Appendix 2. Scenic Quality Ratings

SHORELINE RESOURCES

Shoreline Unit Number 2

Shoreline Unit Name Pope Beach
Scenic Resource Number | 2.3

Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 3 2 3 1 9 A
1991 3 2 3 1 9 A
1996 3 2 3 1 9 A
2001 3 2 3 1 9 A
2006 3 2 3 1 9 A
2011 3 2 3 2 10 A
2011 Comment: Forest Service has replaced the old restrooms with new ones.
Shoreline Unit Number 3
Shoreline Unit Name Jameson Beach
Scenic Resource Number | 3.3
Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 1 2 7 A
1991 2 2 1 2 7 A
1996 2 2 1 1 6 N
2001 2 2 1 1 6 N
2006 2 2 1 1 6 N
2011 2 2 1 1 6 N

1996 Comment: Intactness has been reduced due to large and bulky additions to residential

buildings which are unscreened and set very close to the water’s edge, and due to the expansion of

the pier and related accessory structures at Camp Richardson..

Shoreline Unit Number 5

Shoreline Unit Name Ebrite

Scenic Resource Number | 5.2

Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 2 1 7 A
1991 2 2 2 1 7 A
1996 2 2 2 1 7 A
2001 2 2 2 2 8 A
2006 2 2 2 2 8 A
2011 2 2 2 2 8 A

2001 Comment: Road scar revegetation has improved intactness for this shoreline view.
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Shoreline Unit Number 9
Shoreline Unit Name Rubicon Bay
Scenic Resource Number | 9.3
Scenic Resource Type Backdrop View
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 1 1 2 0 4 A
1991 1 1 2 0 4 A
1996 1 1 2 0 4 A
2001 1 1 2 0 4 A
2006 1 1 2 0 4 A
2011 1 1 2 1 5 A

2011 Comment: Low vegetation now provides substantial screening of the once highly disturbed
ground surface where homes are built on the slopes above the roadway. This improves the score of
this background view.

Shoreline Unit Number 9
Shoreline Unit Name Rubicon Bay
Scenic Resource Number | 9.4
Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 0 2 2 1 5 A
1991 0 2 2 1 5 A
1996 0 2 2 1 5 A
2001 0 2 2 1 5 A
2006 0 2 2 1 5 A
2011 0.5 2 2 15 6 A
2011 Comment: Successful rehabilitation of slope where path leads from private residence to
shore and improvement in scenic conditions due to rebuild of more than a dozen shoreline
structures under 2002 shoreland ordinance improve the score for this shoreline view.
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Shoreline Unit Number

12

Shoreline Unit Name

Mckinney Bay

Scenic Resource Number

12.3

Scenic Resource Type

View of Shoreline

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 1 2 3 1 7 A
1991 1 2 3 1 7 A
1996 1 2 3 1 7 A
2001 1 2 3 1 7 A
2006 1 2 3 1 7 A
2011 1 2 3 2 8 A

2011 Comment: The boat storage area at the Marina has been painted and successfully screened

with trees and shrubs.

Shoreline Unit Number

12

Shoreline Unit Name

Mckinney Bay

Scenic Resource Number

12.5

Scenic Resource Type Backdrop View
Scenic Quality Ratings
Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status

1982 1 3 3 0 7 A
1991 1 3 3 0 7 A
1996 1 3 3 0 7 A
2001 1 3 3 0 7 A
2006 1 3 3 0 7 A
2011 1 3 3 1 8 A

2011 Comment: Ground surfaces of the ski slopes have been revegetated and appear to a uniform

cover of vegetation.

Shoreline Unit Number

12

Shoreline Unit Name

Mckinney Bay

Scenic Resource Number

12.6

Scenic Resource Type

View of Shoreline

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 3 2 2 2 9 A
1991 3 2 2 2 9 A
1996 3 2 2 2 9 A
2001 2 2 2 2 8 N
2006 2 2 2 2 8 N
2011 2 2 2 2 8 N

2001 Comment: Construction of new homes with poor setbacks and color add to view of the
amphitheater canopy to increase prominence of shoreline development and decrease unity.

