2.
Um, 1 wanied to just kind of share a thought that I've had recently. I attended
a Sustainable Tourism Conference, and had the opportunity to hear Jim
Mordarty speak. And, for those of you who don’t know, Jim is the founder
and the Execulive Director of the Surl Rider Foundation. And, he spoke
aboul two kinds of environmentalists, and [ think thal it ot touched me
because il's so relevant to whal we deal with here in the Basin all the time. He
talked about the big “E” environmentalist, and his assessment was that those
are the environmentalists who are professionals and that we should leave that P23
level of dialog to the professionals, And, [ think we've heard from those
professionals this morning and they've done an admirable job of laying oul
the facts for us. And, therefore, I don't think it's appropriate for myself to
comment on that. But then Jim spoke aboutl the little “e” environmentalists
and I love this term, and he called that a lifestyle environmentalist, And, 1
would propose that most of us in this room and in this Basin are probably the
little “'e" type of environmentalist,. We're a lifestyle environmentalist, We do
the right thing, we take our grocery bags to the grocery store, we recvele, we
try to ride ow bikes when we can, and we support whatever we can that
protecis this Basin, Um, and, I think that its relevant because the Surf Rider
Foundation says they want to use and protect the coastline. So, they're not
tryimg to protect it o it never has any recreational use, but rather they're
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understand that most of these are comprised of complaints because people
don't like or simply don't understand the benefit of change in their
community. The number of complaints at public meetings tvpically outweighs
the amount of support, which is misleading in 2 way in that it does not
accurately represent the community voice, 50 I make it a point to show up to
public meetings for projects that [ support, as well as those that [ don’t. 1 have
a degree in hydrology and ["ve worked on various river restoration projects
with the US Forest Service in the past. and [ fully understand the importance
of river restoration and, um, what it means for Lake Tahoe. I've read and
commented on the dralt EIR and T feel that there s, or there will be, an
observable and measurable improvement in waler gualily, fparian habilatl and
ecosystem conmectivity if this river segment is restored, Given this. it would
make sense for me as a restoration hydrologist and a non-golfer, to support the
full restoration of the river corridor associated with Alternative 5. However, |
also undersiand the social and economic significance the golf course has for
Lake Tahoe and for state parks which iz why I'm here in support of
Alternative 2. Even though 1 live within the city limits, | regularly recreate
within Washoe Meadows State Park. 1 do not play golf, but | undersiand the
importance of this type of recreation, 1 feel that land swap associated with
Alternative 2, that is moving the golf course cat of the stream environment
zone, and relocating it into the upland forest west of the river, is justified. The
ecologic importance of the stream cormidor and the adjacent meadow vastly
outweighs that of the upland parcel in question. which is, in my professional
opinion, is of poor quality, a poor quality habitat already degraded by the fact
that it was historically distorbed and it has never fully recovered. Um, Cindy
Walck, T think, pretty much shot down Alternative 3 saying that it was
economically not very viable, and Allernative 4, accepting Alternative 4
would be absolutely Tudicrous. This is an entirely too expensive option with
little or no secial or environmental benefit. There’s an exorbitant amount of
hiterature out there that shows that these type of band-aid methods as lar as
river restoration is concerned simply do not work. The TRPA is here Lo show
ug Lhat people can live and find balanee in their environment. Balaneing social
and economic and environmental goals is challenging, but it needs to be a
pricrity. Praject Alternative 2 is the only alternative that adequately does this,
and it should be the only logical choice for the TRPA and for the community
of South Lake Tahoe Don't short change our future by setiling for less
desirable alternatives. Let's do something right the first time, rather than
throw band-aids at our mistakes in the future. Please consider Allernative 2.
Thank you.

PM2-34
cont.

BIAGGI Thank you, Scott. Bob Anderson and then Lynne Paulson,

ANDERSON: I have some written copies of my statement so the Board can sing along. Good
morning, I'm Bob Anderson. ["m here to represent the Tahoe Area Sierra Club
today, First of all, we thank and compliment State Parks and its partner
agencies  for  confronting a  serious  problem  and  for providing  an

PMz-35
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environmental document that has a wealth of information. Such a wealth of
information that it is very hard to absorb and get through it This project really
has two elements: there's river restoration and there’s golf. And, we think
that first of all the river should be restored, period. Doing so would have many
benefits. It would be pood for the river in its own right. I would be good for
the state park, and it would be good for the clarity of Lake Tahoe. So we stand
firmly in favor of gver restoration, but golf is another matter. River
restoration will require some changes to golf, as you well know, because golf
encroaches on the river right now. Right now, Washoe Meadows State Park
does nol have a general plan, but Lake Valley Stale Recreation area, the goll
course does. Il also has a River Management Plan, and we like these plans.
These Plans call for restoration of the river and reduction of the golf course
area. These are Plans that are in place today, and we think that those Plans
should be implemented. Then we come to golf. But, first let me talk about the
absence of a state plan for Washoe Meadows State Park. Under state
regulations, it"s impermisgible (o permanently commit the resources of a state
park unit without a peneral plan. Well, building a goll course and a bridge
would do exactly that, permanently commit resources of the park. A general
plan for the park must be completed hefore any proposal to build a golf course
or any other use of the park. In other words, proceeding with Alternative 2
will only delay restoration of the rver. On the other hand, Alternative 3 can be
pursued, and that will provide for the most expeditious way not only to restore | s ae
the river but also to pursue many of TRPA's thresholds. Now after a general | oy

planning process for Washoe Meadows State Park, if the results embrace
expanded golf, then it could be legally pursued at that time. Now TRPA's
responsibilities are about thresholds, a broad range of thresholds, and those
nine were put up on the screen today and you're very familiar with them.
TRPA’s responsibility is not golf. It's not the economics or the politics of
golf, and it"s not the budget of state parks. TRPA should rank and consider the
allernatives according o their environmental impacts. In other words, their
pursuil of TRPA's thresholds. As described in the environmental document,
Allernative 5. lull river restoration with poll course removal, is the best
environmental alternative. The next best environmental alternative is
Alternative 3, full river restoration of golf reduced on the east side of the river.
Alternative 2, we believe, 15 legally infeasible because: it does not comport
with a mission of state parks; the settlement agreement and the statutes, state
statutes leading to the acquisiion of Washoe Meadow State Park: the adopted
and published purpose of Washoe Meadow State Park: and, regulations that
preciude the permanent commitment of park resources in the absence of a
general plan, On the merits, Alternative 3 is superior to Alternative 2. In my
statement, 've listed ten of these reasons, manv of which relate to TRPA's
thresholds. 'm not gonna go theough each of these ten, but I'm gonna
mention one of them. It's number six on mv st And this is about opportunity
costs. There's been much said about how Alternative 2 would improve the
situation on the west side of the river because part of it is a disturbed area.
Well, that's comparing the wrong things, That disturbed zone ought to be
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rehabilitated and restored and its ercsion reduced in the absence of a polf
course. It doesn't take Alternative 2 to fix whatever 15 wrong on the disturbed
part of the park on the west side of the river.

BIAGGL Bob, your time is up, is up. Can vou wrap it up. please?
ANDERSON: [= this, do [ have five minutes. This is an ovganization.

Ph2-35
BIAGGI: Yes, you did. cant

ANDERSON: Alright, let me just wrap up. In conclusion, the Tahoe Area Sierra Club
supportly, strongly opposes Allernative 2. supporls Allernatives 3 and 5. We
urge TRPA to find the LIS inadeguate because Alternative 2 s legally
infeasible. Only Alternatives 3 and 5 can lead to the expeditious restoration of
the river. Alternative 5 is the best environmentally, but we think Alternative 3
is the best balance of all the interests. Thank you.

BIAGGL Thank you, Bob. Lynne Paulson, and then Carol Daum afier that,

PAULSON; My name is Lynne Paulson. | support river restoration, as well as preservation
of the integrity of Washoe Meadows State Park, which faces devastation if
Alternative 2 is chesen. Like the League to Save Lake Tahoe, I support
Alternative 3 or a new alternative that combines river restoration with golf at
ancther location other than the pak. According to the Sacramento Bee on
Sunday, October 17", among the ten largest State Park Systems, only
California and Massachusetts lack a dedicated funding source. The State Park
System budget issues are at a huge scale bevond anything involving Washoe
Meadows State Park and Lake Valley State Recreation area. Washoe Meadow
State Park should not be held responsible for fixing much larger budget issues.
The California State Park System’s statistical report for 2008 and 2009, which
is available on their website online, indicates that revenue [rom Lake Valley
State Recreation Area was not in the top 5 or 10, but was 46" among
California State Park System properties. The disconnect in ranking [rom what | PM2-35
vou heard previously is because that ranking of 3 only referred to concession
revenue and parks actually get revenue from many other sources. So in that
same stafistical report, the revenue from state, Lake Valley State Recreation
Area represents about a half of a percent of the $80 million dollar annual field
revenue as reported in the actual column in the governor's budgel. We really
should not sacrifice Washoe Meadow State Park for such a trivial increase in
revenues in the State Parks System. The economic analyvsis that is part of the
draft EIR has many accounting illusions and inadequacies that are part of a
pattern of biased analysis that narrows the scope and cheices so that only
Alternate 2 appears feasible. Significantly, the economic analysiz doesn’t
address the reality of the current and predicted decline in golf as a recreational
activity, and the continuing increase in lower impact and family friendly
sports such as hiking, river rafting, bird-watching and enjovment of nature.
Some assumptions in economic analysis for estimates of Lake Tahoe Golf
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Course generated visitors are unsupportable. Even if the estimates ave true, the
supposed 36 million dollars per vear of additional revenue would represent a
miniscule amount of the $1.2 hillion income owned by residents of Take
Tahoe region directly attributable to tourist expenditures. The California State
Parks Foundation recently sent out a membership renewal notice. The
envelope is stamped, “Our parks are not for sale.” Please do not support the | pyoss
short-sited and self-serving project Alternative 2 that would in effect sell off | pont
Washoe Meadow State Park which is part of Tahoe™s natural heritage and our
children’s legacy. As Governing Board members, the people of California and
Nevada rely on your wisdom, judgment, and guidance to fulfill TRPA's
mission lo protect the Lake Tahoe environment in a way thal benefits future
penerations of Tahoe visitors and residents. Thank you, and [ have, like a copy
of my statement passed out.

BIAGGIE: That"s fine, thank you, Carol, and after that Patricia Handal. While Carol 13
coming up, I'd just like to remind everyone that the comment period 18 open
until Movember E”', and you're welcome o submil wrillen comments as well
that will be considered.

DATLIM: Good moming. My name 15 Carol Daum, | was born here in South Lake
Tahoe, and we ave radsing our children here. We love the lake. LIt was
rvefreshing to attend a few of the EIPAS0 CalParks presentations, realizing that
they did their homework and see the hig picture for Tahoe. It was. 1 was most
impressed with the proactive approach in exposing the problem of dumping
16 dump truck loads of sediment into the lake annually, and finding solutions,
including money. Alternative 2 is the most efficient solution to help the entire
Basin, positively impacting our environment, our parks, recreation and the
economy in a positive way, a quad triple bottom line. Please choose to be
proactive, responsible and efficient and support Option 2. While we have the
one Ume partial money available which would not support Alternative 3 or 5,
il T understand it correctly, and it won't get the rver restoration done in a
more imely manner. Please restore the river and the goll course, both for

Lake Tahoe. Thank vou.

PM2-37

BIAGGI: Thank vou Patricia Handal and then Harold Anino.

HANDAL: Good day. My name is Patncia Handal. and 1 have a house on Mountain
Meadosw Drive which borders on Washoe Meadows State Park. Golling is on
the decline, To me the question should not be how to make the golf course
better or attract more members, but what should we be doing with the property
in the future for up and coming generations. In 2006 there was a community | ppz-s
opposition to this project. Many good suggestions and alternatives were
offered by community members. They were all discounted and ignorved, but
my scope is nof to talk about or rehash these valid issues. 1 want o focus on
the wildlife. First, a large area of the park was designated a wildlife refuge in
1984, Many species of animals call this their home. The park is sumrounded by
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the area that was devastated by the Anpora fire in 2007, Since that time, many
animals were displaced. have now created their habitats in the park and they
do call it home. 've lived in my house for coming upon 20 years, and ["ve
observed many changes with the wildlife populations due to various Factors.
But, the most significant changes have occurred since the fire. Where bear
vigits were once every 2 to 3 weeks, the past 2 summers they have been 4 (o 3
times a week, Um, in addition, there’s been a resurgence of raccoons, deer,
rabbits, and many types of birds that I've never seen before. If Alternative 2 is
instituted, the wildlife habitats will be [ragmented and disrupted. The animals
that currently live in the park will be forced into the residential areas, possibly
becoming threats, which ultimately could lead to their destruction. Eventually,
as the Angora fire area recovers, many animals will again migrate back into
that territory, but there will always be a population that calls Washoe | ppoas
Meadows State Park their home, My block has 10 houses on it.  This vear is | cont

the first time a house was sold since I've lived there, and we now have a new
neighbor. We're a very close-knit, tight commumnity. We watch out for each
other. We watch out collectively for the forest and for the wildlife. It vou've
recently driven down Mountain Meadow Drive, Dixie Mountain or Little
Bear, vou will see signs like this posted on every single property as well as at
the trailheads: “We oppose Alternative 2, We support restoration of the river,
with ancther alternative”™. We started a petition campaign recently and [ wall
not have all the petitions back until prior to November 8", but here, this is just
what I've collected. several hundred petitions. There’s between 15 or 8 on
each of these pages. So we've oot several hundred right here in opposition to
Alternative 2. T am speaking on behalf of myself and every resident on my
block, which T have heen authorized to do, and many others in the commumnity.

BIAGGI: Patricia your time is up...

HAMNDATL: T wall summarize.

BIAGGI: cccould you wrap it up please.

HANDAL; We are 100% supposed. opposed to Alternative 2. Reconfiguration by

definition means to change the shape or restructure, so by definition,
Adternative 2 cannol even be considered becanse it involves enlarging the size
of the golf course footprint. And. we who live adjacent to the park, we live in
harmony with our surroundings, we are best qualified Lo be the stewards of the
land and the animals and to speak on behalf of them, Alternative 2 is just plain | PM2-3
wrong, and needs to be thrown out, Perhaps focusing on how to promote the
wildlife refuge should be considered. In closing, if Alternative 2, there will be
unattended, unintended consequences that cannot be undone. Please consider
this information carefully and consider alternatives that do no increase the
footprint of the golf course. And | do thank vou for vour time.

BIAGGI: Thank vou. Harold Anino and then Rick Hopkins after that.
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HANDAL: Can I just hand out some of the posters that we have around town?

BIAGGI: Sure, yvou het.

HANDIAL: So, however you want to do it. {Incomprehensible) And the pictures of the
bears were taken (Incomprehensible),

BIAGGI: Ma'am, okay, we, we're inlo another person now, so, thank you.

ANING: Hi. I'm Harold Anino. I'm a local resident here, part of the community and

I'm here Lo voice my opinion and in support of Allernative 2. T believe il is not
only good for the lake, but for the river. ItUs eood for the wildlife, um, and it
also provides a great outlet for recreation. Probably one of several hundred
polfers in the community, one of several thousand in our state, and to me, |
play 80 to 100 rounds of golf each yvear, and the vast majority are on this golf
course. I1°s a greal recreation outlet. I°s a great social outlet. It is important
as is wildlife. The golf course 15 an integral parl of our community. They
raise, they raise funds for the local high school golf team. They support local
businesses who host their tournaments there, and they provide jobs. | don't
know if we're ever gonna have a convention center in this town, but if we do, | Pmz-40
one of the things that’s gonna be critical to supporting that convention center
is a golf course. 've spent 25 vears in business, attended several meetings and
every single one of them include a varied list of activities for participants in
the meetings, but every single meeting included golf as one of the activities.
Alternative 2 keeps the 18 hole golf course, provides hiking and hiking
opportunities, and it does help wildlife. The wildlife that migrated from the
burn area can also migrate into the restoved meadow area. So, um, [ don’t see
that, that changing the golf course arcund would impact wildlife in any
negative form, [ think it would be a positive. As far as U'm concerned,
Alternative 2 15 kind of a win/win and it's been stated here, bul I believe the
impact of the golf course is a positive on our community. Thank you.

BIAGGI: Thank vou. Rick Hopkins and then Bill Yeats.

HOPKINS: Mr. Chairman and members of the Board, thank vou for the ability to speak. |
am Dr. Rick Hopkins, Principal and Senior Conservation Biologist for Live
Ouak Associates, Inc.. an ecological consulting company with offices in San
Joge, Oakhurst, and Bakersfield. 1 also own a home bordering the wesl
boundary of Warsaw Meadow State Park, where [ regularly hike, mountain
bike and snowshoe. T also support full river restoration, While I've many | pyogs
concerns regarding the environmental document vou are reviewing, [ will
provide those in written form. | wish to speak on only two issues today, that
being the adverse effect that Alternative 2 will have on the fen or spring
complexes on the west side of the river, and on the regional movement of
various wildlite species along the west side of the river. Etfects T might add
are peculiar only 1o Alternative 2. As Alternative 3, 4 and 5 have no effects on
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the fen. And, Alternatives 3 and 5. and to a lesser extent 4, optimize wildlife
movement along the restored niver comidor and improve upland habatat, and
the important upland habitat to the west of the river. While the EIR/EIS does
note that Alternative 2 proposes to avoid direct effects on the spring
complexas, it poes on further to say because there is no design to the golf
course at this point, it cannot readily conclude that there will be no effect from
design operation and mainienance to the golf course. The challenge for the fen
by surrcunding them as proposed may result in no feasible, feasible way to
mitigate long term direct or indirect elfects. Encircling a sensitive resource
such as a fen, which 15 identified in TRPA's considerations, with human
dominated landscapes almost never work, and al the very least degrades them
from the baseline condition. The environmental document defers mitigation
and suggests the golf course design accommodate the sensitivity of the fen
habitat through design and avoidance measures, but the document provides no
real understanding if this is even feasible. The golf course in the end might
have o avoid constructing these four holes surrounding the fen (o ensure that
they do not result in long term significant, unavoidable impact, something not
anticipated by this document. Over the vears. 've specialized in conducting
connectivity of movement studies, particularly over very large landscapes, up
to 40,000 square kilometers using theoretically grounded and statistically
robust spatial tools. It 15 naive and overl, overly simplistic to suggest that
riparian areas are the only place that wildlife movement occurs. Alternative 2,
while it restores the river and incresses the functioning of the riparian
cormidor, including facilitating regional movement of some wildlite species, it
also constrainsg wildlite movement by expanding significant elements of golf
play on both sides of the river, something Alternative 2 and 3, 2.3 and 5 do
not do. The riparian areas provide important movement areas for the speci, for
various species, but many wildlife species move in areas other than riparian
arcas, They, they actually prefer more open habitats or they prefer the mosaic
of habitats that occur in the upland species, or the upland habitats.

PM2-41
conl

BIAGGI: Rick, your time 15 up, can [ ask you Lo wrap it up please.

HOPKINS: Yes, in summary, Alternative 2 has a much greater effect on important
comservation values than does Alternative 3, 4, and 3, and, as such, I urpe the
TRPA to recognize that this Alternative i nol consistent with their
stewardship mission. Thank vou.

BIAGGT: Bill. Bill, are vou representing a group, um, the Tah, the Washoe Meadows
community or are vou here as an individual?

YEATS: Yes, Um. U'm heve, my name is Bill Yeats. 'm here with the law firm of
Kennia Yeats ...

BIAGGT: Oy,
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YEATS: ..and I'm here on behalf of the Washoe Meadows community.
BIAGGT: We'll give you five then, thank vou.

YEATS: Thank vou wery much. Um, T guess I'd be remizs if | didn't encourage all
California residents here, if they haven't already voted by mail, to certainly
suppaort Proposition 21 to help state parks. [ think it's a very reasonable and
feasible way to support um, um, the legacy that was established some 100
years ago almost o restore these unique areas in California. Now, in regards
o the EIR/EIS/EIS and the unigue kind of three-headed hydna you have here,
because of the different laws involved and the unigue position that TRPA sits
in and its role and its enforcement of its environmental thresholds, vou know,
I'm having problems with what the document says and what vou were, what
you were presented with. Essentially you have five Alternatives, three of
which they've, State Parks has said are infeasible which raises the guestion
under the California Environmental Quality Act, well wail a4 minute, you're
supposed (0 put forward, you know, a reasonable range of feasible
alternatives. 5o if. in fact, Alternative 2 is not feasible because vou really
cannot find anyone to operate a 9 hole golf course, then you decision makers
and we the public have wasted our time reviewing this matter because it's not
feasible. Also. Alternative 4, because it really doesn’t do what vou want it to
do, which 15 to restore the natural, morphology of the whole thing, then, then
you won't get the necessary grant fund support for this project, so therefore
it"s not economically feasible. Alternative 5 for the reazons that it doesn’t PHZ-42
provide a polf course, even though it does all the things that vour threshold
and your policies and your plan encourage, which is the restoration of the
Upper Truckee River, it’s not feasible. So vou're lefi with Alternative 1,
which is the status quo base line conditions, and State Parks” proposal, which
veminds me of my days when [ used to be the lobbyist for the California
Coastal Commission, aboul three decades ago when Dan Ray and T also
worked for the Coastal Commission. Dan was in the north coast region and 1
was the state Commission's lobbvisl.  And. one of the problems we had
immediately after the passage of the *76 Coastal Act was dealing with State
Parks who historically placed most of their development on the seaward side
of Highway 1. And, we had policies in the Coastal Act that simply
discouraged development on the seaward side of Highway 1. And, 1 sat in
many meetings of the State Divector telling me how implementation of the
State Coastal Zone policies would not weork for State Parks. They had 1o have
their parking, they had to have their camping, they had to have all the stuff on
the seaward side because the public wouldn't take advantage of their state
park if all that stuff was on the landward side of the road, Now our policies
didn't give our Commission that much flexibility. They said “No, you're
ponna have to adjust your development plans to deal with that”. We were told
it was infeasible. Yet, if vou go 1o Salt Point in Sonoma County vou'll find, if
wvou can find a campsite through the reservation system, a very well operated
facility that doesn’t put all the development on the seaward side of Highway
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I. For the same reason, don't accept the project the project proponents’
standpoint that you can't have a smaller golf course and have river restoration
without adding additional development in Washoe State Park. And then, if
you look, remember, look at that picture again of Alternative 2, that donut
hole on one of their proposals, and then look back at the sensitive habitats,
that uncommon plant communities that is also a threshold that vou're
supposed o protect. Those fens, well they wrap a golf course around it, and
they don’t describe well what's there, gonna be the consequence of tha?
There izn'l a whole Tot of informalion aboul the fens in this environmental PMZ-42
document. The reason why is that even though they put this stuff on their map, | .
they don’t have anything other than a conceplual idea of where thal goll
course is gonna go, The details of where those holes are gonna go will be dealt
with later. The environmental consequences of those uncommon plant
communities will be addressed after you make vour decision on which
Alternative. To me, the best alternative that addresses wour threshold
capacities, addresses your plan for improving the natural morphology of the
stream 1% Allernative 3 under vour compact, under your regional plan in
camrying out vour threshold capacities. Please don’t do (Incomprehensible)
work for them. Do your job, protect Lake Tahoe. Thank you very much,

BIAGGI: Thank vou Bill. Terry Daniels and then Casey Blann.

DANIELS: Good afternoon Mr. Chairman. Governing Board. My name is Terry Damiels
and we do want to see the baseball game, 50 [ will he very brief. I've, I've
listened to this presentation twice now, [ did have an opportunity to attend one
of the outreach sessions, and L T, T"'m very impressed with the work that State
Parks has done, | think Cindy has done a really amazing job on this. And, |
also had an opportunity after listening to the presentation, to go for a walk in
this area that we're talking about where the nine holes would be moved to,
And, and I"ve lived here thifly some odd years, and I've done a lot of
recreating in the Washoe Parks area and before it was State Park owned. Um,
and, i's an old rock guarry, and it seems o me that rock quarries and dumps
and, um. you know, old reclaimed lands like that are perfect places to put golf
cotrses and it makes a lot of sense to me to restore the river. [ think that, you PME-43
know, we've spent millions and millions of dollars at East Cove, We've done
4, a tremendous amount of work behind the airport, and these are all towards
the mission of returning the dver (o it"s natural state. It makes a lot of senze o
me Lo, o continue down that path. Alternative 2, 1t just makes a lot of
commeon sense to me that that's, that's the direction we should be looking at,
It seems right for the economy. We don't want to loose this money. We don't
want to loose these jobs. It's certainly right for the environment, and T think
it"s right for the guality of life that vou've heard a lot of polfers here speak of.
I'm a golfer. | use that area substantially. And. and, it"s a wonderful golf
cowrse. Um, and [ think moving it and following up with Alternative 2 makes
a lot of sense to me. And, and T did just want to, um, offer my humble opinion
on Alternative 3. You know, Alternative 3, moving this 1o a 9 hole aolf
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cotrse, we won't use il. You know, these, these golfers here, um, that's not a
championship level polf course.  I's not something that we would be
interested in. We'll take, ah, we'll take our business to Genoa or Carson City

; P ; : PMz-43
or elsewhere. They will have a significant impact, and 1, T think that they're | ..
very accurate in that it will not be feasible, Alternative 3 won't work. So,
that’s my opinion anyway. Thank vou very much.

BIAGGI: Thank you. Casey, and then Andrew Strain.

