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and available for public review by late 
2003. 

Additional information about the 
study/EIS may be obtained from the 
National Park Service Boston Support 
Office, 15 State Street, Boston, 
Massachusetts 02109, Barbara Mackey, 
Team Captain. at te lephone 617- 223-
5136 or Barbara_Mackey@nps.gov. 

Dated: December 11, 2002. 

Lawrence Gall, 
Actins Superintendent. Boston Support 
Office. 
lFR Doc. 03- 3097 Filed 2-6-03; 8:45am) 

BILLING CODE 4310-70-P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Reclamation 

San Luis Reservoi r and Los Banos 
Creek State Recreation Area Joint 
General Plan and Resource 
Management Plan, Merced County, CA 

AGENCY: Bureau of Reclamation, 
Interior. 
ACTION : Notice of intent to prepare a 
programmatic envi ronmental impact 
statemen t/envi ronmental impact report 
(PEIS/EIR). 

SUIVMARY: Pursuant to section 102(2)lc) 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA), the Bureau of Reclamation, 
in cooperation with the California 
Department of Parks and Recreation 
(D PR), proposes to prepare a draft PElS/ 
EIR for the San Luis Reservoir and Los 
Banos Creek State Recreation Area 
(SRA) joint General Plan and Resou rce 
Management Plan (GP/RMP). Scoping 
meetings are being conducted to elicit 
comments on the scope and issues to be 
add ressed in the draft PEIS/EIR. The 
dates and limes for the meetings are 
noted below. 
DATES: The first scoping meeting was 
held on Saturday, January 11, 2003, 
from 10 a.m. to z p.m. in Gustine, 
Califoroia. The second scoping meeting 
will be he ld on Thursday, February 20, 
2003, from 1 p.m. to 3 p.m. in Gustine, 
California. 

W rillen comments should be sent to 
Reclamation at the address below by 
March 10, 2003. 
ADDRESSES: The meeting location is at 
the Cali fornia Department of Parks and 
Recreation, Four Rivers District Office, 
31426 Gonzaga Road, Gustine, CA. 
95322. 

Written comments sbou ld be sent to 
Mr. Dan Holsapple, Bureau of 
Reclamation. So uth-Central California 
Area Office, 1243 N Street, Fresno, CA 
93721-1813; or faxed to 559- 487- 5130 

(TDD 559- 487- 5933); or e-mail: 
dholsapplc@mp.usbr.gov. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. 
Dan Holsapple, Bureau of Reclamation , 
at the above address, te lephone: 559-
487- 5409; or Dennis Imhoff, CEQA 
Coordinator, Cali fornia Department of 
Parks and Recreation, Four Rivers 
Distr ict, 31426 Gonzaga Road, Gustine, 
CA 95322, telephone: 209-826- 1197. e
mail: dimho@parks.ca.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: San Luis 
Reservoir is approximately 5 miles west 
of the City of Los Banos. adjacent to 
State Route 152, in Merced County, 
California. Los Banos Creek State 
Recreation Area is located about 5 miles 
southwest of the City of Los Banos, 
south of State Route 152, off Volta Road, 
just west of Interstate 5. 

Reclamation and DPR are preparing a 
joint draft PEIS/EIR. DPR will be the 
Lead Agency for the Cali fornia 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and 
Reclamation will be the Lead Agency for 
NEPA. 

DPR's General Plan Unit, in 
conjunction with its Four Rivers District 
Office, is developing the General Plan 
(GPJ portion of lite GP/ RMP, in 
accordant-'ll with Public ResourL'BS Code 
§ 5002.2 (General Plan guidelines) and 
§ 21000 et seq. (CEQA). The purpose of 
the GP is to guide future development 
activities and management objecti ves at 
the Park. Reclamation is developing a 
RMP portion of the GP/RMP. pursuant 
to the Reclamation Recreation 
Management Act of 1992, Title 28, Pub. 
L. 102-575, the Council on 
Environmental Quality Regu lations 
(CEQ) (40 CFR 1500-08) and the Federal 
Water Project Recreation Act. 
Reclamation and DPR are cooperating to 
p repare the GP/RMP in a consolidated 
planning process to solicit agency and 
stakeholder participation for both efforts 
simultaneously. The project areas for 
each plan will vary, based on 
differences in management and 
O'Arnership; however, there wi ll be 
common c'Omponents within the joint 
GP/RMP. 

The San Luis Reservoir and the Los 
Banos Creek Retention Dam were built 
in 1965 as part of the Centra l Val ley 
Project on lands owned by Reclamation. 
The lands are jointly managed by the 
Cali fornia DepartmentofWater 
Resources (DWR) and DPR. DPR is 
responsible for recreation and resource 
management w hi le DWR manages the 
water supply facilities. 

There are add itional tracts of land, 
managed by the California Department 
ofFish and Game (DFC) in the vicinity 
of the San Luis Reservoir, which were 
set aside to mitigate for construction 

impacts. These DFG-managed lands will 
not be part of the CP and PElR/EIS. as 
DPR does not have management 
jurisdiction over these lands . 

San Lu is Reservoi r Wildlife Area and 
O'Neill Forebay Wildlife Area, federally 
owned lands which are managed by 
DFG, will be included in the RMP and 
PEIR/EIS. 

The objectives of the GP IRMP are to 
establish management objectives, 
guidelines, and actions to be 
implemented by Reclamation directly. 
or through its recreation contract with 
OPRto: 

• Protect the water supply and water 
q uality functions of the reservoi rs, 

• Protect a nd enhance natural a nd 
cultural resources in the SRA, 
consis tent with Federal law and 
Reclamation policies, 

• Provide recreational opportunities 
and facilities consistent with the Central 
Valley Project purposes. 

The GP/RMP will be the primary 
management guideline for de fining a 
framework for resou rce stewardship. 
interpretation, faci lities, visitor use, and 
services. The joint plan will define an 
ultimate purpose, vision and intent for 
management through goal statements, 
guidelines, and broad objectives. The 
GP/RM P will be a long-term plan that 
will guide future specific actions at Lite 
SRA. Subsequent specific actions will 
be the subject of future environmenta l 
ana lysis as required. 

We would like to know the views of 
inte rested persons. organ izations. and 
agencies as to the scope and content of 
the information to be included and 
analyzed in the draft PEIS/EIR. Agencies 
should comment on the elements ofthe 
environmental information that are 
relevant to their statutory 
responsibilities in connection with the 
proposed project. 

It is Reclamation's practice to make 
comments, including names and home 
addresses of respondents, avajfable for 
public review. Individual respondents 
may req uest that we withhold their 
home address from p ublic disclosure, 
which we will honor to the extent 
a llowable by law. There may a lso be 
ci rcumstances in which we would 
w ithhold a respondent's identity from 
p ublic disclosure, as allowable by law. 
If you wish us to withhold your name 
and/o r add ress. you must state th is 
prominently at the beginning of your 
comment. We will make all submissions 
from organizations or businesses, and 
from individuals identifying themselves 
as representatives or officials of 
organizations or businesses, ava ilable 
for public disclosure in their entirety. 
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Dated: February 3. 2003. 
Frank Michny. 
Regional Environmental Officer, Mid-Pacific 
Region. 
(FR Doc. 03- 3023 Filod 2-6-03; 8:45am) 
BILLING CODE 4310-MN-P 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

Request for Public Comments 
Concerning the Maintenance of the 
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the 
United states 

AGENCY: United States International 
Trade Commission. 

ACTION: Notice. 

SUI\\'o!ARY: T he Commission is 
responsible for the maintenance and . 
publicalion of lhe Harmonized Tan ff 
Schedule of the Un ited States (HTS) . 
pursuant to title 1 of lhe Omnibus T ra de 
and Competiliveness Act of1988 (19 
U.S. C. 3001 et seq.). The Commission is 
seeking input from users of the HTS on 
the maintena nce and structu re of the 
change record .. so that public and 
private users can identify more easily 
the changes in each issuance of the HTS 
and locate the source of such changes. 
In addition, the Commission is asking 
users of the electronic revisions of t he 
HTS to suggest changes or 
improve ments in the posting of s uch 
files on the Commission's Web site. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: Upon publication; 
comments are sought th rough the close 
of bus iness on t he date that is four 
weeks after the date of publicat ion of 
this notice in the f"ederal Register. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Eugene A. Roseugarden, Director, Ofti ce 
of Tariff Affairs and Trade Agreements, 
(202) 205-2592; Janis L. Summers. 
Attorney-Adv iser. Office of Tariff 
Affairs and T rade Agree ments, (202) 
205-2605; or David G. Michels, Special 
Assistant to the Director, (202) 205-
3440; U.S. lnternalional Trade 
Commission, 500 E Street SW., 
Washington, DC 20436. Hearing-
impaired persons ca n obtain . 
information onlhis matter by contacling 
the Commission's TOO terminal on 202-
205-1810. General information 
concerning the Commission may also be 
obtained by accessing its Web site 
(http :llwww.usitc.gov). Comments filed 
pursuant to th is notice may be viewed 
on the Commission's Electronic 
Document Information System (EDIS-II) 
at http://edis.usitc.gov. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Uat;kground 

Beginning with the l1rst edition of the 
HTS (Commission Publication 2030) 
and continuing thro ugh the present. 
each printed an nual ed ition of the HTS 
and each printed supplement bas 
included as a fi nal section a record of 
the changes contained therein . These 
records, although not lega lly 
authoritative in regard to the tariff 
treatment of ;,,·,ported goods, assist both 
public and private sector users of the 
HTS by identifying changes in HTS 
provisions. T he change records list legal 
and statistica l mod ifications in the notes 
and head ings of t he ta riff schedule and. 
more recently, have included the source 
of each change together with its 
effective date. T hey are intended to be 
read in conjunclion with lhe Preface to 
each printed or electronic issuance, 
because the Preface contains a complete 
enumeration of legal and administralive 
instruments and aclions that affect the 
particular issuance, along with effective 
dates and citations. Since 2000, the 
Commission has also posted period ic 
electronic revisions of the HTS on its 
Web site, ww>v.usitc.gov, so that lhe 
in formation in the tariff schedule is 
mo re current. together wilh electronic 
links to legal instruments making 
changes in the legal provisions of t he 
HTS. These revisions each contam a 
complete set of the files that comprise 
the HTS, whether or not each file was 
modified. Each such revision likewise 
contains a change record, but that 
change record lists only lhe . . 
modificalions contained mthal rev tston 
and is not cumulative to the last printed 
ed ition or supplement. Thus. in order to 
compile a complete list of changes since 
lhe immediately prior printed 
document, a user must retain and 
combine all of the revision-related 
change records to have a composite list 
of changes since that printed document. 
This system has proven to be confusmg 
to users, even to t hose most familiar 
with t he HTS. The change reco rds are 
presented for convenient reference. and 
as such are not part of the legal text of 
the HTS; fu rther explanation was 
provided in the recently revised and 
expanded Preface to t he liTS (2003). 

]>ossible cha11ges.-First, the 
Commission is cons idering any 
modifications that may make the change 
record more usefu l to all users, whi le 
slill being administratively feasible, and 
that may also enable the staff concerned 
to keep this record more c urrent (and 
better meet lhe needs of the Customs 
Service in updating its automated entry 
system). lt should be noted that any 
s uch modifications wo uld have no effect 
on tl•e advisory na tu re of the change 

record, because tbe interpretation and 
adminislralion of the HTS are within 
the legal authority of the Customs 
Service. To add itio n, sign ificant 
lengthening of the change record and 
proposals for software changes are not 
likely to be feasible. Nonetheless. 
possible modifications might include: 
(1) Expansion of or changes in lhe. 
descriptions of changes; (2) use of a 
revised tabular format, perhaps w1th 
add itio nal columns provid ing new 
information of interest to users; (3) 
devising a useful method to show the 
indentalion leve l in the nomenclature 
structure at which a change has 
occurred; (4) providing an on-line 
composite change reco rd, pe rhaps 
extending back as far as the 1969 HTS, 
reflecting all p rior legal and/or 
statistical changes as a history of each 
tariff provision; (5) if possible, using a 
fo rm at tltal enables Lhe •naxi mum 
numbe r of users having different 
software to down load or access the 
change record. Because the Commission 
does not determine as a matter oflaw 
the classificalion of imported goods , the 
change record cannot provide a cross
reference table showing actual changes 
in classification or the derivalion oft be 
scope of new tariff categories. However. 
other possible useful mod1ficattons m 
add itio n to the I ist above can be 
considered. 

In addilion, the Commission is 
considering w hether the posting of 
electronic revisions of Ute HTS might be 
changed or im proved. either in 
t imeliness or in their method of 
presentation. These changes might 
include: (1) Posting only those chapter 
files. or even ind ividual pages. that 
contain actual modifications: (Z) posting 
a downloadable fi le that contains all 
chapters or pages tlta l were modified 
since the last electronic revision was 
posted; (3) posti ng cha pter files or pages 
whenever changes occur, rather than 
periodically when several ins~ru!lle~ts 
have modil1ed t he HTS; (4} elurunatwg 
the Wo rdPerfect version and posling 
only the PDP version of the schedule; or 
(5) making other changes in the 
organization of the Web site to make it 
easier to locate and use these revtstons. 
It is not considered feasible or desirable 
to insert in the actual taril'f cha pter files 
t hemselves a typed indicato r of a change 
(such as italicized language) or lhe date 
it occurred. given staff resources, 
possible confusion where multiple 
changes occur, and the need for a more 
rapid reflection of tariff changes; also, 
t he change reco rd al ready provides a 
clearer Jist of these modificalions and 
their sources. 