TRPA 2011 Threshold Evaluation DRAFT

CHAPTER 8 — SCENIC RESOURCES

December 2011
Appendix 2, Page 3




Shoreline Unit Number 12

Shoreline Unit Name

Mckinney Bay

Scenic Resource Number | 12.8

Scenic Resource Type

View of Shoreline

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 2 1 7 A
1991 2 2 2 1 7 A
1996 2 2 2 2 8 A
2001 2 2 2 2 8 A
2006 2 2 2 2 8 A
2011 2 2 2 2 8 A

1996 Comment: The recent utility undergrounding project near Cherry Street and erosion control
along the shoreline have increased intactness of this resource which is highly visible from the lake
because of the proximity of the road (and improvements) to the shoreline.

Shoreline Unit Number 13

Shoreline Unit Name

Eagle Rock

Scenic Resource Number | 13.2

Scenic Resource Type

View of Shoreline

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 2 2 8 A
1991 2 2 2 2 8 A
1996 2 2 2 2 8 A
2001 2 2 2 2 8 A
2006 2 2 2 2 8 A
2011 2 2 2 25 8.5 A

2011 Comment: The rebuild of some shoreline structures under 2002 shoreland ordinance improve

the score for this shoreline

view.

Shoreline Unit Number 13

Shoreline Unit Name

Eagle Rock

Scenic Resource Number | 13.5

Scenic Resource Type

View of Shoreline

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 1 2 1 6 A
1991 2 1 2 1 6 A
1996 2 1 2 1 6 A
2001 2 1 2 1 6 A
2006 2 1 2 1 6 A
2011 2 1 2 15 6.5 A

2011 Comment: The rebuild of some shoreline structures under 2002 shoreland ordinance improve

the score for this shoreline

view.
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Shoreline Unit Number 14
Shoreline Unit Name Ward Creek
Scenic Resource Number | 14.2
Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 2 2 8 A
1991 2 2 2 2 8 A
1996 2 2 2 2 8 A
2001 2 2 2 2 8 A
2006 2 2 2 2 8 A
2011 2 2 2 3 9 A

2011 Comment: The rebuild of more than a dozen shoreline structures under 2002 shorelan

ordinance improve the score for this shoreline view.

o

Shoreline Unit Number 14
Shoreline Unit Name Ward Creek
Scenic Resource Number | 14.4
Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 3 2 2 2 9 A
1991 3 2 2 2 9 A
1996 3 2 2 2 9 A
2001 2 2 2 2 8 N
2006 2 2 2 2 8 N
2011 2 2 2 2 8 N

2001 Comment: Remodeled homes south of Sunnyside have expansive glass area. This creates

an interruption in view of the forested backshore, reducing unity.

Shoreline Unit Number 14
Shoreline Unit Name Ward Creek
Scenic Resource Number | 14.6
Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 3 1 8 A
1991 2 2 3 1 8 A
1996 2 2 3 1 8 A
2001 2 2 3 1 8 A
2006 2 2 3 1 8 A
2011 2 2 3 2 9 A

2011 Comment: The rebuild of more than a dozen shoreline structures under 2002 shorelan

ordinance improve the score for these shoreline views.

o
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Shoreline Unit Number 15
Shoreline Unit Name Tahoe City
Scenic Resource Number | 15.4

Visual Feature

Scenic Resource Type

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 1 2 3 0 6 A
1991 1 2 3 0 6 A
1996 1 2 3 0 6 A
2001 1 2 3 1 7 A
2006 1 2 3 1 7 A
2011 1 2 3 1 7 A

2001 Comment: Facade improvements to a large metal warehouse better integrate the structure in
its setting, improving intactness.

Shoreline Unit Number 16

Shoreline Unit Name Lake Forest

Scenic Resource Number | 16.2

Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 1 1 1 5 A
1991 2 1 1 1 5 A
1996 2 1 1 1 5 A
2001 2 1 1 1 5 A
2006 2 1 1 1 5 A
2011 2 1 1 15 5.5 A

2011 Comment: The rebuild of some shoreline structures under 2002 shoreland ordinance improve
the score for these shoreline views.

Shoreline Unit Number 16

Shoreline Unit Name Lake Forest

Scenic Resource Number | 16.7

Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 2 1 7 A
1991 1 1 2 1 5 N
1996 1 1 2 1 5 N
2001 1 1 2 1 5 N
2006 1 1 2 1 5 N
2011 1 1 2 15 5.5 N

1991 Comment: Flat to sloping shoreline has many buildings at moderate density. Dollar Hill view
is of rocky shore rising steeply to a low forested ridge; diverse residential development is prominent
reducing unity and vividness.