BLANN: Good afternoon Board. Tt is afternoon now [ realize. My name's Casey Blann,
I'm a 29 year resident of Lake Tahoe, South Lake Tahoe and ['m here today
to encourage you to supporl Alternative 2. Now, we all feel it’s critical to
support the environmental profection of this lake, and doing so through any of
these projects makes great sense to me. So, totally in support of doing the
right thing environmentally. [ just want to speak to Alternative 2 is the only
Alternative which provides a long term, sustainable solution, excuse me, for
gquality golf recreation. Lake Tahoe Golf Course currently [ulfills a very
unique niche in terms of golf recreation here. It sits between the Edgewood | 500 4
and Incline high ends, and the backyvard or more city run courses in there and
around the lake, which is an important fact, It is a diversified recreation use
which does fulfill a very good point. We heard earlier that golf visits are
down, and 1 just want to speak to something that the same was said of skiing
many years ago. And. | just want to point out, | have firsthand knowledge that
last year, skiing had it's second best season ever. So these are mainly cyelical
things that do ebb and flow. In, finally, in supporting Alternative 2, it would
be supportive, diversified recreational opportunities for the long term benefit
of locals as well as tourists to the area. Thank you,

BIAGGIL Thank you, Andrew and then Joanne Robbins,

ETRAIN: Good alternoon Mr. Charman, members of the Board. Thank you, I'm
Andrew  Strain from Heavenly Mountain Resorl and fellow recreation
provider. I'm glad that Supervisor Montgomery brought up the example of
Saint Andrews and the link styvle course, I've been there a couple of times and
I can’t wait to go back, But, it does have actually shared greens on 14 of the
18 holes. ‘They're double greens and they're about 2-3 acres in size, and they
have separate fairways so that there i room for, you know, duffers like me
that spray the ball and nol sort of hit a Scotsman, which I'd rather not do. But
the point is, it Teal, it was a good analogy, too, because the link style that's
proposed for the new ming, link stvle designs tend to tread lightly on the
landscape for many reasons. And, this is a ereat opportunity for us to be more
like that under Alternative 2. The project itself represents a real opportunity
for all of us. The title of the project, and [ think it's properly named, is the
Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course Reconfiguration Project.
It's not “or”, it's “and”. The type of benefits that this project offers are
multiple, and there are multiple, as you've heard, threshold benefits including

PM2-45
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that. [ believe that Alternative 2 15 a well thought out design solution o a
pretty complex design problem that we've got to deal with right now, and 1t
will significantly improve it's environmental performance, similar to those
links courses that Supervisor Montgomery mentionad. There's not an infinite
amount of money to invest right now, we know that. Capital is scarce. This is
a cost effective solution. | would also tell vou from my experience here in
helping 1o assemble the EIP in the “90°s, this is exactly the type of project that
the EIP had hoped will come along. The original name of the EIF was the
IEIP, Integrated Environmental Improvement Program, and that's what this is.
You've heard today aboul waler guality benefits, stream zone benelits,
wildlife benefits, recreation benefits, and also economic and community
benefits. You have a willing project proponent.  You've got willing partners,
and you've got a regicnal EIP that places a high priovity on this very specific
project. We support Alternative 2. We hope that vou will oo, It will
accomplish the greatest amount of good on the ground. Thank you.

PME-43
cont.

BIAGGL: Thank yvou. Joanne and after that Dave Proberd or Probeet.

ROBBING: Good afternoon. My name is Joanne Robbins and T am a proud little “g®. 1
have owned a home in Scuth Lake Tahoe for thirty vears and have heen a
permanent resident for twenty-six vears. My husband and 1 left our careers to
live where the air 15 pine-scented, the wees are magestic and the water 18 clear.
We have lived in the neighborhood that will be most affected by Alternative 2
for seventeen years. My husband and T are in the state park most davs of the
yvear. We hike, ski. snowshoe and observe and photograph nature. If the golf
course is relocated o the state park, it will bisect the park. and make it
difficult for humans and animals to reach the viver. According to the EIR, this
area is where 71% of the low impact recreation in the park now cocurs. On
our mature walks, my husband and [ have observed many species of birds and
plants. We also have a family of bears that come to our yard from the park
regularly. My husband even saw a mule deer there recently. These animals
will all be affected by increased human activity. Relocation of the goll course PHz46
will forever change the character of the neighborhoods. The noise from
Highway 50 and Tahos Paradise Park has increased after the last two tree
thinning projects. If more than 2000 trees are removed, along with substantial
prading of the hill, the noise will increase immensely. Instead of Lstening (o
bird songs, we'll hear the sound of balls being hit, goll carts whizzing by,
proups of people talking and sprinklers going on during the might. Our view
will also change from a beautiful forest to monoculture grass covering a hill
once covered with lupine and other wild flowers. The natural springs that
occur all over the park will also disappear. T can’t express the joy that is found
in discovering cach wild flower as it appears in the spring or seeing a bird
veturning from its journey south. To me, this is guality recreation. If a golf
colrse is put in this precious place, it means hundreds of people will need to
gel in their cars to go recreate in some other place. To say that this is an equal
exchange of land is absurd, The Park Department’s own document on Lake
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Valley State Recreations says that the recreation area is affected by noise and
visual intrusions from Highway 50 and Lake Tahoe adrport, and affects almost
all areas potentially uwsed for, useful for interpretation. It also states that
Washoe Meadow State Park land is suitable for natural interpretation, nature
study, hiking and similar uses. These activities are better suited for the park
because of its relative distance from the golf cowse. The general plan also
states that because of misdirected balls, golf course activites severely limits
these types of activities. I'm also afraid some of these balls will make their
way o fragile protected, “protected areas™ of the park. For these reasons,
believe that Alternative 3 18 a much belter choice. Tt resiores the river,
preserves the precious resources in the park and still allows for golf on the
east side of the river, This is the real win/win, Thank you,

PMZ-46
cont,

BIAGGE Thank you. Dave Probert or Probeet and John Gooding. And just as a status
update, we've got about 17 others that wish 1o speak today, so. Dave. Is Dave
around? Alright, John.

GOODING: Cood afternoon Board, Thank you for letting me speak. My name is John
Gooding, 've been a resident of Lake Tahoe since, well for 36 years, since
1974, 1 plaved my first round of golf cut at the course in 1971 and since then
I've played hundreds of rounds there. The point 1'd like to make though and
my feclings are out of the five Alternatives that have been put up for
discossion. 1 believe that Allernative 1. no action. no project, would be the
best choice. It sounds. probably ridiculous, you know, just don’t do anything
and everything will be okay, but in reviewing these other Alternatives, 2, 3
and 5 idealistically and through noble and valiant efforts of many that want to
restore things as they once were 80 vears ago or 100 years ago, [ don’t see that
the golf course has had any affect on this. The river, is it a golf course issue or
a river issue? If it’s, the golf course is just there, the land was there before, if
it"s a river 1ssue. the meanderings and the siraizhtening and the carrying on of
debris and silt, let’s say you're going o move il diverl the niver back Lo the
way it was. You're gonna disturb the river all over again, causing tons more of
silt and debris to enter into the lake. And, how are you gonna change it? |
mean, even if vou make it this way, it already 15 this way, so you're just
making it this way somewhere else that way. I don’t see the benefit of moving
the rver, of accomplishing the desired results. The flood plain going from the
course down through the airport all the way o the lake, there it ig, vour
riparian habital has not been disturbed there teo much, other than the airport, 1
guess, But, vou have flooding that could cccur there and, and the flood plain
there and that would help with the silt and all the other debris. T want to make
a point that I helieve the river is a dynamic, and I know Cindy believes this
too, [ believe. The hydrologists all believe this. A viver has a dynamic, um,
character of iU's own. It it it has energy, it travels. It is naturally going to
erode banks, dver beds no matter who, who, who ies o change the flow of
it, how, whatever we do, it’s still going to happen naturally. So these
sediments and other debriz that falls from the sky, drops in, whatever 15 gonna

PMZAT
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be carned no matter what, no matter what man's disturbances are (o make it
perfect. 1don’t believe that can occur. I would, ah, 20 I'm against 2, 3, and 5.
I don’t see a need for it The river's already, just let the river do what it does
right now, naturally, and if it takes out part of the golf course, the
superintendent of the golf course or something will change the golf course.
And the bridges, the five bridges, they don’t impact the flow of the river at all,
thev’re on top, they're over it. Whether they're shorter or longer, | don’t see
that, I've played hundreds of rounds there, [ don™t see what affect it has on the
river at all. T would, um, ....

BIAGGT: John, your, your time 1s up so... DMiD.4T

conl
GOODING: Could [ just finish with one, .,

BIAGGI: Yo bet, sure.

GOODING: Two alternative, there could be many others. One alternative 13, if' vou're
worried about the clarity of the lake, build a plant closer down at the end of
the river's run to filtrate the water. My other alternative is do nothing other
than, no, change the course of the river, restore it, but leave the golf course as
it 15 and just mwwve it around wherever voo think that around would help,

Thank vou.
BIAGGI: Thank vou. Colleen Shade and then Greg Brown.
SHADE: Good afternoon. How are va'll doing? Ts this a shore zone hearing, no. [ just

have a couple, a couple of words because I don’t want to be too redundant
with what has already been stated. Vision for Lake Tahoe iz a big picture, and
that big picture is made up by all of these mosaic tiles, And, it's the detadl of
those tiles that, that help you to bring it back to that vision. And the vision for
TRPA 15 guided by your threshold goals, and waler guality is certainly one of
those, those details thal you need Lo pay attention to. And, people have talked
about how restoring the river will provide the waler guality benefils. You also
have fishery benefits and wildlife benefits with the project, and [ think even
those that have been up here saving that you shouldn’t move the golf course
agree that there are those benefits, One of the things that has not been really | pmz4a
talked about i3 another gection of tiles and that's recreation. Recreation is
identified as a threshold. It is identified ag an important piece of that balance
in the compacl for the Lake Tahoe region. And il’s not stated that it's
recreation that is provided by just our open forest, That is part of the mosaic,
but it"'s not the whole picture, Our recreation threshold talks about two things,
one of it has to do with the recreation experience, quality recreation
experience. My quality of recreation expedence may be hiking to Upper
Truckee Falls with nobody around, but somebody else’s may be hanging out
on Zepher Cove Beach on 4™ of July. That is their quality experience, and the
TRPA threshold does not distinguish between the two. It says that the plan
will provide for quality recreational experiences. The second piece of the
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recreation threshold has to do with reserving capadty for recreation. And, the
state parks, when they came into the Basin and had the opportunity to acquire
lands, they were creating the opportunity in the future to provide for
recreation. At that time it was not prescribed the type of recreation that was
aoing to be provided. Alternative 2 goes, gives you the opportunity to address
all of your thresholds including recreation and also providing the local
economy with another, not all, but another piece to that picture, to that mosaic
of sustaining these communities around Lake Tahoe, hoth environmentally,
economically, socially and aesthetically. Thanks.
BIAGGI: Thank you Colleen. Greg Brown; and afler Greg, Laurie Brazil.

PMz-a8
cont.

BROWN, Good afterncon, My name is Greg Brown, local resident, I'm a scientist, little
e environmentalist and a very indifferent golfer. Lived in Tahoe about 4
vears. Shortly after moving here, | was kayaking. came across the sediment
plume of the Upper Truckee and was guite appalled actually. It was very
distinet, very noticeable and my first thought was, “Where iz the TRPA when
yvou need them™? Because, by that time, | had heard many horror stories about
what they did or didn’t do and thought here’s a perfect example of what they
should be trying to take care of, Anyway, the economic situation of Tahoe is
an extremely important consideration in evaluating the different Alternatives
for several different reasons, mostly, because a financially strong community
has the time, energy and money for future environmental projects. An
economically strong community i undeniably desirable for a lot of other
reasons: crime, drugs, prosperity, ete. But, with a financially prosperous town, | PMZ-43
we can afford to do progressively, environmentally good projects. That's one
reason why I think keeping the golf course in this area is really important. Tt
really affects the economics of the area. Mevers 15 a nice place, but driving
through it, it does not look real prosperous. [ think that moving the golf course
there would be very detrimental to that whole area. | am very much in favor
of, of Alternative 2. 1 think il has a mix of environmentally sound activities,
restoring the rver, reducing the sediment bul alse al the same time, helping Lo
keep our communily economically strong. There's been a lot of really good
comments today, I've actually been very, um, surprised by the presentation by
the staff today and by the community comments. ['ll keep my comments. I'll
stop my comments now so we know, ['ll get out of here sooner, Thank you

very much.
BIAGGE Thank you. Laurie and then Nicole Gergans.
BRAZIL: I guess it's good afterncon now, my name is Laurie Brazil and 've lived,

worked and played at Lake Tahoe for 28 plus years besides wisiting and
camping here in my childhood. Recently [ retired with 30 plus vears in
education as a reading specialist from Douglas County Schools. 1 know you're | PM2-30
saving, “That can’t be, she’s way too voung,” and you would be correct, but |
digress. As well as having been an emplovee of the California State Parks at
Folsom Lake, Emerald Bay and T3 L. Bliss and additionally. 1 had the
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privilege to live several seasons in Vikings home. Having been a member of
the California State Parks Foundation, [ was able to work on the Council with
. Helen Henry Smith and the recently passed Bill Lane, a devoted advocate
for Lake Tahoe and the Founder of Sunszet Magazine. I have deep roots and
commitmeant to our environment and our lake, little e environmentalist. My
involvement in Soroptimist International, Boys and Girls Club, our schools
and several local charity fundraisers are testament to my dedication. My
attendance at outreach meetings has assured me that the proposal that allows
the holes 1o be moved o an area that will give Washoe Meadows State Park a
better piece of land will, in addition restore the river's meanders and Tood
plain, provide a bufler zone for the river which will eliminate the impact from
fertilizer mun off and thereby significantly improve the stream, wildlife and
meadow habitat, 1 feel that the best Alternative to the Upper Truckee River
project would be the proposed Alternative No. 2 in which the existing course
would be reconfigured o accommodate the Upper Truckee River and vet keep
one of the Cal Parks highest revenue penerating parks (o co-exist with P2-30
upgrades for Washoe Meadows. Not only are there direct jobs involved, but cont

this course affects quite a number of people, importantly the children of this
community, This course is the only affordable 18 hole championship one
available to our students, and it's their home course for high school events as
well as the site for Lake Tahoe Community College courses. As we continue
to promote healthy lifestyles and support for our youth, it is imperative to
keep this course in existence. Another major factor, of course, is that 56
million dollars i generated in supplementary income to our surrounding
community from the visitors who play and stay locally. And, a renovation
only adds additional interest to entice even more of the zolfing community
and a more sophisticated one probably as well. I come from an environmental
background and having worked for the Cal Parks for several yeas, so my
personal bent and professional one combined to make the only balanced
decision and that dove tails with your mission would be a win, is the public,
lor the public is Prop. #2. Allernative #2, the best choice for our community,
our economy. our environment. and most importantly our children. Thanks a

lot.
BIAGGL Thank vou. Nicole and then Jenny Hatch after that, Good morning Nicole,
GERGANS: Good morning. (Incomprehensible) For the record, Nicole Gergans on behalf

of the League to Save Lake Tahoe. Thank vou for the opportunity to provide
comments regarding the Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course
Reconfiguration Project, The efforts by California State Parks to restore a very
important section of the Upper Truckee River are very commendable. The PM2-51
League is a major advocate for the restoration of stream environment zones
and rivers as these ecosystemns, when healthy, provide important water gquality
benefits, wildlife and sensitive species habitat and proper flood plain and
hydralic, hydrologic function. In addition to supporting the restoration of
stream environment zones, the League is also a strong advocate for the
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conservation of upland park land which provides important wildlife habitat,
low impact recreational opportunities, scenic values and proper soil function.
Therefore the League is in strong support of Alternative 3, River Ecosystem
Restoration With Reduced Golf Play. This is clearly the preferred
environmental Alternative because it restores reaches of the Upper Truckee
River without further degrading additional acres of park land. Alternative 3
remaing environmentally superior to Alternative 2 because, while Alternative
2 does restore the mver and SEZ. it will impact a significant amount of
forested and sensitive land by relocating @ holes into Washoe Meadows State
Park. Allernative 2 actually increases the goll carl, course foolprint by 23
acres from ils current foolprint, while Alternative 3 significantly reduces the
golf course foolprint. The size of the golf course footprint is important in
relation to the water quality threshold as well as other thresholds. In
Alternative 3. the flood plain will be more fully restored than Alternative 2 PM2-51
and the amount of SEX land restored will be greater in Alternative 3. cont.
Alternative 3 does nol require new wells, water storage or drainage ponds. In
comparison, 2 1.6 acre man-made pond will be created in Allernative 2 for
irrigation, and a smaller amount of SEZ. land will be restored in Alternative 2.
Furthermore, Alternative 2 proposes activity adjacent to a large undisturbed
fen, thereby creating disturbance in a sensitive habitat, Alternative 3 is also
preferred because it does not reduce access from the neighboring communities
o Washoe Meadows State Park as 15 the case with Alternative 2. In
Alternative 2. the combination of reduced access along with a decrease in
forested land will cause an impact to recreation uses. This is clearly a very
well used area for low impact activity such as walking and wildlife viewing.
The League 15 in full support of Alternative 3, which clearly stands out as the
preferred environmental alternative by restoring reaches of the Upper Truckee
River while conserving park land. Thank you.

BIAGGI: Thank you, and Nicole, [ realize 1 mispronounced your name once again, and
some day I'll learn.

GERGANS: You got two more chances [ believe,
BIAGGL I helieve so. Jenny, welcome,
HATCH: Thank vou. Good morning, my name 15 Jenny Hatch and I'm the Northern

Sierra Regional Director for California Trout. We are a statewide non-profit,
and I'm here representing our 7,000 members across the state. Our mission is
to protect and resiore wild trout, salmon, steelhead and their waters
throughout California, and we’ve had an office here in Lake Tahoe for about a PM2-52
vear-and-a-half. And. during that time. we have been really avid in joining the
Upper Truckee River Working Advisory Group, we have taken on the Upper
Truckee River Stewardship Group, we posted the Great Sierra River Cleanup
on sites along the Upper Truckee and we have also been conducling citizen
stream monitoring on a monthly basis for the last 2 years from May o
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September. In addition to that, we've been avidly protecting the Lahontan
Cutthroat Trout that occupy the upper reaches of the river in Mice Meadows
with the Forest Service in (Incomprehensible). S0, just to cut to the chase, I'd
like to tell you that we support Alternative 3, 5 and 2 officially. althoush there
hag been some debate about that in the community lately. We support
Alternative 3 and 5, but if those are not found to be economically feasible, we
also support Alternative 2 because we are supporting all Alternatives that
basically support vipaian and dver restovation, full restoration. And we don’t
want Lo oppose an Alternative like 2 that would provide that. So, that's really
cutting it to the chase, bul T really wanted (o mention as far as moving from
the draft environmental docs 1o the final environmental docs, the one thing we | PM252
would like to see considered or for altercation, is really, there's some | Sont
comments and language in the report existing that basically calls out that they
aren’t expecting Lahontan Cutthroat Trout to occupy the stream reach. And,
the recoveryimplementation team that i looking al Lahontan Cutthroat Trout
recovery in the Tahoe Basin dght now is evaluating different sites for
reintroduction, and one of those is the lower watershed of the Upper Truckee
River. So, we would reallv like to see the project evaluated for the
comsideration of Lahontan Cutthroat Trout and native forest fish, and actually
we've been actively working with State Parks to do that through a matrix that
we're developing with UNR and UC Davas currently. So, um, and that™s really
bagically what 1 wanted to say. Thank vou very much.

BIAGGI: Okay, thank you. Gary Casteel and after Gary we’ll do Donald Mayer.

CASTEEL: Good afterncon, Gary Casteel with Trans-Sierra Investments. T will be short
because there’s been so many other speakers that well articulated their view.
Our company is in support and recommendation for adoption of Allernative 2
as well, We're a resort recreational destination market and economy. We are
also competing with other resort markels across the country. Lake Tahoe, and | o0 0o
South Shore in particular, has only about 3, just a few only, approximately 3
goll’ courses. Um. providing golf is an important parl of being a recreation
resorl, and Alternative 2 facilitates the environmental needs while maintaining
recreation and our econcmy. And, we appreciate vour support in considering
that. Thank vou.

BIAGGL Thank you. Donald and then Carlos Leyeum or Levea.

MAYER: CGiood afternoon, my name is Donald Maver. ['m on the Board of Directors of
Lake Tahoe Golf Club with operates at the golf course and have been on the
Board of Directors since the late 1980°s, The Chair when we started these
guestions, this question, period out asked for information as it related to the | puzsg
document. Be honest, the document is some no, geologist or hydrologist and
there's so many pages with that document that would be incredibly difficult
for me to get through. The couple areas that T do believe might be deficient,
although they could be bunied in there somewhere, deal with the real cost, the
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economic cost of some of these Alternatives. For example, if we do build nine
new solf holes, how much is that geing to cost? Obviously the cost s poing to
ke spread out over, perhaps, a new 20 wyear comtract with a new
concessionaire, but that cost has to be then probably put back to higher golf
fees, But, there’s a cost inherent with that. There’s obviously a cost to
Alternative 4 if we do a stabilization that iz as comprehensive az Cindy is
suggesting, but I'm not sure what that cost is. And, while she indicates that the
funding for that may not be available, | wonder if there really has been a
pursuil as to what potential funding might be available lor thal particular
Alternative. Lake Tahoe Goll Course is the only I8 hole regulation solf
course al the South Shore that's affordable. The only other 18 hole course is
Edgewood, and that's really not a very affordable alternative for most of us.
Being able to play 18 holes of regulation golf is important. There are other Ph2-54
golfing alternatives in the South Shore such as Bijoux, which is a little 9 hole canl,
course with most holes being fairly short, and Tahoe Paradise which is an 18
hole course, a very nice one, bul most are Par 3's and very short Par 4's.
Having regulation golf 1 do believe is important, and while there are
information in the document that talks about the benefits to the community of
that particular golfing option at the South Shore, I'd probably like a little bit
more information to st how much economic impact that tuly does have, The
only other thing 1 would like to sav is that the 18 holes at Lake Tahoe Golf
Course are beautiful polf holes. Unfortunately, the greatest or some of the best
golf holes at that course. are the ones that are likely to be eliminated if we go
through with the elimination. Not all golf holes are created equal, and it is a
shame that we'd be loosing such a treasure of such great golf holes that are
there now. Thank you.

BIAGGL Thank you. Carlos and then Frank Piney or Peney. Carlos with South Lake
Tahoe Golf Course or Lake Tahoe Golf Course. Oh, there voun are.

LEYTA: Good morning. I think a lol of what T would, T had planned on saving today
has already been spoken, probably several times, but T am Carlos Leyua, the
General Manager at Lake Tahoe Golf Course representative for American
Golf. Um, you know, we have been the concessionaire for Cal State Parks for
over 20 years now, since 1989, and, you know, my purpose here is mostly
threefold. You know. addressing the environmental aspects of the, the project
here coming up, you know, community impacts as well as the business and
economic impacts regarding both the company and the, and the, sh,
community. Obvicusly, American Golf supports everything that State Parks
does, um, to enhance the golf course as well as the project that's impending.
I'm trving to find common ground between both the golfing community as
well as environmental efforts. You know. we have been Audubon compliant
as Kathy indicated earlier today, for guite some time and plan to do so into the
future. We're also compliant with State Parks Regulations, no projectiles, no
rodenticides, and agan plan to do so moving forward as, as certainly those
are, those are options that are available o other golf courses. And then you

PM2-55
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know, we also work closely with the Lahontan Water Quality Board and, you
know, we've done things in the past also to help satisfy them to reduce some
sediment into the, into the river including sediment basins along our solf
course. Um, yvou know, as far as the community is concerned, you've heard
the stats before already today, vou know, over 30,000 rounds are played at
Lake Tahoe Golf Course on an annual basis, over 4,000 of those rounds are
tournament rounds which are typically tourist folks coming from San
Francisco or San Jose, Sacramento that are coming up here, staying in the
hels, staying in the campgrounds, ealing sl our reslauranls, using our zas
stations. There's cerlainly economic impacts there. But we see, you know, for
the community, both, um, you know, the tourist communily as well as the, the,
the, um, golfing community here, that an 18 hole championship golf course is
necessary. First and foremost. full length golf courses is almost expected by
the golfer. Something shorter than an executive or % hole option iz really not, PM2-55
not, gh, attractive w the majority of the golfing population, and that will cont.
remain (rue into the future. Finally, business, obviously that’s, that's what we
are, we are a business. We're here for profit. Um, moving to a smaller golf
course would affect our rounds as well as our revenue that we accumulate
every year. Again that's gonna impact employment, both at our golf courses
and the trickle down effect throughout the community, That, that, the smaller,
the smaller golf would, of course, affect the revenues with the rest of the
community also as fur as folks looking for alternatives to play golf elsewhere,
whether that be North Shore or, heck. somewhere else. Um, um, South Lake
Tahoe would be affected by a small golf course. | guess in closing, on a purely
business standpoint, Alternatives 1, 2, and 4 would probably satisfy American
Giolf as far as, vou know, the financial aspect, but being in a partnership with
Cal State Parks and understanding that there are environmental impacts with
everything that we do, the only, only Alternative that really makes sense is
Alternative 2,

BIAGGE Thank you. Frank and then Correy Couch. Frank P-i-n-n-e-y, Pinney? Okay,
Correy.
COUCTH: Good afternoon, I'd like to thank the Board for allowing me to speak and all

the presenters today, [ think it was a great opportunity, By training, I'd call
myeelt a baologist, by education at least, I'm a little “e” environmentalist. By
interest, and [ have taken a beginner golf course at the junior college here oul
at this golf course. 1 think everybody's pretty much touched on the areas that |
have concern with, T'm strongly in support of Alternative No, 2, and T think
that it's an integrated, cooperative approach to a, to a problem here. We have PM2-56
to do something about the river, and I think that that negates Alternatives 1
and 4. We have to do something comprehensive. | think in a community that
finally came to grips with the srport situation, we saw the cooperation that
came forward there, and the solution that's now a model for the rest of the
United States, the FAA holds it up, AOPA holds that up as being a model that
other airports could follow, T think we can take thalt same thing. This Board
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could look, go forward, reprimand, recommend #2 as the Alternative of choice
because it meets everybody's needs. Everybody has to compromise slightly.
And those bullets of vour need to support recreation in the Tahoe Basin, |
think it's, it's very important that we maintain that golf course. And. T have
some out and I've walked over that State Park and I"'ve walked over the golf
course, and [ think that development on the west side of the river, if you've
flown in and out of Tahoe, it's not very attractive from the air, you know
those old quarties and things. [It's hardly an envirenmentally sensitive area
that we want Lo preserve. And although this is an unnatural restoration of that
area, | think putting 9 holes of the goll’ course over there certainly can be done
in a very environmentally sensitive manner. The designs thal are appropriate
nowadays, water, water quality considerations and certainly TRPA would put
a certain design criteria onto that as they develop those holes. So, [ want to go
down as supporting strongly that Alternative #2 meets the needs of the
community and the needs of Lake Tahoe and the needs of TEPA. It's a
cooperative, integrated approach in a tme where we see diversity and
poladzation in our sogiety. © think iUs time that this communily comes
together and, and follows something that serves us all very well and we have
to preserve the lake. Thank you,

BIAGGL Thank vou. Kat Shumitzu and 1 apologize if | mispronounced a name here.
Kat? Okav, I've got a couple of people who have signed up twice s0 | just
want to double check to make sure that there's not an ervor here. Harold
Amnino [ believe already talked. Joanne Robbing I believe already spoke. Bill
Yeats | believe has already spoken. Is there any uh, am [ mistaken there?
Okay. Then, Lynne Panlson?