Written submissions.-Ail 
submissions must comply with the 

Appendix C. Public Involvement Program 

San Luis Reservoir  SRA 
Final RMP/GP and EIS/EIR 

C-2 



  

 

      
   

 

 

NOTICE OF PREPARATION 

To: 

Subject: 

Lead Agency: 

a.nd 

Consultant: 

Responsible and Trustee Agencies, and Office of Planning and Research. 

Notice of Prepara.tion of a Drafi: Environmental lmpa.ct Statement and 

Environmental Impact Report for the San Luis Reservoir State Recreation Area 

(SRA.) joint General Plan and Resource Management Plan (GP / RMP). The SRA. 

includes the O'Neill Forebay and Los Banos Creek Detention Dam and their 

adjacent recreation areas. 

California Department of Parks and Recreation 

Four Rivers District 

31426 Gonzaga Road 

Gustine, CA 95322 

Contact: Dennis Imhoff, CEQA Coordinator 

Phone: (209)826-1197 Fax: (209)826-0284 

Email: dimho@parks.ca.gov 

United States Department of the Interior 

Bureau of Reclamation 

South-Central Cal ifornia Area Office 

1243 N Street 

Fresno, CA 93721-1813 

Contact Dan Holsapple 

Phone: (559)487-5409 

dholsapple@mp.usbr.gov 

EDA\Xl; Inc. 

753 Dav·is Street 

San Francisco, CA 94111 

Contact: Donna Plunkett 

Phone: (415)433-1484 

Fax: (559)487-5397 

Fax: (415)788-4875 

Email: plunkettd@edaw.com 

1 C.Ilifomia Dermrtment of Parks and Recreation 
San Luis Reserlloir State Recreation Area Notice of Preparation 
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A joint programmatic Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Environmental Impact Report 

(DEIS/ EIR) is being prepared by the California Department of Parks and R.ecreation (DPR) and 

the U. S. Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation). DPR will be the Lead Agency for the California 

E nvironmental Quality Act (CEQA) and Reclamation will be the Lead Agency fo r the Nationa.l 

E nvironmental Policy Act (NEPA). 

We would like to know the views of interested persons, organizations, and agencies as to the scope 

and content of the information to be included and analyzed in the DEIS/ EIR. Agencies should 

comment on the elements of the environmental information that are relevant to their statutory 

responsibilities in connectio n with the proposed project T he project description, locat ion, and 

potential environmental effects of the proposed project (to the extent known) are contained in this 

Notice of Preparation (NOP). 

Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your response should be sent at the earliest possible 

date, but not later than January 3, 2003. 

Please send your written response to D ennis Imhoff, CEQA Coordinator , California Department 

of Parks and Recreation, at the address shown above. Responses should include the name of a 

contact person at your agency. 

Project Title: San Luis Reservoir State Recreation Area joint General Plan and Resource 

Management Plan. 

Project Location: San Luis Reservoir and O'Neill Forebay are approximately four miles west of 

the City of Los Banos, no rth and south of State Route 152, and west of its 

intersection with Interstate 5, in the County of Merced, California. Los Banos 

Creek Detention Dam is located six miles southwest of the C ity of Los Banos, 

south of State Route 152, off Canyon Road, and on the west side of Interstate 

5. (see attached Project Location Map) 

Project Description: 

2 Califomin Departme111 of Parks a11d Recrealion 
San Luis Reservoir State l~ecreation Area Notice of Prepamtion 
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DPR's General Plan Unit, in conjunction with its Four Rivers District office, is in the process o f 

developing a General Plan and EIR for San Luis Reservoir Sw.te Recreation Area in accordance with 

Public Resources Code §5002.2 referencing General Plan guidelines and §21000 et seq. concerning 

the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The purpose of the General Plan is to guide 

future development activities and management objectives at the Park. Additionally, pursuant to the 

Reclamation Recreation Act of 1992, Title 28 (P.L. 102-575) and the Council on E nvironmental 

Q uality Regu lations (CEQ) (40CFR 1500-08), Reclamation is developing a Resource Management 

Plan and E IS. T he GP and RMP will be a jo int document as the agencies are coopemting to engJge 

in a consolidated p lanning process to solicit agency and stakeholder participation foe both efforts 

simultaneously. The project areas for each plan will vary, based on differences in management and 

ownership, however there will be common components with in the jo int Plan. 

The San Luis Reservoi r, O'Neill Forebay and Los Banos Creek Detention Dam were built in 1962 

and 1965 as part of the Central Valley Project and the California State Water Project on lands owned 

by Reclamation. Portions of the lands are jointly managed by the California Department of Water 

Resources (DWR) and DPR. DPR is responsible for recreation and resource management while 

DWR manages the water supply fac ilities responsible for furn ishing approximately 1.25 million acre 

- feet of water as irrigation to various agencies. 

There are additional tracts of land managed by the California Department o f Fish and Game 

(DFG) in the vicinity of the San Luis Reservoir tl1at were set aside as mitigation lands during the 

construction thereo£ DFG managed lands will not be part of the General Plan and EIR, as DPR 

does not have management jurisdiction over these lands. T he Federally owned lands, managed by 

DFG will be included in the RMP sections of the p lan. The DFG managed lands owned by 

Reclamation are known as the San Lu is Reservoir Wildlife Area and the O 'Neill Forebay Wildlife 

Area. 

Preparation of tl1e joint General Plan and Resource Management Plan is in its early stages, so 

ultimate land use and resources management provisions or recommendations have not yet been 

determ ined. The lead agencies are currently in the process of evaluating exis ting resources and 

management opportunities and constraints at the SRA that will aid in the development of the 

GP / RMP. Known resources at the SRA include: 

3 Clllifomia Department of Parks and Recreation 
San Luis Reservoir State Recreation Area Notice of Preparation 
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• Water storage, supply and distribution fac ilities and infrastructure; 

• Ph nt Communit-ies including Grassland, coastal Sage Scrub a.nd riparian; 

• Special-status wildlife species (e.g., San Joa.quin kit fox, California red-legged 

frog); 

• Cultuwlly and historically significant areas; 

• High-use recreational a.reas for camping, boating, fis hing and swimming (e.g., San 

Luis Creek, Basalt, Madeiros, Dinosaur Point and Los Banos Creek); 

Issues that will be considered as part of the General Plan process include, but are not lim ited to, the 

following: 

• Expansion of recreational facilities (e.g., improved water system. camping 

fac ilities, rest room fac ilities, expanded swimming area, windsurfing safety patrol 

platform, m:uina impcovements); 

• Significant plant communities and wildlife habitats for San Joaquin kit fox and 

Califocnia red-legged frog, as well as othec species of concern; 

• Open space/ scenic vistas; 

• Water and land based recreation and sports including hiking, camping, 

windsurfing, fishing; 

• Evaluation of archaeological/historical/ cultural resources; 

• Opportunities for transportation and safety improvements; 

• Regional growth and planning issues; 

• Interpretive and concession opportunities; 

• Management constra.ints with reg-,u·ds to a.ccess to Los Ba.nos Creek; 

• Relat-ionship to adjacent Pa.checo State Park; 

• ImpLications of potential alignments for high-speed rail facilities. 

Potential Environmental Effects: 

Although ultimate land use and resources management provisions of the GP / RMP have not yet 

been determined, generally expected types of environmental impacts that may occur as a result of 

the GP / RMP can be identified. Based on the resource characteristics of the SRA and generally 

4 Califomia Department of Parks and Recreation 
Stm Luis Reserwir State Recreation Area Notice of Preparation 
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anticipated uses, potential environmental effects that will likely be addressed in the EIS/ EIR, 

include: 

• Potential conflicts between sensitive wildlife species/ natural communities (e.g., 

San Joaquin kit fo x corridor pcotection and facility developmen~; 

• Potential for development of te lecommunications structures (cell towers) on 

Federally-owned lands affecting ecological and scenic resources; 

• Potential for substantial adverse change in the visual character of portions of the 

project area due to the placement of additional facilities; 

• T ransportation impacts associated with safel')' for ingress and egress. 

While potential rake of th reatened and endangered species is not anticipated, the EIR/ EIS will 

describe future State and Federal consulta tion and permit requirements that may be required for 

facil ity development as necessary. 

Intended Use of the EIR/E IS: 

DPR and the Parks and Recreation Commission and Reclamation will use the EIS/ EIR component 

of the GP / RMP to consider the environmental effects, mitigation measures, and alternatives, when 

reviewing the proposed Plan for approval. The E IR/ EIS will serve as the State's CEQA compliance 

document for adoption of the General Plan and as Reclamation's NEPA compliance document for 

adoption of the Resource Management Plan. It will also serve as the programmatic environmental 

document that may be referenced in implementing futu re actions included in the GP / RMP. 

Responsible agen c ies may also use the EIR as n eed ed fOr subsequent d isc re tionary actions. 

Scoping Meeting: 

Saturday, January 11, 2003 

10:00 am. - 2:00pm 

Four Rivers District Office 

31426 Gonzaga Road 

Gustine, CA, 95322 

State Parks CEQA Coordinator, Four Rive rs District Date 

Atl:tChme n tS: NOP D istribution List; Project Loc2tion Map 

5 Cnlifomia Department of Parks tmd Recreation 
San Luis Reservoir State l~ecreation A rea Notice of Preparation 
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SAN LUIS RESERVOIR 

& PACHECO PARK 

GENERAL PLANS 

~ ~ 
\. ; 
~ .. · 

PARTNERS IN PARK PLANNING 

In a collaborative partnership, the California Department of 
Parks and Recreation and U.S. Bureau of Reclamation are 
launching a joint planning process to improve recreation 
facilities at the San Luis Reservoir. Working together with 
the community, this planning process will create a vision for 
the future, provide recommendations for improvements, 
and set guidelines for managing the park so it can be 
enjoyed for years to come. We invite you to join us in 
planning the park's future! 

We welcome your ideas and suggestions for improving this 
recreation area and preserving its special characteristics. 
You can start by filing out the enclosed survey and attending 
the Public Planning Workshop on January II . Public input 
will help us focus on priorities, desires and concerns as we 
evaluate the park's recreational uses and visitor facilities. 

Stewardship of the park's environmental resources will 
also be an important consideration in the planning process. 
We look forward to hearing your ideas about w ays that we 
can ensure the long-term protection of the area's wildlife, 
plants, and cultural resources. Given its proximity to the 
reservoir, we also will be discussing Pacheco State Park 
during this planning process. We hope you will take some 
time to share your ideas and help plan the future of these 
magnificent state parks. 

HOW CAN YOU CONTRIBUTE? 

Stay Informed: This Planning Update will keep you informed on 

the progress of the General Plan process. It will cover both the San 

Luis ReseJYoir State Recreation Area and Pacheco State Park General 
Plans, because the parks are adjacent to each other and parts of t he 

planning process vvll be combined. Over the next year and a ha ll, w e' ll 
be working together to discuss and evaluate a variety of planning topics 
including recreation facilit ies, habitat protection, and education and 

interpretive programs, just to name a few. This Planning Update will 

track our progress and notify you of upcoming public workshops. 

Fll Out the Survey: The enclosed survey vvll help us understand your 
key issues, ideas and concerns. TeU us what you like about the parks, 

what's missing, or- what could work better! 

Attend the Public Planning Workshops: We w ill host three public 

workshops lor the San Luis Reservoir and Pachecho Park General Plans. 
The first workshop vvll be held on January I I at the San Luis Reservoir. 

The workshop will provide a fo rum to discuss suggestions for park 

enhancements and to identify topics for the planning process to explore. 
Please join us! 

Public Planning Workshop 

Saturday, January II, 2003 

I 0:00 am to 2:00 pm 
Four Rivers Dlstrlc:.t Offlc:.e 

31426 Gonzaga Road 

Gustine, CA 95322 
209.826. 1197 

decem ber 1001 
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San Luis Reservoir 

San Luis Reservoir State Recreation Area 

Tf1is recreation area contains three main water bodies: the San Luis 
Reservoir, Los Baiios Creek Detention Dam, and O'Neill Forebay. 

Tt1ese facilities are managed through a joi11t agreement bet'w'een the 

U.S. &!reau of Reclamation and the California Department of Water 
Resources and supply approximately 1.25 m illion acre-feet of irrigation 

water to about 600,000 acres of land. In a 1969 agreement, certain 

lands surrounding the San Luis Reservoir and Los Baiios Detention 

Dam w ere designated for recreational use and are currently managed 

by the California Department of Parks and Recreation. 