2011 Comment: The rebuild of some shoreline structures under 2002 shoreland ordinance improve
the score for these shoreline views.
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Shoreline Unit Number 18
Shoreline Unit Name Cedar Flat
Scenic Resource Number | 18.2

Scenic Resource Type

View of Shoreline

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 1 1 2 1 5 A
1991 1 1 2 1 5 A
1996 1 1 2 1 5 A
2001 1 1 2 1 5 A
2006 1 1 2 1 5 A
2011 1 1 2 15 5.5 A

2011 Comment: The rebuild of some shoreline structures under 2002 shoreland ordinance improve

the score for these shoreline views.

Shoreline Unit Number 18
Shoreline Unit Name Cedar Flat
Scenic Resource Number | 18.4

Scenic Resource Type

Visual Feature

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 3 3 15 9.5 A
1991 2 3 3 1 9 N
1996 2 3 3 1 9 N
2001 2 3 3 1 9 N
2006 2 3 3 1 9 N
2011 2 3 3 1 9 N
1991 Comment: House is built on foundations in the lake beside the shore.
Shoreline Unit Number 19
Shoreline Unit Name Carnelian Bay
Scenic Resource Number | 19.3
Scenic Resource Type Visual Feature
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 1 3 2 0 6 A
1991 1 3 2 0 6 A
1996 1 3 2 0 6 A
2001 1 3 2 1 7 A
2006 1 3 2 1 7 A
2011 1 3 2 1 7 A

2001 Comment: Repainting the marina structure and adding a mural to one side slightly improve
this structure's integration into its setting, improving intactness; a darker paint color would have
made a more substantial improvement.
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Shoreline Unit Number 20
Shoreline Unit Name Flick Point
Scenic Resource Number | 20.1

Scenic Resource Type

View of Shoreline

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 3 1 8 A
1991 2 2 3 1 8 A
1996 2 2 3 1 8 A
2001 2 2 2 1 7 N
2006 2 2 2 1 7 N
2011 2 2 2 15 7.5 N

2001 Comment: Several new residential rebuilds with inadequate setbacks and expansive glass
area add to the existing developed character of the shoreline to reduce variety.

2011 Comment: The rebuild of some shoreline structures under 2002 shoreland ordinance improve

the score for these shoreline views.

Shoreline Unit Number 20
Shoreline Unit Name Flick Point
Scenic Resource Number | 20.4

Scenic Resource Type

View of Shoreline

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 1 2 2 1 6 A
1991 1 2 2 1 6 A
1996 1 2 2 1 6 A
2001 1 2 2 1 6 A
2006 1 2 2 1 6 A
2011 1 2 2 15 6.5 A

2011 Comment: The rebuild of some shoreline structures under 2002 shoreland ordinance improve

the score for these shoreline views.

Shoreline Unit Number 23
Shoreline Unit Name Crystal Bay
Scenic Resource Number | 23.2

Scenic Resource Type

Visual Feature

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 3 3 3 2 11 A
1991 2 2 2 2 8 N
1996 2 2 2 2 8 N
2001 2 2 2 2 8 N
2006 2 2 2 2 8 N
2011 2 2 2 2 8 N

1991 Comment: Old houses of timber construction are situated on steep, rocky slopes with
unusually long wooden stairways. This reduces unity, vividness, and variety.

TRPA 2011 Threshold Evaluation DRAFT

CHAPTER 8 — SCENIC RESOURCES

December 2011
Appendix 2, Page 8




Shoreline Unit Number 23
Shoreline Unit Name Crystal Bay
Scenic Resource Number | 23.3
Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 3 3 2 10 A
1991 2 2 2 2 8 N
1996 2 2 2 1 7 N
2001 2 2 2 1 7 N
2006 2 2 2 1 7 N
2011 2 2 2 1 7 N

1991 Comment: Decrease in vividness and variety.

1996 Comment: Intactness rating has been reduced by numerous large, unscreened new and
remodeled houses on this very visible hill slope. There are very few opportunities to screen
structures here due to the landform and land lack of existing vegetative cover..

