
H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 2 0  

Comment Letter 31 – Purvance, Clinton, Barton Health, 10/17/14 

 



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 2 1  

 

Comment 31-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.    



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 2 2  

Comment Letter 32 – Atherton, Patrick, Tahoe Chamber of Commerce, 10/18/14 

 

Comment 32-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 2 3  

Comment Letter 33 – Noll, Steve, Design Workshop, 10/21/14 

 



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 2 4  

 

Comment 33-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 2 5  

Comment Letter 34 – Cardoza, Dustin, 10/22/14 

 

Comment 34-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 34-2 The commenter suggests the development of alpine slides at Heavenly Mountain 
Resort, which are not a part of this proposal. This is not a comment on the content or 
adequacy of the DEIR/EIS/EIS.  This information is passed on to the Project 
proponent and decision makers for consideration.   

  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 2 6  

Comment Letter 35 – Chirdon, Lindsay, 10/22/14 

 

Comment 35-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 35-2 Special events are not proposed.  If special events are proposed in the future, 
additional review will occur at that time and a separate special use permit would be 
issued for such events. 

 

  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 2 7  

Comment Letter 36 – Colburn, Justin, 10/22/14 

 

Comment 36-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 2 8  

Comment Letter 37 – Greenman, Chris, 10/22/14 

 



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 2 9  

 

Comment 37-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

 Special events are not proposed.  If special events are proposed in the future, 
additional review will occur at that time and a separate special use permit would be 
issued for such events.  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 3 0  

Comment Letter 38 – Hood, Chris, 10/22/14 

 

Comment 38-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.    



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 3 1  

Comment Letter 39 – Juha, Hani, 10/22/14 

 

Comment 39-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 39-2 Special events are not proposed.  If special events are proposed in the future, 
additional review will occur at that time and a separate special use permit would be 
issued for such events. 

  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 3 2  

Comment Letter 40 – Lamb, Jonathan, 10/22/14 

 

Comment 40-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 40-2 Special events are not proposed.  If special events are proposed in the future, 
additional review will occur at that time and a separate special use permit would be 
issued for such events. 

  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 3 3  

Comment Letter 41 – Poth, Todd, Getaway Reno/Tahoe, 10/22/14 

 

Comment 41-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.    



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 3 4  

Comment Letter 42 – Press, David, 10/22/14 

 

Comment 42-1 The commenter expresses support for the Project and suggests further expansion of 
mountain bike trails. Comments that state a position for or against a specific 
alternative are appreciated as this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other 
agencies feeling and beliefs about a proposed course of action. Such information can 
only be used by the decision maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving 
the environmental analysis or documentation.   

  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 3 5  

Comment Letter 43 – Scharer, Chuck, Edgewood Companies, 10/22/14 

 

Comment 43-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 3 6  

Comment Letter 44 – Calderwood, Marius, 10/23/14 

 

Comment 44-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 3 7  

Comment Letter 45 – Choi, Cindi, 10/23/14 

 

Comment 45-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 45-2 Special events are not proposed.  If special events are proposed in the future, 
additional review will occur at that time and a separate special use permit would be 
issued for such events. 

  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 3 8  

Comment Letter 46 – Welch, Martha, 10/23/14 

 



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 3 9  

 



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 4 0  

 

Comment 46-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 4 1  

Comment Letter 47 – Carroll, Sean, 10/24/14 

 

Comment 47-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 47-2 Special events are not proposed.  If special events are proposed in the future, 
additional review will occur at that time and a separate special use permit would be 
issued for such events. 

  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 4 2  

Comment Letter 48 – Fong, Curtis, TGFT Productions/Bike the West, 10/25/14 

 

Comment 48-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.    



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 4 3  

Comment Letter 49 – Galles, Ryan, Sierra House Elementary, 10/26/14 

 

Comment 49-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.    



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 4 4  

Comment Letter 50 – Hassett, Bob, Camp Richardson, 10/26/14 

 

Comment 50-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.    



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 4 5  

Comment Letter 51 – Cefalu, John, 10/27/14 

 

Comment 51-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.    



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 4 6  

Comment Letter 52 – Lowe, Brian, 10/27/14 

 

Comment 52-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 4 7  

Comment Letter 53 – Sidney, Ray, 10/27/14 

 



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 4 8  

 

Comment 53-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.    