MONTGOMERY: She’s spoken,

BIAGGI: She's spoken, as well? Alnght. Patricia Handal, you've already spoken. Rick
Hopkins or Hodzkins? Okay, already spoke. Claire Fortner.

FORTIER: Hi, I'm Claire Fortier, seventeen-vear resident of South Lake Tahoe and I'm
not a little e or a big E. I'm a double e, which is to say that [ am an advocate
of Alternative 2. At the Lake Tahoe forum for the first time in thirteen vears,
Senators Feinstein, Reed and Ensian all agreed that the economy was
critically important for environmental restoration. 1 hope the TRPA Board
sees il the same way and realizes this project not only 15 a greal environmental
fix, but preserves a critical aspect of our recreation economy, Thank you.

BIAGGI; Thank vou and 1 apologize for misproncuncing vour name, Tom Malkris, How
bad did 1 do on that one, Tom?

MAKEIS: You did real well.

BIAGGI: Excellent, thank vou.
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MAKRIS: Thank vou very much, pleasure to be with you this afternoon. I'm not going to
talk very long because most of what T had to say has been said. I'm a South
Lake Tahoe resident. I'm an avid cross country skier, hiker, dog walker. T use
the Washoe Meadow as well as the many other areas around South Lake that
are available for those activities, also a golfer and one of the points that has
been mentioned, but [ think really needs (o be driven home is that Lake Tahoe
Golf Course is an absolutely unique resource currently in the South Tahoe
area that has, there's simply nothing else that exists thal can take its place. If
the ooll course ceases Lo be an affordable eighleen-hole regulation length golf
course that will be an assel that the area simply loses. This has, in 2 way, been
a wonderful meeting because there has been virtually no opposition to the
concept that we need to do something to restore the river, that's great. The
conflict is between two Alternatives. One allows us to preserve the eighteen-
hole golf course and the other realistically does away with golf there, at
minimum, does away with a regulation eighteen-hole oolf course. If that
happens, [ don't believe that anybody i3 eoing 0 come forward with another
proposal for an eighteen-hole regulation golf course that’s affordable in a
South Lake Tahoe area that will not have many more environmental and
political and social problems and opposition than what we're looking at now,
so we have here probably the only chance we're going to have to maintain
what 15 a unique resource in this area. Again. four golf courses, two are little,
tiny golf courses that don't attract serious golfers. One iz absolutely
unaffordable. And, then we've got Lake Tahoe Golf Course that occupies a
umigque niche. You can probably tell T'm for Alternative 2. The other thing I'd
like to emphasize again and this was discussed earlier, Alternative 2 is the
only Alternative that really focuses on improving access for the hikers, bikers,
skiers by maintaining a bridge across the river, a bridge that's designed for
non-golfer use so that the people that live on the Highway 50 side of the river
and the people who come to the area [rom that side stll have access and now
legal access 1o the Washoe State Park area. So, [or all those reasons, T urge
support of Alternative 2. Thank you.

PM2-58

BIAGGI: Thank vou. Doug Hazlett.

HAZLETT: Good afternoon. My comments are different than anybody's. .

BIAGGL Doug, could you just identify yoursell for the record, please?

HAZLETT: Oh, I'm Doug Hazlett, local resident, local golfer, skier, outdoors person. I'm

poing 1o speak in support of number 4 and T'm gonna do that, not becanse
nobody else did, but because [ believe in it. But [ can also tell vou, as a golfer,
and my connection with the golf course is also as an ambassador. Just about | PM2-39
everybody 1 talk to likes number 4 and I'm gonna tell vou why. Maybe [ do
need my glasses. There are some things that number 2 doesn’t do. Number 4
keeps the Washoe State Park area across, you know, where the new nine holes
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BIAGGI:

WALLER:

BIAGGI

ENENEZ:

BIAGGI:

GARCLA:

would be, 1n tact and 1 believe that number 4 would do what we want it to do
environmentally in the holes number 6 and 7 and 1t sull allows the horseback
riders, the cross country skiers, the dog walkers. the hikers the ability to do
that. Number 2 anly has one bridge access and I'm also concerned about that
in that now we've oot recreational people other than golfers also sharing that
area with the golfers and maybe somebody gets hit with a golf ball, you know,
that’s not a real good idea either, so my feeling is this is cost effective,
wouldn't spend near as much money as we would on number 2, by rip-
wrapping holes number 6 and 7 where the major problem is, we help the Lake
and we alio keep the meadow the way it is now. Thank you.

Thank vou. I've exhausted my sign-in sheet, but is there anyone else who
wished to speak? Alright.

Good afterncon. Ellie Waller, Tahoe Vista resident. 1 didn't come here to
make a comment today, but I do have a couple questions. Why wasn't a
bridge or bridges considered in Alternative 3 and camping was menlioned
early on as a potential for the meadow, None of the alternatives studied in-
depth a camping alternative to go with the existing golf course. Thank you,

Thank vou Ellie. Yes ma’am?

Carla Enenez. Much has been said today about the $808.000 that would come
into the state coffers, but once American Golf constructs the nine holes, they
will diminish payvments to the state for ten vears or more. Golf fees would go
up. Please elaborate on revenues, on how revenues would be reduced as tax
pavers in fact pay for the new nine holes. Thank you,

Thank you,

Hi, good afterncon. Susanne Gareia representing the Washoe Tribe of Nevada
and California. T just wanted o bring up something that T brought up at the
APC meeting. There's been a lot of talk about Alternative 2 heing a winfwin
situation, but in fact, it would be a loss for the Tribe because there are cultural
resources that would be affected, there’s been mitigation measures that have
been proposed and the draft EIS talks aboul those milization measures
reducing the impact to less than significant, but in facl, those mitigation
measures would destroy the Tribe’s access o those sites. Now, [ can't 2o into
more detail about those sites because, unfortunately, when you do that on the
record people go and loot the sites, so, but they're there and, you know, |
think what the tribe would like is that in the EIS as it is right now, you know,
call it what it is. I's a significant impact. [t can’t be mitigated and we hope
that there would be a way to better protect those resources and better protect
the Tribe’s access to those resources. Thank vou.
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BLAGGE: Thank you. Further public comment? Seecing none, [l close public comment
atid "1l bring this back to the Board as [ smd [ would, Are there any additional
Board comments that someons would like to bring up at this time?

SANTIAGO: Just very gquickly, Just some of the things thal [ noticed in the, and i"s just
kind of a follow-up on what Jennifer was talking about. When you talk abowt
upland erosion and you're talking about how one altemative addresses the
upland erosion better than the other, gquantifiable data is important to support
that statement, I think it should be inclodad in the EIR. Again, vou tald me,
what [ heard, 1 was told and my understanding is that when yvou're looking at
what is going lo be developed where the quarry site is, that that is better
environmentally than o leave it the way il is, so to know the specifics as to
why that is better in terms of habitat particulaly because 1've heard contrary
testimony as far as restoration of habitat. Yes, it is good for habitat. No, it's
not good for habitat, so those habitat values [ think need to be, again, there’s a
lot more work [ need to doe personally (o delve imto these environmental
documents, but those are the things that are apparently are not bubbling up | PM2E3
enough in terms of information as 1 look, 1 mean we're talking about this
environmental decument and the need to really further define those values. Oh
and then, finally, I don’t know, and maybe Nicole can help me with this. This
letter that we received from the Sierra Club and it says that Alternative 2 is
legally infeasible because it doesn’t comport with the mission of the State
Parks, the settlement agreement, and the statute leading to the acquisition of
Washoe Meadow State Park, the adopted purposes of the park and the
regulations that preclude the permanent commitment of the park’s resources in
the absence of a general plan. [ don’t kmow within the legal, within the
environmental document if there is a legal threshold that has o be met with
regards to these alternatives, 1 don’t know what the question 1s, you know,
Based upon what was said here, if it says it's legally infeasible, we need to
address that, if that, you know, what that actually means.

RIMNKL: The grounds for legal infeasibility that are alleged in the letter go w State
Parks and State Parks mission and State Parks requirements for the property,
nol to TRPA's threshold requirements, so any allegation, il troe that il was
somehow inconsistent with State Park’s mandate, would be a State Parks issue
and it is a joint document, so that would be evaluated through State Parks, |
have looked at some of the items that are sited like the settlement agreement. |
don't, in my opinion, believe that Alternative 2 or, 15 inconsistent with the
seftlement agreement, 50 1 have looked at that, TEPA was a party 1o that
settlement agreement, so [ did consider that.

SANTIAGO: {Incomprehensible)
BIAGGLE: Jennifer?

MONTGOMERY: Thank yvou Norma for bringing that up becanse that was going fo be my first P64
concern that T think needs to be addressed in the Final EIR is a quantitative
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analvsis of not just what’s going to happen if we go in and we put nine holes
i the gquarry area, but the comparison between 2 and 2. How many pounds of
sediment and mun off are we going to present, excuse me, prevent from going
into the Lake under the number, Alternative 2 scenario versus the Alternative
3 sceparioT I ounderstand that, vou know, those numbers are somewhat
speculative, but we should be able to quantify them to a certain extent, that
would be a really critical piece for me to know and understand in order to
evaluate. Is it really a belter environmental decision to go with relocating the
nine holes or is it better to say: “No. We're gonna only keep nine holes.”
Another analysis that [ really think needs o be done and 1 think Ellie touched
on this is we need to do that financial analysis that says: “Okay, if we're going
to loose nine holes of golf, this is what we're going to loose economically.”
Now, if we're replacing it with a camp ground or something else, what are the | PM2-64
revenues we're gonna get off of that? 1 think we need to, again, be able to | o0t
understand what are the different economic results if we go to a differenmt
model of recreation and I'm not pre-supposing that there’s one answer or
another on top of that, but [ think we need that in order to really make a valid
decision. T do have some concerns about the issue that's been raised today by
a couple of people that the conceptual plan for relocating the nine holes is just
that, It"s a conceptual plan. We don’t really know where those nine holes are
going to mo. My concem is specific to the Fen. We have a Fen in the area
where I live. They are unbelievably rare and unique vegetative and
water... 'm not quite even sure how (o describe them, resources, assets, I
wonld be very uncomfortable even wrapping a golf course around a Fen. They
are such complex ecosystems that it would really concem me to be anywhere
near a Fen in terms of this and so T really want to see some detailed analysis of
that when this comes back to us in the final plan, so [ would say please make
sure to cover that in the final and those were my only three questions. Thank
you, or comments. [ should say.

BIAGGE Shelly?

ALDEAN: Correct me if 'm wrong, but looking at these alternatives, [ think that
certainly an Alternative 3 and Alternative 4 and possibly Altemative 5 that
nothing is planned for Washoe Meadows in terms of passive or active | puposs
recreation, [ that correct? [ mean, [ it states that there’s a future planimg
effort maybe undertaken to allow for recreational development in Washoe
Meadows, but. ..

HUGHES: Yo, that™s, that 15 correct.

ALDEAN: That is correct? So. when we're talking about potential revenue generation,
there is nothing on the planning boards currently that would, that would PMI-66
basically translate an incresse revenues because you're nol proposing o
actively develop that excepl under Alternative 2.
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WALCK: But there is consideration, | think under all of the altemnatives except
Alternative 1, correct me if 'm wrong, Danielle, and Alternative 3 actually
hecause Altemnative 5 sends us back to the drawing board to look at what do
we do with both units, you know, whether it's camping, cabins. a lodge.
Again, we're going o be looking al really what are the higher capability
lands, what are the lands away from the river, really the same footprinl that"s
being considered was originally considerad under Alternative 2 that identify,
you know when we look back at that constraints map, that identifies the usable
land within the State Park area, but we are talking about under all the
alterpatives. . okay, sorry, under Allernatives 2, 3 and 4 orying 1o do some
kind of inner management plan for Washoe Meadow State Park to address
some of the trails, maybe develop some trailheads, some sizgnage in there, but
not zoing through the full general plan process for that whether it's the
reconfigured golf course or whether it's just the, the, the Washoe Meadow's

as it is now,
ALDEAN: But L I . my assumption, Cindy, is that we're not talking, we're talking about BliseT
purely passive recreation, nothing that's gonna generate revenue per se, right?
WALCK: Yes, yes, that would only be basically improving some of the trails in the pak
uneler those scenarios.
ALDEAN: Okay. okay. thank you.
BIAGGE: Further comments from the Board? Secing none, [ want to thank everyone for
their very good comments today and remind vou that the record will remain
open until November 8 and you can still submit written comments until that
time and they will be considered.
END OF AGENDA ITEM
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Letter
PM2
Response

TRPA Governing Board
October 23, 2010

PM2-1

PM2-2

PM2-3

PM2-4

PM2-5

PM2-6

PM2-7

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

The commenter asks whether an economic analysis will be done to determine the
feasibility of implementing only the restoration. Additional economic analyses are not
being proposed at this time. The cost of river and floodplain restoration would be
approximately $6-8 million. See Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics” for
additional detail regarding potential costs and funding associated with the proposed
project.

The commenter asks about the source of funding for restoration. Grant funding for river
and SEZ restoration may be acquired through a variety of sources, such as the Southern
Nevada Public Lands Management Act, U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, and Lahontan RWQCB. See Master Response Section 3.7,
“Economics,” for more detail on costs of restoration and potential funding sources.

The commenter asks how many golf courses are under the jurisdiction of State Parks.
Two golf courses are under State Parks’ jurisdiction: the Lake Tahoe Golf Course and the
Morro Bay SP Golf Course.

The commenter asks how revenue from the Lake Tahoe Golf Course is distributed by
State Parks. Funds generated by the Lake Tahoe Golf Course contribute to the State Parks
Revolving Fund. The budget for the Sierra District is determined based on contributions
to the revolving fund and, therefore, are affected by revenue generated by the Lake Tahoe
Golf Course. Revenue generated by the Sierra District covers only approximately 30% of
the local operating costs; therefore, State funds are shifted from elsewhere in the State
Parks budget to cover a portion of the operating costs in the district. See Master Response
Section 3.7, “Economics,” for more detail on revenue generated by the Lake Tahoe Golf
Course.

The commenter correctly states that the Lake Tahoe Golf Course currently generates
$800,000 annually. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy,
or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

The commenter asks about considering a 9-hole course in addition to other potential
revenue sources (e.g., camping). A 9-hole golf course was considered under Alternative
3. Although other potential sources of revenue were not analyzed as part of the project, as
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PM2-8

PM2-9

PM2-10

PM2-11

PM2-12

PM2-13

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 asks about recreation access under Alternative 3 and potential
environmental improvement to the quarry area of Washoe Meadows SP. See Master
Response Section, 3.4 “Recreation.” Access within Washoe Meadows SP under
Alternative 3 would remain similar to existing conditions. Several golf course bridges
would be removed under this alternative, but these bridges do not currently provide
public access. The new trails within Washoe Meadows SP described under Alternative 2
would not be created under Alternative 3; however, a designated and maintained
pedestrian trail would be established along the northern edge of the proposed reduced-
play golf course. In addition, accessibility for water-related recreation would increase
slightly under Alternative 3 in areas where the golf course would be removed. No
modifications would occur in the quarry area under Alternative 3.

This commenter is concerned that the disturbed quarry could be affected by high water in
that area (under stream restoration), resulting in increased erosion or sediment
production. The quarry is on a higher elevation surface than the main floodplain, even
under stream restoration (Alternative 2, 3, or 5), and would not have direct connectivity
during floods. Also see Master Response 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for more detail on
potential impacts in the vicinity of the quarry.

The commenter requests clarification about the direction (uphill or downhill) of possible
soil erosion under Alternative 2 west of the Upper Truckee River and any potential
differences in upland erosion between Alternative 2 and the alternatives that do not place
a portion of the golf course west of the river (i.e., Alternatives 3 and 5). The area west of
the river drains primarily toward the river. The erosion control benefits described under
Alternative 2 would not occur if Alternatives 3 or 5 were implemented. The benefit under
Alternative 2 is limited in extent due to the distance of this area from the river; however,
it is a benefit when compared to existing conditions where the area is currently disturbed
and unstable. For additional clarification, the draft EIR/EIS/EIS did include quantitative
and relative comparisons of the water quality benefits of the alternatives. These
comparisons addressed both reductions in pollutant sources from channel erosion and
sedimentation (see Impact 3.4-1 for all alternatives and Table 3.4-11) and improvements
in retention of fine sediment and nutrients within the study area (see Impact 3.4-4 for all
alternatives).

The commenter requests clarification about whether a benefit to water quality and erosion
control would occur in the area west of the river. See response to comment PM2-10.

The commenter notes the SEZ benefits of Alternatives 2 and 3. For additional
clarification, all of the stream restoration alternatives (Alternatives 2, 3, and 5) would
provide benefits by reducing SEZ footprints, although the extent (area) and location of
the specific benefit differ by alternative.

The commenter asks about recreation access being limited under Alternative 3. Access
within Washoe Meadows SP under Alternative 3 would remain similar to existing
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PM2-14

PM2-15

PM2-16

PM2-17

PM2-18

PM2-19

PM2-20

PM2-21

conditions. Several golf course bridges would be removed under this alternative, but
these bridges do not currently provide public access. The new trails within Washoe
Meadows SP described under Alternative 2 would not be created under Alternative 3;
however, a designated and maintained pedestrian trail would be established along the
northern edge of the proposed reduced-play golf course. In addition, accessibility for
water-related recreation would increase slightly under Alternative 3 in areas where the
golf course would be removed. No modifications would occur in the quarry area under
Alternative 3.

The commenter asks how golfers would access Washoe Meadows SP under Alternative
3. Under Alternative 3, access to Washoe Meadows SP would be the same as under
existing conditions. Informal access to Washoe Meadows SP would be provided via
Chilicothe Street and Lake Tahoe Boulevard. The new bridge proposed under Alternative
2 would not be constructed under Alternative 3.

The commenter asks for clarification of the bridges to be removed and constructed under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Under Alternatives 2, 3, and 5, all five of the existing bridges would
be removed. Alternative 2 is the only alternative that would include a new bridge to
provide public access through the reconfigured golf course. Alternative 4 would provide
only golfer access over bridges and bridge at holes 6and 7 would be replaced by one
longer bridge.

The commenter correctly states that removal of the existing golf course bridges is needed
to allow the floodplain to function and reduce bank erosion. As discussed in Chapter 2,
“Project Alternatives” in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS the existing bridges constrict the flow of
the river through the study area, producing a high-velocity scour effect under the bridges
and a low-velocity backwater and sedimentation effect upstream of the bridges.

The commenter asks whether the erosion control and water quality benefits of Alternative
2 versus Alternative 3 have been quantified. See response to comment PM2-10.

The commenter asks about recreation access under Alternative 3. Access within Washoe
Meadows SP under Alternative 3 would remain similar to existing conditions. Several
golf course bridges would be removed under this alternative, but these bridges do not
currently provide public access. The new trails within Washoe Meadows SP described
under Alternative 2 would not be created under Alternative 3; however, a designated and
maintained pedestrian trail would be established along the northern edge of the proposed
reduced-play golf course. In addition, accessibility for water-related recreation would
increase slightly under Alternative 3 in areas where the golf course would be removed.
No modifications would occur in the quarry area under Alternative 3.

The commenter asks about recreation access under Alternative 3 compared to existing
conditions. Legal access would not change because no bridges would be included under
Alternative 3, but trail improvements along the Upper Truckee River would be
completed. See response to comment PM2-18.

The commenter asks whether the new bridge under Alternative 2 would be accessible to
golfers and the public. The new bridge proposed by Alternative 2 would provide access
to both golfers and the public.

The commenter correctly states that the new bridge proposed under Alternative 2 would
provide access to both golfers and the public, and that a new trail is proposed under
Alternative 3, but no new bridge would be constructed.
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PM2-22 The commenter asks whether an executive golf course was considered. As described in
Chapter 2, “Project Alternatives,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, Alternative 3 considered
reconfiguring the golf course to either a 9-hole course or an executive course.

PM2-23 The commenter asks whether an 18-hole golf course similar to the St. Andrews Golf
Course was considered. Removing the portion of golf course adjacent to the river under
Alternative 3 would leave room for only 9 holes or an executive 18-hole golf course.

PM2-24 The commenter asks for clarification of “resource preservation” as described in State
Parks’ mission statement. Resource preservation includes preservation of natural,
cultural, and historic resources.

PM2-25 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental, economic, and
recreation value is noted. The commenter clarifies that rodenticides are not used at the
Lake Tahoe Golf Course. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy,
accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

PM2-26 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental, economic, and
recreation value is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy,
accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

PM2-27 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental, economic, and
recreation value is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy,
accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

PM2-28 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental, economic, and
recreation value is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy,
accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

PM2-29 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and opposition to Alternatives 3 and 5
because of the resulting loss in recreation is noted. This comment does not raise issues
regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

PM2-30 The commenter’s primary support for Alternative 2, followed by support for Alternative
4 if Alternative 2 cannot be funded, is noted. This comment does not raise issues
regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

PM2-31 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental, economic, and
recreation value is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy,
accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

PM2-32 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and opposition to Alternatives 1, 3, 4, and 5 is
noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

PM2-33 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental, economic, and
recreation value is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy,
accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

PM2-34 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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PM2-35

PM2-36

PM2-37

PM2-38

PM2-39

PM2-40

PM2-41

PM2-42

PM2-43

PM2-44

PM2-45

The commenter’s support for river restoration and Alternatives 3 and 5 is noted. The
commenter states that Alternative 2 would be legally infeasible because it would be in
conflict with State Parks’ plans, policies, and regulations and TRPA’s thresholds. See
Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use.”

The commenter’s support for Alternatives 3 and 5 and opposition to Alternative 2 are
noted. The commenter correctly states that Lake Valley SRA is the 46th highest source of
revenue among California State Park System properties, but it is also the fifth largest
source of concession revenue for State Parks. The commenter states that the scope of the
economic analysis is not adequate and should address the decline in golfing. See Master
Response Section 3.7, “Economics.” 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’s support for Alternative 2 and its environmental, economic, and
recreation value is noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy,
accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

The commenter states that suggestions made by community members were ignored. The
commenter is concerned about potential impacts on wildlife. See response to comment
AOBS8-1 for a discussion of the public participation process. See Master Response
Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a discussion of impacts on biological resources.

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.

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.

The commenter expresses concern about potential impacts on the fen/spring complex and
movement of wildlife. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources.”

The commenter states that the EIR/EIS/EIS is required to present feasible alternatives and
that Alternatives 3, 4, and 5 are not feasible. The commenter is concerned about potential
impacts on fens within Washoe Meadows SP. See response to comment AOB8-1 for
discussions of the alternatives analysis provided in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS and of the
public participation process. Although the other alternatives are feasible, they do not meet
as many objectives. See Master Response Section 3.3, “Biological Resources,” for a
discussion of impacts on biological resources.

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

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.

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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PM2-46 The commenter’s support for Alternative 3 and opposition to Alternative 2 is noted. The
commenter is concerned about increases in noise levels associated with Alternative 2.
Potential impacts on noise levels are discussed in Section 3.12, “Noise,” of the draft
EIR/EIS/EIS. See response to comment 1160-1 for a discussion of noise impacts.

PM2-47 The commenter’s support for Alternative 1 and opposition to Alternatives 2, 3, and 5 is
noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

PM2-48 The commenter notes that TRPA thresholds do not distinguish between types of
recreation, but provide for a quality recreation experience. The commenter notes that
TRPA has thresholds for various resources areas (e.g., water quality, recreation, wildlife)
that all need to be balanced. 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.

PM2-49 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.

PM2-50 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.

PM2-51 The commenter’s support for Alternative 3 and the belief that Alternative 3 is
environmentally superior to Alternative 2 is noted. See responses to comment letters
AOB12 through AOB14.