Shoreline Unit Number 23
Shoreline Unit Name Crystal Bay
Scenic Resource Number | 23.5
Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 1 2 1 1 5 A
1991 1 1 1 1 4 N
1996 1 1 1 1 4 N
2001 1 1 1 1 4 N
2006 1 1 1 1 4 N
2011 1 1 1 1 4 N

1991 Comment: Decrease in vividness.

Shoreline Unit Number 23
Shoreline Unit Name Crystal Bay
Scenic Resource Number | 23.6
Scenic Resource Type Backdrop View
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 2 2 8 A
1991 1 2 2 1 6 N
1996 1 2 2 1 6 N
2001 1 1 2 1 5 N
2006 1 1 2 1 5 N
2011 1 1 2 1 5 N

1991 Comment: Lower hills and ridges are forested with some new housing in view.

2001 Comment: Tree removal, change in structure and roof colors, and additional structures in the
backdrop all contribute to increased view of residences throughout the forest uplands. Specifically,
one white residence with a bright blue roof and a light green water tank are visible.
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Shoreline Unit Number 23
Shoreline Unit Name Crystal Bay
Scenic Resource Number | 23.7
Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 3 2 9 A
1991 2 2 3 2 9 A
1996 2 2 3 2 9 A
2001 2 2 3 2 9 A
2006 2 2 3 2 9 A
2011 2 2 3 2.5 9.5 A

2011 Comment: The rebuild of some shoreline structures under 2002 shoreland ordinance improve
the score for these shoreline views.

Shoreline Unit Number 23
Shoreline Unit Name Crystal Bay
Scenic Resource Number | 23.9
Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 3 2 3 3 11 A
1991 3 2 3 3 11 A
1996 3 2 3 2 10 N
2001 3 2 3 2 10 N
2006 3 2 3 2 10 N
2011 3 2 3 2.5 10.5 N

1996 Comment: Intactness score has been reduced due to several significant, large, unscreened
residential and other structures which are set too close to the shoreline, are highly contrasting with
the natural landscape, or are poorly screened. Additional fences, pier extensions, and boat lifts
contribute to the reduced rating.

2011 Comment: The rebuild of some shoreline structures under 2002 shoreland ordinance improve
the score for these shoreline views.
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Shoreline Unit Number 23
Shoreline Unit Name Crystal Bay
Scenic Resource Number | 23.10
Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 1 2 3 1 7 A
1991 1 2 3 1 7 A
1996 1 2 3 1 7 A
2001 1 2 3 1 7 A
2006 1 2 3 1 7 A
2011 1 2 3 1.5 7.5 A

2006 Comment: No Comment.

2011 Comment: The rebuild of some shoreline structures under 2002 shoreland ordinance improve
the score for these shoreline views.

Shoreline Unit Number 24
Shoreline Unit Name Sand Harbor
Scenic Resource Number | 24.3
Scenic Resource Type Visual Feature
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 3 3 3 2 11 A
1991 3 3 3 2 11 A
1996 3 3 3 2 11 A
2001 2 3 3 2 10 N
2006 2 3 3 2 10 N
2011 2 3 3 2 10 N

2001 Comment: Construction of the new amphitheater includes an unscreened, large, rock wall
that is too light as viewed against the sand color. The addition of the boardwalk also contributes to a
loss of unity.

Shoreline Unit Number 26
Shoreline Unit Name Cave Rock
Scenic Resource Number | 26.2
Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 3 2 3 2 10 A
1991 3 2 3 2 10 A
1996 3 2 3 2 10 A
2001 3 2 3 2 10 A
2006 3 2 3 2 10 A
2011 3 2 3 2.5 10.5 A

2011 Comment: The rebuild of some shoreline structures under 2002 shoreland ordinance improve
the score for these shoreline views.
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Shoreline Unit Number 26
Shoreline Unit Name Cave Rock
Scenic Resource Number | 26.7
Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 2 1 7 A
1991 2 2 2 1 7 A
1996 2 2 2 1 7 A
2001 2 2 2 1 7 A
2006 2 2 2 1 7 A
2011 2 2 2 1.5 7.5 A

2011 Comment: The rebuild of some shoreline structures under 2002 shoreland ordinance improve
the score for these shoreline views.

Shoreline Unit Number 26
Shoreline Unit Name Cave Rock
Scenic Resource Number | 26.9
Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 2 1 7 A
1991 2 2 2 1 7 A
1996 2 2 2 0 6 N
2001 2 2 2 0 6 N
2006 2 2 2 0 6 N
2011 2 2 2 0.5 6.5 N

1996 Comment: Intactness rating is reduced due to the addition of several new or expanded large
and bulky structures along the edge of the shoreline. Many have large areas of highly reflective
surfaces, are poorly screened, and do not blend with the surrounding landscape. Additional clutter
from manmade elements along the shoreline and on piers contributes to the degradation.