T t1e San Luis Reservoir is well-known for its windsurfing, fishing, 

camping and boating opportunities, in addition to other recreationaJ 

activities. Equally important in the planning process is the area's 

histor ic significance, including its early use by Native .Americans and 

later as important lands in California' s ranching h istory. 

l os 8-alios Atparlan Corridor 

Known~ at the San Luis Reservoir State Recreation 
Area include: 

• Water storage, supply and distribution facilities and 
infrastructure, 

• High-use recreational areas (e.g., San Luis Creek, Basalt, 

Medeiros, Dinosaur Point and Los Baiios Creek), 

• Plant communities such as Grassland, Coastal Sage Scrub and 
RJparian, 

• Wildlife species such as San Joaquin kit fox, and 
• Culturaly and historicaJiy significant areas. 

Some~ the General Plan process will consider include: 

• Expansion of recreationaJ facilities (e.g., camping facilities, 

restroom facilities, swimming area, windsurfing, safety patrol 

platform, marina improvements), 

• Land management actions for plants and wildlife, 

• Interpretation of archaeological/t1istoricai/OJitural resources, 

• Evaluation for access safety inprovements, 
• Regional growth and planning issues, 

• Relationship to aqacent Pacheco State Park, possibly providing a 
linki'lg trall system, and 

• Remote access to Los Baiios. 

The Los Baiios Detention Dam lies approximately 10 miles to the 

southeast of San Luis Reservoir. The area contains camping and day 
use areas and aJso provides boating and fishing opportunities. Both the 

San Luis and Los Bafios areas host many plant and animal species and 

associated habitats, inducting some that warrant special management 

considerations, such as the San Joaquin kit fox, a federaJ and state 

endangered species. 

Biologists worki ng on t he hn Luis P.eservoir wil dlife invent ory 
phc.tographed this c oy e~te at night, us ing a s tati C~nary camera set with 
infrared transmitters. 

PARKS TEAMS WITH BUREAU OF REa.AMATION 
Tf'le San Luis Reservoir State Recreation Area is unique beawse 

although the recreation lands are managed by the California 
Department of Parks and Recreation, the land is owned by the U.S. 
Bureau of Reclamation. Tl1ey have owned the land since building the 

dam in 1965. The Bureau of Reclamation uses Resource Management 

Plans in the same way that CalrfomiaState Parks uses General Plans. 

The rwo agendes are working together to procilce a joint plan to 

consolidate certain facets of the planning process. Your voice and/or 

writter comments will be heard by both state and federal agercy st3ff 

- so your partidpation in tl1is process is doubly important! 

A joint EnvironmentaJ Impact Report I Environmental Impact 

Statement (EIR/EIS) also will be produce as part of this planning 
process, providing an opportunity to plan for the future of the San Luis 

Reservoir recreation lands, while respecting their role as habitat and 

water distribution facilities. 
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Pacheco Park 

Pacheco State Park 

Scenic Ro ll ing Hills of Pacheco State Pa rk 

The approximately 6,800 acres of Pacheco State Park were donated 

to the State of California by the late Paula Fatjo, a descendant of 

Francisco Pacheco. Currently, 2..600 acres are open to the public, 

prindpally for hiki1g and horseback riding. These lands were part of 

the larger 48,000-acre Mexican land grant deeded to Pacheco ir1 1843. 

The original adobe structure built by the Pacheco family was moved 

ci.Jring the construction of the San Luis Reservoir and sits amidst the 

other ranch builcings, paddocks and outbuilcings that exist today. The 

park is adjacent t o the San Luis Reservoir on the east and is accessible 

off Dinosaur Point Road from State Route 152 in western Merced 

County 

PACHECO RESOURCES 
Pacheco Park is located in the Diablo range at the edge of the Central 
San Joaquin Valley rising from 650 feet to its highest peak at 1,900 feet 
above sea level. Pacl1eco's scenic rolling hills are a result of coastaJ and 

vaJiey influences resulting in a mosaJc of oak and blue oak woodland, 

open grassland and wildflowers. The hills are laced with a myriad of 

o ld ranch roads. Deer, bobcat, mountain lion, coyote, fox and eagles 

are among its diverse wildlife. Approximately 25 smaJI reservoirs, 

originaJiy created as livestock watering ponds, now capture and store 

water runoff. 

Pacheco State Park~ inchxle: 

• Hiking and equestrian trails, 

• HistoricaVcuttural resources, including old ranch buildings and 

corrals, 

e Plant communities such as oak and blue oak woodland, 

• Wilclife spedes, such as the California red-legged frog, 
• Open space, and 
• Scenic vistas. 

Some~ that will be considered in the General Plan 

process include: 

• Access safety on State Route 152, 
• Opportunitie.s for overnight camping, horseback riding, and 

other recreational activities, 

e Opportunities for interpretive and educational programs, 

e Relationship to the adjacent San Luis Reservoir State Recreation 

Area, 
• HistoricaVcultural resources including old ranch buildings and 

corrals, 

• Facilities analysis, inck.Jding use of existing buildings, and 

• Evaluation and inventory of historic and cultural resources. 

Paula Fatjo bequeathed the property in her wil for the "protection, 

maintenance and fostering of natural flora and fauna" Therefore, this 

sl:e's recreation use is more passive in nature chan at San Luis and is 

predominantly used by equestrians and hikers. Several ridges have 

been leased for energy production and contain la.rge wl"ld turbines 

w hich currently generate 22.3 million kilowatts of energy annually. 

Areas of the park outside of the wind turbine lands are leased for 

cattle grazing. The property's historic features, in addition to the Fatjo 

ranch, indude an old line shack used by Henry Miller's cattle company 

in the 1800s and part of the Butterfield Stage line route. Other areas 

are known to be rich in archaeological resources. 

This park is separate from San luis Reservoir, and a General Plan 

has never been prepared for it before. The planning process w ill 

coord11ate the work for these two areas while still recognizing their 

differences. The General Plan process will be an opportunity to plan 

for the future of the sites' historical and natural resources, while 

exploring ways to enhance recreational use of the property. 

HiHorit corrals characterize the fatjo ranch 
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® 
California Departmffit of Parks and Recreation 
Four Rivers District 
3142 6 Gonzaga Road 
Gustine, (A 9Sl22 

SAN LUIS RESERVOIR • PACHECO STATE PARK 

Calendar of Events 

GENERAL PLAN PROCESS AT A GLANCE 

FALL 1001 

Information Gathering 
Fieldwork 

WINTER 1003 

Summarize Existing Conditions 
PUBLIC PLANNING WORKSHOP # I 

SPRING/ SUMMER 1003 

Discuss Opportunities & Constraints 
and Develop Plan Alternatives 
PUBLIC PLANNING WORKSHOP#2 
Prepare Draft Plans 

FALL 1003 

PUBLIC PLANNING WORKSHOP #3 
Public Review ol Dralt Plans & 
EIII!EIS 

SPR ING 1004 

Distribute Final Plans & EIII/E IS 
Agency Approvals 

PARTICIPATION IS THE KEY TO A GREAT PLAN! 

If you are not currently on our malllna: Hst and would lilm to receive the p6annlnr update and 

nocfc:e about future worlc:shops, or wish to 14tnd written comments, pl.a.M contact us a t : 

Ca lifornia Department of Parks and R"reation 
FourRiversDirtrict 
31426 Gonzaga Road 
Gustine,CA9Sl22 
209.826.1197 
(for quertions or comments about the General Plan Process) 

Contact Information 

For general information about park use 
(e.g. hours, activities), ~easecaJI : 1-800-346-2711 

Visit Our Website 
www.cal-parks .ca .g ov IIFJWI 
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San Luis Reservoir 
State Recreation Area 

General Plan I Resource Management Plan _.._ 
SURVEY 

(please mail back by january 3, 2003) 

Your Name: 

Organization (if any): 

Address: -----------------------------------------------------------
City, State, Zip: __ ____, ________________________________________________ __ 

Phone (optional): 

E-mail (optional): 

Would you like to remain on our mailing list to receive 
future Planning Updates? 

How often do you visit the San Luis Reservoir? 

How far do you travel to get there? (miles) 

What activities do you like to do there? 

What do you value most about the San Luis Reservoir? 

What do you like the least? 

What facilities need improvements or additions at the Park? 

Yes No 

D D 
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When you last left the park, what did you remember the most? -----------

Are there any environmental issues that you think we should 
pay close attention to during preparation of the General Plan 
and Environmental Impact Report?---------------------

Have you ever been to the Los Banos Creek area? What did 

you do there? -------------------------------------------------------

Is there anything else that you would like to share with us? ------------

__________________ please fold in thirds __________________ _ 

tape it closed, affix a 37 cent stamp and mail by january 3, 2003 Thank you! 

California State Parks 
Four Rivers District Office -Attn: Dennis In hoff 
314 26 Gonzaga Road 
Gustine, CA 95322 

-- ~ ~ .... 
; ' 

I 1 

requires 
37 cent 

stamp 
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Meeting Summary: January 11, 2003, Scoping Meeting 

GENERAL PLAN/RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN and EIR/EIS 
SCOPING MEETING 

FOR
 
SAN LUIS RESERVOIR STATE RECREATION AREA
 

AND
 
PACHECO STATE PARK
 

January 11, 2003
 
Four Rivers District Headquarters
 

MEETING SUMMARY
 
Issue Date: February 21, 2003
 

Participants 

Robert Epperson, RMP Coordinator, USBR Michael Mulligan, Compliance Specialist 
Dan Holsapple, Resource Management DFG 
Specialist, USBR Daniel Applebee, DFG 
Ricardo Cortesa, USBR Tom Young, DWR 
Donna Plunkett, Project Manager, EDAW Mandeep Bling, DWR 
Corrina Kweskin, Project Planner, EDAW Julie Vance, DWR 
Ian Ferguson, Project Planner, EDAW Cheryl Johnson, Caltrans/USFWS 
Leo Edson, Wildlife Biologist, EDAW John Fulton, USFWS 
Wayne Woodroof, Statewide Coordinator, Robert King, Merced County Planning Dept. 

DPR Lynn Hurley, SCVWD 
Warren Wulzen, Associate State Frances Mizuno, "SLDMWA" 
Archaeologist, DPR Clyde Strickler, Retired DPR Superintendent 
Dave Gould, Chief Ranger, DPR Steve Pearl, Wild Fro Racing 
Mary Stokes, Interpretive Specialist, DPR Sam Halsted, Landowner 
Dennis Imhoff, Chief Ranger, DPR George Stricker 
Dave Milam, Ranger, DPR Bruce Hochuli, SLSPP 
Lee Sencenbaugh, DPR George Ground, SLSPP 
Steve Skram, DPR Vern Masse 
Curtis Climer, DPR 

The meeting began at approximately 10:00 a.m. The agenda follows the summary below. Public 
comments are indicated in italics. Two poster maps were on display: "Sensitive Biological 
Species" and "Existing Conditions." In addition, the following handouts were distributed: 

1.	 Agenda 
2.	 General Plan Table of Contents 
3.	 San Luis Reservoir Resource Inventory (January 1973) 
4.	 San Luis SRA Preliminary Scoping Document (11/20/01) 
5.	 San Luis Reservoir SRA General Plan and RMP EIR/EIS Notice of Preparation
 

(11/22/02)
 
6.	 Pacheco SP Preliminary Scoping Document (11/2001) 
7.	 Fatjo Project Resource Summary (May 1996) 
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8. Pacheco State Park General Plan/EIR Notice of Preparation (11/22/02) 
9. Contact List 
10. California State Parks Planning Handbook Pages 29-37 (February 2002) 

Sign-In and Introduction 
Dave Gould provided a team overview, introducing the team members that were present from 
the various agencies. Dennis Imhoff provided an overview of the General Plan process. The 
current General Plan on file for San Luis Reservoir SRA is from 1971, with a 1985 amendment. 
There is no General Plan on file for Pacheco State Park since it is a relatively new addition to the 
State Parks system. The ultimate goal of the General Plan process is a "broad brush" look at 
desired facilities and resources. The General Plan is scheduled to be completed by April/May 
2004. Dennis also discussed the use of planning consultants for completing the General Plan 
work and introduced EDAW team members for the subject park units. 

Planning Process Overview & Public Participation 
Donna Plunkett from EDAW thanked everyone for attending and provided an overview of the 
General Plan process and EDAW's role as the consultant. She described that there are two 
separate processes for the General Plan/RMP and for the EIR/EIS and that there will be a separate 
Plan for Pacheco and San Luis Plan. The latter will be joint effort of DPR and Reclamation. She 
also described the difference between a State Park and a State Recreation Area. She referenced 
the State Parks Planning Handbook and distributed the section on the planning process. EDAW 
is currently putting together the existing conditions, noting that this a particularly appropriate 
time to get feedback on maps and other data. This meeting is also considered a formal scoping 
meeting and comments made at this meeting will become part of the formal CEQA/NEPA record. 

The next step in the process will be to develop alternatives over the next few months with the 
goal of a preferred alternative by summer of this year. The San Luis Reservoir State Recreation 
Area General Plan and the Pacheco State Park General Plan currently are on a joint track but 
they may diverge since the San Luis Reservoir State Recreation Area General Plan also needs to 
comply with NEPA and this may take more time. It was noted that there will be two other public 
workshops and opportunities for public comment. It was also noted that the EIR for Pacheco and 
the EIR/EIS for San Luis will be program-level analysis and that future projects implemented as 
part of this process may require a project-level analysis. 

