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Tracy, please accept these written comments on the Truckee River Scoping Project being considered at the
March 9 APC meeting:
On behalf of the Lake Tahoe Visitors Authority, thank you for including these comments during the scoping process for
the EIR/EIS analysis and project alternatives.
The Lake Tahoe Golf Course is an economic driver for the south shore region and it should be noted that as many as two
thirds of the golf play is generated by visitors who lodge, dine, shop and further recreate here. The draft EIR/EIS should
acknowledge these contributions to our economy.
The scoping process should also inform the EIR/EIS analysis about the importance of the golf course being and remaining
a championship 18‐hole golf course. The project alternatives should ensure a sustainable, playable golf course into the
future. It is a key economic and recreational asset to the region.
As we all embrace the importance of outdoor recreation to our residents and visitors, we hope that the EIR/EIS analysis
clarifies how access to the Washoe Meadows State Park will be improved, taking into consideration regional
connectivity, disabled access to parking solutions, etc.
Thank you again for considering this input during the scoping process.
To help protect y ou r priv acy , Microsoft Office prev ented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
Logo

Carol Chaplin
President & Chief Executive Officer
T: +1 (775) 589-2055
E: carol@ltva.org | www.tahoesouth.com
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March 7, 2022
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency Advisory Planning Commission via email to Clerk at
tcampbell@trpa.gov
Subject: Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course Reconfiguration Project Notice of Preparation
and Public Scoping
Washoe Meadows Community is a grassroots nonprofit organization and a coalition of conservation
groups, volunteer activists and supporters from across the state. We formed in 2006 to protect the
natural, cultural and recreational resources of Washoe Meadows State Park. We have persistently
publicized this park so that others can appreciate it by holding many educational hikes and also clean-up
events. We have made these efforts to introduce the park to more members of the public since it has little
visible signage even though there is a large entrance on Lake Tahoe Blvd.
We thank State Parks for outlining a conceptual plan for the project of river restoration and golf course
redesign that complies with the direction of the CA Park & Recreation Commission to not move golf
course holes into the park.
We count on your agency to provide guidance to State Parks so that there is compliance with
environmental procedures and so that there will be suitable and adequate studies and analysis to be in
compliance with TRPA thresholds. This will ensure that the project recommended by State Parks is fully
explained and transparent so that the public can support it.
We have a few initial thoughts on topics that we believe deserve analysis in the CEQA EIR/TRPA EIS as
represented by these questions:
 How have the biological resources in the project area been freshly reviewed and how will
negative impacts be avoided?
 With the recent concerns about fire danger, how will fire risk be minimized during and after project
implementation?
 What access points will be used for construction and what analysis has been done on traffic
impacts?
 What project activities (like road construction, hauling, stockpiling, or staging) will take place in
Washoe Meadows State Park related to the project including locations, duration and impacts?
 Was a suitable range of alternatives considered so as to determine how best to avoid significant
impacts?
 How is recreation in Washoe Meadows impacted during and after the project?
 Will the process for monitoring water quality be robust in order to ensure that pollutants are kept
from the Upper Truckee River and ground water?
Thank you for your consideration of these questions that we believe should be among those that define
the scope of the environmental review.
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We appreciated hearing more about the project and process in recent meetings. After considering that
and other requested information, we will be submitting additional written comments.
Regards,
Lynne Paulson, Chair
Washoe Meadows Community
PO Box 8787
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96158
Email LCPaulson@comcast.net
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Ziegler David <davidziegler2000@yahoo.com>
Tuesday, March 8, 2022 9:10 PM
Tracy Campbell
Upper Truckee River and Lake Tahoe Golf Course Reconfiguration Scoping Comment
Conceptual Plan Map Altered.pdf

Tracy Campbell
This is to inform you that the conceptual plan map on page 370 of the February 23 Governing Board Packet pdf in
regards to Agenda Item NO. VI.B for the Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course Reconfiguration Project has
been altered from the original map by Forrest Richardson that was posted at restoreuppertruckee.net last year.
The altered map was posted again for the March 9 Advisory Planning Commission Agenda Item No. V.A. Upper
Truckee River Golf Course Project pdf and the March 9 2022 APC Packet Pdf on page 50.
The altered map shows an incorrect shot line from the 14th tee that has been moved to the east that doesn’t end in the
middle of the fairway. I assume this was done to conceal that the shot line for the 14th hole is routed out of bounds over
land inside Washoe Meadows State Park that I commented on at the scoping meeting on January 25.
A contractor should never alter an architect’s project map for any reason. At the TRPA meeting on February 23, the
correct map was shown during the presentation but the altered map has now been published three times on the TRPA
website.
David Ziegler
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Tracy Campbell tcampbell@trpa.gov
Upper Truckee River and Lake Tahoe Golf Course Reconfiguration
Scoping Comment by David Ziegler