2011 Comment: The rebuild of some shoreline structures under 2002 shoreland ordinance improve
the score for these shoreline views.

Shoreline Unit Number 26
Shoreline Unit Name Cave Rock
Scenic Resource Number | 26.12
Scenic Resource Type Visual Feature
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 3 3 3 2 11 A
1991 2 3 3 2 10 N
1996 2 3 3 2 10 N
2001 2 3 3 2 10 N
2006 3 3 3 3 12 A
2011 3 3 3 3 | 12 A

1991 Comment: Decline in unity.

2006 Comment: Construction of a rock faced enhanced barrier rail along the highway improves the
overall scenic quality of the setting by improving unity and intactness.
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Shoreline Unit Number 27
Shoreline Unit Name Lincoln Park
Scenic Resource Number | 27.3
Scenic Resource Type Backdrop View
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 1 2 2 1 6 A
1991 1 1 2 1 5 N
1996 1 1 2 1 5 N
2001 1 1 2 1 5 N
2006 1 1 2 1 5 N
2011 1 1 2 1 5 N

1991 Comment: Hills above Lincoln Park, seen in the middle ground, are much scarred by road
cuts and fills. This reduces vividness.

Shoreline Unit Number 27
Shoreline Unit Name Lincoln Park
Scenic Resource Number | 27.6
Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 2 2 8 A
1991 2 2 2 2 8 A
1996 2 2 2 2 8 A
2001 2 2 2 1 7 N
2006 2 2 2 1 7 N
2011 2 2 2 1 7 N

2001 Comment: Continual redevelopment of residences with poor setbacks, color, height, and
reflective quality add to the existing overdeveloped character of this shoreline to reduce the rating
for intactness.

Shoreline Unit Number 30
Shoreline Unit Name Edgewood
Scenic Resource Number | 30.2
Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 3 2 1 2 8 A
1991 3 2 1 2 8 A
1996 3 2 1 1 7 N
2001 3 2 1 1 7 N
2006 3 2 1 1 7 N
2011 3 2 1 1 7 N

1996 Comment: The score for intactness has been reduced due to the prominence of new
structures located along the shoreline, including the recently completed pump house near the south
end of Nevada Beach and a huge, unscreened residence north of Nevada Beach.
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Shoreline Unit Number 31
Shoreline Unit Name Bijou
Scenic Resource Number | 31.4
Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 1 2 1 1 5 A
1991 1 2 1 1 5 A
1996 1 2 1 1 5 A
2001 2 2 1 2 7 A
2006 2 2 1 2 7 A
2011 2 2 1 3 8 A

2001 Comment: Stabilization of the bank with successful revegetation and replacement of an office
building with improved architectural qualities improves unity and intactness.

2011 Comment: Redesign and rehabilitation of El Dorado Beach shoreline park produces
substantial improvements in scenic conditions.

Shoreline Unit Number 32
Shoreline Unit Name Al Tahoe
Scenic Resource Number | 32.1
Scenic Resource Type View of Shoreline
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 1 2 1 1 5 A
1991 1 2 1 1 5 A
1996 1 2 1 1 5 A
2001 2 2 1 2 I A
2006 2 2 1 2 7 A
2011 2 2 1 2 7 A
2001 Comment: Maturing vegetation along the shoreline improves unity and intactness.
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ROADWAY RESOURCES

Roadway Unit Number 12
Roadway Unit Name Tahoe Pines
Scenic Resource Number | 12.7
Scenic Resource Type Natural Landscape
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 2 2 8 A
1991 2 2 2 2 8 A
1996 2 2 2 3 9 A
2001 2 2 2 3 9 A
2006 2 2 2 3 9 A
2011 2 2 2 3 9 A
1996 Comment: The recent utility undergrounding project near Cherry Street which included

repaving the bike trail, landscaping, and erosion control along the shoreline have increased
intactness of this resource.

Roadway Unit Number 13
Roadway Unit Name Sunnyside
Scenic Resource Number | 13.2
Scenic Resource Type Visual Feature
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 3 2 2 3 10 A
1991 3 2 2 3 10 A
1996 3 2 2 2 9 N
2001 3 2 2 2 9 N
2006 3 2 2 2 9 N
2011 3 2 2 2 9 N

1996 Comment: The view of Ward Creek, a mapped visual feature, has been significantly blocked
by the placement of solid barriers along both sides of the roadway sometime between 1982 and
1991. The view of the creek should be restored.