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 4 9  

Comment Letter 54 – Tanaka, Randy, 10/27/14 

 

Comment 54-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 5 0  

Comment Letter 55 – Warlow, Jim and Kim, The Cork and More, 10/27/14 

 

Comment 55-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.    



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 5 1  

Comment Letter 56 – Woodward, Todd, 10/27/14 

 

Comment 56-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 5 2  

Comment Letter 57 – Wetter, Matt, 10/28/14 

 

Comment 57-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 57-2 Special events are not proposed.  If special events are proposed in the future, 
additional review will occur at that time and a separate special use permit would be 
issued for such events. 

Comment 57-3 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.  .  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 5 3  

7.6 RESPONSES TO MEETING COMMENTS 

Three public meetings were held to accept comments on the Draft EIR/EIS/EIS: 

58. Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, Advisory Planning Commission Meeting, 9/10/14 
59. United States Forest Service, Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit Meeting, 9/18/14 
60. Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, Governing Board Meeting, 9/24/14 

Fifteen (15) comments were received from 10 participants during the Tahoe Regional Planning 
Agency Advisory Planning Commission meeting on September 10, 2014: 

1. Trout, Roger 
2. Donohue, Charlie 
3. Donahue, Charlie 
4. Curry, Joy 
5. Humphries, Phil 
6. Chaplin, Carol 
7. Rusk, Lon 
8. Garrison, Dan 

9. Fish, Ben 
10. Grubb Clay 
11. Guevin, Eric 
12. Guevin, Eric 
13. Guevin, Eric 
14. Guevin, Eric 
15. Guevin, Eric 

 

Six (6) comments were received from three participants during the USDA Forest Service, Lake 
Tahoe Basin Management Unit meeting on September 18, 2014: 

1. Dobrowolski, Christine 
2. Dobrowolski, Christine 
3. Dobrowolski, Christine 

4. Dahler, Russ 
5. Miller, Nils 
6. Miller, Nils 

 

Thirty (30) comments were received from 22 participants during the Tahoe Regional Planning 
Agency Governing Board meeting on September 24, 2014: 

1. Shute, Clem 
2. Lawrence, Jim 
3. Lawrence, Jim 
4. Carlson, Tim 
5. Aldean, Shelly 
6. Beyer, Casey 
7. Beyer, Casey 
8. Beyer, Casey 
9. Beyer, Casey 
10. Santiago, Norma 
11. Waller, Ellie 
12. Waller, Ellie 
13. Waller, Ellie 
14. Waller, Ellie 
15. Humphries, Phil 

16. Rusk, Lon 
17. Proctor, Chris  
18. Thomaselli, Lauren 
19. Chaplin, Carol 
20. Newberger, Michael 
21. King, Bobby 
22. Poth, Todd 
23. Howard, Deb 
24. Gorman, Bea 
25. Fish, Ben 
26. Gallas, Ryan 
27. Moss, Mimi 
28. High, Ryan 
29. Aldean, Shelly 
30. Cole, Hal 

  



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 5 4  

Comment Letter 58 – TRPA APC Meeting, 9/10/14 

 



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  
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Comment 58-1 Rob Brueck and Bud Amorfini responded to this question during the meeting and 
explained that mitigation measures are required by TRPA and Lahontan and therefore 
an EIR has been prepared.  No further response is necessary. 

Comment 58-2 Rob Brueck responded during the meeting that buffers were developed with input 
from Forest Service and U.S. Fish and Wildlife staff.  No further response is 
necessary.   
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Comment 58-3 Jonathan Cook Fisher responded that most new use of the connector trails would be 
by experienced riders and hikers and not novice trail riders.  He also stated the 
connectors are not designed to be downhill mountain bike trails.  Annual monitoring 
along the Tahoe Rim Trail will continue to track use and identify potential user 
conflicts. 

Comment 58-4 Comment noted.  This is not a comment on the content or adequacy of the 
DEIR/EIS/EIS and no further response is warranted.   

Comment 58-5 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 58-6 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 58-7 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 58-8 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 58-9 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 58-10 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 58-11 Refer to response to comment 1-2 regarding fire modeling and safety zones.   