Vern Massy asked whether the O 'Neill Forebay water levels would be addressed at this level. 
Donna replied that desired water levels and seasonal recommendations could be included. Bob 
Epperson commented that the Reclamation's primary goal for the project is to collect and 
distribute water. Recreation is a secondary use and, therefore, will not have as much influence on 
water level recommendations. However, USBR will entertain concerns. Bruce Hochuli asked 
whether water supply goals for CVP users and increased water levels were mutually exclusive. 
Bob responded that they may or may not be mutually exclusive, depending on how much water 
was available at different times of the year. The water levels will be affected by the operating 
contracts. Wayne Woodroof commented that this planning process is an opportunity to look at 
these conflicting goals and uses to see whether they can be brought together. Bob added that 
they have made some minor changes in the way that flows are released at Millerton. 

Steve Pearl asked whether the primary goal of the planning process is to ascertain the highest 
use value and had this been decided already. It was noted that the planning process is not about 
determining highest use; however, it is an opportunity to try to balance and reconcile conflicting 
issues about uses. Mandeep Bling, DWR operates and maintains the SLR project. He reiterated 
that the primary purpose of the prefect is to distribute water to consumers through existing 
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contracts that they hold. Every effort is made to minimize fluctuations of water levels at the 
O’Neill Forebay. For example, most of the water level reduction occurs at night as this also helps 
to reduce energy costs. Clyde Strickler added that USBR and DWR have always worked closely 
with DPR to resolve fluctuation issues as much as is possible. 

Project Overview 
Pacheco State Park 
Dave Milam provided an overview of the general history of Pacheco State Park, including the 
funding structure which is unique for this park. The property was bequeathed in the will of Paula 
Fatjo and a separate fund is used to pay for the operations at the Park. Tom Young suggested 
that the fees at Pacheco could be reduced because there is a separate fund set up to support the 
Park. Steve Pearl asked whether Pacheco is open to ATV vehicles. Dave Milam responded that 
they are not allowed although sometimes they are used by ranchers and rangers. 

Dave Gould provided an overview of the recreational aspects of Pacheco. The eastern half of the 
Park is closed to public use except for guided tours. The western half is open to day use activities 
including hiking, biking, horseback riding, and camping with a special event permit. Mary Stokes 
provided an overview of the interpretive uses at Pacheco. Currently there are freestanding outdoor 
exhibits, guided tours, and limited maps. Mary distributed a handout describing the main 
interpretive stories currently offered at Pacheco and asked for feedback on the content of the 
stories they are telling about the Park. 

Leo Edson gave an overview of the biological resources at Pacheco, noting that the existing 
ponds are host to the California red-legged frog, a federally endangered species based on 
reconnaissance level surveys that took place last fall. He noted that survey work was limited for 
the property so a full wildlife and vegetation inventory does not exist. 

Warren Wulzen described the cultural resources, Pacheco was partially surveyed when it was 
made a State Park. It contains 10 cultural resource sites, 8 of which are Native American sites 
with bedrock millings and/or middens. The redwood picket fence lines along the base of the Park 
and through the center are historic resources. Paula Fatjo left a collection of artifacts at the ranch, 
including books and saddles, which are a rich source of ranching and family history. Currently, 
DPR is putting out a contract to develop recommendations for how best to preserve the adobe 
in its present condition. 

San Luis Reservoir State Recreation Area 
Bob Epperson provided an overview of the general history of the San Luis Reservoir project, 
including the Santa Clara-Pacheco conduit. Dan Applebee asked why land was purchased in 
excess of what was needed for the reservoir. Bob responded that excess land was purchased for 
several reasons. First, purchased land included the basalt rock quarry that was used to build the 
dam. Second, flood prone areas were purchased. Third, in cases where landowners were not 
willing to sell, land was acquired through condemnation proceedings. In the latter case, excess 
lands have been used as mitigation areas such as the DFG managed wildlife areas in the vicinity 
of the SRA. John Fulton asked for clarification on the areas indicated in light and dark yellow on 
the map. Bob responded that all of these areas are managed by DFG however the lighter areas are 
federally owned and the darker areas are owned by DFG. 

Dave Gould provided an overview of the recreational resources of San Luis Reservoir SRA. It 
includes 26,000 acres. The Basalt use area is developed with 79 campsites and sewage dump 
stations. It is popular for striped bass fishing. The Dinosaur Point use area has a boat launch 
ramp for fisherman and is used by jet-skiers. The O'Neill Forebay is the most developed of the 
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reservoirs. It has the San Luis Creek use area with 149 developed picnic sites and a boat launch 
ramp. It has a swimming area and group camping facility which can accommodate 100 people. 
The Medeiros uses area is on the undeveloped side of the O'Neill Forebay. It has 60 primitive 
campsites, 49 ramadas, and a day use facility. It also has a boat launch which has been closed 
since 9/11. This is the area that the windsurfers launch. Los Banos Creek is primitive with a 
small campground with 15 sites, a boat launch facility, and a small picnic area. The boat limit is 5 
mph or "no wake". This area is good for black bass and also popular for remote control model 
planes. The SRA has a total of 206 developed campsites. A new addition to recreational 
opportunities is Steve Pearl's "street luge" program on Dinosaur Point Road. Bruch Hochuli 
questioned whether the gates at the boat launch at the Medeiros use area provided increased 
security. Dave responded that the gates prevent people from launching boats in the evening 
when no one is patrolling the area. This also helps reduce the risks associated with higher 
nighttime winds. 

Dan Applebee asked about current hunting levels. Dave responded that at O'Neill Forebay and 
San Luis Reservoir only open-season waterfowl hunting is allowed. This is not very popular in 
this area. There are also a few scull boats on O'Neill and fewer on San Luis Reservoir. Ricardo 
Cortesa asked about opportunities for equestrians. Dave responded that there is one horse 
camp at the Los Banos Reservoir. Dan Applebee asked about limits on jet-skis. Dave responded 
that there are no limits. 

Bruce Hochuli asked about bicycling opportunities because windsurfers like to use a bicycle to 
launch when there is no wind. Bruce asked why the dam had been closed to bicyclists since 9/11. 
In addition, restrictions at the O’Neill Pumping Plant prevent a continuous bike loop around the 
reservoirs. Dave responded that the California Aqueduct is a designated bike route and one can 
still walk across the dam. Bruce questioned the distinction between bicyclists and hikers. 
Mandeep responded that closing the route across the dam was part of Reclamation’s security 
assessment. Dave said that the concern was that bicyclists can pull large ice chests on their 
bicycles, which are a security threat. Tom Young added that in the 80s, DWR was sued for 
millions by someone who fell off of their bike on DWR property and became a quadriplegic. 
As a result DWR hired a consultant to determine which areas were appropriately maintained for 
bicycle use. 

The south end of the O’Neill Forebay is closed to bicyclists because it is not maintained for 
bicycle use. Bruce responded that mountain biking can be done on very primitive trails. George 
Ground, SLSSP added that courts are starting to reverse these types of decisions. For example, 
they are allowing skateboards. Bob King, Merced County Planning, said that laws are starting to 
address liability issues as long as certain steps are followed. John Fulton thought that bicycle 
restrictions should be at the top of the Los Banos Creek area, not the bottom. Bruce Hochuli 
brought up a concern about power lines since many windsurfers are also kite flyers. Steve Pearl 
discussed the potential for gravity sports at the Dinosaur Point Road area. Dave did not see a 
conflict between these sports and uses at either Pacheco State Park or San Luis Reservoir. 

Mary Stokes provided an overview of the interpretive resources at San Luis Reservoir SRA. 
There is the Romero Visitors Center, Basalt Campground activities, and an informal weather 
station at the O'Neill Forebay. Mary distributed a handout describing the main interpretive stories 
currently offered at San Luis and asked for feedback on the content of those stories. 

Leo Edson described the potential sensitive biological resources within the SRA, including the 
California red-legged frog, San Joaquin kit fox, tri-colored blackbird, tiger salamander, and 
burrowing owl. Julie Vance asked whether kit fox surveys would be conducted at either Pacheco 
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or San Luis. Leo responded that there are no planned surveys. Robert King asked about the 
relationship between the General Plan process and the USFWS HCP process and whether 
Pacheco State Park or the San Luis Reservoir would consider providing kit fox corridors. Leo 
responded that the General Plan team will be working with USFWS to preserve existing corridors 
but that the team has not yet considered formally becoming part of the HCP process. Donna 
added that the planning team will consult with the USFWS and that Joanne Karlton of State Parks 
is working closely on the HCP and the kit fox corridor. Robert King added that Merced County 
would like to see State Parks partnering with the County on the HCP. Leo thought this would be 
a logical partnership. Bob Epperson added that Reclamation has been looking to acquire land in 
the area to facilitate the HCP process. 

Warren Wulzen described the cultural resources at the San Luis Reservoir SRA. Forty-eight 
Native American sites have been recorded along the upper level of the San Luis Reservoir while 
32 were within the reservoir area. Five were destroyed or inundated and 24 are below the top pool 
so they are flooded part of the year. One of the sites is on the O'Neill Forebay. Ten sites have 
been recorded at the Los Banos Reservoir. DPR needs to treat the SRA sites differently than those 
at Pacheco because the SLR is federally owned and therefore subject to NEPA Section 106 
requirements. Warren also described that the historic resources of the dam and the quarry could 
help interpret the construction of the California Water Project. There are no paleontological 
resources, despite the name Dinosaur Point, although a few mastodon tusks were found during 
construction, as well as some early marine shell deposits. 

Open House 
Lunch was provided and all participants had an opportunity to mingle and ask individual 
questions. 

Presentations 
It was suggested that some of the groups and individuals present might want to give an overview 
of how they use the facilities and state any recommendations or requests that they may have. 

Bruce Hochuli, San Luis Sailboarders Safety Patrol (SLSSP) 
The San Luis Reservoir area is popular because of great wind, water; and vehicular access. 
Because of prevailing westerly winds, the majority of the windsurfers use the Medeiros use area 
of the O’Neill Forebay. An occasional north wind attracts people to launch from Checkpoint 12. 
The primary concerns are: 

1.	 Leave parking near the water; it is good the way it is. 
2.	 The submerged pipe near Medeiros has caused several injuries; windsurfers would like to 

see it covered or removed. 
3.	 Water levels on O'Neill Forebay should be maintained at a higher level. 219 is the 

minimum that windsurfers can tolerate, particularly at "Catfish Flats" along the 
southwestern part of the O'Neill Forebay. 

4.	 Automated water level information would help inform windsurfers of when to use the 
area. 

5.	 The 10 mph speed limit should be marked near the main windsurfing area. Currently it is 
marked only at the boat launching area. 

6.	 The jet ski launch area is difficult to use and it would help to have a good ramp. 

The SLSSP represents windsurfers and also bicycle riders and kayakers because these provide 
alternative sporting opportunities when there is no wind. Part of the SLSSP goal is to provide 
unofficial guidance regarding unique local conditions. For example, SLSSP will warn new users 
about the overgrown weeds in August when water levels are low. 
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Steve Pearl asked whether dredging could be used to achieve higher water levels. 

George Ground commented that there would be no issue if the ridges could be knocked down. 
SLSSP would be happy to help identify the high points in the ridges. Currently they place buoys 
on the ridges to warn windsurfers. 

Tom Young mentioned that the minimum USGS water level currently is 217. Mandeep said that 
this is not the operational level. Bruce said that they have seen the water levels go as low as 216. 
Tom Young replied that levels have only once or twice gotten as low as 217.5 for a twelve hour 
Period. Bruce said that currently water levels are lowest in the morning, which is a preferred time 
for windsurfers because winds are higher. Tom said that the "glory hole" is maintained at 225. 
Bruce stated that currently there is no way for windsurfers to know the water level until they 
arrive at the site. Tom stated there is a water level recorder which could transfer water level 
information to the California Data Exchange (CDEC), which could possibly put the information 
on the Internet. 

Los Banos Reservoir is currently online and updates every three hours. Bruce said it would be 
great if they could get the O’Neill Forebay water levels online. In addition, they would really like 
San Luis Reservoir SRA to see fluctuations around plus or minus 220 instead of plus or minus 
219. In addition to causing problems for windsurfers, power boats run aground. A viewing 
platform is not a high priority for windsurfers since they are usually already out in the water. 

Steve Pearl, Wild Fro Racing, LLC 
Steve Pearl represents street luging on Dinosaur Point Road, a world class recreational street luge 
road at about 2.5 miles long. He described the tremendous potential for gravity and adrenaline 
sports. His primary interest is to increase the "technical" nature of the road and to provide some 
increased level of road control to keep cars off of it while riders are using it. 

Sam Halsted, adjacent landowner and rancher 
Sam expressed concern that more of the ranchers did not show up for the meeting. He has sold 
off lots 40 acres and larger, except for a few small lots along Dinosaur Point Road. He is 
interested in maintaining open space. He described a problem where Whiskey Flat Road and 
Fifield Road split a ranch, the 12,000 acre Mathis Ranch and the 5,000 acre Sherrer Ranch. 
Whiskey Flat Road served as the only access for some ranchers with 80 foot right-of-way to drive 
cattle. Sam is concerned about the future uses proposed along Whiskey Flat Road, especially if 
parking or other uses are allowed. 