Roadway Unit Number 14
Roadway Unit Name Tahoe Tavern
Scenic Resource Number | 14.2
Scenic Resource Type Visual Feature
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 3 2 9 A
1991 2 2 3 2 9 A
1996 2 2 3 3 10 A
2001 2 2 3 3 10 A
2006 2 2 3 3 10 A
2011 2 2 3 3 10 A

1996 Comment: The utility undergrounding project and the removal and remodeling of commercial
structures near the edge of the meadow has increased the intactness of this resource.
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Roadway Unit Number 15
Roadway Unit Name Tahoe City
Scenic Resource Number | 15.4
Scenic Resource Type Natural Landscape
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 1 1 2 1 5 A
1991 1 1 2 1 5 A
1996 1 1 2 1 5 A
2001 2 2 2 1 7 A
2006 2 2 2 1 7 A
2011 2 2 2 1 7 A

2001 Comment: Completion of the Tahoe City streetscape project undergrounds utilities,
introduces sidewalks, street trees and street lights, and provides new planter box areas. This
increased unity and vividness. Greater use of native species, particularly conifers, could increase
intactness even further.

Roadway Unit Number 15
Roadway Unit Name Tahoe City
Scenic Resource Number | 15.5
Scenic Resource Type Views to Lake
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 1 2 2 1 6 A
1991 1 2 2 1 6 A
1996 1 2 2 1 6 A
2001 2 3 2 2 9 A
2006 2 3 2 2 9 A
2011 2 3 2 2 9 A

2001 Comment: Improved view of the lake is afforded by the pedestrian boardwalk and restriction
of lake side parking along the highway.

Roadway Unit Number 18
Roadway Unit Name Carnelian Bay
Scenic Resource Number | 18.3
Scenic Resource Type Views to Lake
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 3 2 1 8 A
1991 2 3 2 1 8 A
1996 2 3 2 2 9 A
2001 3 3 2 2 10 A
2006 3 3 2 2 10 A
2011 3 3 2 2 10 A

1996 Comment: The panoramic view of Carnelian Bay has been enhanced by the removal of
several foreground structures which previously blocked a portion of the view.

2001 Comment: Completion of the CTC restoration/access projects on both sides of the marina
greatly enhance the quality of the lake view from the roadway. The projects improve unity; with
vegetation establishment, variety could also increase.
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Roadway Unit Number

19

Roadway Unit Name

Flick Point

Scenic Resource Number | 19.1

Scenic Resource Type

Natural Landscape

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 2 1 7 A
1991 2 2 2 1 7 A
1996 2 2 2 1 7 A
2001 2 2 2 1 7 A
2006 2 2 2 1 7 A
2011 2 2 2 15 7.5 A

2011 Comment: The application of a commercial stain product to roadside rock slope protection
that darkens the rock improves this view of the natural landscape from the road.

Roadway Unit Number

20

Roadway Unit Name

Tahoe Vista

Scenic Resource Number | 20.5

Scenic Resource Type

Views to Lake

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 2 2 8 A
1991 3 2 2 3 10 A
1996 3 2 3 3 11 A
2001 3 2 3 3 11 A
2006 3 2 3 3 11 A
2011 3 2 3 3 11 A

1991 Comment: Increase

in unity and intactness.

1996 Comment: The removal of remaining structures between the roadway and the lake, and
development of a lakefront park improve the character of the view to the lake thus increasing the

variety of the resource.

Roadway Unit Number

20

Roadway Unit Name

Tahoe Vista

Scenic Resource Number | 20.6

Scenic Resource Type

Visual Feature

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 1 2 3 1 7 A
1991 1 2 3 1 7 A
1996 1 2 3 1 7 A
2001 2 2 3 2 9 A
2006 2 2 3 2 9 A
2011 2 2 3 2 9 A

2001 Comment: Moving the café/pro shop away from the intersection and the addition of frontage
landscaping and mounding improves view of the golf course.
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Roadway Unit Number 22
Roadway Unit Name Crystal Bay
Scenic Resource Number | 22.3
Scenic Resource Type Natural Landscape
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 1 2 2 1 6 A
1991 1 2 2 1 6 A
1996 1 2 2 1 6 A
2001 2 2 2 1 7 A
2006 2 2 2 1 7 A
2011 2 2 2 1 7 A