PM2-52 The commenter’s support for Alternatives 2, 3, and 5 and any alternative that supports

riparian and full river restoration is noted. See response to comment letter AOB2 for a
discussion of Lahontan cutthroat trout. This comment does not raise issues regarding the
adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

PM2-53 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.

PM2-54 The commenter asks about the cost of constructing the alternatives. See Master Response
Section 3.7, “Economics,” for a discussion of funding.

PM2-55 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.

PM2-56 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and opposition to Alternatives 1 and 4 is
noted. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or
completeness of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

PM2-57 The commenter’s support for Alternative 2 and its 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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PM2-58

PM2-59

PM2-60

PM2-61

PM2-62

PM2-63

PM2-64

PM2-65

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.

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

The commenter asks why a bridge was not considered as part of Alternative 3 and why
camping was not considered as part of any of the alternatives. Alternative 3 does not
propose to locate any golf course holes across the river within Washoe Meadows SP;
therefore, a bridge to allow access across the golf course would not be needed. Camping
was not proposed as part of the project; however, it is one of a number of activities that
would be considered through future planning efforts under Alternative 5.

The commenter asks for information on revenues and the cost to taxpayers. See Master
Response Section 3.7, “Economics.”

The commenter is concerned about impacts on cultural resources. See Master Response
Section 3.6, “Cultural Resources.”

The commenter requests that quantitative data related to upland erosion (under
Alternative 2) be included in the final EIR/EIS/EIS. The commenter also asks whether
Alternative 2 would be consistent with State Parks mission and other State Parks
documents. See response to comment AOB5-8 for quantitative data included in the draft
EIR/EIS/EIS, and see Master Response Section 3.2, “Land Use,” for a discussion of the
consistency of the proposed project with plans, policies, and regulations applicable to
land use.

The commenter requests quantitative data on sediment reductions under Alternatives 2
and 3 and additional economic analysis for Alternative 3. See response to comment
AOB5-8 for quantitative data included in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS. The commenter has
concerns about impacts on the fen within Washoe Meadows SP. See the following master
responses:

» Master Response Section 3.7, “Economics,” for a discussion of the economic
analysis; and

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

The commenter correctly states that Alternatives 3 and 4 do not include plans for
additional recreation development within Washoe Meadows SP. As described in Chapter
2, “Project Alternatives,” of the draft EIR/EIS/EIS, if Alternative 5 were selected, 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). This
comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the
draft EIR/EIS/EIS.
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PM2-66 The commenter asks whether other plans for revenue have been considered by State
Parks Although 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).

PM2-67 The commenter asks about considering other revenue sources. Although 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).
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5 REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR/EIS/EIS

This chapter includes revisions to the text to the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS subsequent to publication and public
review. The revisions have been made for one or more of the following reasons: in response to a comment on the
draft EIR/EIS/EIS, for correction of an error, and/or in relation to a change initiated by State Parks staff as further
clarification or explanation of the analysis. The changes are presented in the order in which they appear in the
2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS and are identified by page number in the respective documents. Revisions are shown as
excerpts from the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS text, with strikethrough (strikethrough) text for deletions and
underlined (underlined) text for additions. Because Chapter 2, “Project Alternatives” changes from the 2010 draft
EIR/EIS/EIS are addressed in Chapter 2, “Project Description” in the final EIR/EIS/EIS, therefore, these changes
are not presented below.

5.1 REVISIONS TO “EXECUTIVE SUMMARY”
PAGES ES-8 THROUGH ES-29

To correct an error in the footnotes listed in Table ES-1, “Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures,” on
pages ES-8 through ES-29 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS, the table is hereby revised as follows:

Table ES-1
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures
Resource Altt Impact Quantification/Relative LOS before Mitigation Measure LOS after
Topic/lmpact Duration? Magnitude of Impact® Mitigation3# g Mitigation®

Notes: 1 — Alt = Alternative
2 — NA = not applicable, ST (short-term) = construction-related or otherwise persisting from one to several years, LT (long-term) =
persisting for years to decades
3 — LOS = level of significance, NI = No Impact, LTS = Less than significant, PS = Potentially Significant, S = Significant, B=
Beneficial, TSMSC = Too Speculative for a Meaningful Significance Conclusion,
-4—-SU = Significant Unavoidable

5.2 REVISIONS TO CHAPTER 1, “INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE AND
NEED”

PAGE 1-14

Section 1.7.5, “Regulatory Requirements, Permits, and Approvals,” on page 1-14 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is
hereby revised as follows:

» U.S. Army Corps of Engineers: Department of the Army permit under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act

for discharges of dredge or fill material into waters of the United States{Regional-General-Permit-16-andfor
individual i),

PAGE 1-18

Section 1.10.1, “Standard Terminology,” on page 1-18 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised as
follows:
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» Study Area refers to all of the Lake Valley SRA, and the southern portion of the Washoe Meadows SP, and
small adjacent parcels located within USFS and Conservancy lands within which all alternatives of the Upper
Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course Reconfiguration are located.

5.3 REVISIONS TO CHAPTER 2, “PROJECT ALTERNATIVES”

Table 2-3, “Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course Relocation Alternatives Comparison Table,” on
pages 2-25 and 2-26 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised as follows:

Upper Truckee River Restoration and GoIngck))luerszeSRelocation Alternatives Comparison Table
Alternative 1 | Alternative 2 | Alternative 3 Alternative 4 Alternative 5
RIVER CHARACTERISTICS
River treatment None Restore Restore Stabilize Restore
Channel length total (feet) 11,840 13,430 13,430 11,840 13,430
Active (5yr) floodplain (acres) 36 77 77 36 77
Inset floodplain (acres) 0 1.7 1.7 0.4 1.7
Restored SEZ (acres) 0 3237 43 0 125123°
'Restored 100-year floodplain (acres) 0 2039 46 0 542
Restored floodplain/meadow (acres) 0 97 112 0 13213157
Anchored High Gradient Riffle NA US and DS ends of project reach
Boulder Steps NA 1 (water intake) 13-15 0
Armored Riffles NA 15-25 15-25 Optional 15-25
Reconnected Historic Meander NA 2,490 2,490 0 2,490
Constructed New Channel NA 1,700 1,700 0 1,700
Modified Existing Channel NA 5,000 5,000 NA 5,000
Backfilled Existing Channel NA 2,600 2,600 0 2,600
Rock Armor Bank Protection NA 200 200 7,500 200
(Outside Bends)
Biotechnical Bank Treatment NA 2,400 2,400 7,400 2,400
(Inside bends)
GOLF CHARACTERISTICS
Golf Course Type 18 hole 18 hole 9 hole 18 hole None
Regulation Regulation | Regulation or Regulation
18 hole
Executive
Golf Course footprint (acres) 134133 455156 86 133 2.5
Golf course within SEZ (acres) 128123 96 85 128123 30
Golf course within 100-year floodplain 56 36460 10 56 30
(acres)
Golf Course adjacent to the Upper 6,382 850 0 6,382 0
Truckee River (linear feet)
State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
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Table 2-3

Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course Relocation Alternatives Comparison Table

Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Alternative 3

Alternative 4

Alternative 5

Intensively managed turf landscape 98103 8592 4551 95102 0
(acres)
Intensively managed facilities landscape 6 7 6 7 25
(acres)*
Minimally managed landscape (acres) 23 44 24 24 0
Naturalized landscape (acres) 7 20 11 7 0
Bridges over Upper Truckee River 5 1 0 4 0
Bridges over Angora Creek 4 0 0 4 0
Bridges over unnamed creek 4 4 4 4 0
Additional Restroom No Yes No Yes No
Paving of unpaved parking area No Yes No Yes No
EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES
Total Number of Jobs 76 80 60 to 65 80 32
Change in Number of Jobs from 0 +4 -11to -16 +4 -44
Existing Conditions
OTHER RESTORATION
Quarry Wetland Enhancement No Yes No No No
RECREATION CHARACTERISTICS
Upper Truckee Bridges Open to Public No Onel NA® No NA®
Access
Trail along east side of river with No Yes Yes No No
Sawmill Bike Trail connection
Trail to corner of Country Club Drive No Yes Yes No No
Improve/reroute trails on west side of No Yes No No No
river
Add minor access enhancement at No Yes Yes Yes Yes
public right(s)-of-way into Washoe
Meadows SP (small parking area)
GENERAL PLAN CHARACTERISTICS
Lake Valley SRA acreage 173 211 120 173 0
Washoe Meadows SP acreage 608 570 661 608 781

1

® Al bridges removed

Represents restored floodplain that was formerly golf course, but does not include increase in SEZ or floodplain due to restoration of

* Intensively managed facilities include buildings, parking lots, and cart paths.

Source: Compiled by EDAW (now AECOM) and State Parks 2009

improved function. Increase in total floodplain area discussed in Chapter 3, Section 3.3. “Hydrology and Flooding.”
2 Acreage proposed for full restoration but future planning efforts may allow for other compatible land uses.
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The revised acreages are also reflected in Table 2-1, Chapter 2, “Project Description,” of this final EIR/EIS/EIS.
The changes in acreages do not change the significance conclusions presented in the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.

5.4 REVISIONS TO SECTION 3.3, “HYDROLOGY AND FLOODING”
PAGES 3.3-34 AND 3.3-35

The portion of the “Water Supply and Use” section on pages 3.3-34 and 3.3-35 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is
hereby revised as follows:

Water supply for the clubhouse, maintenance facilities, and all other potable uses in the study area is provided for
fee by the South Tahoe Public Utility District. Only nonpotable uses are supplied from local surface water and
groundwater sources (Stanowski, pers. comm., 2008).

Historically, a riparian surface water diversion (DWR #S015849) located near RS 2200 has been the primary
source of golf course irrigation water. Only the first nine holes were irrigated during the first 5 years after
construction; however, the entire 18-hole course has been irrigated for the past 43 years (Stanowski, pers. comm.,
2008). The existing golf course has a-tetal-irrigated-area-of 119-acresncluding-96 98104 acres of intensively
managed turf and 6 acres of intensively managed facilities landscape-areas-(Table 3.3-4) and 23 acres of
minimally managed landscape that receives irrigation more regularly than under the ideal definition due to the
existing system conditions.

Table 3.3-4
Irrigated Areas at Lake Tahoe Golf Course
Landscaped Area* Total (acres)
Intensively Managed* 9698
Minimally Managed* 23
Naturalized* 7
TOTAL 134126

Note:

* Intensively Managed areas include 98 acres of tees, greens, fairways, driving range, lawn,-and rough; and 6 acres of facilities. Minimally
managed and naturalized areas are inadvertently over irrigated compared to their ideal management (as defined in Chapter 2) because of
the existing irrigation system equipment.

Source: Data provided by State Parks in 26092011.

Channel conditions and shallow flow depths in the river have rendered surface water diversion difficult. During
drought and/or some dry-season situations, a submersible pump is used to pull water from the Upper Truckee
River during the day for temporary storage in the largest golf course pond (hole 9 pond) for irrigation distribution
overnight (Stanowski, pers. comm., 2008). Non-potable water use, and therefore the quantity diverted from the
Upper Truckee River, has rot been documented historically in recent years and provided to the State Water
Resources Control Board (LTGC 2003, 2009). The maximum capacity of the existing submersible pump rate is
1,000 gallons per minute (gpm). Recent irrigation practices range from as early as 6 p.m. to as late as 10 a.m. (16
hours per day), which would equate to a maximum daily irrigation use of 960,000 gallons per day (approximately
2.95 acre-feet per day). Typical operations during high season (June/July) are reported (Stanowski, pers. comm..,
2011) to be about 550,000 gallons per day, decreasing to half in August, further dropping to 30% of that by the
end of September and to less than 20% of high season in October. The reported “typical” irrigation pattern
represents a total annual water use of 194.0 acre-feet. The annual and monthly estimates (Stanowski, pers. comm.,
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2011) are consistent with surface water diversions reported for operations during 2002, 2006, 2007, and 2008 to
the State Water Resources Control Board (Table 3.3-5).

Table 3.3-5
Surface Water Diversion (Acre-Feet) at Lake Tahoe Golf Course

Month 2002 2006 2007 2008
January NA NA NA NA
February NA NA NA NA
March NA NA NA NA
April 25 NA NA NA
May 18.0 9.1 3.7 5.3
June 60.0 294 10.0 10.2
July 34.0 45.1 55.3 57.6
August 39.0 52.8 46.0 47.8
September 29.0 32.4 48.0 46.0
October 13.0 18.6 18 16
November 0.5 3.4 NA NA
December NA NA NA NA
Annual 196.0 190.8 166.8 168.5
Sources: Lake Tahoe Golf Course “Statement of Water Diversion and Use” (April 14, 2003) and “Supplemental Statement of Water Diversion
and Use (May 18, 2009) submitted to the California State Water Resources Control Board.
NA = Not Applicable

The irrigation system on the existing course is a combination of old pipes and lines that have been patched,
repaired, and replaced as needed over the years (Stanowski, pers. comm., 2008). Irrigation lines within the front-
nine greens have been repaired and replaced during the past decade; however, the remaining areas still have older
lines with lower effectiveness and efficiency. Irrigation heads spray water a full 360 degrees with 90 foot throw
distance, making it difficult to target water application (Walck, pers. comm.., 2009). Despite some of the system
deficiencies, modern irrigation control and soil moisture monitoring are performed to help conserve water on the
course (Lake Tahoe Golf Course and Restaurant 2000).

American Golf Corporation is-develeping has developed an alternative irrigation supply using a deep on-site well.
The intent-would-be-te well was planned to increase flexibility and maximum capacity while reducing the need to
draw from the river under low-flow conditions. As of October 2008, the groundwater supply has-been was tested,
and the well began operation during the 2009 irrigation season. Test yields of approximately 400 gpm have been
typical, with a maximum of 600 gpm. The desired yield would be in the range of 450-500 gpm (Stanowski, pers.
comm., 2008). The irrigation supply well was completed to a depth of 295 feet below ground surface, and is only
slotted from 195 feet below ground surface to the base of the well (State of California Well Completion Report
No. 769329 filed 9/15/2008). The well log indicates that alluvial sand and gravel extends from the surface to a
depth of 40 feet. These coarse materials comprise the shallow aquifer, and are underlain by about 150 feet of gray
silt above the slotted interval of the well.
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5.5 REVISIONS TO SECTION 3.4, “GEOMORPHOLOGY AND WATER
QUALITY”

PAGES 3.4-1 AND 3.4-2

The portion of the “Regulatory Setting” section on pages 3.4-1 and 3.4-2 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby
revised as follows:

Federal
Clean Water Act

The Clean Water Act (CWA) (33 United States Code [USC] 1251 et seq.) provides the primary basis for Federal
regulations affecting geomorphology and water quality. CWA Section 402 establishes the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit program to regulate discharges of pollutants into waters of the
United States. A NPDES permit sets specific discharge limits for point sources discharging pollutants into waters
of the United States and establishes monitoring and reporting requirements, as well as special conditions.
Discharges of stormwater to surface waters associated with construction activity including clearing, grading, and
excavation activities mush also obtain an NPDES permit and implement measures to reduce or eliminate
stormwater pollution. The Federal government delegates water pollution control authority under Section 402 of
the CWA to the states and the states oversee compliance.

Under Section 303(d) of the CWA, water quality limited segments are identified, and Total Maximum Daily
Loads (TMDLs) of pollutants to a water body listed as impaired pursuant to that section is required. Lake Tahoe
is listed as impaired and the TMDL is-being developed by California and Nevada to address pollutant loadings
from all sources to achieve existing water quality objectives for deep water clarity and transparency (namely
loadings of nitrogen, phosphorous, and fine sediment) has been adopted (Califernia\Aater Boardsand-NDEP
20091 ahontan RWQCB 2011).

Section 404 of the CWA requires projects to receive authorization from the Secretary of the Army, acting through
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), to discharge dredged or fill material into waters of the United
States, including wetlands, whether the discharge is temporary or permanent. Waters of the United States are
generally defined as “...waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible to use in
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide; territorial
seas and tributaries to such waters.” Section 404 is generally applicable to projects in which fill material would be
placed within or below the ordinary high-water mark of a stream. USACE Regional General Permit 16,
authorizesing activities with minimal individual and cumulative impacts on waters of the United States, including

wetlands, in the Tahoe Basin, (JSACE-2005)Thisregional-General-Permit-wit expired September 30, 2010. ;
butit-is-expected-thattThe USACE will-either-extend-the-expiration-date-and/for did not issue a replacement

regional permit, so coverage via an appropriate Nationwide Permit (e.g., NWP 27 for aguatic habitat restoration,
establishment, and enhancement activities) or an Individual Permit would be requiredeffective-as-efthat-date. In
conjunction with USACE’s CWA Section 404 permits, CWA Section 401 requires that water quality
certifications or waivers be issued by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the states, or both (see
below).

Before approval of detailed design used for project construction, a delineation of waters of the United States
(including wetlands) that would be affected by project implementation would be conducted by a qualified
biologist through the formal Section 404 wetland delineation process. The delineation would be submitted to and
verified by the Sacramento District of USACE. Authorization for fill or reconstruction of jurisdictional waters of
the United States, including wetlands, would be secured from the Sacramento District of USACE through the
Section 404 permitting process. Section 404 permitting through either a nationwide or individual permit will
likely require the following terms:
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» determination of the volume and types of material to be placed into waters of the United States;

» determination of the total area of waters of the United States to be directly and indirectly affected;

» wetland delineation in accordance with the 1987 Wetland Delineation Manual and the Western Mountain
Regional Supplement (USACE 1987, 2008) when wetlands are proposed for impacts;

» description of habitat, including plant communities, located in the study area;

» description of any environmental impacts that are expected to occur, including methods to avoid, minimize, or
mitigate adverse impacts on water quality or aquatic functions at the project site;

» other information pertinent to the wetland, stream, or water body involved:;

» for projects involving the restoration of greater than 3 acres of wetlands, evidence that USFWS has been
provided with a courtesy copy of the project notification; and

» acopy of the Section 401 water quality certification or waiver issued for the project.

State Parks will coordinate with the Sacramento District of USACE to ascertain the appropriate CWA Section 404
permit for the project, develop and submit all application materials, and comply with permit requirements
affecting final design, implementation, and/or monitoring and reporting. USACE would use this EIS as the basis
for NEPA compliance related to approval of a Section 404 permit.

State

The Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act (California Water Code Section 13000 et seq.) requires
establishment of water quality objectives and standards to protect water quality for beneficial uses. This act is
implemented by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) and nine regional water quality control
boards (RWQCBS), which are responsible for preserving California’s water quality. The SWRCB protects water
quality by setting Statewide policy, coordinating and supporting RWQCB efforts, and reviewing petitions that
contest RWQCB actions. The RWQCBs issue waste discharge permits, take enforcement action against violators,
and monitor water quality for the protection of waters in their specified regions. The SWRCB and the RWQCBs
jointly administer Federal and State laws related to water quality in coordination with EPA and USACE.

The study area is under the jurisdiction of the Lahontan RWQCB. The Lahontan RWQCB administers CWA
Section 401 water quality certifications in conjunction with USACE’s CWA Section 404 permit. In addition, the
Lahontan RWQCB regulates discharge of stormwater from construction projects (as well as municipal and
industrial stormwater) under the CWA Section 402 NPDES permit program. Because the project would disturb
more than 1 acre of land, State Parks would need to obtain and comply with the Lahontan RWQCB’s NPDES
General Permit Number CAG616002 for discharge of stormwater runoff associated with construction activity.
The SWRCB adopted a new statewide NPDES Construction General Permit Order 2009-0009-DWQ on
September 2, 2009 that becomes effective July 1, 2010 (SWRCB 2010). This General Permit imposes more
minimum BMPs and establishes three levels of risk-based requirements based on both sediment risk and receiving
water risk. All dischargers are subject to narrative effluent limitations. Risk level 2 dischargers are subject to
technology-based numeric action levels (NALSs) for pH and turbidity. Risk level 3 dischargers are subject to
NALs and numeric effluent limitations (NELS). Certain sites must develop and implement a Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and Rain Event Action Plan (REAP) and all projects must perform effluent
monitoring and reporting, along with receiving water monitoring and reporting for some Risk level 3 sites Key
personnel (e.g., SWPPP preparers, inspectors, etc.) must have certifications to ensure their qualifications to design
and evaluate project specifications that will meet the requirements. For projects commencing on or after July 1,
2010, the applicant must electronically submit Permit Registration Documents (PRDs) prior to commencement of
construction activities including the Notice of Intent, Risk Assessment, Post-Construction Calculations, a Site
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Map, the SWPPP, a signed certification statement by the Legally Responsible Person (LRP), and the first annual
fee. The Lahontan RWQCB is responsible for enforcing the new statewide General Permit in its region and is
updating-its-adopted a new regional General Permit for construction stormwater discharges within the Lake Tahoe

hydrologic unit effective April 14, 2011 te-be-as-least-as-stringent-as-the-statewide permit (LRWQCB
2011 Amerfinipers—comm-—2010).

PAGE 3.4-10

The portion of the “Regulatory Setting” section on page 3.4-10 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised as
follows:

El Dorado County

The study area is located entirely in EI Dorado County; therefore, the EI Dorado County Grading Ordinance
(Chapter 15.14) and the Tahoe Basin Special Conditions Section of the El Dorado County Grading Design
Manual (EI Dorado County 2007) are applicable, although State-owned land is not subject to local government
ordinances. The project’s required compliance with USACE, Lahontan RWCQB, and TRPA requirements related
to water quality protection also would address the goals and objectives of the El Dorado County General Plan (El
Dorado County 2004:44) and Grading Ordinance previously mentioned.

PAGE 3.4-30

Fertilizer use at the Lake Tahoe Golf Course is minimal; and typically occurs between twice per year in May and
October Nevember. The applications start after the soil temperature reaches 55°F. They continue through the
irrigation season (on greens and tees, to a lesser degree the fairways). Most fertilizers used are slow release but
some are not. Use of slow-release fertilizer minimizes the amount of fertilizer free in the soil that could be
leached. Fertilizers used on-site that are not slow release either are applied as spoon fed on greens only (on
approximately 2 acres) or are applied in a manner which approximates a slow-release feeding in that they are
applied in such small quantities (per acre) that they do not overwhelm the soil’s ability to hold and then release
them to the plant to match growth rates. Nitrates and soil are both negatively charged, which prevents the soil
from holding on to excess nitrate. Whatever nitrate is not used by the plants could be lost to the groundwater;
therefore, nitrates applied at the golf course are minimal and only included where they are secondary ingredient of

other products (for example caIC|um oroducts) Ne—m#a%es—are—applwd—nﬁrates—are—nega%nm#y—eh&rged—as—lﬂhe

lesH&thegremdwater—belew.—Fertlllzer use is focused on falrways, tees, and greens, and not W|th|n the rough or
‘minimally managed’ areas. Buffer zones are located along some fairways adjacent to creeks and ponds.
However, some fairways located adjacent to the river currently have no buffer. Buffer zones are located along
some fairways adjacent to creeks and ponds. However, some fairways located adjacent to the river currently have
no buffer. Herbicides are used only in spot treatments and pesticide use is also very minimal.

5.6 REVISIONS TO SECTION 3.5, “BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES (FISHERIES
AND AQUATIC RESOURCES, VEGETATION, AND WILDLIFE)”

PAGES 3.5-11 AND 3.5-12

The portion of the “Environmental Setting” section on pages 3.5-11 and 3.5-12 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is
hereby revised as follows:
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Vegetation

The study area is characterized by a continuum of plant associations and developed land cover types, ranging
from golf course, meadow, and riparian areas along the Upper Truckee River to predominantly conifer forest at
the highest elevations. Vegetation types in the study area were mapped and described by River Run Consulting in
the Riparian Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Report (2006). The vegetation map was verified by botanists
during reconnaissance-level field surveys conducted on July 18 and 19, 2006. Additional vegetation surveys and
mapping were conducted during 2008 and 2010, by botanists from Ecosynthesis, State Parks, California Native
Plant Society, and the Tahoe Environmental Research Center.

The vegetation types, originally described by River Run Consulting (2006) and updated with information from

2010 surveys, are summarized below and illustrated in Exhibit 3.5-1. Fhe-vegetation-names-are-those-used-by
- lting.

Vegetation in the study area is managed by State Parks for a variety of fuels management, forest health, and
riparian/hardwood management goals. For example, as part of the Lake Sector Wildfire Management Plan, State
Parks has treated much of the study area for fuels reduction. Additional treatments may be implemented in the
future to further reduce fuels in some areas (Walck, pers. comm., 2010). Also, State Parks is currently
implementing a Riparian Hardwood Restoration Project funded through a grant from the Reclamation on State
Park land, including Washoe Meadows SP and Lake Valley SRA. The Riparian Hardwood Restoration Project
involves removal of lodgepole pines along the maintenance road and adjacent to the Upper Truckee River; it
should be completed within the study area prior to implementation of the proposed project.