Bob Edminster just completed a biological study regarding the pig problem. Sam is interested in 
what State Parks could do to help get rid of the pigs. Dave Gould agrees about tremendous 
damage caused by pigs. State Parks has been getting depredation permits from DFG. As an 
example, State Parks hired a pig trapper for Henry Coe State Park who caught 750 pigs in three 
months. State Parks would like to do the same thing at Pacheco. 

Sam is also interested in the financial aspects of running Pacheco State Park, whether some 
general fund money was coming into the Park, and how projects will be funded. For example, he 
wondered whether wind farming would be increased. Dave Gould responded that Paula Fatjo's 
will required that all money generated from the Park goes to run it. The contract with PG&E 
dropped rates when they went to market rate four years ago. The Fatjo Corporation funds Dave 
Milam and Curtis Climer's positions. Pacheco State Park is self supporting. 
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Tom Young, DWR Operational Issues 
The San Luis Reservoir is a joint use operation between the State Water Project and the Central 
Valley Project. The State Water Project has 28 contracts. "Banks" feeds the California 
Aqueduct. The Tracy Pumping Plant is feeding the Delta-Mendota federal aqueduct. The San 
Luis Reservoir project currently is 55% federally operated and 45% state operated. Both the state 
and the federal water come into the O'Neill Forebay and are lifted at the Gianelli Pumping Plant 
into the San Luis Reservoir. Both the San Luis pumping plant and the O'Neill pumping plant 
pump and generate. The San Luis Canal is shared between the federal government and the state 
government. At 2 million acre-feet, the San Luis Reservoir is the largest off-stream storage 
facility in the U.S. 

Bruce asked why there are two canals. Tom explained that the Delta-Mendota canal was built in 
the late 1930s or early 1940s when the Friant Dam was built on the San Joaquin River. The 
California Aqueduct was built in the 1960s as a joint use project. 

Tom also discussed the issue of water levels. DWR pumps at night when electricity rates are low 
and generates during the day when electricity rates are higher. It is very difficult to match 
scheduled demands, real time demands, and desired water levels. DWR also has as a goal to 
generate income from the electricity generation. George Ground asked whether it would increase 
DWR operational expenses to increase the current water level fluctuation of 218-222 to 
220-222. Tom responded that although it sounds easy, an entire team at DW R is working on 
generating the information that goes into the water levels. They are aware of the windsurfers 
desires but the level of the water is driven by the financial situation. Vern Masse added that the 
windsurfers really want to understand the mechanics behind the water levels and whether costs 
are some how higher when water levels are maintained at a higher minimum level. Bob Epperson 
responded that the downstream water users, farmers and cities, are affecting the water levels. 
This is affected by high temperatures and the price of electricity. Tom added that there are 
environmental restrictions placed on pumping water through the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta 
For example, pumping through "Tracy" and through "Banks" is affected by fish counts in the 
Delta. George Ground asked whether DWR could benefit from Widening the Reservoir. Mandeep 
responded that many studies would need to be done regarding siltation, channel capacity, surface 
evaporation, and dredging material. Bruce asked when pumping was stopped. Tom said that the 
highest pumping occurs between October and March but it can also occur all year long. 

Robert King, Merced County Planning Department 
The County receives a great benefit from the San Luis Reservoir and Pacheco State Park. As 
neighbors, they would like to work closely with state and federal governments, particularly in 
addressing the pressures on wildlife. Merced County has approved some subdivision projects, 
mostly in the Santa Nella area. 

Wayne Woodruff asked about the status of Merced County's General Plan, amendments, 
Williamson Ad implementation, and whether any standards had changed recently. Bob responded 
that the General Plan has not been updated but it has not been budgeted and is not currently the 
highest priority. Merced is the last County within the Central Valley to implement the Williamson 
Act Amendments. The Santa Nella Specific Plan took the last 10 years to complete and has 
considerably more documentation than the General Plan. Merced County is working closely with 
DFG and USFWS on the HCP for the west side of the county, as they have been doing for the 
east side. 
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Other Issues 
Steve Pearl stated that Highway 152 egress issues from different locations within San Luis 
Reservoir and Pacheco State Park need to be addressed. The Dinosaur Point Road left turn is a 
safety hazard, as are the Basalt left turn and the San Luis Creek left turn. Donna responded that 
the planning team will be reviewing all of the information from the scoping meetings, which 
included discussion about traffic safety issues. She also stated that currently, Caltrans does not 
have proposals for safety improvements but that the General Plan could make recommendations 
regarding these issues. 

Bruce Hochuli asked about the high speed bullet train. Dennis responded that DPR has been 
attending the meetings and the final route has not been chosen yet. A decision likely will be made 
this summer. Dave Gould added that one alternative would run between the cemetery and 
Checkpoint 12. 

Dan Applebee asked about the connection between the General Plan process and the Santa Clara 
Valley Water District San Luis Low Point Project. Dave Gould described that water is pumped to 
a reservoir in San Benito County. When water levels are low, algae in the San Luis Reservoir 
causes problems for pumping. The SCVWD is looking at 18 alternatives to address the problem 
of the low point. They expect to have the alternatives narrowed to six by February. Tom added 
that SCVWD will be concerned about anything that affects their access to the San Luis Reservoir 
and Dinosaur Point Road. 

Dan Applebee asked whether the control of water levels would be included within the General 
Plan/RMP process. Bob responded that water levels were affected by issues beyond the scope of 
the RMP. Wayne added that the General Plan could include policies regarding ways to try to 
resolve some of the conflicts. It will not, however, have any legal authority to solve the conflicts. 

Bob Epperson stated that he has gotten some useful suggestions out of this scoping meeting, 
particularly for automated real time water levels at the O'Neill Forebay and for the idea of 
studying the possibility of increasing water levels at the O'Neill Forebay. 

Steve Pearl asked about the possibility of dedicating some roads for gravity sports, as opposed to 
leaving them open for dual use. Donna responded that this could possibly be included as a 
recommendation. 

Mike Mulligan commented on DFG's interests in the process. 1) DFG would like to see the 
General Plan process help to fill some o f the gaps in knowledge about wildlife, at least as part of 
its recommendation; 2) DFG's constituency also includes hunters and fishers and they would like 
to see these activities maintained, if not expanded; 3) the General Plan provides an opportunity 
for a long-term Section 1600 permit for ongoing maintenance activities; and 4) addressing the 
issue of permits for endangered species. 

Conclusions & Next Steps 
Donna Plunkett thanked everyone for their participation and reminded everyone to sign in to 
ensure that they would receive future mailings. She also stated that there would be two additional 
public workshops and that newsletters would be mailed to inform people about the meetings and 
the planning processes. The meeting ended at approximately 2 p.m. 
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Meeting Agenda: January 11, 2003, Scoping Meeting 

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
 
AND
 

US BUREAU OF RECLAMATION
 
SCOPING MEETING 

FOR 
PACHECO STATE PARK GENERAL PLAN & EIR
 

AND
 
SAN LUIS RESERVOIR STATE RECREATION AREA JOINT GENERAL PLAN and
 

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN & EIR/EIS
 
Saturday, January 11, 2003
 

Four Rivers District Headquarters
 
Gonzaga Road
 

10:00 am- 2:00 pm.
 

10:00- 10:30 a.m. Sign-In and Introduction 
•	 Team Overview-Four Rivers Sector, Department of Fish & Game, Department of Water 

Resources, Bureau of Reclamation, Consultants (Dave Gould, Acting Superintendent; 
Four Rivers District) 

10:30-10:45 a.m. Planning Process Overview and Public Participation 
• General Plan - Resource Management Plan & Environmental Impact Report/Statement 

(Donna Plunkett EDAW) 

10:45- 11:15 a.m. Project Overview 
•	 Pacheco State Park General Plan and EIR 

- General History (Dave Milam, Ranger, Four Rivers District) 
- Recreation Overview (Dave Gould, Acting Superintendent, Four Rivers District) 
- Interpretive Overview (Mary Stokes, Interpretive Specialist, Four Rivers District) 
- Natural Resources Overview (Leo Edson, Biologist, EDAW) 
- Cultural Resources Overview (Warren Wulzen, Archeologist, Four Rivers District) 

•	 San Luis Reservoir State Recreation Area Joint General Plan and Resource Management 
Plan and EIR/EIS 
- General History (Bob Epperson, US Bureau of Reclamation) 
- Recreation Overview (Dave Gould, Acting Superintendent, Four Rivers District) 
- Interpretive Overview (Mary Stokes, Interpretive Specialist, Four Rivers District) 
- Natural Resources Overview (Leo Edson, Biologist, EDAW) 
- Cultural Resources Overview (Warren Wulzen, Archeologist Four Rivers District) 

11:15- 12:00 p.m. Question & Answer 
•	 Public Comment Period (written comment cards are available if you do not wish to 

speak) 

12:00-12:45 p.m. Open House 
•	 Light Refreshments & Mingling 

12:45-1:30 p.m. Break-out Groups - Visioning Session 
•	 Pacheco State Park (Facilitated by Dave Milam and Corrina Kweskin) 
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• San Luis Reservoir State Recreation Area (Facilitated by Dave Gould and Leo Edson) 

1:30-1:50 p.m. Visioning Session Summaries 

1:50-2:00 p.m. Conclusions and Next Steps 
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Appendix C. Public Involvement Program 

Meeting Summary: February 20, 2003, Scoping Meeting 

GENERAL PLAN/RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN and EIR/EIS 
SCOPING MEETING 

FOR
 
SAN LUIS RESERVOIR STATE RECREATION AREA
 

February 20, 2003
 
Four Rivers District Headquarters
 

MEETING SUMMARY
 
Issue Date: March 6, 2003
 

Participants 
Robert Epperson, RMP Coordinator, BOR 
Dan Holsapple, Resource Management Specialist BOR 
Donna Plunkett, Project Manager, EDAW 
Wayne Woodroof, Statewide Coordinator, DPR 
Jerry Bartholomew, DWR 
Warren Wulzen, Associate State Archaeologist DPR 
Dave Gould, Chief Ranger, DPR 
Mary Stokes, Interpretive Specialist DPR 
Dennis Imhoff, Chief Ranger, DPR 
Dave Milam, Ranger, DPR 
Tom Young, DWR 
Mandeep Bling, DWR 

The meeting began at approximately 1:00 p.m. The agenda follows the summary below. Public 
comments are indicated in Italics. Two poster maps were on display: "Sensitive Biological 
Species" and "Existing Conditions." In addition, the following handouts were distributed: 

1.	 Agenda 
2.	 General Plan Table of Contents 
3.	 San Luis Reservoir Resource Inventory (January 1973) 
4.	 San Luis SRA Preliminary Scoping Document (11/20/01) 
5.	 San Luis Reservoir SRA General Plan and RMP EIR/EIS Notice of Preparation
 

(11/22/02)
 
6.	 California State Parks Planning Handbook Pages 29-37 (February 2002) 
7.	 Contact List 

Sign-In and Introduction 
A sign-in sheet was provided and all participants were asked to sign-in. As there were only three 
participants in addition to the staff, it was decided that the full overview noted on the agenda was 
not necessary. Donna Plunkett started off by giving an overview of the planning process and 
noted this meeting was in addition to a scoping meeting held on January 11, 2003. 

Planning Process Overview & Public Participation 
Donna Plunkett from EDAW thanked everyone for attending and provided an overview of the 
General Plan process and EDAW's role as the consultant. She described that there are two 
separate processes for the Joint General Plan/RMP and for the EIR/EIS. This is joint effort of 
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Appendix C. Public Involvement Program 

DPR and Reclamation as DPR manages much of the land that Reclamation owns for recreation. 
The map of Existing Conditions displays ownership and management in the area and she pointed 
out the mosaic of agencies and land areas that comprise the SRA. She referenced the State Parks 
Planning Handbook and noted the section on the planning process. EDAW is currently putting 
together the existing conditions, noting that this a particularly appropriate time to get feedback on 
maps and other data. 

She noted that the next step in the process will be to develop alternatives over the next few 
months with the goal of a preferred alternative by summer of this year. It was noted that the 
EIR/EIS for San Luis will be program level analysis and that future projects implemented as part 
of this process may require a project level analysis. 

Bob Epperson gave a brief overview of the SRA and noted that the project area does not include 
the canal areas. He suggested that we open the meeting up for informal discussion since we had a 
small group and the visitors were from DWR. Tom Young noted that since the last meeting when 
there was a request for water level data to be placed on the Internet he has been working on 
getting this information posted on the California Data Exchange. He then asked about sewage 
handling at Pacheco State Park. Wayne Woodroof commented that the General Plan will not 
have a specific design for a system as we would cover broader recommendations. Donna noted 
that certainly the General Plan would take into consideration the surrounding resources if there 
were to be a recommendation for a future restroom facility. 

Bob Epperson asked about the allocation of water resources and asked about any existing 
entitlements that DWR knows about. It was noted that DPR is provided water as they are entitled 
to a certain amount although currently do not use near the agreed upon amount. Tom Young noted 
that each area of the SRA has a water supply and distribution system in place and briefly 
reviewed what these are. 