2001 Comment: Some cut slope revegetation and installation of sidewalks has occurred, producing
improvement to unity.

Roadway Unit Number 26
Roadway Unit Name Sand Harbor
Scenic Resource Number | 26.5
Scenic Resource Type Views to Lake
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 3 3 2 10 A
1991 2 3 3 2 10 A
1996 2 3 3 2 10 A
2001 2 2 3 1 8 N
2006 2 2 3 1 8 N
2011 2 2 3 1 8 N

2001 Comment: Scores for vividness and intactness are reduced, reflecting the addition of piers,
boathouses, and large, visible residences that have occurred since 1986.
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Roadway Unit Number 28
Roadway Unit Name Spooner Summit
Scenic Resource Number | 28.2
Scenic Resource Type Entry Point Views
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 2 1 7 A
1991 2 2 2 1 7 A
1996 2 2 2 1 7 A
2001 2 1 2 1 6 N
2006 2 1 2 1 6 N
2011 2 2 2 1 7 A

2001 Comment: Placement of large, reflective guardrails adds to other existing features to reduce
the scenic quality of a major entry point into the basin. The new guardrails limit the foreground view,
further reducing the distinctiveness of the view.

2011 Comment: A new USFS Fire Station has been built in this area that is a visual improvement
over the previous USFS building at this location. It fits well within the landscape, with modulated
colors and articulated architectural features. Also, the appearance of the NDOT maintenance
station to the south has improved by painting it dark green. These changes improve the vividness of
this entry point view.

Roadway Unit Number 29
Roadway Unit Name Cave Rock
Scenic Resource Number | 29.1
Scenic Resource Type View to Lake
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 3 3 1 9 A
1991 2 3 3 1 9 A
1996 2 3 3 1 9 A
2001 2 3 3 1 9 A
2006 2 3 3 2 10 A
2011 2 3 3 2 10 A

2001 Comment: The construction of the rock faced enhanced barrier rail has improved overall
scenic quality setting and improved the intactness score.
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Roadway Unit Number 31
Roadway Unit Name Meadow
Scenic Resource Number | 31.1
Scenic Resource Type View to Lake
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 3 1 8 A
1991 2 2 3 1 8 A
1996 2 2 3 1 8 A
2001 2 3 3 2 10 A
2006 2 3 3 2 10 A
2011 2 3 3 2 10 A

2001 Comment: Maturation of the Jennings casino site restoration project has advanced to the
stage of screening existing development and providing a distinctive meadow view, complete with
pond and meandering stream vegetation.

Roadway Unit Number 32
Roadway Unit Name Casino Area
Scenic Resource Number | 32.2
Scenic Resource Type Visual Feature
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 1 1 1 0 3 A
1991 1 1 1 0 3 A
1996 1 1 1 0 3 A
2001 1 1 1 1 4 A
2006 1 1 1 1 4 A
2011 1 1 1 1 4 A

2001 Comment: Facade improvements at Horizon and Harrahs, landscaping improvements at
Horizon, and some marginal sign improvements help this heavily impacted area better integrate into
its setting, producing a small improvement in intactness.
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Roadway Unit Number 33
Roadway Unit Name The Strip
Scenic Resource Number | 33.2
Scenic Resource Type Natural Landscape
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 1 2 1 1 5 A
1991 1 2 2 2 U A
1996 1 2 2 2 7 A
2001 2 2 3 2 9 A
2006 2 2 3 2 9 A
2011 2 2 3 2 9 A

1991 Comment: Distant view of Mt. Tallac is dominated in foreground by commercial activity and

roadway.

2001 Comment: Completion of the linear park, drainage facilities, and other redevelopment
features in this area has greatly improved the foreground of the view of Mt. Tallac. These features
have produced improvement in unity and variety. The new gondola cut is very visible from this area,
yet it is not in the foreground of the Mt. Tallac view, thus its importance for this resource is reduced.