Lodgepole Pine-Dry Type Forest and Lodgepole Pine—Mesic Type Forest

Lodgepole pine forest occupies approximately 185 acres of the study area. This vegetation type is dominated by
lodgepole pine (Pinus contorta ssp. murrayana) with occasional white fir (Abies concolor) and Jeffrey pine (P.
jeffreyi). The forest canopy structure ranges from open to dense. Where the canopy is more open, scattered shrubs
are present. The cover and species composition of the herbaceous layer are highly variable. The distinction
between lodgepole pine—dry type forest and lodgepole pine—mesic type forest is based on the shrub and
herbaceous layers. The shrub layer of lodgepole pine—dry type forest usually is sparse and consists of upland
species such as wax currant (Ribes cereum), mountain whitethorn (Ceanothus cordulatus), and mountain
sagebrush (Artemisia tridentata ssp. vaseyana). In lodgepole pine—mesic type forest, the shrub layer may not be
present and is limited to riparian species such as willow (Salix spp.) that persist along small, abandoned channels.
The herbaceous layer of lodgepole pine—dry type forest is dominated by upland grasses such as blue wildrye
(Elymus glaucus), Kentucky bluegrass (Poa pratensis), mountain brome (Bromus carinatus), squirreltail (Elymus
elymoides), and/or needlegrass (Achnatherum spp.). Nongrasses, such as Torrey’s monkeyflower (Mimulus
torreyi), Torrey’s popcornflower (Plagiobothrys torreyi var. diffusa), and whiskerbrush (Linanthus ciliatus), also
are present. The lodgepole pine-mesic type forest has an herbaceous layer dominated by nongrasses, such as
fireweed (Epilobium angustifolium), cow parsnip (Heracleum lanatum), false Solomon’s seal (Smilacina stellata),
meadow-rue (Thalictrum fendleri), and corn lily (Veratrum californicum).

Jeffrey Pine Forest

Jeffrey pine forest occupies approximately 8599 acres of the study area. This vegetation type is present primarily
in the western portion of the study area, away from the immediate vicinity of the Upper Truckee River. The forest
canopy has variable-age pine trees, some exceeding 30 inches DBH. The majority of the canopy trees are Jeffrey
pine; a small portion of the canopy is lodgepole pine and white fir. The boundary between the lodgepole pine—dry
type forest (described above) and the Jeffrey pine forest is indistinct. Along the eastern edge of the area mapped
as Jeffrey pine forest, the forest has a more significant lodgepole pine component. The subcanopy and understory
of Jeffrey pine forest lacks the solid shrub layer that is seen in some other mixed coniferous forest communities in
the Tahoe Basin. The Jeffrey pine forest herb layer also is sparse. Species composition of the shrub and
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herbaceous understory layers is similar to that of the lodgepole pine—dry type forest (described above) and dry
meadow (described below).

PAGE 3.5-13

Exhibit 3.5-1, “Vegetation Types in the Study Area,” on page 3.5-13 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby
revised as shown on page 5-9.
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PAGES 3.5-16 AND 3.5-17

The portion of the “Environmental Setting” section on pages 3.5-16 and 3.5-17 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is
hereby revised as follows:

Wet Meadow

Wet meadow occupies approximately 2.7 acres and is found in small patches throughout the study area. Wet
meadow has higher vegetative cover than mesic meadow (95-100 percent). Consequently, this community has the
highest erosion resistance of all herbaceous-dominated vegetation types in the study area. Wet meadow that is
located away from the river channel is dominated by Nebraska sedge, Baltic rush, checkerbloom, tufted hairgrass
(Deschampsia caespitosa), and meadow beardtongue. Wet meadow that is adjacent to the river channel is
dominated by fowl bluegrass (Poa palustris) and Sierra rush (Juncus nevadensis). Most wet meadow also
includes some proportion of one or more upland species, such as meadow foxtail (Alopecurus pratensis),
Kentucky bluegrass, yarrow, dandelion (Taraxacum officinale), or Lemmon’s yampah (Perideridia lemmonii).

The wet meadows include a spring and associated wetland vegetation at the south end of Washoe Meadows SP
within the study area. This spring, which at one time had been improved by the placement of a wooden barrel (to
provide a human or livestock water source), has a large swath of dead lodgepole pines downslope. These trees
appear to have been killed by an increase in soil saturation, which may be the result of a fluctuating spring flow
rate. The elevation and/or duration of soil saturation is too high for the survival of lodgepole pine. Future changes
in flow rates in the springs can reasonably be anticipated to result in occasional and significant lateral and
downslope enlargement of areas that are subject to long-duration surface water or near-surface saturation.

Obligate Sedge Wetland

Obligate sedge wetland occupies approximately 0.8 acre and is found in small patches throughout the study area.

Obligate sedge wetland occurs primarily in depressions on floodplains or in areas where springs supply perennial

surface saturation. Structurally almost identical to wet meadow, this vegetation type features a dense rhizome and
root turf; it is distinguished from wet meadow by its much lower species diversity, typically dominated by beaked
sedge (Carex utriculata), Nebraska sedge, water sedge (C. aquatilis), and/or blister sedge (C. vesicaria).

Gravel/Cobble Bar

Gravel and cobble bar vegetation is present on recently deposited sediment bars within the study area. The surface
of the deposited sediment bar is covered by either cobble-sized particles or sand and gravel. Vegetation on the
bars is variable. Species that may be present include Lemmon’s and Geyer’s willows, sedges, fowl bluegrass,
Sierra rush, goldenrod (Solidago canadensis), dwarf lupine, and common pepperweed (Lepidium densiflorum).
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Verified Fen

A large sloping fen occupies approximately 5.5 acres in the southwest portion of the study area and upslope of the
project site. Sloping fens are the most common type of fen in the Sierra Nevada and are usually underlain by
springs, or a complex of ground water discharge points (Weixelman and Cooper 2008). Fens support a diverse
suite of vegetation including vascular plants and bryophytes capable of survival and reproduction in saturated
organic soils, and which produce biomass that can be stored below ground to form peat (Cooper and Wolf 2006).
Compared to other habitats, fens support a disproportionately large number of rare vascular and nonvascular plant
species in the Sierra Nevada underscoring the importance of these habitats for regional biological diversity
(Weixelman and Cooper 2008). Some of the plant species identified at the verified fen area include sundew
(Drosera sp.), little leaf mountain laurel (Kalmia microphylla), western Labrador tea (Ledum glandulosum),
blueberry (Vaccinium uliginosum), sedge species (including but not limited to Carex capitata, C. limosa, and C.
nebrascensis, C. utriculata), juncus species, and moss species (including three-ranked hump moss, Meesia
traguetra, and a rare moss in California called Tomentypnum nitens).

Unverified Fen

Approximately 7.5 acres of unverified fen also occur in the southwest portion of the study area and upslope of the
project site. Probe measurements taken at these sites suggest peat, and vegetation types expected in a fen are
present. Further surveys are needed to determine if the unverified fen locations have the 40 cm (or greater) of
organic soils in the upper 80 cm of the soil profile, which is a necessary criterion to be considered verified fen(s).

Wetlands, such as the verified fen and unverified fen community types, are supported by groundwater and are,
therefore, sufficiently important to support distinctive vegetation communities. These areas are of particular
biological importance for species diversity because they support a number of plant species that are not found in
other wetland types within the study area, including some that are considered special-status species (see
discussion of special-status species that follows).

Lodgepole Pine-Wet Type Forest

A lodgepole pine-wet community type of approximately 20 acres surrounds the verified fen, unverified fen, and
some of the wet meadows located in the southwest portion of the study area. The lodgepole pine wet community
type is wetter than the lodgepole pine-dry type forest and lodgepole pine-mesic type forest. Lodgepole pine-wet is
superficially similar to lodgepole pine-mesic, but distinguished by the presence of certain distinctive hydrophytes
species that are indicative of longer duration near-surface saturation. VVegetation is dominated by lodgepole pine,
but with unigue associated species, one notable example being big-leaved avens (Geum macrophyllum), that are
almost never found in riparian lodgepole pine—-mesic type vegetation, but are common to scattered in the moist
lodgepole pine vegetation within the lodgepole pine-wet community type.

Water Bodies
River

The area noted as river includes the bed of the low flow channel of the Upper Truckee River.
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Golf Course Ponds

There are several human-made ponds, one of which acts as a sediment basin, located within the Lake Tahoe Golf
Course. The total area of the ponds is approximately 2 acres, or about 1% of Lake Valley SRA. The substrate of
the ponds is coarse granite sand, covered with a fine organic muck. The water is fairly clear in most of the ponds,
but because they catch irrigation water, possibly containing herbicides, pesticides, and fertilizers from the golf
course, the quality of the water is guestionable (California Department of Parks and Recreation 1988, cited in
Washoe State Parks Fen Information, 2010 [Appendix C]). The elevation of the water in the ponds is artificially
maintained by the golf course concessionaire through a combination of pumping and filling. The shallower ponds
probably freeze completely during the winter (California Department of Parks and Recreation 1988, cited in
Washoe State Parks Fen Information, 2010[Appendix M]).

Ephemeral Water Body

An ephemeral water body, approximately 0.5 acre in size, is located at the base of the east lobe of the old quarry
that receives drainage from the verified fen and groundwater to the west. This water body, and the surrounding
wetland vegetation, was apparently created by an old borrow pit cut into the hillside. The borrow pit intercepted
the water table, which now drains into the old pit floor and concentrates in lower areas. The wetlands that
comprise this complex are distributed on both the quarry high wall and the disturbed pit floor. The disturbed
wetland on the pit floor also receives surface runoff directly from the verified fen to the west via a small rivulet.

PAGES 3.5-33 AND 3.5-34

Table 3.5-4, “Special-Status Plant Species Evaluated for the Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course
Relocation Project,” on pages 3.5-33 and 3.5-34 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised as follows:

Table 3.5-4
Special-Status Plant Species Evaluated for the
Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course Relocation Project

Regulatory Status!
Sgic()enr:trir;‘icz:nNa;rge J Y Habitat and Flowering Period Potential for Occurrence
Federal State Local/CNPS

Galena Creek FSS - TRPA Fir—pine—quaking aspen associations, Not expected to occur. No
rockcress CNPS List 1B and meadow edges, usually on north-  suitable forest habitat present in
Arabis facing slopes and rocky outcrops; the study area. Closest
rigidissima var. 7,021-10,020 ft. occurrences are along the north
demota Blooms August. shore of Lake Tahoe.

Upswept FSS - CNPS List 2 Grassy fields and lower montane Could occur. Suitable mesic
moonwort coniferous forest near springs and habitats occur in the study area.
Botrychium creeks; 4,921-7,497 ft.

ascendens Fertile in August.

Scalloped FSS - Bogs and fens, lower montane Not expected to occur. No
moonwort coniferous forest, meadows and suitable forest habitat in the
Botrychium seeps, freshwater marshes and study area, and elevations of
crenulatum swamps; 4,921-10,761 ft. known occurrences exceed those

Fertile July—August. elevations in the study area.

Slender FSS - - Upper montane coniferous forest, Not expected to occur. No
moonwort often in disturbed areas; 8,530 ft. suitable forest habitat in the
Botrychium Fertile period not known. study area, and elevations of
lineare known occurrences exceed those

elevations in the study area.
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Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course Relocation Project

Table 3.5-4

Special-Status Plant Species Evaluated for the

Common and
Scientific Name

Regulatory Status!

Habitat and Flowering Period

Potential for Occurrence

Federal State Local/CNPS
Bolander’s FSS - - Lower montane coniferous forest in ~ Could occur. Suitable mesic
candle moss mesic soils; 5,597-8,999 ft. habitats occur in the study area.
Bruchia Fertile period not specified.
bolanderi
Shore sedge - - CNPS List2  Upper montane coniferous forest, Observed in Study Area.
Carex limosa lower montane coniferous forest, Observed within the large
bogs and fens, meadows and seeps,  undisturbed-fen-area-verified fen
marshes and swamps (in floating bogs in Washoe Meadows SP in 2003
and soggy meadows, often at edges of and 2006.
lakes); 3,697-9,104 ft.
Blooms June-August.
Tahoe draba FSS - TRPA Alpine boulder and rock fell fields, Not expected to occur. No
Draba CNPS List 1B subalpine coniferous forest, on open  suitable subalpine habitat in the
asterophora var. talus slopes or decomposed granite,  study area, and elevations of
asterophora outcrops; 8,202-11,499 ft. known occurrences exceed those
Blooms July—September. elevations in the study area.
Cup Lake draba  FSS - TRPA Subalpine coniferous forest, usually ~ Not expected to occur. No
Draba CNPS List 1B in relatively deep soil in the shade of  suitable subalpine habitat in the
asterophora var. granitic rocks; 8,202-9,235 ft. study area, and elevations of
macrocarpa Blooms July—August. known occurrences exceed those
elevations in the study area.
Subalpine FSS - - Subalpine coniferous forest, meadows Not expected to occur. No
fireweed and seeps; 6,562—8,858 ft. occurrences known from the
Epilobium Blooms July—August. southern side of the Tahoe
howellii Basin.
Oregon - — CNPS List 1B Upper montane coniferous forest, Could occur. Suitable mesic
fireweed lower montane coniferous forest, in or habitats occur in the study area.
Epilobium near streams, bogs, or fens; 1,640— Only known from the northern
oreganum 7,349 ft. end of Lake Tahoe.
Blooms June—September.
Marsh - - CNPS List2 Bogs and fens, meadows, and seeps;  Not expected to occur. In
willowherb 7,218 ft. California, known only in the
Epilobium Blooms July—August. Grass Lake area.
palustre
Starved daisy FSS - - Upper montane coniferous forestin ~ Not expected to occur. No
Erigeron miser rocky soils; 6,036-8,596 ft. suitable coniferous forest habitat
Blooms June—October. present in the study area, and no
occurrences known from the
southern side of the Tahoe
Basin.
Donner Pass FSS - - Rocky, volcanic substrate in Not expected to occur. No

buckwheat
Eriogonum

umbellatum var.

torreyanum

meadows and upper montane
coniferous forest. 6,086-8,596 ft.
Blooms July—September.

volcanic substrate and suitable
forest habitat present in the study
area.
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Table 3.5-4
Special-Status Plant Species Evaluated for the
Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course Relocation Project
Regulatory Status!
C_omr.r;pn and Habitat and Flowering Period Potential for Occurrence

Scientific Name  Fegderal State  Local/CNPS

Short-leaved FSS — CNPS List 1B Lower and upper montane coniferous Not expected to occur. No

hulsea forest often on slate; 4,921-10,499 ft. suitable coniferous forest and

Hulsea Blooms May—August. substrate habitat present in the

brevifolia study area.

Long-petaled FSS - TRPA Alpine boulder and rock field, Not expected to occur. No

lewisia CNPS List 1B subalpine coniferous forest; 8,202—  suitable subalpine habitat present

Lewisia 9,596 ft. in the study area, and elevations

longipetala Blooms July—August. of known occurrences exceed
those elevations in the study
area.

Three-ranked FSS - CNPS List2 Bogs and fens, meadows and seeps,  Observed in Study Area.

hump moss upper montane coniferous foreston  Observed in the large

Meesia mesic soil; 4,265-8,202 ft. undisturbedverified fen in

triquetra Fertile period not specified. Washoe Meadows SP in 2002
and 2003.

Broad-nerved FSS - CNPS List2 Bogs and fens, meadows and seeps,  Could occur. Suitable mesic

hump moss upper montane coniferous foreston  habitats occur in the study area.

Meesia mesic soil; 4,265-8,202 ft.

uliginosa Fertile period not specified.

PAGE 3.5-36

The portion of the “Special-Status Plants” section on page 3.5-36 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised
as follows:

Bolander’s candle moss (Bruchia bolanderi), three-ranked hump-moss (Meesia triquetra), and broad-nerved
hump-moss (M. uliginosa) are three mosses on the USFS Regional Forester’s list of sensitive species. Bolander’s
candle moss is found on mesic soils in coniferous forests, and three-ranked hump-moss and broad-nerved hump-
moss are found in bogs, fens, and wet meadows. Three-ranked hump-moss has been observed at Washoe

Meadows SP in 2002 in the verified fen-undisturbed-spring-fen-complex-area.

Shore sedge (Carex limosa) is a CNPS List 2 species. This perennial herbaceous member of the sedge family
(Cyperaceae) blooms from June to August and can be found in bogs, fens, meadows, seeps, and other saturated

settings. This species has been observed in Washoe Meadows SP in the large-undisturbed-spring-fen-complex-area

verified fen.

PAGE 3.5-60

Impact 3.5-3 (Alt.1), “Short-Term, Construction-Related Disturbance or Loss of Sensitive Habitats (Jurisdictional
Wetlands, Riparian Vegetation, Fens, and SEZ),” on page 3.5-60 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised
as follows:
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IMPACT  Short-Term, Construction-Related Disturbance or Loss of Sensitive Habitats (Jurisdictional Wetlands,
3.5-3 Riparian Vegetation, Fens, and SEZ). Under Alternative 1, the river restoration and golf course
(Alt. 1) reconfiguration would not be implemented and would not affect sensitive habitats. Eroding banks along the
Upper Truckee River would continue to be periodically treated and maintained as necessary; some of these
treatments could be implemented within or adjacent to sensitive habitats. However, the potential for and
frequency of implementing these treatments would be the same as under current conditions. Any potential
effects of ongoing maintenance of riverbanks on sensitive habitats would be less than significant.

Sensitive habitats in the study area include riparian vegetation along the Upper Truckee River, Angora Creek, and
the unnamed creek; jurisdictional wetlands; SEZ; and spring-complexes{including-fens)the verified and
unverified fens west of the river. Under Alternative 1, no construction for river restoration or golf course
reconfiguration would be implemented. It is anticipated that treatments may be applied to eroding banks
periodically to prevent the loss of areas managed as golf course and to maintain the stability of structures (e.g.,
bridges), or bridges may be replaced, as needed. Repairs to existing bank stabilization, infrastructure, and
additional spot stabilization would continue to occur in response to erosion, damage, or failure, as it does
presently. These periodic treatments would also serve to retain vegetation within the riparian corridor and
floodplain. Some of these treatments could be implemented within or adjacent to sensitive habitats along the
Upper Truckee River. However, the potential for and general frequency of implementing these treatments would
be the same as under current conditions; and the specific nature and extent of these potential activities are
unknown and would not be a direct result of implementing Alternative 1. Therefore, any potential effects of
ongoing treatment and maintenance of riverbanks on sensitive habitats under Alternative 1 would be less than
significant. Riparian areas subject to continued treatment and maintenance activities under Alternative 1 are not in

the vicinity of the verified and unverified fens spring-complexes-({including-fens) west of the Upper Truckee
River; these areas would not be affected.

PAGE 3.5-61

Impact 3.5-5 (Alt.1), “Long-Term Effects on Sensitive Habitats (Jurisdictional Wetlands, Riparian Vegetation,
Fens and SEZ) and Special-Status Plant Species,” on page 3.5-61 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised
as follows:

IMPACT  Long-Term Effects on Sensitive Habitats (Jurisdictional Wetlands, Riparian Vegetation, Fens and SEZ)
355 and Special-Status Plant Species. Under Alternative 1, the river restoration and golf course reconfiguration
(Alt. 1) would not be implemented, and sensitive habitats and habitat for special-status plants would remain the same
as under existing conditions. Streambanks within the study area are expected to continually erode, resulting in

long-term degradation of riparian vegetation. Also, the 18-hole golf course would remain as it currently exists,
much of which is adjacent to the Upper Truckee River. Although the adverse condition of riparian habitat
degradation would continue, it would not be a change caused by the alternative; therefore, this impact would be
less than significant.

Under Alternative 1, project-generated changes would not occur and the banks of the Upper Truckee River would
continue to respond to past land uses through channel widening. Treatments may be applied to eroding banks
periodically to prevent the loss of areas managed as golf course and to maintain the stability of structures (e.g.,
bridges), or bridges may be replaced, as needed. Repairs to existing bank stabilization, infrastructure, and
additional spot stabilization would occur in response to erosion, damage, or failure, as it does presently. These
periodic treatments would also serve to retain vegetation within the riparian corridor and floodplain; however,
erosion of the unstable streambanks would continue degrading sensitive habitats within the riparian corridor and
floodplain, including adjacent woody riparian vegetation along the riverbanks. This is an existing adverse
condition that would continue unchanged under the alternative. Under Alternative 1, golf course use would
continue adjacent to the Upper Truckee River, Angora Creek, and the unnamed creek and would occupy 123 128
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acres of SEZ, limiting available riparian function and habitat. Effects on sensitive habitats would be similar to
existing and ongoing conditions.

Ongoing operational uses of the study area are not expected to result in substantial adverse impacts to special-
status plant species because areas presently used for golf course activities are not considered suitable habitat for
these species. Riparian zones in the study area (along the Upper Truckee River, Angora Creek, and the unnamed
creek) provide suitable habitat for special-status plants, including marsh skullcap, Oregon fireweed, and
Bolander’s candle moss. As previously discussed, the quality of riparian habitat in the study area for these species
could gradually become degraded in the long term with the continuation of streambank erosion; also, emergency
or as-needed repair of riverbanks could result in some disturbance or loss of riparian vegetation. Disturbances
associated with golf course use and operations (e.g., trampling of vegetation) would continue to limit riparian
habitat functions along the Upper Truckee River, Angora Creek, and the unnamed creek.

The verified fen, unverified fen, and ephemeral water body would not be affected by Alternative 1. Fhefour

Although the adverse condition of riparian and special-status plant habitat degradation would continue, it would
not be a change caused by Alternative 1. These effects are expected to be similar to existing and ongoing
conditions. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.

PAGES 3.5-69 THROUGH 3.5-72

Impact 3.5-3 (Alt. 2), “Short-Term, Construction-Related Disturbance or Loss of Sensitive Habitats
(Jurisdictional Wetlands, Riparian VVegetation, Fens, and SEZ),” and Mitigation Measures 3.5-3A and 3.5-3C on
pages 3.5-69 through 3.5-72 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS are hereby revised as follows:

IMPACT Short-Term, Construction-Related Disturbance or Loss of Sensitive Habitats (Jurisdictional
3.5-3 Wetlands, Riparian Vegetation, Fens, and SEZ). Implementing Alternative 2 would result in the removal of

(Alt. 2) riparian and meadow vegetation along the Upper Truckee River and placement of fill into the active channel
for geomorphic restoration of the river. Alternative 2 also includes golf course construction aneg-wetland
restoration in the vicinity of a spring complexes-in Washoe Meadows SP and ineluding-wetland restoration in
the old quarry adjacent to the large verified fen, and could potentially directly or indirectly affect these
complexes either directly or by changing local hydrology. The locations of these spring-complexes features
are well-documented and Alternative 2 proposes to avoid these areas. However, because of the close
proximity of the current conceptual design of golf course reconfiguration and quarry restoration these
complexes features could be directly or indirectly affected by final project design, construction, and
operation without more specific design parameters and measures to avoid direct or-indirect effects on these
sensitive resources. Because the likelihood and potential magnitude of these effects are presently unknown
and Alternative 2 would result in disturbance within SEZ and jurisdictional wetlands this impact is considered
significant.

The stream channel’s size, configuration, and floodplain connection would be directly modified throughout the
study area under Alternative 2 by increasing channel length (adding 1,590 feet), elevating the streambed 2—4 feet
in many locations, and reducing channel capacity in a majority of reaches. Modifications would also involve
placing fill in approximately 2,600 feet of existing channel. Restoration would involve removing some existing
riparian vegetation, but the riparian vegetation to be removed would be salvaged and used elsewhere to the extent
feasible. Salvaged vegetation would consist of transplanted sod and shrubs, native sod revetments and native sod
blankets, and woody debris brush boxes. Sod and shrub materials would be obtained from within the footprint of
the new channels and salvaged from the bottom of reconnected meanders or from adjacent meadows (aside from
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landscaped areas with nonnative sod). As part of project design, in all near-bank areas that would experience
construction disturbance, protecting the existing bank vegetation would be emphasized.

Other improvements proposed under Alternative 2 include the area where the old quarry pit cut into the hillside
intercepting subsurface water, which drains to the base of the slope and forms a small wetland on the disturbed
topography of the old quarry floor. This small wetland is part of the mapped unverified fen on the wall and pit
floor of the old quarry, located adjacent to and east of the arge verified fen in Washoe Meadows SP. The drainage
would be reconfigured to a more naturalized channel, and a wetland pond covering about 0.5 acre would be
constructed to form a more natural habitat. This wetland pond would be outside of but adjacent to the golf course
footprint. Drainage out of the pond would cross the golf course, requiring a small cart path bridge. The quarry
restoration would require some disturbance to the existing wetlands, including hydrologic changes and vegetation
disturbance. The existing disturbed wetland on the pit floor, which would be restored under Alternative 2, is
hydrologically connected to and receives drainage from the large verified fen to the west via a small rivulet as
well as being fed by groundwater. Although Alternative 2 proposes to avoid the fen, wetland restoration and
drainage reconfiguration in the quarry could inadvertently alter the groundwater or surface water hydrology and
availability for the fen upslope. A risk would exist that drainage from the fen could potentially increase and cause
the fen to become drier if landscape alteration downslope of the fen modifies groundwater flow. Because the
proposed restoration in the quarry is conceptual, the specific potential for and magnitude of this effect cannot
presently be known.