Tom asked a question about notifying people for the meetings. Donna gave a brief overview of 
the outreach work that is being done as part of the planning process. She explained that a database 
has been set up with individuals and agencies that are recognized as stakeholders for work in this 
area. She noted however that it may not be inclusive of all of the surrounding landowners if they 
were not on the lists that DPR provided. Dennis Imhoff noted that for Pacheco they had most of 
the landowners but not for the SRA. Tom noted that they have a list of contact people that use to 
notify for dam release issues. Donna said that they would incorporate it if he sends it to her. She 
also noted that the other DWR contacts that Tom gave Dennis were already added to the 
database. 

Bob noted that recently, Reclamation published a notice regarding the encroachment of a private 
landowner on Federal land in the vicinity of Interstate 5 and the San Luis Canal. He noted that 
this area was a kit fox mitigation parcel. There was a brief discussion about the portions of the 
Los Banos Retention Dam that were part of the GP/RMP and it was noted that the DWR owned 
land in that area was not included. The Los Banos Grande Dam project was noted and that led 
into a discussion about regional planning efforts and how they fit within the planning process. 
Jerry Bartholomew noted that security is an issue and DWR tries to prevent access from the 
highway. 

Donna noted that all regional plans are mentioned in the Plan and a summary is provided. So far, 
the plans included, amongst others are the Los Banos Grande Dam project, Caltrans Regional 
Transportation Plan and the plan for a regional light rail system. Donna then noted briefly that 
there are natural and cultural resources that are being considered in the Plan. Namely, that there 
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are many archaeological sites that are in the Valley where the reservoir exists now. She also noted 
that there are endangered species in the vicinity of the project area including the kit fox and the 
red-legged frog which will require coordination with US Fish and Wildlife Service. Mary Stokes 
noted that the power plant tour is very popular and water related interpretive programs are in 
demand. 

She noted that since some tours ended after 9/11, it would be great if there were some other 
location where an old turbine could be placed to tell the story of the water pumping. A brief 
discussion ensued about the Romero Visitor's Center and that DWR manages that for interpretive 
and educational information. It was suggested that Mary contact Sara Betterridge about any future 
programs. 

Bob Epperson asked Mandeep Bling from DWR about the use of the quarry. Mandeep noted 
that the quarry has been set aside for future rock reserves should they be needed for the dam. 
Bob noted perhaps the area should be cordoned off from access as presently it is possible to gain 
access to the area. A discussion ensued as to who has management authority over certain areas of 
the SM. Donna noted that there has been a summary compiled all the legal agreements between 
Reclamation and the various agencies that have land or management jurisdiction in the SM. Bob 
noted that the agreement about the quarry was not in the legal agreements that he had. 

Tom Young noted that the letter that DWR submitted as part of the scoping process included a 
provision about how the rangers should be trained to deal with a variety of enforcement issues 
outside of just recreation-related violations but that DWR keeps limiting access to certain areas 
within the SRA which makes it harder for them. He noted that perhaps there can be a joint access 
system, such as a common key or combination lock that both agencies can utilize. 

Dave Gould asked if DWR staff knew of any agreements for cattle grazing north of SR 152 
where currently, the cattle graze right to the edge of the water. Mandeep did not know of any but 
said he would look into the matter. The matter of cattle grazing shifted to Los Banos where the 
question also arose about the rights at the water's edge there. Mandeep noted that he thought there 
was a lease in that area. Joanne Karlton noted that DPR has a continual fence maintenance 
problem in that area. 

Donna concluded that if there were no more comments or questions, there is always an 
opportunity to contact her directly on behalf of DPR or others who are noted on the contact list 
provided. 
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Meeting Agenda: February 20, 2003, Scoping Meeting 

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
 
AND
 

US BUREAU OF RECLAMATION
 
SCOPING MEETING 

FOR 
SAN LUIS RESERVOIR STATE RECREATION AREA JOINT GENERAL PLAN and
 

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN & EIR/EIS
 
Thursday, February 20, 2003
 

Four Rivers District Headquarters
 
Gonzaga Road
 

1:00 p.m. - 3:00 p.m.
 

1:00-1:15 p.m. - Sign-In and Introduction 
• Team Overview - Four Rivers District Department of Fish & Game, Department of 
Water Resources, Bureau of Reclamation, Consultants (Dave Gould, Acting Superintendent; 
Four Rivers District) 

1:15-1:30 p.m. - Planning Process Overview & Public Participation 
• General Plan - Resource Management Plan & Environmental Impact Report/Statement 

(Donna Plunkett EDAW) 

1:30-2:00 p.m. - Project Overview 
•	 San Luis Reservoir State Recreation Area Joint General Plan and Resource Management 

Plan & EIR/EIS 
- General History (Bob Epperson, US Bureau of Reclamation) 
- Recreation Overview (Dave Gould, Acting Superintendent Four Rivers District) 
- Interpretive Overview (Mary Stokes, Interpretive Specialist, Four Rivers 
District) 
- Natural Resources Overview (Joanne Karlton, Biologist Four Rivers District) 
- Cultural Resources Overview (Warren Wulzen, Archeologist Four Rivers 
District) 

2:00-2:45 p.m. - Question & Answer 
•	 Public Comment Period (written comment cards are available if you do not wish to 

speak) 

2:45-3:00 p.m. Conclusions & Next Steps 
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Meeting Agenda: March 13, 2003, USFWS Meeting 

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION, US BUREAU OF
 
RECLAMATION AND EDAW TEAM
 

SAN LUIS RESERVOIR STATE RECREATION AREA
 
GENRAL PLAN/RESOURCEMANAGEMENT PLAN &EIR/EIS
 

USFWS CONSULTATION MEETING
 
AGENDA
 

Thursday, March 13, 2003
 
USFWS Sacramento Office
 

11:00-11:30 p.m. - Project Overview& Status 
•	 Current Mapping and Status of Data (Review Existing Mapping) 
•	 Alternatives Development (Overview of Possible Project Components)
 

- trail additions and improvements
 
- additional boat launching areas
 
- additional swimming beach
 
- infrastructure improvements
 
- camping facilities
 

•	 Inter-agency Cooperation (DPR, Reclamation, DFG, DWR) 

11:30- 12:15 p.m. Consultation with USFWS 
•	 San Joaquin fit fox (review of KFPACT corridor mapping) 
•	 Red-legged frog at SRA and Pacheco SP 
•	 Response to USFWS Scoping Letter 
•	 Consultation with USACE (Section 404 requirements) 
•	 Consultation with DFG (CESA and Streambed Alteration Permitting) 

12: 15- 12:45 p.m. Next Steps and Action Items 
•	 Timeline for Planning Work 
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SAN LUIS RESERVOIR STATE RECREATION AREA • PACHECO STATE PARK 

Calendar of Events 

GENERAL PLAN PROCESS AT A GLANCE 

FAI11001 WINI£R 1003 SPRING/SUMMER 1003 FAI11003_ SPRING 1004 
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- PARTICIPATION IS THE KEY TO A GREAT PLAN! 
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~hromi<.~ OfJX;rlmt:nl ol ?arM and Rtcreatton 
Po11r ftNers O;strict 
31416 Gon,.ga Ro•d 
Gustont, CA 95322 
209.826.1197 
{for questaons or COnlmtfltS about the Ot:Mr-~ 1 
Pl•n Pro<<SS} 

Fortrl'lf:MIItnfCifti'Utu>n~boU't p~l'lc ~ 
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1 - IOG-346- 2711 

Visit Our Website 
www.parks.ca.gov/generalplans 

I= 

San Lu1s Reservo1r 
Pacheco Park 

GENERAL PLANS 

PARTNERS IN PLANN ING 

Tie fi rst public planning wof.<Shop for the San lui1 
Re$Crv()ir Gtneral Plo:tn/R6ourcc: M:tnagemc:nt 
lan and Pac:h«o State Park Gcnerol Pla.n was 

a succ~ssl Thank$ to all who atttnd~d and s.har~d th~ ir 
idtas about the parks' fu1urc:s and afso tO those of you 
who filled out the survey. A summary of comments 
from th~ scoping mccting{worl<shop and the survey arc 
enclosed. We'fe now in the ptoccss of incorporating 
yaur ideas into three altcrnat i~~ for e-ach Plan. These 
plan$ will define long-term visions fot ~he pa&s. 
identify desired improvtmems and en'hanc:cmcnts.. and 
ptovidt guidelines for prottcting natural and cultural 
tesourccs. 

Public Planl'lil'lg WorUhop I 1 

Public Planning Workshop 112: 
Tuesday, May 27, 2003 
4:00pm to 8:00pm 
Four Rivers District Office 
31426 Gonzaga Road 
Gustin•. CA 95322 

Oinos;n1 r Point &Qat Ranrtp 

NEWSLETTER 112 

HOW CAN you CONTRIBUTE? 
Stay lnform•d: Thi~ new~lett•r i~ being publi•hed 10 ke•p 
you inform.cd about the progress of the:st planning proces.~s.. 
It covers both tllc San luis Reservoir St3!C Recreation Area 
joint General Plan and Resourc~ Management Plan and the 
Pa<:h«O State Park Gcn<ral Plan. Because the parks arc 
adjac:tnt to each other, tile planning prO<:tsses arc being 
<:.Ombined to make it casitr for you tO p.artkipatt. You may 
also visit the State Patks website at www.par-ks.~.gov to get 
updated information. To access the Gtncral Plan wtbsite 
from the main page, under Related links click on "Planning", 
then under Related links click on · General Plans", then under 
Related Untts dick on "Ptaf\S In Progress•, then click on "Sa.n 
luis Rtstrvoir State Rtcr~ation Area" or "Pacheco State 
Park." 

Attend the Second Public Planning Workshop: We will 
host the se:cond public workshop for the San luis ReStNOir 
State Recreation Area and Pacheco Stale Park General Plans 
from 4:00 to 8:00 pm at the Four Rivers District Office 
(see lo<ation on map inside}. We will present the three 
altcrnati~s for each of the park.< and ask for your input to 
help sc.lect the preferred alternatives (or the General Plans. 
You will have: the: opportunity to comment a'ld vote on thr 
alternatives so that Ill< preferred atternati~ can be selected 
with your input in mind. After the plJblic mctting, ttle final 
prtfcrred alternative will be chOS<n and used to craft the 
draft plans ~nd anal~e environmental impacts. 

T'nis meeting will b• d<sign•d as an open house - so you 
can drop in ..-ny time during the s.es.sion tc) k:arn about the 
altt"mati~s and provide your comments. Prtsentations for 
the alternatives will be given at 90 minute intervals between 
4:00 and 8:00 pm $0 you don't nr.ed to stay for the whole 
me~ting 10 participa!e. Your attendance is important for 
reviewing rhe plans, so please join us! 

ma y 2003 
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PACHECO STATE PARK 

Pacneco Statt Parle w•s cr~ated when Paula 
Fatjo bequeathed the property in her will to 
DPR for the "protection. mainte.nanc::t. and 

fostering of natural floro and fauna th~rtOn." 

Ba~d on issues identified through the seoping 
p!oc~ss and keeping the stattd purpose of the park 
in mind, thC' alternatives for Pacht"CO should provid(_ 
solutions for a variety or i$$ues relaled to res.ou.rce 
ptotcc::tion and rectcation enhancements. It is u::,cful 
to think of alternati~s in terms or a rang~ from 
minimum to maximum - or as passive uses, such 
as nature study, and active uses. s~.K:.h as ovcmight 
camping. lhe: alternatives will include options suc:h 
as: 
• providing ac:<:ess to the adjactnt San Luis State 

Recreation Area 
• improving ac:<:<SS and safety off Stale Route 

152 
• expanding dW'f uS( areas and ovcmight camping 
• expkJri.ng concession s:trvices fot cqutstrian ust 

and moun!ai.n biking rentals 
• expanding trail u~ to more areas of the park 
• ~xpanding self-gukftd inttrpt~tivt programs 

and providt an all-weathtr shtlttr for group 
gatherings 

• continuing cultural and historic rc:source 
inventori(S and monitoring and set up a 
collections facility 

• protecting native plant species utili~ing best 
management practices 

• continuing t"X.isti.n9 ft"ral pig ma.nagemt"nt a!ld 
inctease as rt:Sources allow 

• evaluating mainttnance of stock ponds and 
adjacent dams 

MANAGE,MENT ZONES 
AND ALTERNATIVES 
DEVELOPMENT 

TI planning Jl'OCOSS for San luis and Pacheco 
II se""' to guide the future of these paries fO< 
e ~ 30 yea!$. To c$etetminc: where futu!t 

fatiities and ttSOUfte PfOlec;tiofl should ot'CUt( the 
designation of management zones is a plaMing tool that 
will bec:mploycd in this process. MMag~ment zones will 
hdp in describing the purpo~ of various arm within the 
paries, as wtll as depict ther intended uses 

Managemtnt zoms art" set up based on what activhi6 
or resources exist in a given area now, as w~::ll as futun: 
goals fO< the ar~ ba~ on oppo~unities ard constmints 
and issues identiftal by the stakeholdetS. as outlned in 
the tt>Cioscd summary. for San Luil. designations fO< 
both the land area and the sulfac:e water areas are 
propost"d. since distiflct actN-iti.es occur in each. 

