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Letter 

112 

TRPA Advisory Planning Commission Draft EIR/ EIS Meeting Notes 

July 13, 2016 

 

112-1 The comment raises concerns about the trail between Fanny Bridge and Commons Beach as 

it relates to the Tahoe Marina Lakefront condominium community. The oral comments are 

similar to a written letter the commenter submitted on behalf of the Tahoe Marina Lakefront 

titled òTahoe Basin Area Plan DEIR/DEIS.ó The written letter is included in this Final EIR/EIS 

as comment letter 16. Please see responses to comment letter 16 and Master Response 5, 

Tahoe Marina Lakefront Shared-Use Path Alignment, in Section 3.1 of this Final EIR/EIS. 

112-2 The comment pertains to affordable housing, and the suggests that all residential parcels 

within the Plan area should be eligible for second residential units and that second 

residential units that require full-time residency should be eligible for TRPA pool allocations 

and bonus units rather than market-rate allocations. The oral comments are similar to a 

written letter the commenter submitted on behalf of the Contractors Association of Truckee 

Tahoe titled òComments on Draft EIR/EIS for the Tahoe Basin Area Plan.ó The written letter is 

included in this Final EIR/EIS as comment letter 11. Please see responses to comment letter 

11 and Master Response 3, Affordable Housing, in Section 3.1 of this Final EIR/EIS. 

112-3 The comment expresses concern about the proposed waterside path between Fanny Bridge 

and Commons Beach and the impact on the Tahoe Marina Lakefront Community. The oral 

comments are similar to a written letter submitted by the commenter and Carole White, titled 

òTahoe Basin Area Plan DEIR/DEIS.ó The written letter is included in this Final EIR/EIS as 

comment letter 107. Please see responses to comment letter 107 and Master Response 5, 

Tahoe Marina Lakefront Shared-Use Path Alignment, in Section 3.1 of this Final EIR/EIS. 

112-4 The comment questions county staff as to whether the Mobility Plan shared-use path would 

be analyzed in the Placer County Parks and Recreation Master Plan. County staff responded 

that indeed the Parks and Recreation Master Plan would look at the path, and that the path 

would also be subject to project-level environmental review. This comment does not raise 

environmental issues or concerns regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the 

environmental document. The comment is noted for consideration during project review. 

112-5 The comment states he was not aware of the Notice of Preparation (NOP), expressed 

concern about parking spillover, and states that to say the project would not generate traffic 

is just wrong. With respect to the comment regarding the NOP, CEQA Guidelines Section 

15082, requires that lead agencies send the NOP to the Office of Planning and Research 

(i.e., State Clearinghouse) and each responsible and trustee agency. The lead agencies not 

only met the above requirements, as described on page 1-4 of the Draft EIR/EIS, but also 

posted the NOP on the agency websites, sent the NOP to interested parties, posted the 

notice in a local newspaper of general circulation, and posted a large sign in front of the 

Henrikson building providing information on the project and project contacts at the county. 

With respect to the comments parking and traffic concerns, these oral comments are similar 

to those in a written letter provided by the commenter included in this Final EIR/EIS as 

comment letter 85. Please see responses to comment letter 85. 

112-6 The comment states that minor changes submitted on the NOP were not addressed, 

articulates concerns about inconsistencies in the document, and requests that a parking 

assessment be completed for the Tahoe City Lodge. These oral comments are similar to 

those provided by the commenter in eight written letters included in this Final EIR/EIS as 

comment letters 98 through 105. Please see responses to comment letters 98 through 105. 
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112-7 The comment expresses opposition to the lake side alignment of the shared-use path 

between Commons Beach and Fanny Bridge. See Master Response 5, Tahoe Marina 

Lakefront Shared-Use Path Alignment, in Section 3.1 of this Final EIR/EIS. 

112-8 The comment expresses concern about including the Tahoe City Lodge Project and the Area 

Plan in the same environmental document, concern about the transportation and vehicle 

miles traveled (VMT) analysis, and dissatisfaction with the Draft EIR/EIS alternatives. The 

oral comments are similar to a written letter the commenter submitted on behalf of the North 

Tahoe Preservation Alliance entitled òTahoe Basin Area Plan (TBAP) and Tahoe City Lodge 

Project (TCLP) EIR/EIS.ó The written letter is included in this Final EIR/EIS as comment letter 

15. Please see responses to comment letter 15 and Master Response 1, VMT and LOS 

Analysis, in Section 3.1 of this Final EIR/EIS. 