The verified and unverified fen are located upslope and away from potential golf course features, and would not
be hydrologically connected to any portion of the relocated golf course. These areas would not be affected directly
or indirectly through altered hydrology or changes in water quality due to golf course reconfiguration; however;
restoration of the quarry wetland could directly or indirectly affect hydrology. One spring (mapped as lodgepole
pine wet type and wet meadow) and associated wetland vegetation at the south end of the park is Fwo-areas
mapped-as-spring-complexes-arelocated adjacent to (and is surrounded by) the-lecation-efthe reconfigured golf

course holes and falrways proposed under Alternatlve Z—Qe—the—gteundwatet-suppetted—wetland—nqesac—m—the

: Ay —Fhe ThIS sprlng
and assomated wetland vegetatlon at the south end of the park is adjacent to the proposed golf course holes 9, 10,
and 11. Alternative 2 proposes to avoid direct effects on this spring cemplexes-by designing the layout of the golf
course around this area, and through mitigation of potential indirect effects by avoiding surface or groundwater

interaction between the golf course and the natural habitat as required in Mitigation Measure 3.4-8 (Alt. 2). This
mitigation measure would require the tees and green located upslope of this spring to be hydrologically
independent from the spring through barriers or other design features, and would prevent indirect effects such as
water guality alterations from golf course management or increased surface or groundwater flow from irrigation.
this area, and through mitigation of potential indirect effects by avoiding surface or groundwater interaction
between the golf course and the natural habitat as required in Mitigation Measure 3.4-8 (Alt.2). This mitigation
measure would require the tees and green located upslope of this spring to be hydrologically independent from the
spring through barriers or other design features, and would prevent indirect effects such as water quality
alterations from golf course management or increased surface or groundwater flow from irrigation. Wetland
habitat has been adequately identified for purposes of the EIR/EIS/EIS using vegetation as the primary indicator
and hydrology, where it is apparent. While this approach would encompass all wetland areas ultimately confirmed
to be protected under the CWA, a formal delineation of jurisdictional wetlands subject to USACE jurisdiction
under Section 404 of the CWA (i.e., using vegetation, hydrology, and soils as indicators) would not be conducted
until the permitting phase after selection of a preferred alternative. The Upper Truckee River is considered a water
of the United States. As mentioned in the “Methods and Assumptions” section of this impact analysis, habitat
types associated with the riparian corridor of the Upper Truckee River, Angora Creek, the other unnamed creek
drainages within the study area, and potentially the quarry ponds are assumed to be considered jurisdictional
wetlands, subject to USACE jurisdiction under CWA Section 404. These habitat types are also considered
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habitats of special significance by TRPA. Deciduous riparian vegetation (willow scrub) and montane meadow
vegetation are two of TRPA’s threshold common vegetation types. Implementation of Alternative 2 would
involve removing riparian vegetation and working within areas that would qualify as jurisdictional wetlands and
other waters of the United States and SEZ. The project would require a CWA Section 404 permit from USACE
{eRegional-General-Permit-16), a CWA section 401 permit from the RWQCB, and streambed alteration
agreement from CDFG for work on the streambed and banks of the Upper Truckee River, Angora Creek, and the
other unnamed creek drainages within the study area. Geomorphic restoration under Alternative 2 would include
placement of fill in the Upper Truckee River and removal of some adjacent woody riparian and meadow
vegetation. This would result in the temporary disturbance of sensitive habitat types, including SEZ, and the
placement of fill material into jurisdictional waters of the United States, including wetlands subject to USACE
jurisdiction under CWA Section 404.

Because the likelihood and magnitude of the potential effects on the spring complex hydrology are presently
unknown andAlternative 2 would result in disturbance within SEZ and jurisdictional wetland, this impact is
considered significant.

Mitigation Measure 3.5-3A (Alt. 2): Conduct Delineation of Waters of the United States and Obtain Authorization for
Fill and Required Permits.

Before approval of detailed design used for project construction, a delineation of waters of the United
States, including wetlands that would be affected by project implementation, will be conducted by a
qualified biologist through the formal Section 404 wetland delineation process. The delineation will be
submitted to and verified by the Sacramento District of USACE. Authorization for fill or reconstruction
of jurisdictional waters of the United States, including wetlands, will be secured from the Sacramento
District of USACE through the Section 404 permitting process. Section 404 permitting through either a
natlonW|de or |nd|V|duaI permlt that will Ilkelv requwe the foIIowmq terms: BeeausHherFejeeLmveweSMmuand

» adetermination of the volume and types of material to be placed into waters of the United States;

» adetermination of the total area of waters of the United States to be directly and indirectly affected;

» awetland delineation in accordance with the 1987 Wetland Delineation Manual and the Western Mountain
Regional Supplement (USACE 2008) when wetlands are proposed for impacts;

» adescription of habitat, including plant communities, located in the study area;

» adescription of any environmental impacts that are expected to occur, including methods to avoid, minimize,
or mitigate adverse impacts on water quality or aquatic functions at the study area;

» any other information pertinent to the wetland, stream or water body involved;

» for projects involving the restoration of greater than 3 acres of wetlands, evidence that USFWS has been
provided with a courtesy copy of the project notification; and

» acopy of the 401 water quality certification or waiver issued for the project.
State Parks will coordinate with USACE as appropriate and obtain coverage under Regional General Permit 16

for the construction of all aspects of the project. All general terms required for permit compliance will be
implemented.
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In addition, implementation of Alternative 2 would require a streambed alteration agreement from CDFG for
work on the bed and banks of the Upper Truckee River. State Parks will obtain the streambed alteration
agreement from CDFG and implement all terms required for permit compliance.

Mitigation Measure 3.5-3C (Alt. 2): Avoid Effects on the Spring-Complexes{trcluding-Fens)Verified Fen, Unverified
Fen, Lodgepole Pine Wet, and Wet Meadow through Final Project Design and Implement Protection Measures During

Project Construction.

To avoid potential adverse effects of golf course relocation and operation on the spring (mapped as lodgepole pine
wet type and wet meadow, complexes-west of the Upper Truckee River, and potential effects of quarry restoration
on the large fen adjacent to and west of the quarry,the following mitigation measures will be implemented.

(1) State Parks will develop and implement specific parameters and measures in accordance with Mitigation
Measure 3.4-8 (Alt. 2) to ensure that the final design, operation, and management of golf course holes 9, 10,
11, and 12 avoids potential direct and indirect impacts to the spring complexes-in Washoe Meadows SP.

(2) Before construction, a qualified biologist will clearly identify the boundaries of the relevant spring in the
field with flagging, and protective fencing will be placed around the features to protect them from project-
related effects. No construction-related activities will be allowed within areas fenced for avoidance, and
construction personnel will be briefed about the presence of this sensitive resource and the need to avoid
impacts to it.

(3) The edges of the spring cemplexeswill be further protected from indirect effects of the managed turf by the
“naturalized landscape” and “minimally managed landscape” buffer areas that are part of the project design.
The latter, which will function as the ultimate buffer between the golf course and the adjacent native
vegetation, will be areas of native vegetation within the golf course that are generally not mowed, irrigated, or
fertilized. Vegetation height and structure may be managed (trim, thin, etc.) to enhance course playability, but
in general these areas will serve to buffer the spring eemplexes from indirect effects of the golf course
management.

(4) Proposed restoration of the quarry will be further designed to avoid potential direct or indirect effects on the
verified fen west of the quarry. The plans and specifications will ensure that the groundwater and surface
water hydrology that support the fen will not be adversely affected by the project.

With the measures described above, the locations of sensitive habitats would be identified, and the project would
minimize effects of project construction and compensate for loss of sensitive habitats (jurisdictional wetlands,
riparian vegetation, and SEZ); potential impacts to the spring eemplexes-as a result of golf course relocation and
operation would be avoided through final project design of the golf course holes, installation of protective
fencing, and training of construction crews; and potential effects of quarry restoration on the large fen west of the
quarry would be avoided through final restoration design that avoids potential hydrologic impacts to the fen..
Therefore, with implementation of Mitigation Measures 3.5-3A (Alt. 2), 3.5-3B (Alt. 2), and 3.5-3C (Alt. 2),
Impact 3.5-3 (Alt. 2) would be less than significant.

Note: Under the proposed Preferred Alternative guarry restoration will not occur. See Chapter 2, “Project
Description” for additional information on the Preferred Alternative.

PAGES 3.5-72 THROUGH 3.5-74

Impact 3.5-4 (Alt. 2), “Short-Term, Construction-Related Disturbance or Removal of Special-Status Plants,” and
Mitigation Measure 3.5-4 on pages 3.5-72 and 3.5-74 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS are hereby revised as
follows:
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IMPACT  Short-Term, Construction-Related Disturbance or Removal of Special-Status Plants. Alternative 2 would
3.5-4 involve temporary disturbance and removal of plant communities that provide suitable habitat for several
(Alt. 2) special-status plant species known to occur in the vicinity of the study area. While surveys to date have not
detected these species in proposed construction areas, pre-construction, focused surveys would be conducted
to confirm absence during the permitting phase. Because suitable habitat exists where ground disturbance is
planned, if special-status plant species are found in follow-up, pre-construction surveys, then implementing
Alternative 2 could result in their removal or disturbance. This impact would be potentially significant.

Several special-status plant species are known to occur in and adjacent to the study area or have potential to occur
in the study area. Suitable habitat for these species within the study area exists in mesic conditions along the
Upper Truckee River and in the springs complexes west of the river. Some of these species, specifically shore
sedge and three-ranked hump-moss, are known to occur in the arge verified fen in Washoe Meadows SP. Shore
sedge and three-ranked hump-moss could also occur in other springs eemplexes in the study area, including the
small wetland in the old quarry that would be restored under Alternative 2. Two special-status vascular plant
species, marsh skullcap and Oregon fireweed, and one special-status moss species, Bolander’s candle moss, could
occur in moist riparian habitats that are suitable for the species along the Upper Truckee River, Angora Creek, and
the unnamed creek within the existing golf course, and in_the springs eomplexes west of the river. Marsh skullcap
has been documented just outside the study area in Washoe Meadows SP, where it is found along a creek channel
in an open meadow growing with sedges and mint. Similar conditions and associated plant species occur along
the Upper Truckee River and other drainages in the study area. Oregon fireweed and Bolander’s candle moss have
not been documented in the vicinity of the study area, but are known to occur under similar conditions elsewhere
in the Tahoe Basin. Although special-status plant species have been documented or could occur in the study area,
none have been identified during any vegetation monitoring or rare-plant surveys, or otherwise documented,
within proposed construction areas to date. However, pre-construction, focused surveys would be conducted to
confirm absence prior to implementation. Because suitable habitat exists in locations where ground-disturbing
activities would be implemented, marsh skullcap, Oregon fireweed, Bolander’s candle moss, shore sedge, three-
ranked hump-moss could be found in proposed construction areas during follow-up, pre-construction surveys and
adversely affected by implementation of Alternative 2.

Alternative 2 involves restoring a 13,430-foot stretch of the Upper Truckee River and adjoining floodplain,
including the removal of the five existing bridges and the construction of one new, longer bridge. Activities
associated with the geomorphic restoration would entail local, temporary disturbances to the existing vegetation to
restore natural geomorphic processes. Also, the quarry wetland restoration and pond construction would require
some vegetation disturbance and hydrologic changes to the existing wetlands (see Impact 3.5-3 [Alt.2] for further
discussion), which provide suitable habitat for special-status plants. Under this alternative, 97 acres of floodplain
and meadow would be restored, including 39 acres of the 100-year floodplain and 37 acres of SEZ, all of which
could provide suitable habitat for marsh skullcap, Oregon fireweed, and Bolander’s candle moss in the future.
Where marsh skullcap occurs in Washoe Meadows SP, it has responded favorably to stream restoration along
Angora Creek with an increase in growth after restoration; therefore, long-term effects of the project could be
beneficial. However, if populations of these special-status species exist in portions of the Upper Truckee River
riparian corridor or the quarry wetlands that would be disturbed during implementation of Alternative 2,
construction activities could have a substantial short-term adverse effect on special-status species. This impact
would be potentially significant.

Implementing Alternative 2 also involves reconfiguring the Lake Tahoe Golf Course by fully relocating seven
golf course holes and partially relocating two holes to the west side of the Upper Truckee River. Vegetation
within the conceptual golf course footprint is mapped primarily as lodgepole pine forest with a dry understory,
Jeffrey pine forest, dry meadow, and sagebrush dry meadow. These habitat types are not considered suitable
habitat for special-status plant species with potential to occur in the study area. In addition, the native vegetation
in this portion of the relocated footprint has been disturbed and degraded by historic quarry mining activities. The
ephemeral drainages in the southwest corner of the study area that would fall within the footprint of the
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reconfigured golf course holes are also not considered habitat for these species because they do not convey
perennial water and lack established riparian vegetation. Because these species are not expected to inhabit this
portion of the study area, relocating the golf course holes is not expected to affect special-status plant species.

PAGE 3.5-92

Impact 3.5-3 (Alt. 3), “Short-Term, Construction-Related Disturbance or Loss of Sensitive Habitats
(Jurisdictional Wetlands, Riparian Vegetation, Fens, and SEZ),” on page 3.5-92 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is
hereby revised as follows:

IMPACT  Short-Term, Construction-Related Disturbance or Loss of Sensitive Habitats (Jurisdictional Wetlands,
3.5-3 Riparian Vegetation, Fens, and SEZ). Implementing Alternative 3 would result in the removal of riparian and
(Alt. 3) meadow vegetation along the Upper Truckee River, and placement of fill into the active channel for geomorphic

restoration of the river. This impact would be significant.

Treatment for the Upper Truckee River under Alternative 3 would be the same as the river treatment under
Alternative 2 except that Alternative 3 would not include any bridges over the river. Alternatives 2 and 3 would
treat the lower portion of Angora Creek, the mouth of the unnamed creek, and restoration of adjoining floodplain
and meadow similarly. Effects on sensitive habitats (jurisdictional wetlands, riparian vegetation, and SEZ) would
be similar to those described in Impact 3.5-3 (Alt. 2) because these sensitive habitats occur primarily along the
Upper Truckee River, Angora Creek, and the unnamed drainage in the golf course. Please refer to Impact 3.5-3
(Alt. 2) for a detailed description of the potential impact. Because the golf course would not be relocated west of
the river and the quarry wetlands would not be restored under Alternative 3, the spring-complexes(including-fens)
verified fen, unverified fen, lodgepole pine wet, and wet meadow and other sensitive habitats west of the Upper
Truckee River riparian corridor and floodplain would not be affected. Under this alternative, sensitive habitat
types, including SEZ, would be temporarily disturbed and fill material would be placed into jurisdictional waters
of the United States, including wetlands subject to USACE jurisdiction under CWA Section 404. Therefore, this
impact would be significant.

PAGE 3.5-93

Impact 3.5-5 (Alt. 3), “Long-Term Effects on Sensitive Habitats (Jurisdictional Wetlands, Riparian Vegetation,
Fens and SEZ) and Special-Status Plant Species,” on page 3.5-93 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised
as follows:

IMPACT  Long-Term Effects on Sensitive Habitats (Jurisdictional Wetlands, Riparian Vegetation, Fens and SEZ)
355 and Special-Status Plant Species. The long-term goal of the project under Alternative 3 is to minimize the
(Alt. 3) footprint of the golf course within the SEZ, and increase floodplain meadow vegetation as well as wetland area
and functions. Implementing Alternative 3 would restore approximately 112 acres of floodplain meadow
vegetation and 43 acres of SEZ. This effect would be beneficial.

Under Alternative 3, incompatible land uses associated with the golf course would be removed from areas
adjacent to the Upper Truckee River and Angora Creek, and adjoining riparian vegetation communities would be
restored. All five existing bridges over the Upper Truckee River and four cart path/pedestrian bridges over
Angora Creek would be removed. Approximately 112 acres of floodplain and meadow would be restored. The
golf course’s footprint would be reduced to 86 acres, reducing the amount of SEZ occupied by the golf course by
43 acres. A net total of 43 acres of SEZ would be restored. In addition, as part of floodplain restoration, the 0.75-
acre storm drainage pond by existing holes 14 and 15 would be reconfigured, designed as a wetland or oxbow
feature, and revegetated. The approach to restoration is designed to reverse the negative trends of erosion caused
by past channelization, existing infrastructure, and associated land uses. The increased area and improved
ecosystem functions of SEZ, floodplain, and wetland communities would be beneficial because they would result
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in a long-term net increase in the acreage of sensitive habitats. No construction disturbance related to golf course
reconfiguration, quarry restoration; or trail development would occur on the west side of the Upper Truckee River
under this alternative; therefore, the spring-complexes-{including-fens)-verified fen, unverified fen, lodgepole pine
wet, and wet meadow and other sensitive habitats west of the Upper Truckee River riparian corridor and
floodplain would not be affected.

In addition, areas of restored SEZ and floodplain would increase the area of suitable habitat for special-status
plant species that have potential to occur within the area. Marsh skullcap, Oregon fireweed, and Bolander’s candle
moss, discussed under Impact 3.5-4 (Alt. 2), have potential to occur in moist riparian habitats and would benefit
from the long term increase in this habitat type. A nearby population of marsh skullcap in Washoe Meadows SP
responded favorably to a restoration project along Angora Creek and grows vigorously along the newly created
banks of that creek. The increased size of SEZ, floodplain meadow vegetation, and wetland communities could
provide additional habitat for these species. This effect would be beneficial.

PAGE 3.5-100

Impact 3.5-3 (Alt. 4), “Short-Term, Construction-Related Effects on Sensitive Habitats (Jurisdictional Wetlands,
Riparian Vegetation, Fens, and SEZ),” on page 3.5-100 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised as
follows:

IMPACT  Short-Term, Construction-Related Effects on Sensitive Habitats (Jurisdictional Wetlands, Riparian
3.5-3 Vegetation, Fens, and SEZ). Implementing Alternative 4 would result in the removal of riparian and meadow
(Alt. 4) vegetation along the Upper Truckee River and placement of fill into the active channel for stabilization of the
river. This impact would be potentially significant.

Under Alternative 4, streambank erosion throughout the treatment reach would be reduced by installing protection
measures, generally featuring rock armor on outside bends and biotechnical measures on inside bends. Effects on
sensitive habitats (jurisdictional wetlands, riparian vegetation, and SEZ) would be similar in type to those
described under Impact 3.5-3 (Alt. 2) for Alternative 2, but would be less in extent because a smaller area would
be affected by the activities. No changes are proposed on the west side of the Upper Truckee River outside of the
historic meander belt, including no changes to the quarry ponds. Please refer to Impact 3.5-3 (Alt. 2) for a detailed
description of potential effects.

Under Alternative 4, riverbank stabilization would be implemented along approximately 7,400 feet of stream
channel, and the two golf course bridges at holes 6 and 7 would be removed and replaced by a single bridge as
under Alternative 2. Because the golf course would not be relocated west of the river and the quarry wetlands
would not be restored under Alternative 4, the spring-complexes{includingfens)-verified fen, unverified fen,
lodgepole pine wet, and wet meadow and other sensitive habitats west of the Upper Truckee River riparian
corridor and floodplain would not be affected. Under this alternative, sensitive habitat types, including SEZ,
would be temporarily disturbed and fill material would be placed into jurisdictional waters of the United States,
including wetlands subject to USACE jurisdiction under CWA Section 404. This impact would be potentially
significant. No project-related activities would occur west of the Upper Truckee River historic meander belt under

Alternative 4, including areas near the spring-complexes-({including-fens)-verified fen, unverified fen, lodgepole

pine wet, and wet meadow.

PAGE 3.5-101

Impact 3.5-5 (Alt. 4), “Long-Term Effects on Sensitive Habitats (Jurisdictional Wetlands, Riparian Vegetation,
Fens and SEZ) and Special-Status Plant Species,” on page 3.5-101 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby
revised as follows:

Upper Truckee River Restoration and State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
Golf Course Reconfiguration Final EIR/EIS/EIS 5-25 Revisions to the Draft EIR/EIS/EIS



IMPACT  Long-Term Effects on Sensitive Habitats (Jurisdictional Wetlands, Riparian Vegetation, Fens, and SEZ)
355 and Special-Status Plant Species. Streambank stabilization and biotechnical treatments along 7,400 feet of
(Alt. 4) channel are expected to reduce erosion of banks along the Upper Truckee River, which could allow for an
eventual increase of riparian vegetation. Creating a small inset floodplain would also increase cover of riparian
vegetation. This effect would be beneficial.

Proposed river stabilization activities associated with Alternative 4 would not increase the length of the channel or
the width of the riparian corridor, and would not restore natural geomorphic processes within the study area.
However, the biotechnical measures would contribute to a small increase in riparian vegetation. The relatively
small area of inset floodplain creation (0.4 acre) would result in an increase in the acreage of sensitive habitats.
Although the magnitude of the increase would be relatively small, this would be a beneficial effect. No
construction disturbance related to golf course reconfiguration, quarry restoration, or trail development would
occur on the west side of the Upper Truckee River under this alternative; therefore, spring-complexes-{including
fens)-the verified fen, unverified fen, lodgepole pine wet, and wet meadow and other sensitive habitats west of the
Upper Truckee River riparian corridor and floodplain would not be affected. The biotechnically treated areas and
the small area of inset floodplain created has the potential to become suitable habitat for special-status plant
species that have potential to occur within the area. Marsh skullcap, Oregon fireweed, and Bolander’s candle
moss, discussed under Impact 3.5-4 (Alt. 2), have potential to occur in moist riparian habitats and would benefit
from the long-term increase in this habitat type. Although the effects would be considerably smaller than effects
under Alternative 2, 3, or 5, this effect would be beneficial.

PAGE 3.5-108

Impact 3.5-3 (Alt. 5), “Short-Term, Construction-Related Effects on Sensitive Habitats (Jurisdictional Wetlands,
Riparian Vegetation, Fens, and SEZ),” on page 3.5-108 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised as
follows:

IMPACT  Short-Term, Construction-Related Disturbance or Loss of Sensitive Habitats (Jurisdictional Wetlands,
3.5-3 Riparian Vegetation, Fens, and SEZ). Implementing Alternative 5 would result in the removal of riparian and
(Alt. 5) meadow vegetation along the Upper Truckee River and placement of fill into the active channel. This impact
would be significant.

Alternative 5 would involve the same geomorphic restoration treatments as those described in Alternatives 2 and
3. Therefore, effects on sensitive habitats (jurisdictional wetlands, riparian vegetation, and SEZ) would be similar
to those described in Impact 3.5-3 (Alt. 2) and Impact 3.5-3 (Alt. 3). Please refer to Impact 3.5-3 (Alt. 2) for a
detailed description of potential effects. Alternative 5 would result in restoration of a larger area of SEZ. No
construction disturbance related to golf course relocation, quarry restoration, or trail development would occur on
the west side of the Upper Truckee River under this alternative; therefore, spring-complexes(inecludingfens)-the
verified fen, unverified fen, lodgepole pine wet, and wet meadow and other sensitive habitats west of the Upper
Truckee River riparian corridor and floodplain would not be affected. Under this alternative, sensitive habitat
types, including SEZ, would be temporarily disturbed and fill material would be placed into jurisdictional waters
of the United States, including wetlands subject to USACE jurisdiction under CWA Section 404. This impact
would be significant.

PAGE 3.5-109

Impact 3.5-5 (Alt.5), “Long-Term Effects on Sensitive Habitats (Jurisdictional Wetlands, Riparian Vegetation,
Fens and SEZ) and Special-Status Plant Species,” on page 3.5-109 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby
revised as follows:

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
Revisions to the Draft EIR/EIS/EIS 5-26 Golf Course Reconfiguration Final EIR/EIS/EIS



IMPACT  Long-Term Effects on Sensitive Habitats (Jurisdictional Wetlands, Riparian Vegetation, Fens and SEZ)
355 and Special-Status Plant Species. The long-term goal of the project under Alternative 5 is to achieve a net
(Alt. 5) increase of SEZ, floodplain meadow vegetation, and wetland area and functions. Alternative 5 would restore
approximately 132%.5acres of floodplain meadow vegetation and 1253 acres of SEZ. This effect would be
beneficial.

Under Alternative 5, the existing golf course would be decommissioned and ecosystem processes along the Upper
Truckee River would be restored in a manner similar to Alternatives 2 and 3. Approximately 131.5 acres of
floodplain/meadow and 123 acres of SEZ would be restored. If economically feasible, a 9-hole golf course may
remain in use while State Parks evaluates alternative uses of the SRA. If keeping the temporary 9-hole course in
place during the additional planning process were found to be infeasible, the entire golf course would be removed
and meadow and riparian habitat reestablished. Areas within the active floodplain that are currently disturbed by
golf course infrastructure and associated use would be restored to riparian habitat, using the same approach as
under Alternatives 2 and 3. The net increase of 1253 acres of restored SEZ and 13215 acres of restored floodplain
and meadow vegetation would be greater than under Alternatives 2, 3, and 4. The increased size and improved
ecosystem functions of SEZ, floodplain, and wetland communities would be beneficial because they would result
in a long-term net increase of sensitive habitats (jurisdictional wetlands, riparian vegetation, and SEZ). No
construction disturbance related to golf course relocation, quarry restoration, or trail development would occur on
the west side of the Upper Truckee River under this alternative; therefore, spring-complexes-(including-fens)-the
verified fen, unverified fen, lodgepole pine wet, and wet meadow and other sensitive habitats west of the Upper
Truckee River riparian corridor and floodplain would not be affected. In addition, areas of restored SEZ and
floodplain meadow vegetation would increase the area of suitable habitat for special-status plant species that have
potential to occur within the area. Marsh skullcap, Oregon fireweed, and Bolander’s candle moss, discussed under
Impact 3.5-4 (Alt. 2), have potential to occur in moist riparian habitats and would benefit from the long term
increase in this habitat type. A nearby population of marsh skullcap in Washoe Meadows SP responded favorably
to a restoration project along Angora Creek and grows vigorously along the newly created banks of that creek.
The increased size of SEZ, floodplain, and wetland communities could provide additional habitat for these
species. This effect would be beneficial.