To assist in devtloping Altern:Jtives. :1 summaty of 
opportuniti-es and constraints has bee.o devtloped 
ba~ on input rruived during the early scop
ing phase of this planning process aod can be 

LAND·BASED MANAGEMENT ZONES 
1. Administration/Operations Zont {AO) 

Proposod Use. 
• Storage 
• Administrative ~ 
• Offict spact 
• Maintenanct 
• Staff living qua netS 
• Historic buildings 
• lnterprtti~ facilititS 

2. Frontcountry Zont {FCJ 
Proposed Usu 
• Visitor orientation 
• Visitor center 
• Camping_ 
• Day use ac;tiviti(S 
• Parl<ing 
• Rest rooms 

WATER-BASED MANAGEMENT ZONES 

3. Bacl<country {BCJ 
Proposed Uses 
• Ttail use 
• Umitc:d mechanized vthides 
• Passive recreation 
• Graling 
• Limittd visitor ace~ 
• limittd rec:reatiQn 
• Nature study 
• Research 

O'Neill Fortbay - Subur1>an Rec:n:ation Zont {S) 

4. ltaS<d Zont {ll) 
{Paeheeo State Part< only) 
Proposed Uses and Actions 
• Vegetation and wildlife: management 
• Limited public ac<=e:ss 
• Wind turbines 
• lnttrprttive trails 
• link to SRA lands 

For the water-bastd d..signations at 
San luis. an inventory svstem known 
as Water Rtsoutct"s Opportunitj~ 
Spectrum (WROS) was employed and 
yielded t~e following results for each 
of the unit"s reservoirs: 

• Highest <:Onctntration of water usc:s including personal water<:«~ h. windsurfing. 
San Luis Reservoir- Rur-al Devclo~d RK~ation Zone (RD) 

WROS is a planning tool to in
v<ntory. plan and manage wa
ter recrtalion re$Ources for the 
future. We will be conducting 
additional WROS inv~ntories and 
if you would likt [0 pMticipate, 
please contact us and we will let 
you know how you can help! 

• Maintain current water uses. 
los Banos ~~rvoir - Rural Natural Recreation Zone (RN) 

• least ooncentration or water uses excluding pet$0nal wate«:.raft, wi!ldSurfing 
and wate.r s.~jing. and allowing flOfl-motoriled boating. 

l!.ah tlng A.c:rNtion ltft;ourous and u-
C~ ltto«M.tiottU-•MAWYidt• 

~~:~ -- "" ,.... s -._ 13 .._ m-
a ...... .._ e11 ="""' • -- a ··- u -11 - m"""" ... a - • .., ... 
1]1 ..... a -._... e ,- ll oo--

catcgotked in the following topics: Local and 
Regional Planning; Infrastructure and OpetatiofiS; 
Water Opetations; Visitot Experience and 
Education; and Res<>ur<:< Management 

SAN LUIS RESERVOIR 
STATE RECREATION AREA 

TI San luis Restrvoir State: ReCI~ation 
rca was creattd when the U.S. Bureau 

o Reclamation developed the propenty 
for water storage and distribution. This i-s t~ 
primary purpose: of the: reservoirs and associated 
operntional facilities located on ov<:r 25,000 
actts of land and water that ma~ up tilt proj~t 
area As part or that work, thr Bureau Stt up a 
manageme.nt agtetment with the Sta!e to usc 
poftions of th~ area for recreation. California 
Oepartement of Pa(«S and Recreation's purpost 
s;atement for the area includes: 

•tht full utilizoti<Jn of tht oqiJOtk and olhtr 
rtcrtotionol opfX!rlunilies In and about San 
Luis Rtservoir and its Foreboy; togtth~r with 
const'derotion for oil sckntific, sunic, ond 
h;storicol resoun·es oftht orta.,. 

land and water areas ar< also managed by t.he 
California Department of Water Reso~Jrcts and 
California O.partmtnt of Fish and Gam .. The map 
to the left illustratts the owm·rship, management 
and txisting tecreatM>t~al uses of the two parks. 
The planning pr«tss fot San luis must consider 
the management responsibili t.ies of each of the 
four agendcs. 

Tht: alternativ~s for the State Retreatiofl Atea 
should provide: solutions for a variety of iS.Il.uC$ 
for rec;teation and tesource management whi~ 
recognizing the unit's ptimary tole for water 
supply and distribution. It is useful to think of 
alternatives in terms of a range: from minimum 
to maximum improvements or maflageme.nt 
a<::tivitits or from passive: to mort activt 
rttrtation solutions. The alttrnativts will include 
options such as; 
• providing lin~ing trails bttween adjacl!nt 

public lands 
• improving access and safety between use 

areas 
• ~panding and improving visitor facili ties 

and r«:reational opportunities 
• providing conccss~n services in limited 

ateas 
• rnaintainiog and imptoving lr'lttrpt~tive 

programs and facili ties 
• c:ontinuing_ cultural and historic resourtt 

inventories and monitoring and setting up a 
collections faci lity 

• maintaining and providing wildlife corridotS 
and habitat particularly for tht San Joaquin 
Kit fox 

• protecting native plant spe<:ies utiliaing ~st 
management practices 
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Appendix C. Public Involvement Program 

Meeting Summary: May 27, 2003, Alternatives Meeting 

GENERAL PLAN/RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN and EIR/EIS 
ALTERNATIVES WORKSHOP 

FOR
 
SAN LUIS RESERVOIR STATE RECREATION AREA
 

AND
 
PACHECO STATE PARK
 

May 27, 2003
 
Four Rivers District Headquarters
 

MEETING SUMMARY
 
Issue Date: July 9, 2003
 

Participants 

Lynn Hurley, SCVWD Madeline Yancey 
Tom Young, DWR Dennis Woolington 
Sam Halsted Robert King, Merced County Planning Dept 
Steve Pearl, Wild Fro Racing, LLC Dave Gould, Chief Ranger, DPR 
Gary Florence Warren Wulzen, Associate State Archeologist, DPR 
Matthew A. Fantazia Mary Stokes, Interpretive Specialist, DPR 
David Milam, DPR Bob Epperson, RMP Coordinator, BOR 
Claudia Gonzalez Donna Plunkett, Project Manager, EDAW 
Chet Vogt Ian Ferguson, Environmental Analyst, EDAW 
Gloria Escallier Wayne Woodroof, Statewide Coordinator, DPR 
Don Escallier Dennis Imhoff, Chief Ranger, DPR 
Anne Newins 

The meeting began at approximately 4:00 p.m. The summary below follows the agenda that 
follows. Public comments are indicated in italics. Two poster maps were on display: "San Luis 
Reservoir Draft Alternatives Table" and "Pacheco State Park Draft Alternatives Table." Also on 
display were nine 11 x 17 maps, three showing Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 for San Luis Reservoir 
SRA and six showing Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 for Pacheco State Park (one showing the entire 
park and one enlargement for each alternative), In addition, the following handouts were 
distributed: 

1.	 Agenda 
2.	 San Luis Reservoir SRA General Plan and RMP EIR/EIS Notice of Preparation
 

(11/22/02)
 
3.	 Pacheco State Park General Plan/EIR Notice of Preparation (11/22/02) 
4.	 Newsletter 
5.	 Surveys 
6.	 San Luis Reservoir SRA General Plan Alternatives Table 
7.	 Pacheco State Park General Plan Alternatives Table 
8.	 Contact List 
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Appendix C. Public Involvement Program 

Sign-In and Introduction 
Donna Plunkett provided a brief introduction to the planning process as well as to the meeting, 
including an outline of the meeting's purpose, agenda (attached), and goals. The purpose of the 
meeting was to update the public on planning process and to obtain public input and opinions on 
the development of general plan alternatives for both units. The goals of the meeting were to 
answer any questions regarding planning alternatives and alternatives development and to obtain 
public input to incorporate into the final alternatives. Attendees then introduced themselves and 
described their interest in the planning process. 

Presentation of Planning Process and Alternatives 
After all attendees had introduced themselves, Donna Plunkett gave a presentation detailing the 
planning process and the development of general plan alternatives for both units. The presentation 
began with a brief introduction to the planning process in general, including a planning process 
timeline and a discussion of the plan's purpose, and the meeting's goals and outcomes. 

Following the general overview of the process, Donna discussed the factors taken into 
consideration in developing the alternatives for the San Luis Reservoir SRA. Major factors 
include the unit's purpose and vision; the missions of the Department of Parks and Recreation 
(DPR), Department of Fish and Game (DFG), and the Bureau of Reclamation (BOR) in managing 
the unit; and stakeholder input and concerns, including comments from the first public meeting, 
scoping letters, and surveys. Each of these factors, as well as an overview of the project area 
reservoirs and ownership and management, was discussed in detail to provide information on how 
alternatives were developed and where conflicts of interest may arise, and key opportunities and 
constraints at each unit were summarized. Finally, Donna introduced the conceptual models used 
in developing alternatives, including the development of "Passive," "Moderate," and "Active" 
alternatives, the use of management zones, and the Water Recreation Opportunity Spectrum 
(WROS). 

After this background, the San Luis Reservoir SRA planning alternatives were presented using 
maps to show the management zones along with existing and proposed future uses and 
developments. Alternative 1 includes the least amount of active development and management, 
including less development of new facilities, programs, and resource management activities. 
Alternative 2 includes a moderate amount of development, and Alternative 3 includes the most 
development. 

Sam Halsted asked if an analysis had been done to determine the carrying capacity at 
Pacheco State Park. Donna answered that no quantitative analysis has yet been conducted and 
that current planning activities are focusing on collecting public opinion regarding the types of 
activities and uses, use levels, and development that is desired for the park. Wayne Woodroof 
commented that the planning process is looking for development of alternatives based on public 
and agency goals, and that a complete analysis of specific issues such as carrying capacity will 
be carried out during the CEQA review process for individual projects. Donna added that all 
three alternatives include natural and cultural resource protection to ensure that the park's use 
levels will not negatively impact the park's unique resources. 

Steve Pearl asked whether it is assumed that the management/use categories used in the planning 
process reflect existing use and existing development, or if they allow for new and future uses and 
developments in each unit. In addition, he asked if the planning process looks at the "nature of 
the users" at each use area, including their uses and opinions. Donna commented that the 
general plans outline each unit’s goals for the next 30 years, that regional and visitor 
demographics have been analyzed, and that surveys have been distributed in an attempt to 
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Appendix C. Public Involvement Program 

determine and incorporate the "nature of the users" as best as possible. Furthermore, Donna 
commented, specific studies will  be conducted during implementation of specific general plan 
alternatives. In addition, Wayne Woodruff commented that uses do show something about the 
nature of the users, and that CEQA will require a complete analysis of future changes associated 
with implementation of alternatives. Lastly, Bob Epperson commented that trends in users are 
another consideration to be included in the planning process, as is compatibility with nearby 
uses. Bob used the example of developing a marina in an area currently enjoyed as a quiet, 
remote fishing area; development of one use should not exclude another existing use, particularly 
one with a high number of users. 

Specific management and development activities under each alternative were shown in the 
attached San Luis Reservoir Draft Alternatives Table and the attached maps of the alternatives, 
(Note: in the interest of time and at the request of Sam Halsted, who wanted to see the 
alternatives for Pacheco State Park and had to leave at 6:00pm, only Alternatives 1 and 2 For 
San Luis SRA were presented in detail.) 

Next, the planning alternatives for Pacheco State Park was presented in detail, including DPR's 
mission, stakeholder concerns at the unit, and the key opportunities and constraints for 
development. Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 were then detailed through maps showing the management 
zones and existing and proposed future uses and developments, as for San Luis Reservoir SRA. 
Alternative 1 again proposed the least development of facilities, uses, programs, and resource 
management while Alternative 3 again proposed more intensive development. 

Sam Halsted commented that he has an easement on 4 acres immediately northeast of Pacheco 
State Park. His easement allows for cattle gathering, and for potential development of the old 
Butterfield Stage Mountain House located on the property, which he is willing to work on with 
the appropriate parties Sam also commented that much of the area around Pacheco State Park 
is being subdivided and sold, and that there will  be increasing residential development in the 
near future. This should be noted and addressed as much as possible during the planning 
process. In addition, Sam commented that Whiskey Rat Road should not be used for public access 
to the park, and that increasing development and traffic In the area is making the intersection of 
SR 152 and Dinosaur Point Road increasingly dangerous. 

During the presentation of alternatives, Sam Halsted asked how the existing cattle route through 
the park and the existing corals used by cattle ranchers would be changed. Donna answered that 
cattle routes would be realigned to avoid day use areas and other major use areas and would most 
likely be moved south, but that specific changes have not yet been proposed. 

