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Letter 
I23 

Response 

 
Anjanette Hoefer 
April 7, 2013 

I23-1 The commenter’s support for Alternative 3 is noted.  

 As discussed in Chapter 2, “Project Description,” of this Final EIR/EIS/EIS, the Preferred 
Alternative is proposing moderate recreation on the west side of the marsh, similar to existing 
conditions, and no additional recreation access on the marsh’s east side. Alternative 3 is the 
recommended restoration approach under the Preferred Alternative. See Section 2.1, “Selecting a 
Preferred Alternative,” of the Final EIR/EIS/EIS for a description of the approach to selecting 
recreation and restoration components of the Preferred Alternative. This comment does not raise 
issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the Draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  

I23-2 The commenter’s opposition to constructing additional recreation facilities is noted.  

 As discussed in Chapter 2, “Project Description,” of this Final EIR/EIS/EIS, the Preferred 
Alternative is proposing moderate recreation on the west side of the marsh, similar to existing 
conditions, and no additional recreation access on the marsh’s east side. See Section 2.1, 
“Selecting a Preferred Alternative,” of the Final EIR/EIS/EIS for a description of the approach to 
selecting recreation components of the Preferred Alternative. This comment does not raise issues 
regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the Draft EIR/EIS/EIS. 
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Letter 
I24 

Response 

 
Harley & Tammy Hoy 
April 8, 2013 

I24-1 The commenters states that no noticing of the project was provided. 

 The Project mailing list was developed by obtaining the most recent County Assessor’s 
information as well as contact information provided through outreach over the life of the project. 
The commenter’s address on the list developed for noticing. For privacy purposes the address has 
been withheld in this Final EIR/EIS/EIS. See responses to Comments AO2-4 and I8-6 for a 
discussion of the project’s history, planning context, and public outreach. 

I24-2  The commenters have concerns about construction noise associated with the use of California 
Avenue and Michael Avenue for staging and access.  

 As shown in Exhibit 2-2 in Chapter 2, “Project Description,” of this Final EIR/EIS/EIS, the 
Preferred Alternative does not propose construction staging areas or access points on California 
Avenue and Michael Avenue. See Section 3.1.3, “Construction Noise,” in Chapter 3, “Master 
Responses,” of this Final EIR/EIS/EIS for further discussion of construction-related noise. 
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Letter 
I25 

Response 

 
Harley Hoy 
April 7, 2013 

I25-1 The commenter has concerns about construction activities resulting in increased noise, traffic, 
disruption of established neighborhood values, neighborhood safety, and increased flood risk in 
the Tahoe Island Park 4 subdivision. The commenter states that individual residents in the Tahoe 
Island Park 4 subdivision were not directly notified of public outreach.  

 See response to Comment Letter I8 for a discussion regarding these concerns.  
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Letter 
I26 

Response 

 
Tamara Hoy 
April 8, 2013 

I26-1 The commenter has concerns about construction activities resulting in increased noise, traffic, 
disruption of established neighborhood values, neighborhood safety, and increased flood risk in 
the Tahoe Island Park 4 subdivision. The commenter states that individual residents in the Tahoe 
Island Park 4 subdivision were not directly notified of public outreach.  

 See response to Comment Letter I8 for a discussion regarding these concerns. 
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Letter 
I27 

Response 

 
? Hughes 
April 6, 2013 

I27-1 The commenter has concerns about construction activities resulting in increased noise, traffic, 
disruption of established neighborhood values, neighborhood safety, and increased flood risk in 
the Tahoe Island Park 4 subdivision. The commenter states that individual residents in the Tahoe 
Island Park 4 subdivision were not directly notified of public outreach.  

 See response to Comment Letter I8 for a discussion regarding these concerns. 
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Letter 
I28 

Response 

 
Mark Johnson 
March 11, 2013 

I28-1 The commenter is concerned about the traffic and parking on El Dorado Avenue associated with 
constructing bike paths.  

 As discussed in Chapter 2, “Project Description,” of this Final EIR/EIS/EIS, the Preferred 
Alternative is proposing moderate infrastructure on the west side of the marsh, similar to existing 
conditions, and no additional recreation access on the marsh’s east side. In addition, the 
Conservancy would continue to manage and reduce the impacts of recreational use.  

I28-2 The commenter’s support for only improving the river channels is noted.  

 As discussed in Chapter 2, “Project Description,” of this Final EIR/EIS/EIS, the Preferred 
Alternative is proposing moderate recreation on the west side of the marsh, similar to existing 
conditions, and no additional recreation access on the marsh’s east side. Alternative 3 is the 
recommended restoration approach under the Preferred Alternative. See Section 2.1, “Selecting a 
Preferred Alternative,” of the Final EIR/EIS/EIS for a description of the approach to selecting 
recreation and restoration components of the Preferred Alternative.  

 This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the 
Draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  
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Letter 
I29 

Response 

 
Gary Jones 
April 7, 2013 

I29-1 The commenter has concerns about construction activities resulting in increased noise, traffic, 
disruption of established neighborhood values, neighborhood safety, and increased flood risk in 
the Tahoe Island Park 4 subdivision. The commenter states that individual residents in the Tahoe 
Island Park 4 subdivision were not directly notified of public outreach.  