Conceptual Plan Map Altered
The scoping presentation included the following purpose statement: “To identify issues
of concern and areas of potential controversy” At the scoping meeting on 1/25/22 I
pointed out that the 14th hole of the conceptual routing isn’t legal because there are
multiple shot lines routed over state park property.
The map for the conceptual routing posted at restoreuppertruckee.net/schematics was
changed sometime in early February 2022. This altered map was also printed in the
TRPA February 23 Governing Board Packet pdf on page 370, the March 9
Agenda Item No. V.A. Upper Truckee River Golf Course Project and on page 50
of the March 9 2022 APC Packet pdf that’s posted at trpa.gov/meeting-materials.
This map currently named conceptual-plan-map-1-1536x1149.jpg at
restoreuppertruckee.net/schematics shows the 14th tee shot line moved out of the
middle of the fairway to the east close to the 12th tee. This isn’t correct, all shot lines in
this case must end in the middle of a fairway or a green. This is a sophomoric attempt
to falsify a project plan and mislead by moving the shot line to the east to give the
appearance that the tee shot isn’t routed out of bounds. Doing this doesn’t change the
fact that this hole isn’t legal and can’t be built as shown.
The DPR should post a high-resolution map of the conceptual plan with no changes
made from the Richardson New Course Plan C19E0009 dated April 2020 that was
posted at restoreuppertruckee.net last year. The best recent map I’ve seen is
Ecorp_map_swanson_layers_v10_4aCWNS.pdf (https://restoreuppertruckee.net/wpcontent/uploads/2021/11/)
This map should remain posted unless changes are made by the architect. Multiple
versions of the altered map have been posted at restoreuppertruckee.net/schematics
recently. Posting an altered map on an official project website and giving this map to
the TRPA is a breach of the public trust.
Everyone employed here should only inform on what is being proposed and never
make any changes to a plan provided by an architect.

David Ziegler
130 Skylonda Dr
Woodside, CA 94062-3724

Tracy Campbell tcampbell@trpa.gov
Upper Truckee River and Lake Tahoe Golf Course Reconfiguration
Scoping Comment by David Ziegler

Scoping Presentation Guidelines
The guidelines in the presentation included “Feasibility” “Mitigation measures that
could reduce impacts” and “Alternatives that could reduce impacts of the proposed
project” Almost every change I will propose will reduce impacts or correct mistakes to
improve feasibility. Every change will be specific.
The Request for Proposal C19E0009 (RFP_C19E0009_Addendum__4-2) lists the
following guidelines: “Range of golf skill levels that would enjoy playing the course”
and “Does the course layout meet the industry standard level of safety for players
and surrounding residences”
Shot Lines on Short Par Four Holes
Short par four holes have gained in popularity on tournament courses because it gives
long hitters an opportunity to “drive” the green from the tee in order to score an eagle or
birdie. With the current course, there is one drivable par four which is the 290 yard 15th
hole. The conceptual plan has two short par fours, the 14th and the 17th. Both of these
holes are doglegs that shorten the distance needed to drive the green.
I’m not in favor of drive-able par four holes being built on a busy public course because
they will slow down the pace of play due to golfers waiting on the tee for the group in
front of them to leave the green. A good rule is to insure the green on a par four is at
least 300 yards from the back tee.
The original map that was posted on the restoreuppertruckee website in 2021 didn’t
show the shot lines to drive the green, but Mr. Richardson has done this on other short
par four holes that he has designed. His plan for the S:t Hans Golf Club shows two short
par fours, the 305 yard 11th and the 335 yard 13th with shot lines to get drive or get
close to the greens.

This map of the 335 yard 7th hole at the Baylands Golf Links course in Palo Alto shows
a shot line cutting the corner over an in bounds hazard to the green. This hole has the
cart path located on the left side of the fairway to prevent golfers from getting hit when
someone tries to drive the green.

If a similar shot line is added to the shorter 310 yard dogleg 17th hole of the conceptual
plan, this indicates the hole needs to be changed due to safety issues. Balls driven at the
green could hit golfers in carts on the left side of the fairway or golfers on the 18th tee. I
consider this as an error that doesn’t conform to the RFP requirement that the course
“meet the industry standard level of safety for players” The remedy for this is to move
the 18th tee to the east and move the cart path to the right side of the fairway.
A better idea is to not change the current 17th hole because it is a well-designed hole with
a small footprint in a beautiful setting. Turning this hole into a par four will require
many trees to be removed and will drive up cost.