Comment 58-12 Refer to response to comment 1-4 regarding the status of Mitigation Measure 7.5-34 
(Ensure Adequate Police/Sheriff/Fire Capacity). 

Comment 58-13 Refer to response to comment 1-2 regarding fire evacuation capacity. 
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Comment 58-14 Refer to response to comment 1-2 regarding road management plans for emergency 
access and evacuation. 

Comment 58-15 Refer to response to comments 1-5 and 1-6 regarding trail markings and helicopter 
landing zones.  
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Comment Letter 59 – USDA Forest Service, Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit 
Public Workshop, 9/18/14 

 



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 5 9  

 

 

 



H E A V E N L Y  M O U N T A I N  R E S O R T  E P I C  D I S C O V E R Y  P R O J E C T  E I R / E I S / E I S  

R E S P O N S E S  T O  C O M M E N T S  

 

F E B R U A R Y  1 3 ,  2 0 1 5   P A G E  7 - 1 6 0  

 

Comment 59-1 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 59-2 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
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maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 59-3 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 59-4 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 59-5 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 59-6 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   
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Comment Letter 60 – TRPA Governing Board Meeting, 9/24/14 
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Comment 60-1 Sue Norman and Bud Amorfini responded during the meeting to Board member 
Shute’s questions to ensure that roadway maintenance and water quality mitigation 
measures will be implemented before new impacts occur.  Requirements identified in 
the DEIR/EIS will become part of the Forest Service Special Use Permit and part of 
Lahontan’s updated Waste Discharge Requirements.   

Refer to Master Response 2 for additional discussion of the transportation impact 
analysis.   

Comment 60-2 Rob Brueck responded during the meeting that there are other locations with SEZ 
crossings, but the only significant SEZ impact was Sky Meadows because findings 
for new land coverage/disturbance could not be made for a non-linear facility.   

Comment 60-3 Nancy Gibson responded during the meeting that the 2011 Act (SAROEA) directs 
that studies occur to identify possible summer activities, but does not believe the 
2011 Act is a directive to provide them.   

Comment 60-4 John Marshall responded during the meeting that the purpose of the EIS is not to 
evaluate the reasons for implementing a project, but to evaluate the impacts 
associated with the Proposal and alternatives.  Economic development data could be 
provided in the staff summary during the decision-making process that occurs after 
completion of the EIS process.   

 The comment states that the Draft EIR/EIS/EIS should include more economic 
development data. Specifically, the commenter requests analysis of potential job 
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growth and other economic benefits. The purpose of the Heavenly Epic Discovery 
Draft EIR/EIS/EIS is to provide an evaluation of the proposed project’s effects on the 
physical environment. Economic development information does not pertain to the 
adequacy, accuracy, or completeness of the environmental document, and therefore 
economic effects are not evaluated as part of the environmental impact analysis. The 
reviewing agencies may provide additional information on economic impacts as part 
of their consideration of the proposed project separately and independently from the 
environmental analysis of the EIR/EIS/EIS. 

Comment 60-5 Nancy Gibson responded during the meeting that the environmental analysis need 
only address potential socioeconomic impacts and is not required to provide a 
detailed economic benefit analysis.  Refer to response to comment 60-4. 

Comment 60-6 Andrew Strain responded during the meeting that the carrying capacity of Heavenly 
Mountain Resort is approximately 17,000 persons at one time and currently operates 
at approximately 10,000 persons at one time.   

Comment 60-7 Andrew Strain responded during the meeting that the proposed uses would be 
primarily used in summer from mid-June to mid-September, but that some proposed 
uses would remain open in the winter. 

Comment 60-8 During the meeting, Andrew Strain responded that Heavenly will monitor operations, 
working with the Forest Service and other organizations currently monitoring trail 
use.  The monitoring and mitigation protocol regarding adjacent NFS trails has been 
developed since the DEIR/EIS/EIS through cooperation with interested parties, and is 
included in Chapter 2.3.5 of the FEIS/EIS/EIS as the “Panorama multi-use trail 
partnership commitment.” Among other things, this plan clearly defines roles, 
responsibilities, and appropriate measures to ensure the maintenance of facilities and 
the recreational experience across nearby recreational resources. The reader is 
referred to Section 2.3.5 of the revised DEIR/EIS/EIS for additional information. 