112-9 The comment expresses support for components of the Area Plan, particularly deed 

restriction language for the golf course that would lead to direct SEZ restoration, and the 

TART management plan work that would improve transit. These comments do not raise 

environmental issues or concerns regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the 

environmental document, but are noted for consideration in the review of the merits of the 

alternatives. The comment also references future written comments to be submitted on 

behalf of the League to Save Lake Tahoe that will focus on traffic and VMT. Those comments 

are included in a written letter titled òComments on Draft Environmental Impact 

Report/Statement for Placer County Tahoe Basin Area Plan and Tahoe City Lodge Project.ó 

The letter is included in this Final EIR/EIS as comment letter 13. Please see responses to 

comment letter 13 and Master Response 1, VMT and LOS Analysis, in Section 3.1 of this 

Final EIR/EIS. 

112-10 The comment expresses concern about the impact on the tranquility and privacy of Tahoe 

Marina Lakefront owners if the lakefront shared-use path is built. The comment also 

expresses concern about the need to remove aspen trees for the proposed trail alignment, 

and the effect on businesses of losing foot traffic that would be diverted away from the 

roadside. The comment requests that the Area Plan not include a lakeside alignment for the 

proposed waterside path between Fanny Bridge and Commons Beach. Please see Master 

Response 5, Tahoe Marina Lakefront Shared-Use Path Alignment, in Section 3.1 of this Final 

EIR/EIS. 

112-11 The comment expresses concern about the significant and unavoidable impacts described in 

the Draft EIR/ EIS, traffic impacts resulting from the plan, the need for an emergency 

evacuation plan, the inclusion of the Tahoe City Lodge in the analysis, and the need to 

reduce land coverage for soil and water quality improvements. The oral comments are similar 

to a written letter the commenter submitted on behalf of the Friends of the West Shore 

together with the Tahoe Area Sierra Club Group titled òTahoe Basin Area Plan and Tahoe City 

Lodge Draft Environmental Impact Report/Study.ó The written letter is included in this Final 

EIR/EIS as comment letter 12. Please see responses to comment letter 12, as well as 

Master Response 1, VMT and LOS Analysis, and Master Response 6, Emergency Access and 

Evacuation, in Section 3.1 of this Final EIR/EIS. 

112-12 The comment expresses support for the Area Plan and the need to reverse the deterioration 

of commercial properties in Tahoe City such as the site of the Tahoe City Lodge. The 

comment states that the Area Plan provides the opportunity and incentives to improve 

properties in Tahoe City, and urges the approval of the Area Plan and the Tahoe City Lodge. 

These comments do not raise environmental issues or concerns regarding the adequacy, 

accuracy, or completeness of the environmental document, but are noted for consideration 

in the review of the merits of the project.  
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112-13 The comment compliments Placer County and TRPA for the work on the Area Plan Draft 

EIS/EIR. The comment further states that the deed-restriction language for the golf course 

will lead to environmental and recreational benefits, and that the plan will lead to 

redevelopment of commercial properties and community revitalization that is needed.  

112-14 The comment compliments the quality of the environmental document and analysis, the 

public outreach efforts made for the Area Plan, and the integration of public visioning options 

and principles in the Area Plan. The comment also praises the efforts to relocate and 

improve lodging in Town Centers, and points out improvements in transit service. These 

comments do not raise environmental issues or concerns regarding the adequacy, accuracy, 

or completeness of the environmental document, but are noted for consideration in the 

review of the merits of the project.  

112-15 The comment questions county staff as to whether all restoration described in Chapter 8 of 

the Area Plan would be privately funded. County staff responded that it was in addition to 

publicly-funded restoration included in the Environmental Improvement Program. The 

commenter expresses that the Area Plan should do more to make gains in SEZ restoration, 

including public projects that benefit TMDL. The commenter also expresses concern about 

the impact of snow storage on mobility and parking in Kings Beach and Tahoe City, about the 

timing of the 1.7 acres of SEZ restoration associated with the Tahoe City Lodge project, and 

the need to consider two-story parking for the Tahoe City Lodge. Portions of these comments 

are addressed in Master Response 2, SEZ Restoration, in Section 3.1 of this Final EIR/EIS. 

Other aspects of this comment do not raise environmental issues or concerns regarding the 

adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the environmental document. The comment is noted 

for consideration during project review. 

112-16 The commenter questioned county staff as to whether a parking management study had 

been prepared for Tahoe City. County staff responded that a parking study had been 

performed for the whole Area Plan, resulting in community-wide parking solutions and 

revised parking standards for the Area Plan. In addition, a detailed parking discussion is 

included for the Tahoe City Lodge in Impact 10-8 of the Draft EIR/EIS. 

112-17 The commenter questioned whether the scenic analysis was based on the proposed 

standards in the Area Plan or the current standards. Ascent Environmental responded that 

the Tahoe City Lodge complies with the proposed Area Plan standards, and impacts are 

analyzed against the existing TRPA thresholds. 

112-18 This comment does not raise environmental issues or concerns regarding the adequacy, 

accuracy, or completeness of the environmental document, but is noted for consideration in 

the review of the merits of the project.  

112-19 This comment pertains to the Area Plan. It does is not raise environmental issues or 

concerns regarding the adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the environmental 

document.  
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