Now when you add this shot line to the 340 yard 14th hole…
14th Hole Routed Out of Bounds
At the scoping meeting on 1/25/22 I pointed out that the 14th hole of the conceptual
routing is not legal because there are multiple shot lines routed over state park.
There’s a simple basic rule to follow in routing a golf course that is: Never route a hole
out of bounds. An out of bounds area should only be used as a lateral hazard off to the
side of the fairway. There are old courses that are routed over public roads, but that’s
rarely done anymore and it doesn’t apply here.
With this routing it would be possible for a long hitting golfer to cut the corner of the
dogleg or drive the green using about an acre of the state park as a hazard for a forced

carry shot. Due to safety concerns, this area would have to be closed to the public. While
it may not be necessary to fence this area if the river is moved to the west here, it would
still result in an acre of the state park effectively being appropriated and transferred to
the recreation area.
This isn’t legal, there can’t be any shot line routed over state park property. The Request
For Proposal C19E009 is specific directing to “develop a conceptual course layout
alternative and feasibility of such alternative entirely within the allowable golf zones
solely within Lake Valley State Recreation Area“ These two rules were not followed
with the routing of the 14th hole. There’s no precedent for this. I’m not aware of any
golf hole where an out of bounds area is used as a hazard as what is shown for the 14th
hole.

Unfair Forced Carry Shot
The proposed 14th hole isn’t a viable golf hole because there’s no fairway off the tee due
to most of this area being out of bounds and requires a 170-yard forced carry shot from
the regular tee. This is forty yards longer than any other regular tee forced carry tee shot
on the current course.
This is unacceptable because many golfers can’t hit a shot that far in the first place.
Richardson’s website defines this as a death-defying shot, a “shot played that is well
beyond normal in terms of expectations, or may have to overcome a perilous hazard or
feature from which recovery is out of the question” This is a flawed “Lost Ball” hole that
is not appropriate for a public course. An average golfer will not “enjoy” playing this
hole.
Mistakes Were Made
This is an ongoing pattern of negligence. This hole should have never been proposed in
the first place. The DPR should have checked the plan for errors in 2020. If they weren’t
capable of doing this, they should have hired a consultant to check it. Someone should
have noticed this before proceeding with the scoping process and there shouldn’t be any
attempts to cover this up.
River Channel Moved
The conceptual river channel has been changed in the state park from last year that
moves the river to the west. This change cuts off the same area being used for the 14th
hole from the rest of the park. This should be changed back to the route shown in 2021.
The river can be moved to the east in the recreation area but this will result in more turf
adjacent to the river.
Forty Foot Buffer Zone
It would be useful for the state to maintain a forty foot buffer zone to the east of the state
park property line where there will be no tree removal and no infrastructure built for the
course. This is not a place to play games with the property line.
Move the 14th tee to the East
Outside of turning this hole into a par three which is not an option because the next two
hole are par threes, the only way to make this hole legal with this layout is to move the

14th tee to east side of the river. The 11th and 13th greens would have to be moved to
the east to make room for this. These holes at 480 yards for a par 4 and 620 yards for a
par 5 are too long for a public course, so this is a reasonable change. This would reduce
the course length by about the course length by about the course length by about eighty
yards.

Move the 6th Green to the East Side of the River
Since the14th tee should be moved to the east and the current 6th green has to be
replaced because it’s not elevated in a flood zone, I would move it to the west side of the
river. There’s no loss in course quality because a carry shot over the river to the north is
still available. Adding this tee would result in little change to the total yardage. This will
eliminate the need for a new wide bridge in this area. The conceptual plan requires
golfers to cross this bridge four times in a round in order to access the new 5th green and
the 14th tee resulting in slowing down play while crowding the bridge for park visitors
with constant golf cart traffic.
A new bridge to accommodate park visitors and small state park vehicles could be
moved to a suitable location to the south of the course. This is an easy and effective
change that will result in reducing cost and lessen environmental impact by reducing turf
adjacent to the river and eliminating infrastructure on the west side of the river in this
area. While these changes are slightly outside of the current golf allowable area (that
was different in the RFP) the overall benefit is substantial.

Conceptual Plan Errors
There are at least two errors made in the conceptual plan, the out of bounds routing of
the 14th hole and an inadequate safety standard of the 17th hole. The RFP C19E0009
contains the following requirement:
“Contractor’s report shall be complete upon submission and Contractor agrees to correct
any omissions or errors on his/her part at no extra cost to DPR or the State”
The DPR should protect the public interest and require these errors to be corrected.
Make no mistake; the 14th hole from the conceptual plan is a fantasy hole that will never
be built. It makes no sense to analyze this hole in an impact statement. At this point, this
is a seventeen-hole course. This needs to be corrected now and not passed off because
the final routing will be decided on “later”
Release the Final Conceptual Course Design Report
The RFP C19E0009 describes that a final report is to be prepared called the
“Final Conceptual Course Design Report including feasibility of Conceptual Course
Design” A press release posted at https://www.golfgroupltd.com/projects/lake-tahoe-golfcourse-california/ states “Our team assisted in selecting one plan that was then integrated
to a Master Plan Study Document” I don’t understand why the architect “assisted” in
making the decision. The DPR needs to make these decisions on their own.
In the interest of full transparency, this report should be released and included in the Scoping
Report. This report should not be kept confidential.

David Ziegler
130 Skylonda Dr
Woodside, CA 94062-3724
davidziegler2000@yahoo.com