Comment 60-9 During the meeting, Andrew Strain responded that the types of potential conflicts 
were reviewed during the initial planning and layout of the proposed activities.  The 
potential visibility and noise impacts of the proposed projects were analyzed and 
disclosed in the DEIR/EIS. The projects would be visible and could produce some 
noise, but otherwise would not result in impacts on activities on the ground. Guests at 
Heavenly Mountain Resort (a developed recreation area) would likely expect to see 
and hear other guests, so it is not anticipated that this would adversely impact their 
recreational experience.  

Comment 60-10 Bud Amorfini responded during the meeting that the WDR update will be concurrent 
with the start of implementation of the Epic Discovery Project and that mitigation of 
cumulative water quality impacts identified in the DEIR/EIS/EIS will be addressed 
before or during implementation of the applicable components of the Epic Discovery 
Project.  Lahontan’s waste discharge requirements were last updated amended in 
November 2013 under Board Order Number R6T-2003-0032A2 and will be updated 
again in response to the adoption/approval of the Epic Discovery Project to 
incorporate the requirements specified in Mitigation Measures WATER-C1a: CA-1 
Erosion Reduction Measures and WATER-C1b: Amendment to MPA 07 Mitigation 
Measure 7.5-2, Ongoing Environmental Monitoring Program. The WDRs will also be 
responsive to the results, conclusions and recommendations presented in the annual 
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and cumulative monitoring reports that have been submitted for the on-going 
Environmental Monitoring Program. Mitigation Measure WATER C1a specifies that 
“prior to or concurrent with new permanent or temporary disturbance in the Sky 
Basin, the highest risk (i.e., those with the greatest potential for sediment loading to a 
channel) sources of erosion or “hotspots” that would have a direct effect on Heavenly 
Valley Creek channel and BMI scores shall be mitigated, as outlined in Appendix 
3.1-F”.  The status of implementation and effectiveness of these mitigation measures 
will be documented through mitigation measure 7.5-2 (ongoing Environmental 
Monitoring Program) and reported to TRPA, Forest Service and Lahontan in annual 
monitoring reports. 

Comment 60-11 Responses to the referenced written comments can be found in the responses to 
comment Letter 17.  Please refer to the Purpose and Need statement for the Project 
located in Section 1.3 on pages 1-3 through 1-5 of the DEIR/EIS/EIS.  The third 
paragraph under Section 1.3 states that the Project has been proposed in response to 
policy direction to provide year-round recreational opportunities and in response to 
visitor preferences. As evidenced by the letters in support of the Project, there is an 
existing demand, and Heavenly Mountain Resort has developed the components of 
the project in response to user demand.  The Purpose and Need statement indicates 
that the Project has been proposed in response to the growing popularity of and 
demand for resource-based activities, including the addition of already successful 
attractions and new activities that broaden the appeal and range of activities for 
multi-generational visitors. 

As stated on page 2-1 of the DEIR/EIS/EIS under Section 2.1, the Project was 
developed in response to the Federal Ski Area Recreational Opportunity 
Enhancement Act of 2011, which directs that studies occur to identify possible 
summer activities within ski resorts operating on National Forest System lands.  The 
Project also supports goals of the TRPA Regional Plan Update, South Shore Area 
Plan, and Tourist Core Area Plan to develop and implement public outdoor recreation 
opportunities.  The 2011 Act and TRPA plans do not establish a number or limit to 
new amenities, but suggest that such amenities be proposed and analyzed. 

Chapter 3.13 Recreation provides recreational needs background.  Please see the 
Environmental Setting in Section 3.13-2 beginning on page 3.13-1.  The text under 
Section 3.13-2 includes the data on tourism, recreation engagement of visitors and 
the local population, and recreational goals and policies.  Section 3.13-2 also 
provides data on existing activities at Heavenly Mountain Resort, wait times for 
existing recreational activities, and limitations of existing trails that may limit 
segments of the population from engaging in activities.  The text also refers to 
recreational surveys conducted by Heavenly Mountain resort (page 3.13-5).  These 
surveys indicate summer visitors at the top of the Gondola view the current range of 
activities as insufficient.  Impact REC-C1 analyzes the Project’s cumulative impact 
to recreational uses and resources (page 3.13-36).  The analysis finds that 
cumulatively, the Project would improve the variety of recreational opportunities and 
provide more diverse opportunities to appeal to a broader group of visitors. 