5.7 REVISIONS TO SECTION 3.6, “EARTH RESOURCES”
PAGE 3.6-15

The exhibit title for Exhibit 3.6-1 on page 3.6-15 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised as follows:

Geologic Units in the Study Area Exhibit 3.6-1

PAGE 3.6-19

Second paragraph of section, “Land Capability and Coverage within the Study Area,” and Table 3.6-4 on
page 3.6-19 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised as follows:

The TRPA developed a system for allowable coverage based on the Bailey system, which considers vegetation,
soils, hydrology and slope to determine a “land capability class” for lands within the Tahoe Basin. These land
capability classes have a percentage allowable coverage associated with them. State Parks worked with TRPA
staff to verify the land capability within both park units and map the areas of coverage, including those that
existed prior to 1972 (pre-Bailey system) that still exist or that have been removed and restored, as well as any
coverage that has been added after 1972. The restored pre-1972 areas were banked for later use, after deducting
any post 1972 coverage that had been added. Coverage within the Lake Tahoe Golf Course consists of the golf
cart paths, the parking lot, unpaved parking area, service roads, and associated club house and maintenance
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building as well as a small pump house and the golf course bridges. While the golf course landscaping is
considered disturbance it is not considered coverage. Coverage within Washoe Meadows SP includes several
trails, gravel and dirt service roads, and a barn. Most of tFhe coverage in both units existed prior to acquisition by
State Parks. A program has been implemented by State Parks to restore some of the disturbed areas of coverage
both in Washoe Meadows SP and Lake Valley SRA and the restored pre-1972 coverage has been banked as
mitigation. Tables 3.6-4 and 3.6-5 contain the distribution of land coverage per land class for both Washoe
Meadows SP and Lake Valley SRA within the study area. An additional 3,312 square feet of pre-1972 coverage is
located within the study area adjacent to Lake Valley SRA on Conservancy property.

Table 3.6-4
Existing Land Area, Land Capability, and Land Coverage Calculations for Portions of Washoe Meadows
State Park within the Study Area (square feet)

Base Existing

TRPA Coverage Coverage Banked
Allowable g Existing Restored Total Pre- ~Qverage ifi Total
Land Allowed Added Coverage L
Class Gross Area Base or the Pre-1972 Pre-1972 1972 after TRPA Existing  Coverage
Coverage P i Coverage Coverage Coverage .o, (—.f. q Coverage  Allowable
(%) Bailey 1972 Verified) (TRPA
System Verified)
la - 1 - - - - - - - -
b 5,039,839 1 50,398 126,648 35983 162,632 3,484 30,757 130,133 160,889
1c 539,184 1 5,392 141,582 174,132 315,714 - 174,132 141582 315,714
2 - 1 - - - - = - - -
3 2,180,496 5 109,025 53,781 21,766 75,547 2,584 19,182 56,365 109,025
4 - 20 - - - - - - -
5 5,246,359 25 1,311,590 124,493 108,848 233,342 1851 106,997 126,344 1,311,590
6 - 30 - - - - - - - -
7 - 30 - - - = = - - z
Totals 13,005,878 - 1,476,405 446,504 340,729 787235 7,919 331,068 454,424 1,897,218

Notes: 3,312 sf of 1b pre-1972 hard coverage that is on Conservancy land is not included in the calculations above.

Although existing coverage in LCD 1b and 1c is above coverage allowed under the Bailey system, the coverage predates the TRPA and is
thus “grandfathered” and considered legal.

Restored pre-1972 coverage in 1b and 1c has been banked, and some of that banked coverage has been used to offset coverage added post
1973.

TRPA verified legally existing coverage and banked coverage in 2010.
Source: Data provided by State Parks 2048 2011
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PAGE 3.6-21

Table 3.6-5 on page 3.6-21 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised as follows:

Table 3.6-5
Existing Land Area, Land Capability, and Land Coverage Calculations for Portions of Lake Valley State
Recreation Area within the Study Area (square feet)
Existing
TRPA Col?/aeig e Banked TRPA
Land Allowable AIIowe%l Existing Restored Total Pre- Coverage Coverage Verified Total
Class Gross Area  Base er the Pre-1972  Pre-1972 1972 Added TRP A%] Existing  Coverage
Coverage per Coverage Coverage Coverage after 1972 (—. " Coverage  Allowable
0 Bailey Verified) (
(%) System TRPA
y Verified)
la - 1 - - - - - - - -
1b 8,396,269 1 83,963 251,536 85,436 336,972 34,683 33,412 286,219 319,631
1c - 1 - - - - = - - -
2 - 1 - - - - = - - -
3 - 5 - - - - - - - -
4 - 20 - - - - - - - -
5 868,343 25 217,086 12,747 5,964 18,711 838 5,126 13,585 217,086
6 75,197 30 22,559 - - - - - - 22,559
7 - 30 - - - - - - - -
Totals 9,339,809 - 323,608 264,283 91,400 355,683 35,521 38,538 299,804 559,276
Notes: 3,312 sf of 1b pre-1972 hard coverage that is on Conservancy land is not included in the calculations above.
Although existing coverage in LCD 1b and 1c is above coverage allowed under the Bailey system, the coverage predates the TRPA and is
thus “grandfathered” and considered legal.
Restored pre-1972 coverage in 1b and 1c has been banked, and some of that banked coverage has been used to offset coverage added post
1973.
TRPA verified legally existing coverage and banked coverage in 2010.
Allowable coverage is either that allowed by the Bailey system or total pre-1972 verified coverage (minus reductions previously used on-site),
whichever is greater.
Source: Data provided by State Parks 2640 2011

PAGE 3.6-23

The second paragraph of the “Methods and Assumptions” section on page 3.6-23 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is
hereby revised as follows:

The verified TRPA coverage information and the TRPA Land Classification System (Tables 3.65-2 through 3.65-
5) and coverage requirements were used to analyze potential impacts on sensitive slope, soils, and drainage
conditions. Although coverage is presented separately for Washoe Meadows SP (parklands within the study area)
and Lake Valley SRA to show relative changes between these areas, the coverage impacts are addressed as one
contiguous area, as requested by TRPA. Allowable coverage for the project is either that allowed by the Bailey
system or total pre-1972 verified coverage (minus reductions previously used onsite), whichever is greater. This
method is described in Section 20.5 of the Code of Ordinances where the amount of land coverage existing prior
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to the project in the project area exceeds the base land coverage for the project area prior to 1972 coverage is
“grandfathered” in. Section 20.5.C discusses relocation of existing land coverage where relocation from one
portion of a SEZ to another portion is allowed due to a net environmental benefit to the SEZ. Net environmental
benefit to a SEZ is defined as an improvement in the functioning of the SEZ and includes, but is not limited to: (a)
relocation of coverage from a less disturbed area to a more disturbed area or to an area further away from the
stream channel; (b) retirement of land coverage in the affected SEZ in the amount of 1.5:1 of the amount of land
coverage being relocated within a SEZ; or (c) for projects involving the relocation of more than 1000 square feet
of land coverage within a SEZ, a finding, based on a report prepared by a qualified professional, that the
relocation will improve the functioning of the SEZ and will not negatively affect the quality of existing habitats.
Under the latter criterion, land coverage relocation in the affected SEZ can be at a 1:1 ratio (Gustafson, pers.
comm., 2010). Relocation of the coverage farther away from the river that allows for a geomorphic restoration of
the SEZ currently occupied by the golf course will improve the function of the SEZ and not negatively affect

existing habitat.

PAGE 3.6-25

Tables 3.6-6 and 3.6-7 on page 3.6-25 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised as follows:

Table 3.6-6
Alternative 1 Coverage Impacts Summary for Portions of Washoe Meadows State Park
within the Study Area (square feet)

Base
Hard:Seft Soft Coverage
Coverage Coverage Allowed per
Proposed Proposed the Bailey

Existing Banked Total Excess LCD  Impacton

COTLF%"EQ COTVSL?e Coverage Coverage Coverage Land
(—. . (—. " Allowed? Available® Mitigation Coverage
Verified) Verified)

Land Gross
Class Areal

System
la - - = - = - = = - -
1b 5,039,839 1122 129,011 50,398 130,133 30,757 160,889 30,757 NR NI
039, /120 011 129,011 ; 130,135 ; . ,
lc 539,184  -0/41582 141,582 5,392 141582 174,132 315,714 174,132 - NI
2 - - = - = - = = - -
3 2,180,496 -0/56:365 56,365 109,025 56,365 19,182 109,025 52,660 - NI
4 - - = - = - = = - -
5 5246,359 0408844 126,344 1,311,590 126,344 106,997 1,311,590 1,185246 NR NI
6 - - = - = - = = - -
7 - - = - = - = = - -
Total 13,005,878 9#515;8292 453,302 1,476,405 454424 331,068 1,897,218 1442795 NR NI

' Gross area is defined as gross area of existing boundaries for Washoe Meadows SP and Lake Valley SRA located within the study area.

NR = none required.

NI = no impact.

2 Total coverage allowed is the amount allowable under either Bailey system or pre-1972 grandfathered, whichever is greater.

® Excess coverage available is either that allowed by LCD or that allowed by grandfathered pre-1972 coverage, whichever is greater, and is
coverage credit available for future use.

Source: Data provided by State Parks 2040 2011
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Table 3.6-7
Alternative 1 Coverage Impacts Summary for portions of Lake Valley State Recreation Area
within the Study Area (square feet)

Base
HardiSef Soft Coverage Existing Banked Total Banked Excess LCD Impact
Land  Gross Allowed Coverage Coverage ~—__  Coverage

Coverage Coverage on Land

Class ~Areat ~COVerage Coverade ..., “rppp (TRpp COVIAUE “rppy

2 i 3 it 1
Proposed Proposed Bailey  Verified) Verified) Allowed Verified) Available3 Mitigation Coverage
System

la - - - - = - = - = - -
8,396,269 > 6] 9§ *385661 16354 83963 286219 33412 310631 33412 33412  NR NI

lb ) ) - =z~ 1 =S I==- 1 bl Bl 1 =y =
1c? - - = - = - = - = - -
2 - - - - - - - - - - -
3 - - - - - - - - - - -
4 - - - - - - - - - - -
868,343 1!30'11 41 33 3443 217,086 13585 5126 217086 5126 203500  NR NI

5 H - >y T T H _— 1 ey 1 A4 b A-A4
6 75197  — _ 255 - _ 2559 - 22559 - _
0339809 289009 19797 323608 299804 38538 559276 38538 259471  NR NI

Total 339809 j1g95g, 19797 608 299.804 38, 959.276 38, 259471

' Gross area is defined as gross area of existing boundaries for Washoe Meadows SP and Lake Valley SRA within the study area.
NR = none required.
NI = no impact.

coverage allowed is the amount allowable under either Bailey system or pre-1972 grand-fathered, whichever is greater.

® Excess coverage available is either that allowed by LCD or that allowed by grandfathered pre-1972 coverage, whichever is greater, and is
coverage credit available for future use.

Source: Data provided by State Parks 2046-2011

PAGES 3.6-30 AND 3.6-31

Second and third paragraphs of Impact 3.6-3 (Alt. 2) and Tables 3.6-8 and 3.6-9 on pages 3.6-30 and 3.6-31 of the
2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised as follows:

Coverage allowed is based on TRPA allowable base coverage or the pre-1972 “grandfathered” coverage (includes
existing and banked pre-1972 coverage), whichever is greater. Coverage allowed within 1b in the study area (both
units) is 486,521 480,520 sf. Under Alternative 2, 378,499 355,150 sf of coverage is proposed in LCD 1b,
including cart paths, bridges, designated trails, parking area improvements, as well as other existing coverage that
would not be modified. This is a decrease of 37853 61,202 sf from existing coverage (416, 352 sf) within LCD
1b. Coverage allowed within LCD 1c in the study area is 315,714 sf. Under Alternative 2, 55,020 61.482 sf of
coverage is proposed in LCD 1c, including cart paths, small bridges, designated trails, as well as other existing
coverage that would not be modified. This is a decrease of 86,562 60,999 sf from existing coverage (141,582 sf)
within LCD 1c.
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Coverage allowed within LCD 3 in the study area is 109,025 sf., No-new-coverage-is-proposed-hewever 56,365 sf

of existing access roads and trail coverage would continue to be used in LCD 3 and 5,633 sf of hard coverage is
proposed. Coverage proposed within LCD 3 does not exceed that allowed by TRPA. Coverage allowed within
LCD 5 in the study area is 1,528,676 sf. Under Alternative 2, 150,659 196,744 sf of coverage is proposed in LCD
5, including cart paths, designated trails, the restroom facility, some of the parking improvements, as well as other
existing coverage that would not be modified. This is an increase in coverage by 46:736 56,815 sf, however LCD
5 is higher capability land than lands previously discussed where coverage is being relocated from. Furthermore,
coverage proposed within LCD 5 does not exceed that allowed by TRPA. Coverage allowed within LCD 6 in the
study area is 22,559 sf. No coverage is proposed under Alternative 2 within LCD 6. There are no areas within the
study area classified as LCD la or 7.

Table 3.6-8
Alternative 2 Coverage Impacts Summary for Portions of Washoe Meadows State Park
within the Study Area (square feet)

Existing
Base ’ Banked
Hard/Seft  Soft Coverage Verified Total Excess LCD Impact on
Land Gross Coverage Coverage Allowed per Existing Coverage Coverage Coverage Coverage Land
Class Areal (TRPA

Proposed Proposed the Bailey Coverage —
System  (TRPA  ‘erified)

Allowed? Available? Mitigation Coverage

Verified)
la - - = - - - = = - -
943 126,401
1b 5,039,839 11,754 9—7’71—1 50,398 130,133 30,757 160,889 51,424 NR Beneficial

/126.401 T
13237

1c 539,184 16:600 A aan 5,392 141,582 174,132 315,714 254,732 NR Beneficial
44,882
141783
2 - - = - - - = = - -
55:810
3 2,180,496 -0/55;810 56 365 109,025 56,365 19,182 109,025 52,660 NR NI
4 - - = - - - = = - -
y 100:042
5 5,246,359 47,80010 -5, 1311590 126,344 106,997 1,311,590 1,166,696 NR NI
97,094
0042
6 - - = - - - = = - -
7 — — — - - - — — — —

76,154 296,052
1324036 324,036

Total 13,005,878 1,476,405 454,424 331,068 1,897,218 1,525,512 NR Beneficial

' Gross area is defined as gross area of existing boundaries for Washoe Meadows SP and Lake Valley SRA located within the study area.

NR = none required.

NI = no impact.

% Total coverage allowed is the amount allowable under either Bailey system or pre-1972 grand-fathered, whichever is greater.

® Excess coverage available is either that allowed by LCD or that allowed by grandfathered pre-1972 coverage, whichever is greater, and is
coverage credit available for future use.

Source: Data provided by State Parks 2040 2011
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Table 3.6-9
Alternative 2 Coverage Impacts Summary for Portions of Lake Valley State Recreation Area
within the Study Area (square feet)

Existing
Base Banked
Hard/Seft  Soft Coverage  Verified Total Excess LCD Impact on
Land Gross Coverage

Coverage Coverage Allowed  Existing Coverage Coverage Coverage Land

Proposed Proposed per Bailey Coverage TRfP'z Allowed? Available® Mitigation Coverage
(TRPA Verified)

Class Areal

System
Verified)
la - - = - - - = = - -
229,631
1b 8,396,269 231,131 14,554 83,963 286,219 33,412 319,631 73,946 NR Beneficial
4554
1c* - - = - - - = = - -
2 - - = - - - = = - -
3 - - = - - - = = - -
4 - - p— - - - = p— - -
12,742
5 868,343 49,287 2,593 217,086 13,585 5126 217,086 165,206 NR NI
12:593
6 75,197 - = 22,559 - - 22,559 22,559 NR NI
7 - - = - - - = = - -
280,418
Total 9,339,809 242373 17,147 323,608 299,804 38,538 559,276 261,711 NR Beneficial
147

! Gross area is defined as gross area of existing boundaries for Washoe Meadows SP and Lake Valley SRA within the study area.

NR = none required.

NI = no impact.

2 Total coverage allowed is the amount allowable under either Bailey system or pre-1972 grand-fathered, whichever is greater.

® Excess coverage available is either that allowed by LCD or that allowed by grandfathered pre-1972 coverage, whichever is greater, and is
coverage credit available for future use.

Source: Data provided by State Parks 2046 2011

PAGE 3.6-32
The second paragraph after Table 3.6-9 on page 3.6-32 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised as follows:

Alternative 2 decreases coverage in LCDs 1b and 1c. Coverage within LCD 3 will stay-the-same increase and no
coverage will be located in LCD 6, similar to existing conditions. Existing coverage within LCD 1b will be
relocated to higher capability land (LCD 5) to allow for restoration of the river, floodplain and SEZ. Coverage
relocated on-site is expected to occur at a 1:1 ratio as allowed for an EIP project per the Code of Ordinances
(discussed in the Regulatory section above). Additional coverage not used for relocation would be banked by
State Parks for potential use within the study area or on other State Parks land as appropriately allowed by TRPA.
Overall, the proposed coverage reduction within LCD 1b, SEZ lands, the relocated coverage in higher capability
(LCD 5) and previously disturbed lands, and restoration of floodplain currently occupied by golf course

Upper Truckee River Restoration and State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
Golf Course Reconfiguration Final EIR/EIS/EIS 5-33 Revisions to the Draft EIR/EIS/EIS



landscaping and infrastructure adjacent to the Upper Truckee River would provide a net environmental benefit.
For this reason, this would be a beneficial effect.

PAGE 3.6-34

The second paragraph of Impact 3.6-3 (Alt. 3) on page 3.6-34 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised as
follows:

Coverage allowed is based on TRPA allowable base coverage or the pre-1972 “grandfathered” coverage (includes
existing and banked pre-1972 coverage), whichever is greater. Coverage allowed within 1b in the study area is
480,521 480,520 sf. Under Alternative 3, 351,094 sf of coverage is proposed in LCD 1b, including cart paths,
designated trails, as well as other existing coverage that would not be modified. This is a decrease of £5;259
65,258 sf from existing coverage within LCD 1b. Coverage allowed within LCD 1c is 315,714 sf and within LCD
315 109,025 sf. While no new coverage is proposed, 141,582 sf of existing coverage within LCD 1c and 56,365 sf
within LCD 3, including trails and access roads, will continue to be used under Alternative 3. Coverage allowed
within LCD 5 in the study area is 1,528,676 sf. Under Alternative 3, 121,231 sf of coverage is proposed in LCD 5,
including cart paths as well as other existing coverage that would not be modified. This is decrease in coverage by
18,698 sf. Coverage allowed within LCD 6 in the study area is 22,559 sf, no coverage is proposed under
Alternative 3 within LCD 6. There are no areas within the study area classified as LCD l1a or 7.

PAGE 3.6-35
Tables 3.6-10 and 3.6-11 on page 3.6-35 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS are hereby revised as follows:
Table 3.6-10
Alternative 3 Coverage Impacts Summary for Portions of Washoe Meadows State Park
within the Study Area (square feet)
Base Existing
Hard/Seft Soft Coverage Verified Banked Total Excess LCD  Impacton
Land L Allowed . Coverage d
Class Gross Areal Coverage Coverage per the Existing TRPA Coverage Cov_eraqe Cp\_/ergge Lan
Proposed Proposed . Coverage (—. . Allowed? Available3 Mitigation Coverage
Bailey Verified)
System TRPA
y Verified)
la - - = - - - = = - -
1,122
1b 5,039,839 1129-911 129,011 50,398 130,133 30,757 160,889 30,757 NR NI
lc 539,184 —0/441582 141582 5,392 141,582 174,132 315,714 174,132 NR NI
2 - - = - - - = = - -
3 2,180,496 -—0/56,365 56,365 109,025 56,365 19,182 109,025 52,660 NR NI
4 - - - - - - - - - -
108,844
5 5,246,359 -—0/108,844 126,344 1,311,590 126,344 106,997 1,311,590 1,185246 NR NI
6 - - = - - - = = - -
7 - - = ~ ~ ~ = = - -
1,122 435.802
Total 13,005,878 /435802 453,302 1,476,405 454,424 331,068 1,897,218 1442795 NR NI
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Table 3.6-10
Alternative 3 Coverage Impacts Summary for Portions of Washoe Meadows State Park
within the Study Area (square feet)

Base Existing
Hard/Seft Soft Coverage ifi Banked Total Excess LCD  Impacton
Land Areal Allowed e Coverage Land
Class Gross Areal Coverage Coverage per the Existing TRPA Coverage Covgraqe prergge an
Proposed Proposed . Coverage (—.. Allowed? Available3 Mitigation Coverage
Bailey Verified)
System TRPA

Verified)

' Gross area is defined as gross area within existing boundaries for Washoe Meadows SP and Lake Valley SRA located in the study area.

NR = none required.

NI = no impact.

2 Total coverage allowed is the amount allowable under either Bailey system or pre-1972 grand-fathered, whichever is greater.

® Excess coverage available is either that allowed by LCD or that allowed by grandfathered pre-1972 coverage. whichever is greater, and is
coverage credit available for future use.

Source: Data provided by State Parks 2040 2011

Table 3.6-11
Alternative 3 Coverage Impacts Summary for Portions of Lake Valley State Recreation Area
within the Study Area (square feet)
Existing
Base PA Banked
Hard/Seft Soft Coverage  Verified Total Excess LCD Impact on
Land Gross o Coverage
Coverage Coverage Allowed per Existing Coverage Coverage Coverage Land
Class Areal . (TRPA - o
Proposed Proposed the Bailey Coverage Verified Allowed? Available® Mitigation Coverage
System (TRPA Verified)
Verified)
la - - = - - - = = - -
206,356 -
1b 8,396,269 14605 14,605 83,963 286,219 33412 319,631 98,672 NR Beneficial
1c? - - = - - - = = - -
2 - - = - - - = = - -
3 - - = - - - = = - -
4 - - = - - - = = - -
5 868,343 9!2’759931 2,594 217,086 13,585 5,126 217,086 204,701 NR Beneficial
6 75,197 - = 22,559 - - 22,559 22,559 NR NI
7 - - - - - - - - - -
216,149 -
Total 9,339,809 117199 17,199 323,608 299,804 38,538 559,276 325,932 NR  Beneficial
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Table 3.6-11
Alternative 3 Coverage Impacts Summary for Portions of Lake Valley State Recreation Area
within the Study Area (square feet)

Existing
Base FRRPA Banked
Hard/Seft Soft Coverage  Verified Total Excess LCD Impact on
Land Gross Coverage

Coverage Coverage Coverage Land
Allowed? Available® Mitigation Coverage

Coverage Coverage Allowed per Existing
1
Class Area Proposed Proposed the Bailey Coverage TRPA

System  (TRPA  ‘erified)
Verified)

' Gross area is defined as gross area of existing boundaries for Washoe Meadow SP and Lake Valley SRA within the study area and not
proposed boundary changes.

2

NR = none required.

NI = no impact.

% Total coverage allowed is the amount allowable under either Bailey system or pre-1972 grand-fathered, whichever is greater for an
alternative plus the excess coverage.

® Excess coverage available is either that allowed by LCD or that allowed by grandfathered pre-1972 coverage, whichever is greater, and is
coverage credit available for future use.

Source: Data provided by State Parks 2046 2011

PAGES 3.6-38 AND 3.6-39

Table 3.6-12 on page 3.6-38 and the following paragraph and Table 3.6-13 on page 3.6-39 of the 2010 draft
EIR/EIS/EIS are hereby revised as follows:

Table 3.6-12
Alternative 4 Coverage Impacts Summary for Portions of Washoe Meadows State Park
within the Study Area (square feet)

Existing
Base > Banked
Hard/Seft Soft Coverage  Verified Total Excess LCD  Impacton
Land Coverage

Gross Areal Coverage  Coverage Allowed per Existing
Proposed Proposed the Bailey Coverage

Coverage Coverage Coverage Land
Allowed Available® Mitigation Coverage

Class

(TRPA

System (TRPA Verified)
Verified)
la - - = - - - = = - -
1b 5,039,839 1122 129,011 50,398 130,133 30,757 160,889 30,757 NR LTS
039, /129 011 129,011 . ; , , .
1c 539,184 —0/141.582 141,582 5,392 141,582 174,132 315,714 174,132 NR NI
2 - - - - - - - - - -
3 2,180,496 -0/56,365 56,365 109,025 56,365 19,182 109,025 52,660 NR NI
4 - - - - - - - - - -
5 5,246,359 -0/108.844 126,344 1,311,590 126,344 106,997 1,311,590 1,185,246 NR LTS
6 - - - - - - - - - -
7 - — - - - - - - _ _

1122 453302 1,476,405 454,424 331,068 1,897,218 1442795 NR LTS

Total 13,005,878 1435802 ;
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Table 3.6-12
Alternative 4 Coverage Impacts Summary for Portions of Washoe Meadows State Park
within the Study Area (square feet)

Existing
Base Banked
Land HardiSeft Soft Coverage  Verified Coverage Total Excess LCD  Impacton
) L
Class Gross Area! Coverage Coverage Allowed per Existing TRPA Coverage Coverage Coverage Land

. - RN
Proposed Proposed the Bailey Coverage Verified) Allowed Available3 Mitigation Coverage

System (TRPA
Verified)

' Gross area is defined as gross area of existing boundaries for Washoe Meadows SP and Lake Valley SRA located within the study area.

NR = none required.

LTS = less than significant.

NI = no impact.

% Total coverage allowed is that the amount allowable under either Bailey system or pre-1972 grand-fathered, whichever is greater.

® Excess coverage available is either that allowed by LCD or that allowed by grandfathered pre-1972 coverage, whichever is greater, and is
coverage credit available for future use.