Roadway Unit Number 34
Roadway Unit Name El Dorado Beach
Scenic Resource Number | 34.2
Scenic Resource Type View to Lake
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 3 3 3 2 11 A
1991 3 3 3 2 11 A
1996 3 3 3 2 11 A
2001 3 3 3 2 11 A
2006 3 3 3 2 11 A
2011 3 3 3 2.5 11.5 A

2011 Comment: The redesign of the park along the north side of the road improves the quality of

the foreground portion of this panoramic view of the lake from the road.
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Roadway Unit Number

35

Roadway Unit Name

Al Tahoe

Scenic Resource Number | 35.5

Scenic Resource Type

Natural Landscape

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 2 1 7 A
1991 2 2 2 1 7 A
1996 2 2 2 1 7 A
2001 2 2 2 2 8 A
2006 2 2 2 2 8 A
2011 2 2 2 2 8 A

2001 Comment: Revised scores to reflect the improved setbacks, reduced signage, and retention
of mature pines compared to other areas in this scenic unit.

Roadway Unit Number

40

Roadway Unit Name

Brockway Cutoff

Scenic Resource Number | 40.4

Scenic Resource Type View to Lake
Scenic Quality Ratings
Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status

1982 2 3 2 2 9 A
1991 2 3 2 2 9 A
1996 2 3 2 2 9 A
2001 2 2 2 2 8 N
2006 2 3 2 2 9 A
2011 2 3 2 2 9 A

2001 Comment: The addition of landscaping along the fairway blocks this targeted view. In
addition, construction of the relocated café/pro shop at the golf course narrows the frame of the
view and changes its character.

2006 Comment: The teardown at the Tahoe Beach Club in concert with the maturation of the
landscape mitigation required for the café/pro shop has increased the scenic quality of this resource
and has resulted in a return to threshold attainment.
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Roadway Unit Number 40

Roadway Unit Name Brockway Cutoff
Scenic Resource Number | 40.5

Scenic Resource Type Natural Landscape

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 2 2 3 1 8 A
1991 2 2 3 1 8 A
1996 2 3 2 2 9 A
2001 2 3 2 2 9 A
2006 2 3 2 2 9 A
2011 2 3 2 2 9 A

1996 Comment: A utility undergrounding project has recently been completed which extends for a
significant portion of the view of this resource. It has positively affected the view along both sides of

the roadway, particularly the forested east side, and improved the intactness of the resource..

Roadway Unit Number

41

Roadway Unit Name

Brockway Summit

Scenic Resource Number | 41.2

Scenic Resource Type

Natural Landscape

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 3 3 3 3 12 A
1991 3 3 3 3 12 A
1996 3 2 3 2 10 A
2001 3 2 3 2 10 A
2006 3 2 3 2 10 A
2011 3 2 3 2 10 A

1996 Comment: The change in the rating for vividness and intactness accounts for a highly
contrasting linear scar from a power line maintenance road and for vegetation clearing associated

with a previous fire.

Roadway Unit Number

43

Roadway Unit Name

Lower Truckee River

Scenic Resource Number | 43.2

Scenic Resource Type

Entry Point View

Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 3 3 3 2 11 A
1991 1 3 3 1 8 N
1996 1 3 3 1 8 N
2001 1 3 3 1 8 N
2006 1 3 3 1 8 N
2011 1 3 3 1 8 N

1991 Comment: Decrease in unity and intactness.
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Roadway Unit Number 44
Roadway Unit Name Kingsbury Grade
Scenic Resource Number | 44.7
Scenic Resource Type Visual Feature
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 1 2 1 0 4 A
1991 2 2 1 1 6 A
1996 2 2 1 1 6 A
2001 2 2 2 2 8 A
2006 2 2 2 2 8 A
2011 2 2 2 2 8 A

1991 Comment: Increase in Unity and intactness.

2001 Comment: Landscape restoration has been successful. This resource is now in threshold
attainment.

Roadway Unit Number 46
Roadway Unit Name Pioneer Trail South
Scenic Resource Number | 46.4
Scenic Resource Type Visual Feature
Scenic Quality Ratings

Unity Vividness Variety Intactness Score Status
1982 3 3 3 2 11 A
1991 3 2 3 2 10 N
1996 3 2 3 2 10 N
2001 3 2 3 3 11 A
2006 3 2 3 3 11 A
2011 3 2 3 3 11 A

1991 Comment: Increase in vividness.

2001 Comment: Completion and maturation of the CTC Cold Creek restoration project returns the
stream to a meandering course and removes the artificial reservoir. Conifer tree growth, however,
threatens to completely block this view without immediate thinning.
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