Comment 60-12 The comment correctly states that Alternative 1 maintains the inclusion of a 
mountain coaster as a proposed facility, but in a different location within Heavenly 
Mountain Resort than the Project.  While the Project proposes to locate the coaster 
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within Adventure Peak, Alternative 1 proposes to locate the coaster within Sky 
Meadows Basin.   

 The commenter appears to oppose development of a mountain coaster.  An 
alternative with no mountain coaster was considered but eliminated from detailed 
study because elimination of this component would not meet the stated Purpose and 
Need for the Project by failing to offer a sufficient range of additional summer 
activities as stated in Chapter 2, Section 2.5, page 2-41 of the DEIR/EIS/EIS.  It was 
determined that a mountain coaster broadens public access to an experience 
otherwise unavailable to a significant portion of the visiting public. 

Comment 60-13 Lahontan has considered the effects of cumulative projects on the affected 
watersheds (see the analysis in Chapter 3.1 of the DEIR/EIS/EIS); however Northstar 
and Heavenly Mountain Resort are located in different and unconnected watersheds 
at opposite ends of the region.  Projects proposed at Northstar are under Lahontan’s 
jurisdiction, but are located outside the Tahoe Basin and are in the area north of the 
greater Lake Tahoe region as opposed to the Epic Discovery Project located within 
the Lake Tahoe Basin in South Lake Tahoe. Projects at Northstar would not be 
applicable to this Project from Lahontan’s watershed impact perspective.  Unlike the 
Epic Discovery Project, projects at Northstar are located on private land, outside the 
jurisdiction of the Forest Service and the TRPA. 

The environmental review process requires documentation and analysis of the 
proposed Project.  While cumulative effects need to be considered, litigation of other 
projects and the type of environmental review of other projects is not required to be 
analyzed and is not applicable as litigation on the type of environmental document of 
other projects does not represent a physical change to the environment.  Litigation of 
a project due to the type of environmental analysis conducted for that project would 
have little bearing on this Project, which is analyzed at the EIR/EIS/EIS level.   

Comment 60-14 Air quality is addressed in Chapter 3.5 of the DEIR/EIS/EIS. As discussed in Section 
3.5-5.7 on page 3.5-45 of the DEIR/EIS/EIS, the Mountain Tours are included in the 
air emissions calculations for operations. Operations emissions, specifically including 
Mountain Tour vehicle engine exhaust, are shown in Tables 3.5-17, 3.5-18, 3.5-19, 
and 3.5-20 on pages 3.5-49 through 3.5-52 of the DEIR/EIS/EIS.  The evaluation of 
the tables in sections 3.5-5.8, -5.9, and -5.10 on pages 3.5-48 through -53 indicate no 
significant impact.  As shown in the tables and discussed in the impact analysis on 
pages 3.5-45 through 3.5-57 of the DEIR/EIS/EIS, no significant impacts are 
associated with construction or operation, including operation of the Mountain Tour 
vehicles. 

Comment 60-15 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 60-16 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
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maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 60-17 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 60-18 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 60-19 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 60-20 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 60-21 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 60-22 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 60-23 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 60-24 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   
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Comment 60-25 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 60-26 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

Comment 60-27 Comment noted.  This is not a comment on the content or adequacy of the 
DEIR/EIS/EIS and no further response is warranted.   

Comment 60-28 Rob Brueck responded during the meeting that the aerial projects could be operated 
year round during both summer and winter operating periods.   

Comment 60-29 Rob Brueck responded during the meeting that only temporary summer barriers such 
as fencing near sensitive areas or along walkways and trails would be removed at the 
end of the summer operating season and that other aerial structures would remain in 
place and would not conflict with winter operations.   

Comment 60-30 Comments that state a position for or against a specific alternative are appreciated as 
this gives the Agencies a sense of the public’s or other agencies feeling and beliefs 
about a proposed course of action. Such information can only be used by the decision 
maker(s) in arriving at a decision and not for improving the environmental analysis or 
documentation.   

 