Source: Data provided by State Parks 2040 2011

Coverage allowed within 1b in the study area is 480,521 sf. Under Alternative 4, 423,768 sf of coverage is
proposed in LCD 1b, including primarily existing infrastructure with some modified cart paths and removal of
two bridges with one replacement bridge, a new restroom as well as other existing coverage that would not be
modified. This is an increase of 7,416 sf from existing coverage within LCD 1b; however, it is still within
coverage allowed by TRPA. Coverage proposed in 1c includes some cart path and parking modifications as well
as existing coverage that would not be modified. Coverage allowed within LCD 1c is 315,714 sf and within LCD
35 109,025 sf. Under Alternative 4; 141,582 sf of existing coverage s in LCD 1c and 56,365 sf of existing
coverage in LCD 3, trails and access roads, will continue to be used. Coverage allowed within LCD 5 in the study
area is 1,528,676 sf. Under Alternative 4, 156,174 sf of coverage is proposed in LCD 5, including cart paths and
parking area improvements, as well as other existing coverage that would not be modified. This is an increase in
coverage by 16,245 sf, however LCD 5 is high capability land and coverage proposed is still within that allowed
by TRPA within LCD 5. Coverage allowed within LCD 6 in the study area is 22,559 sf; no coverage is proposed
under Alternative 4. There are no areas within the study area classified as LCD laor 7.

Table 3.6-13
Alternative 4 Coverage Impacts Summary for Portions of Lake Valley State Recreation Area within the
Study Area (square feet)
Base Existing
Coverage E.I o Banked
Hard/Seft Soft Total Excess LCD  Impacton
Land Gross Allowed . Coverage
Coverage Coverage Existing Coverage Coverage Coverage Land
Class Area(sq. ft.)! per the (TRPA - o
Proposed Proposed . Coverage = Allowed? Available3 Mitigation Coverage
Bailey (TRPA Verified)
SYS®M  verified)
277,281
1b 8,396,269 116354 16,354 83,963 286,219 33,412 319,631 25,996 NR LTS
1c* - - = - - - = = - -
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Table 3.6-13
Alternative 4 Coverage Impacts Summary for Portions of Lake Valley State Recreation Area within the
Study Area (square feet)

Base Existing
Hard/Seft Soft Coverage Verified Banked Total Excess LCD  Impacton
Land Gross Allowed . Coverage
Coverage Coverage Existing Coverage Coverage Coverage Land
Class Area(sqg. ft.) per the (TRPA - o
Proposed Proposed . Coverage — Allowed? Available3 Mitigation Coverage
Bailey (TRPA Verified)
SYSEeM  yerified)
5 868,343 4!33’818137 3,443 217,086 13,585 5,126 217,086 169,756 NR LTS
6 75,197 - - 22,559 - - 22,559 22,559 NR NI
321,168
Totals 9,339,809 19,797 323,608 299,804 38,538 559,276 218,311 NR LTS

19797 =

' Gross area is defined as gross area of existing boundaries for Washoe Meadow SP and Lake Valley SRA and not proposed boundary
changes.

NR = none required.

LTS = less than significant

NI = no impact.

2 Total coverage allowed is the amount allowable under either Bailey system or pre-1972 grand-fathered, whichever is greater.

® Excess coverage available is either that allowed by LCD or that allowed by grandfathered pre-1972 coverage, whichever is greater and is
coverage credit available for future use.

Source: Data provided by State Parks 2640 2011

PAGE 3.6-42

Table 3.6-14 and the following paragraph on page 3.6-42 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS are hereby revised as
follows:

Table 3.6-14
Alternative 5 Coverage Impacts Summary for Portions of Washoe Meadows State Park within the study
area (square feet)
Base Existing
Hard/Seft Soft Coverage Verified Banked Total Excess LCD Impact on
Land Areat Allowed - Coverage Land
Class Gross Area! Coverage Coverage per the Existing TRPA Coverage Coyeraqe ngerqge an
Proposed Proposed . Coverage (—. " Allowed? Available3 Mitigation Coverage
Bailey Verified)
System TRPA
Verified)
la - - - - — - - - - -
1b 5,039,839 !]12'91%2] ] 129,011 50,398 130,133 30,757 160,889 30,757 NR NI
El El : ==y == H H y 1 i
1c 539,184 —0/144,582 141,582 5,392 141,582 174,132 315,714 174,132 NR NI
2 - - = - - - = = -
3 2,180,496 -0/56,365 56,365 109,025 56,365 19,182 109,025 52,660 NR NI
4 - - = - - - - - - -
5 5,246,359 —0/108.844 126,344 1,311,590 126,344 106,997 1,311,590 1,185,246 NR NI
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Table 3.6-14
Alternative 5 Coverage Impacts Summary for Portions of Washoe Meadows State Park within the study
area (square feet)

Base Existing
Land Hard/Seft Soft Cpa}/c?vrvi%e Verified C?)?/r;t:de Total Excess LCD Impact on
Class Gross Area! Coverage Coverage or the Existing TRPA? Coverage Coverage Coverage Land
Proposed Proposed per Coverage (—.. Allowed? Available3 Mitigation Coverage
Bailey Verified)
System TRPA
y Verified)
Total 13005878 122 453302 1,476,405 454,424 331,068 1,807,218 1442795 NR NI

/33578’9‘2 —_—l

' Gross area is defined as gross area of existing boundaries for Washoe Meadows SP and Lake Valley SRA located within the study area.

NR = none required.

NI = no impact.

2 Total coverage allowed is the amount allowable under either Bailey system or pre-1972 grand-fathered, whichever is greater.

® Excess coverage available s either that allowed by LCD or that allowed by grandfathered pre-1972 coverage, whichever is greater, and is
coverage credit available for future use.

Source: Data provided by State Parks 20406 2011

Coverage changes presented here are based on the end result_of removing golf course infrastructure and
landscaping while leaving the clubhouse, maintenance yard and parking area in place until alternative uses have
been evaluated as part of a separate planning process. Coverage allowed within 1b in the study area is 480,521 sf.
Under Alternative 5, 244,354 241,352 sf of coverage is proposed in LCD 1b, including the pump station,
clubhouse and other existing coverage that would not be modified. This is a decrease of 474,999 175,000 sf from
existing coverage within LCD 1b. Coverage allowed within LCD 1c is 315,714 sf and within LCD 3 is 109,025
sf. While no new coverage is proposed in LCDs 1c or 3, 141,582 sf within LCD 1c and 56,365 sf within LCD 3of
existing coverage, including trails and access roads, will continue to be used under Alternative 5. Coverage
allowed within LCD 5 in the study area is 1,528,676 sf. Under Alternative 5, 321,431 121,429 sf of existing trails
and access roads will continue to be used. Coverage within LCD 5 that is associated with cart paths will be
removed. This will decrease coverage by 48,498 18,500 sf. Coverage allowed within LCD 6 in the study area is
22,559 sf no coverage is proposed under Alternative 5 within LCD 6. There are no areas within the study area
classified as LCD 1a or 7. No interim management plan would be prepared under Alternative 5, therefore no
associated parking or trail improvements would be expected. All coverage removed under alternative 5 will be
banked and can be sued for future development.
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PAGE 3.6-43

Table 3.6-15 on page 3.6-43 of the 2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised as follows:

Table 3.6-15
Alternative 5 Coverage Impacts Summary for Portions of Lake Valley State Recreation Area within the

study area (square feet)

Existing
Base Banked
Hard/Seft Soft Coverage Verified Total Excess LCD Impact on
Land  Gross Coverage

Coverage Co@ge Allowed per  Existing Coverage Coverage Coverage Land

Proposed Proposed the Bailey = Coverage TRfP'z Allowed? Available? Mitigation Coverage
(TRPA Verified)

Class Areal

System
Verified)

102,866
1b 8,396,269 /8 355 8,355 83,963 286,219 33,412 319,631 208,412 NR NI
1c* - - - - - - = = - -
2 - - - - - - - - - -

10,143
5 868,343 12 444 2,444 217,086 13,585 5,126 217,086 204,501 NR NI
6 75,197 - - 22,559 - - 22,559 22,559 NR NI

113,009
Total 9,339,809 /16.799 10,799 323,608 299,804 38,538 559,276 435,472 NR NI

' Gross area is defined as gross area of existing boundaries for Washoe Meadow SP and Lake Valley SRA within the study area and not
proposed boundary changes.

NR = none required.

NI = no impact.

2 Total coverage allowed is the amount allowable under either Bailey system or pre-1972 grand-fathered, whichever is greater.

® Excess coverage available is either that allowed by LCD or that allowed by grandfathered pre-1972 coverage, whichever is greater, and is
coverage credit available for future use.

Source: Data provided by State Parks 2046 2011

5.8 REVISIONS TO SECTION 3.10, “TRANSPORTATION, PARKING, AND
CIRCULATION”

PAGE 3.10-15

Section 3.10.2, “Impacts Found to Be Less than Significant and Not Discussed Further,” on pages 3.10-15 of the
2010 draft EIR/EIS/EIS is hereby revised as follows:

Waterborne, rail, transit, or air traffic—No alternative would result in increasing or creating waterborne, rail,
transit, or air traffic because none of the alternatives would change the level of use at the golf course such that
there would be an increase in demand that would alter service levels for any of these methods of transportation.
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Therefore, the proposed project alternatives would have no impact on such traffic, and these issues are not
discussed further in the EIR/EIS/EIS.

5.9 REVISIONS TO CHAPTER 8, “REFERENCES CITED”
PAGE 8-4 AND 8-5

Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board (LRWQCB). 2011. Order No. R6T-2011-0019. NPDES No.
CAG616002. General Waste Discharge Requirements and National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction Activity in the Lake Tahoe Hydrologic Unit,
Counties of Alpine, El Dorado, and Placer. Adopted on April 14, 2011.

State Water Resources Control Board. 2011 (April 19). Water Quality Control Plan Amendments Total Maximum
Daily Load for Sediment and Nutrients in Lake Tahoe. Adopted by the Lahontan Regional Board on November
16, 2010. Adopted by the State Water Resources Control Board via Resolution No. 2011-0022.

Upper Truckee River Restoration and State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
Golf Course Reconfiguration Final EIR/EIS/EIS 5-41 Revisions to the Draft EIR/EIS/EIS



6 REFERENCES CITED

Chapter 1, “Introduction and Statement of Purpose and Need”

Goldman, C. R. 1974. Eutrophication of Lake Tahoe. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Report, EPA-660/3-
74-034.

Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board. 1995. Water Quality Control Plan for the Lahontan Region.
LRWQCB. See Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board.

River Run Consulting. 2006 (March 6). Upper Truckee River Restoration Project, California Department of
Parks and Recreation, Riparian Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Report.

State Water Resources Control Board and Nevada Division of Environmental Protection. 2007 (September). Lake
Tahoe TMDL Pollutant Reduction Opportunity Report. V1.01.

Swanson Hydrology + Geomorphology. 2003 (December 15). Draft Report, Upper Truckee River Upper Reach
Environmental Assessment. Prepared for Tahoe Resource Conservation District and U.S. Bureau of
Reclamation.

SWRCB and NDEP. See State Water Resources Control Board and Nevada Division of Environmental
Protection.

U.S. Geological Survey. 2010. USGS Lake Tahoe Clearing House, Facts about Lake Tahoe. Available:
http://tahoe.usgs.gov/facts.html. Accessed January 26, 2010.

USGS. See U.S. Geological Survey.
Chapter 2, “Project Description”

ENTRIX, Inc. 2003. Final Draft: Upper Truckee River and Wetland Restoration—Channel Forming Flow
Technical Memorandum. South Lake Tahoe, CA. Prepared for California Tahoe Conservancy, South
Lake Tahoe, CA.

Knighton, D. 1998. Fluvial Forms and Processes: A New Perspective. Oxford University Press. New York, NY.
Cited in River Run Consulting 2006.

Mussetter Engineering, Inc. 2000. Geomorphic Assessment of Upper Truckee River Watershed and Section 206
Aguatic Ecosystem Restoration Project Reach. Fort Collins, CO. Submitted to U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, Sacramento District, Sacramento, CA.

River Run Consulting. 2006. Upper Truckee River Restoration Project California Department of Parks and
Recreation Reach Riparian Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Report. Truckee, CA. Prepared for
California Department of Parks and Recreation, Sacramento, CA.

Swanson Hydrology + Geomorphology. 2004 (March). Upper Truckee River, Upper Reach Environmental
Assessment (Final). Santa Cruz, CA. Prepared for U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Tahoe Resource
Conservation District, and Regional Water Quality Control Board-Lahontan Region, South Lake Tahoe,
CA.

Upper Truckee River Restoration and State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
Golf Course Reconfiguration Final EIR/EIS/EIS 6-1 References Cited



Chapter 3, “Master Responses”

Airola, D. A. 1988. A Guide for the California Wildlife Habitat Relationships System. California Department of
Fish and Game, Wildlife Investigations Lab. Rancho Cordova, CA.

Alta Planning & Design. 2005 (July). Summary Report—Trails and Golf Courses: Best Practices on Design and
Management. Berkeley, CA.

Bailey, R. G. 1974. Land-Capability Classification of the Lake Tahoe Basin, California-Nevada: A Guide for
Planning. South Lake Tahoe, CA: U.S. Forest Service in cooperation with Tahoe Regional Planning
Agency.

Bruce MacKay Pump & Well Service. 2008. State of California Well Completion Report No. 769329. Filed
September 15, 2008. Reno, NV.

California Department of Fish and Game. 2011. California Wildlife Habitat Relationships (CWHR) System.
Available: http://www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/cwhr/morecwhr.asp. Accessed June 1, 2011.

California Department of Parks and Recreation. 1987 (February). Lake Country Estates Project Resource
Summary. Natural Heritage Section. Sacramento, CA.

. 1990 (June). Washoe Meadows State Park Resource Inventory. Prepared by M. A. T. Showers. Natural
Heritage Section.

California Tahoe Conservancy. 2011. Watersheds & Stream Environment Zone. Available:
http://tahoe.ca.gov/watersheds-stream-environment-zone.aspx. Accessed June 1, 2011.

CDFG. See California Department of Fish and Game.

Department of General Services. 1986. Transfer of Control and Possession Lake County Estates Memorandum.
Sacramento, CA.

DGS. See Department of General Services.

Hartman, S. (compiler). 2011 (March). Washoe Meadows State Park Fen Information. California Department of
Parks and Recreation. [Tahoe City], CA.

Howell, T. A. 2003. Irrigation Efficiency. Pages 467-472 in B. A. Stewart and T. A. Howell (eds.), Encyclopedia
of Water Science. Marcel Dekker. New York, NY.

Lake Tahoe Golf Course and Restaurant. 2000. (January). Lake Tahoe Golf Course 2001: Waste Discharge
Requirements Maintenance Plan. South Lake Tahoe, CA.

. 2003 (April 14). Statement of Water Diversion and Use for Lake Tahoe Golf Course. South Lake Tahoe,
CA. Form submitted to State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Water Rights, Sacramento, CA.

. 2009 (May 18). Supplemental Statement of Water Diversion and Use for Lake Tahoe Golf Course. South
Lake Tahoe, CA. Form submitted to State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Water Rights,
Sacramento, CA.

LTGC. See Lake Tahoe Golf Course and Restaurant.

Mandelker, Daniel. R. 2007. NEPA Law and Litigation. Thomson/West.

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
References Cited 6-2 Golf Course Reconfiguration Final EIR/EIS/EIS



Matsura, K., C. Willmott, and D. Legates. 2009. WebWIMP, version 1.02. Available:
http://climate.geog.udel.edu/~wimp/index.html. Accessed April 2011.

NRCS. See U.S. Natural Resources Conservation Service.

Spencer, W. D., P. Beier, K. Penrod, K. Winters, C. Paulman, H. Rustigian-Romsos, J. Strittholt, M. Parisi, and
A. Pettler. 2010. California Essential Habitat Connectivity Project: A Strategy for Conserving a
Connected California. Prepared for California Department of Transportation, California Department of
Fish and Game, and Federal Highways Administration. Available: http://www.dfg.ca.gov/habcon/
connectivity/.

Stanowski, John. Superintendent. Lake Tahoe Golf Course, South Lake Tahoe, CA. March 26, 2008—in-person
meeting with Virginia Mahacek and Danielle Hughes regarding golf course management; December 1,
2008—telecommunication with Danielle Hughes regarding golf course water supply.

Stanowski, John. Superintendent. Lake Tahoe Golf Course, South Lake Tahoe, CA. March 28, 2011—e-mail to
Cyndi Walck of the California Department of Parks and Recreation regarding irrigation, pesticide use,
and fertilizer use at the Lake Tahoe Golf Course.

State Parks. See California Department of Parks and Recreation.

State Water Resources Control Board. 2011. SWRCB Division of Water Rights 3_WRIMS for Application#
S015849. Accessed online April 14, 2011.

SWRCB. See State Water Resources Control Board.

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency. 2007 (August). Restore: Restoring Watershed & Habitat. Environmental
Improvement Program progress report. Stateline, NV.

TRPA. See Tahoe Regional Planning Agency.
U.S. Forest Service. 2003 (June). SNFPA Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement. Appendix B:
Modeling Outputs and Effects of Alternative Proposed Actions—The “CWHR” System. Pacific

Southwest Region. Available: http://www.fs.fed.us/r5/snfpa/draft-seis/appendixb/cwhr.htm. Accessed
June 1, 2011.

USFS. See U.S. Forest Service.

U.S. Natural Resources Conservation Service. 2007. Soil Survey of the Tahoe Basin Area, California and Nevada.
Available: http://soildatamart.nrcs.usda.gov/Manuscripts/CA693/0/Tahoe_CA.pdf. Accessed March 11,
2008.

Walck, Cyndie. Hydrologist. California Department of Parks and Recreation, Tahoe City, CA. January 26,
2010—telecommunication to Virginia Mahacek, Fluvial Geomorphologist, Valley Mountain Consulting
regarding irrigation.

Weixelman, D., and D. Cooper. 2008 (June). A User Guide to Assessing Proper Functioning Condition for Fen
Areas in the Sierra Nevada and Southern Cascade Ranges, CA. Draft. Cited in Hartman 2011.

Chapter 4, “Comments and Individual Responses”

ACSP. See Audubon Cooperative Sanctuary Program for Golf Courses.

Upper Truckee River Restoration and State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
Golf Course Reconfiguration Final EIR/EIS/EIS 6-3 References Cited



Audubon Cooperative Sanctuary Program for Golf Courses. 2006. Audubon International Fact Sheet, Golf and
Environment. Available: http://www.auduboninternational.org/PDFs/G-E-
%20Golf%20and%20Environment%20overview%20.pdf. Accessed August 3, 2009.

California Native Plant Society. 2011. Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants (online edition, v8-01a).
Sacramento, CA. Accessed March 15, 2011.

California Water Boards and NDEP. See California Water Boards and Nevada Division of Environmental
Protection.

California Water Boards and Nevada Division of Environmental Protection. 2007 (September). Lake Tahoe
TMDL Pollutant Reduction Opportunity Report. South Lake Tahoe, CA. Available:
http://www.swrch.ca.gov/lahontan/water_issues/ programs/tmdl/lake_tahoe/docs/presentations/
pro_rpt_final.pdf.

CNPS. See California Native Plant Society.

Gustafson, Heather. Senior Planner Land Capability Program Manager, Tahoe Regional Planning Agency,
Stateline, NV. January 13, 2010—e-mail to Cyndie Walck, Hydrologist, California Department of Parks
and Recreation, Tahoe City, CA, regarding coverage relocation ratio per the Code of Ordinances.

Hansford Economic Consulting. 2008 (September). Lake Tahoe Golf Course Economic Feasibility Analysis.
HEC. See Hansford Economic Consulting.

Karuzas, Jeremiah. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, [Sacramento Field Office]. February 10, 2011—conversation
with Lisa Fields of the California Department of Parks and Recreation about species of concern and
potential need for formal consultation for the Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course
Relocation Project.

Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board. 2011 (April 19). Water Quality Control Plan Amendments:
Total Maximum Daily Load for Sediment and Nutrients in Lake Tahoe. South Lake Tahoe, CA. Adopted
by the Lahontan Regional Board on November 16, 2010; adopted by the State Water Resources Control
Board on April 19, 2011.

Lahontan RWQCB. See Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board.

SH+G. See Swanson Hydrology + Geomorphology.

Swanson Hydrology + Geomorphology. 2004a (March). Upper Truckee River, Upper Reach Environmental
Assessment (Final). Santa Cruz, CA. Prepared for U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Tahoe Resource

Conservation District, and Regional Water Quality Control Board-Lahontan Region., South Lake Tahoe,
CA.

. 2004b (October). Amendment Report: Upper Truckee River Upper Reach Reclamation Project (Final).
Santa Cruz, CA. Prepared for Tahoe Resource Conservation District and U.S. Bureau of Reclamation.
South Lake Tahoe, CA.

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency. 2007. (September). 2006 Threshold Evaluation Report. Stateline, NV.

TRPA. See Tahoe Regional Planning Agency.

State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA Upper Truckee River Restoration and
References Cited 6-4 Golf Course Reconfiguration Final EIR/EIS/EIS



U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 1987 (January). Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual. Final report.
Wetlands Research Program Technical Report Y-87-1 (on-line edition). Environmental Laboratory,
Waterways Experiment Station, Vicksburg, MS.

. 2003 (October). Lake Tahoe Basin Framework Study Groundwater Evaluation, Lake Tahoe Basin,
California and Nevada (Final). Sacramento District. Sacramento, CA.

. 2008. Interim Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual: Western
Mountains, Valleys, and Coast Region, ed. J. S. Wakeley, R. W. Lichvar, and C. V. Noble. ERDC/EL
TR-08-13. Vicksburg, MS: U.S. Army Engineer Research and Development Center.

Chapter 5, “Revisions to the Draft EIR/EIS/EIS”

Gustafson, Heather. Senior Planner Land Capability Program Manager, Tahoe Regional Planning Agency,
Stateline, NV. January 13, 2010—e-mail to Cyndie Walck, Hydrologist, California Department of Parks
and Recreation, Tahoe City, CA, regarding coverage relocation ratio per the Code of Ordinances.

Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board. 2011. Order No. R6T-2011-0019. NPDES No. CAG616002.
General Waste Discharge Requirements and National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permit for
Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction Activity in the Lake Tahoe Hydrologic Unit,
Counties of Alpine, El Dorado, and Placer. Adopted on April 14, 2011.

LRWQCB. See Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board.

State Water Resources Control Board. 2011 (April 19). Water Quality Control Plan Amendments Total Maximum
Daily Load for Sediment and Nutrients in Lake Tahoe. Adopted by the Lahontan Regional Board on
November 16, 2010. Adopted by the State Water Resources Control Board via Resolution No. 2011-
0022.

SWRCB. See State Water Resources Control Board.

Upper Truckee River Restoration and State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
Golf Course Reconfiguration Final EIR/EIS/EIS 6-5 References Cited



7 LIST OF PREPARERS

California Department of Parks and Recreation

CyNAIie WaAICK ..ot Project Manager/Engineering Geologist
KAtNEriNg TODIAS ....oivieiiece e et s be et e e be e beesbeeebbeeaeesneesnbeenreas Staff Counsel 111
[ LI T YR Chief, Planning Division
DAN SNAW ...ttt e b ettt bbbt et et e neas Environmental Scientist
NALNAN SNASNA ... e Environmental Scientist
CUITIS GIBY ..tttk b bttt bbbt bbb s bbbt bt bbb et ettt b b e Research Analyst 11
Patti DUMONL.......coiiiie e e ettt e e n e eneeenaeereea Staff Park & Recreation Specialist
RS 0T L A o] o SRS General Plan Program Manager
TAMAIA SASAKI ....vveivveiiieiieccie et be e sbe e s be e s re e s sabe e be e beenreenreas Senior Environmental Scientist
I E 7 T 1= (o PR Environmental Scientist
DENISE JATTKE .. .veeie e nrre s Associate State Archaeologist

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency
2 T 0 T 10T o = SR Project Manager

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation

MYINIE MAYVIHIE ... Lake Tahoe Program Manager
DoUg KIBINSMITN ...t Natural Resource Specialist
F AN F= o 0T AN 00T P Archaeologist

AECOM—Primary Consultant

RS 3Vl o (=TT o= TSR Principal-in-Charge
[ LTI N N o U T | TSRS Project Manager/Geologist
StePhanie RASIMUSSEN ......cc.eiiiiiieeie ettt re e sae e aesre e Assistant Project Manager/Analyst
F AN g 1o Y - (o o SRS Senior Wildlife Biologist
ANAIEW BAYNE ... ettt r e e e e ae e te e re e nreenreenneenres Environmental Analyst
T T O 1< T | RS RSPS GIS Specialist
GAYIELY LLAMNE ...ttt bbbttt Publishing Associate
=T a o] = T L= USSP Publishing Associate
JIMEIVIEIK et b bbb bbbt b b oo R e R e e Rt R bbbt R e Rt b bbb e Editor
CREISTY SBITEIT. ...t bbbt bt h bbbt b ettt et et et e st e bttt e bt bbb Editor
LU0 T o TSR Editor
Sub-Consultants

Ascent Environmental, Inc.
CUIIS AHING, ATCP ..o Principal/Quality Assurance
Valley & Mountain Consulting

Virginia IMBNACEK .......ccveiiiiiicie sttt st et re et esrenreenes Fluvial Geomorphologist

Upper Truckee River Restoration and State Parks/Reclamation/TRPA
Golf Course Reconfiguration Final EIR/EIS/EIS 7-1 List of Preparers
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Elected Officials and Representatives
U.S. House of Representatives
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State Government Agencies
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Department of Boating & Waterways
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Estate Services Division

Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board

Local Government & Agencies
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South Tahoe Chamber of Commerce

El Dorado County
Board of Supervisors, District 5
Department of Transportation
Parks and Recreation Department
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Organizations, Businesses, and Individuals
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Management Unit
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Office of the Attorney General
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All organizations, businesses, and individuals that have contacted State Parks about or commented on the project
have been notified of the availability of the final EIR/EIS/EIS. See Chapter 4, Table 4-1 for the list of commenters

on the draft EIR/EIS/EIS.
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