 See response to Comment Letter I8 for a discussion regarding these concerns.  
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Letter 
I30 

Response 

 
Joanne Jones 
March 5, 2013 

I30-1 The commenter is concerned about increased flooding from implementation of the project. 

 An updated discussion of existing and potential flood hazards in provided in Section 3.1.1, 
“Flooding and Flood Hazards,” in Chapter 3, “Master Responses,” of this Final EIR/EIS/EIS. 
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Letter 
I31 

Response 

 
Jordans & Foudys 
April 10, 2013 

I31-1 The commenter’s support for a bike trail across Barton Beach if it can be constructed without 
affecting the yellow cress is noted.  

 Potential impacts on Tahoe yellow cress are discussed in Section 3.4, “Biological Resources: 
Vegetation and Wildlife,” of the 2013 Draft EIR/EIS/EIS. The Preferred Alternative does not 
include the bridge and boardwalk. 

I31-2 The commenter’s support for restoring flows to the Truckee River is noted.  

 Alternative 3 is the recommended restoration approach under the Preferred Alternative. See 
Section 2.1, “Selecting a Preferred Alternative,” of the Final EIR/EIS/EIS for a description of the 
approach to selecting recreation and restoration components of the Preferred Alternative. This 
comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the Draft 
EIR/EIS/EIS. 

I31-3 The commenter’s opposition of constructing a trail that would disturb cultural resources is noted.  

 Potential impacts on cultural resources are discussed in Section 3.3, “Archaeological and Historic 
Resources,” of the 2013 Draft EIR/EIS/EIS. See response to Comment Letter AO12 for 
additional information. 
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Letter 
I32 

Response 

 
Scott Karpinen 
April 8, 2013 

I32-1 The commenter has concerns about construction activities resulting in increased noise, traffic, 
disruption of established neighborhood values, neighborhood safety, and increased flood risk in 
the Tahoe Island Park 4 subdivision. The commenter states that individual residents in the Tahoe 
Island Park 4 subdivision were not directly notified of public outreach.  

 See response to Comment Letter I8 for a discussion regarding these concerns. 
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Letter 
I33 

Response 

 
Thomas & Martha Keating 
March 21, 2013 

I33-1 The commenters’ support for Alternative 3 is noted.  

 As discussed in Chapter 2, “Project Description,” of this Final EIR/EIS/EIS, the Preferred 
Alternative is proposing moderate recreation on the west side of the marsh, similar to existing 
conditions, and no additional recreation access on the marsh’s east side. Alternative 3 is the 
recommended restoration approach under the Preferred Alternative. See Section 2.1, “Selecting a 
Preferred Alternative,” of the Final EIR/EIS/EIS for a description of the approach to selecting 
recreation and restoration components of the Preferred Alternative. This comment does not raise 
issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the Draft EIR/EIS/EIS.  

I33-2 The commenters request that the project include modifications to or removal of the roadway for 
the TKPOA storage yard to alleviate localized drainage and flood problems.  

 See response to Comment I18-2 for further discussion of the TKPOA Corporation Yard and road 
restoration. This comment does not raise issues regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or 
completeness of the Draft EIR/EIS/EIS. 
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Letter 
I34 

Response 

 
Rick Kniesec 
April 7, 2013 

I34-1 The commenter has concerns about construction activities resulting in increased noise, traffic, 
disruption of established neighborhood values, neighborhood safety, and increased flood risk in 
the Tahoe Island Park 4 subdivision. The commenter states that individual residents in the Tahoe 
Island Park 4 subdivision were not directly notified of public outreach.  

 See response to Comment Letter I8 for a discussion regarding these concerns. 
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Letter 
I35 

Response 

 
Linda Kosciolek 
April 7, 2013 

I35-1 The commenter has concerns about increases in mosquito-borne diseases and the plans to control 
the mosquito population.  

 See response to Comment I4-4. In addition, see Section 3.1.4, “Management,” in Chapter 3, 
“Master Responses,” of this Final EIR/EIS/EIS for further discussion of mosquito control. 

I35-2 The commenter’s concern about the impact of the project on residents on California Avenue and 
State Street is noted.  

 See response to Comment Letter I8 for a discussion regarding these concerns. 

I35-3 The commenter has concerns about construction activities resulting in increased noise, traffic, 
disruption of established neighborhood values, neighborhood safety, and increased flood risk in 
the Tahoe Island Park 4 subdivision. The commenter states that individual residents in the Tahoe 
Island Park 4 subdivision were not directly notified of public outreach.  

 See response to Comment Letter I8 for a discussion regarding these concerns. 
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Letter 
I36 

Response 

 
Stan Kosciolek 
April 6, 2013 

I36-1 The commenter has concerns about construction activities resulting in increased noise, traffic, 
disruption of established neighborhood values, neighborhood safety, and increased flood risk in 
the Tahoe Island Park 4 subdivision. The commenter states that individual residents in the Tahoe 
Island Park 4 subdivision were not directly notified of public outreach.  

 See response to Comment Letter I8 for a discussion regarding these concerns. 