Tom Young asked if the windmill lease would be renewed under Alternative 1. Donna answered 
that no the lease would not be renewed in Alternative I and that impacts associated with both 
lease renewal and windmill removal will be analyzed. Dave Milam further commented that 
Alternative 3 proposes an extension and expansion of the windmill lease, but that this does not 
necessarily include expansion of the geographical area of the lease. In addition, Tom asked if a 
speed reduction for SR 152 in the vicinity of Dinosaur Point Road would be proposed in 
Alternative 1, or either of the other alternatives. Donna answered that while a speed reduction has 
not been included as a recommendation in any alternative, it is still an option and may be 
included. 

Gary Florence asked what the equestrian concession proposed under Alternatives 2 and 3 would 
entail. Donna answered that under Alternative 2, minimal stable and corral facilities would be 
developed to allow for seasonal horse rental, while under Alternative 3, full stable and corral 
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Appendix C. Public Involvement Program 

facilities would be developed to allow for year-round horse rental as well as possible boarding of 
privately owned horses. Specific facilities have not fully been determined and may better be 
addressed during implementation, though potential concessions will be included in the general 
plan. 

Steve Pearl again commented that it is essential to address the dangerous intersection of SR 152 
and Dinosaur Point Road. 

Sam Halsted commented that the development and planning of SR 152 originally included an 
interchange at Dinosaur Point Road. This interchange was eventually dropped, and the right-of
way that had been acquired by Caltrans relinquished, due to low use in the area and low Caltrans 
priority. This indicates that Caltrans is aware of the dangers at this intersection, and that there is a 
possibility of working with Caltrans to make some degree of improvement. 

Chet Vogt commented that the planning process must regard biodiversity as a highest priority at 
Pacheco State Park, as is detailed in Paula Fatjo's will. Because the park's lands have been 
continuously grazed for two hundred years, grazing is a necessary component of preserving the 
land and its existing biodiversity. Grazing should be maintained as a priority to keep the land 
healthy and natural. Donna and Dave Gould responded that grazing is currently included in each 
alternative at least as a grazing management option, and that DPR is currently conducting studies 
to determine its benefit to biodiversity. 

Gary Florence asked what alternatives have been included for park maintenance facilities and 
equipment at Pacheco State Park. Currently, Gary added, facilities and equipment are extremely 
limited; there is no space to carry out simple tasks such as cutting a board, and such tasks are 
currently done on the backs of workers' trucks. Donna answered that the need for additional 
maintenance facilities and equipment has been acknowledged and discussed, but that specific 
needs and alternatives have not yet been developed. Maintenance facilities and equipment will be 
included in the Administrative and Operations Zone, and there is the possibility of an enclosed 
work/maintenance building. 

Specific management and development activities under each alternative are shown in the attached 
Pacheco State Park Draft Alternatives Table and the attached maps of each alternative. 

Finally, Donna asked the attendees to review the tables and maps posted on the walls and tables 
around the room, and to make comments using stickers and post-it notes. She asked people to 
review the maps for each alternative, read through the alternatives tables posted, and ask her or 
the parks staff any questions they might have, then to mark their favored alternatives with the 
colored tabs provided. In addition, she asked that specific comments be included on post-it notes 
or written on the smaller printouts of the tables and returned to the parks office by mail or by 
hand. 

Open House 
Following the presentation, attendees reviewed the maps and tables provided and asked questions, 
marked their favored elements of each Alternative, and made comments on the post-it notes 
provided. Approximately 20 copies of the Alternatives tables were distributed for further review 
and commenting. 

Conclusions & Next Steps 
After receiving mailed-in comments, EDAW and DPR staff will work to finalize the planning 
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alternatives and identifying the preferred Alternative. Finalization of Alternatives will incorporate 
public opinion and will include further development of Alternatives as needed. Following the 
completion of the Alternatives, the Draft General Plan and EIRJEIS will be prepared in 
compliance with CEQA and NEPA. The meeting ended at approximately 8:00pm. 
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Meeting Agenda: May 27, 2003, Alternatives Meeting 

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PARKSAND RECREATION
 
AND
 

USBUREAU OF RECLAMATION
 
ALTERNATIVES WORKSHOP 

FOR 
PACHECO STATE PARK GENERAL PLAN & EIR
 

AND
 
SAN LUIS RESERVOIR STATE RECREATION AREA JOINT GENERAL PLAN and
 

RESOURCE MANAGEMENTPLAN&EIR/EIS
 
May 27, 2003
 

Four Rivers District Headquarters
 
Gonzaga Road
 
4:00 - 8:00 pm.
 

4:00-4:30pm Sign-In and Introduction 
•	 Team Overview - Four Rivers District, Department of Fish & Game, Department of 

Water Resources, Bureau of Reclamation, Consultants(Dave Gould, Acting 
Superintendent; Four Rivers District) 

•	 Handouts 
•	 Meeting Format 

4:30-5:45 pm Alternatives Presentation # 1 
•	 Feedback Session 

5:45-7:00 pm Alternatives Presentation #2 
•	 Feedback Session 

7:00-8:00 pm Alternatives Presentation #3 
•	 Feedback Session 
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Native American Consultation 

July 11, 2003 
Debbie Pilas-Treadway 
Native American Heritage Commission 
915 Capitol Mall, Room 364 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Re: Tribal Contacts for Western Merced and Eastern Santa Clara Counties 

Dear Ms. Treadway: 

EDAW Inc. has been retained by the California Department of Parks and Recreation working 
jointly with the U.S Department of the Interior Bureau of Reclamation to prepare a joint General 
Plan (State) and Resource Management Plan (Federal) at t he San Luis Reservoir State Recreation 
Area ("SRA") in Merced County. We are also pre paring a General Pan for Pacheco State Park in 
Merced and Santa Clara counties which is adjacent to the SRA on the west. These parcels are 
depicted on the San Luis Dam, San Luis Creek, Pacheco Pass, and Ortigalita Peak NW USGS 
topographic quadrangle maps and highlighted on the attached map. As part of these planning 
efforts we are also preparing program level EIR/EIS's as necessary. 

We are pleased to bring this activity to your attention, and would appreciate any background 
information you can provide regarding prehistoric, historic or ethnographic land use. We are also 
interested in any contemporary Native American values that might be present in or near the 
project area and would appreciate a search of the Sacred Lands File and a list of local Native 
American contacts at your earliest convenience. 

If you have any questions or need further information for these requests, please feel free to 
contact me at the number noted hereon or by email at ludwigt@edaw.com or the EDAW project 
manager, Donna Plunkett at 415-433-1484, email at plunkettd@edaw.com. Thank you for 
attention to this matter. 
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SWE OfS:AI !FOBNIA 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERlTAGE COMMISSION 
9\5 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 3114 
SACRAMI!NTO, CA 95814 
(916)653-~ 
Fax (1116) 657-5390 
Wob Site www.nohc.ca.gov 

Amy Havens 
URS Corporation 
1333 Broadway, Suite 800 
Oakland, CA 94612 

~o-~1A·$2~ 
Sent by Fax: ~Q-741 4457 
#of Pages: 2 

October 27, 2011 

Re: Proposed San Luis River Reservoir State Recreation Area (SRA) Resource Management 

Plan (RMP), Merced County. 

Dear Ms. Havens: 

A record search of the sacred land file has failed to Indicate the presence of Native American 
cultural resources in the immediate project area. The absence of specific site Information in the 
sacred lands file does not indicate the absence of cultural resources in any project area. Other 
sources of cultural resources should also be contacted for information regarding known and 

recorded sites. 

Enclosed is a list of Native Americans individuals/organizations who may have knowledge of 
cultural resources in the project area. The Commission makes no recommendation or 
preference of a single Individual, or group over another. This list should provide a starting place 
in locating areas of potential adverse impact within the proposed project area. I suggest you 
contact all of those indicated, if they cannot supply information, they might recommend others 
with specific Knowledge. By contacting all those listed, your organization will be better able to 
respond to claims of failure to consult with the appropriate tribe or group. If a response has not 
been received within two weeks of notification, the Commission requests that you follow-up with 
a telephone call to ensure that the project information has been received. 

If you receive notification of change of addresses and phone numbers from any of these 
individuals or groups, please notify me. With your assistance we are able to assure that our 
lists contain current information. If you have any questions or need additional information, 

please contact me at (916) 653-4040. 

Sincerely, 

v fn J, I ~C»lttOk 
K~:~lchez 3 
Program Analyst 
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Native American Contact List 
Merced County 

October 27, 2011 

Southern Sierra Miwuk Nation 
Jay Johnson, Spiritual Leader 

Southern Sierra Miwuk Nation 
Les James, Spiritual Leader 

5235 Allred Road Miwok 
Mariposa , CA s5338 Pauite 
209-966-6038 Northern Valley Yokut 

North Valley Yokuts Tribe 
Katherine Erolinda Perez 
PO Box 717 
Linden , CA 95236 
(209) 867-3415 
canutes@verlzon.net 

Amah MutsunTrlbal Band 
Edward Ketchum 
35867 Yosemite Ave 
Davis • CA 95616 
aerieways@ aol.com 

Ohlone/Costanoan 
Northern Valley Yokuts 
Bay Miwok 

Ohlone/Costanoan 
Northern Valley Yokuts 

Southern Sierra Miwuk Nation 
Anthony Brochini, Chairperson 
.P.O. Box 1200 Miwok 
Mariposa • CA 95338 Paulte 
tony_brochini@nps.gov Northern Valley Yokut 

209-379-1120 
209-628-0085 cell 

This list i& cum:nt only as of \llo date of th$ documertt. 

PO Box 1200 
Mariposa , CA sss38 

209-966-3690 

Miwok 
Pauite 
Northern Valley Yokut 

Di!ltrlbutlon of l)lls l ist dOG$ not relieve any pe.,.on of the statutory rosponsibHity as defined In Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code, 

Section 5097.94 of th" Public Resources Code and Soollon 5097.98 of til& Public Rosources CodB. 

Thls list iS only applieat:>le for contacting Jo<:al N;rtive Amene<~ns with regard to cultural_ resources for tt>e proposed 
Son Luis Re&orvolr State Recreation A""' (SRA) R<>sourc>e Management Plan (RMP): Morocd County. 
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URS 

April 18, 2013 

Anthony Brochini 
Southern SietTa lvliwuk Nation 
P.O. Box 1200 
Mariposa, CA 95338 

Subject: San Luis Reservoir SRA Resource Man agement P lan/Genera l Plan 

Dear Mr. Brochini: 

In early August 2012, the Bureau of Reclamation sent you a mailer to infotm you oft11e availability oftlte 
Draft Environmentallnlpact Statement/Revised Draft Environmentallnlpact Rep01t (Draft ElSIREIR) for 
t11e San Luis Resetvoir State Recreation Area (SRA) Resource Management Plan/General Plan (RMP/GP). 
This is a follow-up inquiry to find out if you or yow· organization has any information or concerns about 
San Luis Rese~voir SRA or the RJ\!IP/GP. 

The San Luis Reservoir SRA consists of more than 27,000 acres of land owned by Reclamation and 
includes the water surfaces of San Luis Reservoir, O'Neill Forebay, Los Banos Creek Reservoi.r and 
adjacent recre<ttion lands in Merced County, Calif. The RMP/GP is intended to guide recre<ttion and 
resource management at the SRA in a way that maintains and enhances public and resource benefits and is 
consistent wiili Reclamation 's core mission of delivering water and generating power. The RMP/GP is 
combined with an ElSIREIR that describes tlte SRA's existing setting, alternatives for future management 
under the RJ\!IP/GP and potential environmental impacts of the alternatives . Additional information is 
available at http://www.usbr.gov/mp/nepa/nepa_projdetails.cfm?Project_ID=548. 

To reach us, please contact Lynn Mcintyre, URS, at lynn.mcintyre@urs.com or 510.874.3 149; or William 
E. Sou.le, Bureau of Reclamation, Mid-Pacific Region via postal mail to: 

Division of Environmental Affairs 
2800 Cottage Way, MP-153 
Sacramento, CA 95825 
Or via email to wsoule@usbr.gov; or via phone at 916.978.4694. 

We look forward to hearing from you. Tltank you. 

Sincerely, 

URS CORPORATION 

Lynn Mcintyre 
Environmental Planner 

URS Corporation 
1333 BroadWay. SUite 800 
Oakland, CA 94612·1924 
Tel: 510.893-3600 
Fax: 510.874.3268 
www.urscorp.com 
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Mcintyre. Lynn 

From: 
Sent 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Dear Mr. Brochini, 

Havens, Amy 
Thursday, April18, 2013 10:16 AM 
'tony_brochini@nps.gov' 
San Luis Reservoir SRA RMP/GP • request for information 
San Luis Reservoir SRA RMP_GP request for information.pdf 

In early August 2012, the Bureau of Reclamation sent you a mailer to inform you of the availabil ity of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement/Revised Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIS/REIR) for the San Luis Reservoir 
State Recreation Area (SRA) Resource Management Plan/General Plan (RMP/GP). 

This is a follow-up inquiry to find out if you or your organization has any information or concerns about San Luis 
Reservoir SRA or the RMP/GP. Please see attached letter. 

Please provide your response and comments to Lynn Mcintyre, lynn.mcintyre@urs.com or 510.874.3149. 

Amy Havens 

Environmental Planner 
U RS Corporation 
1333 Broadway, Suite 800 
Oal<land, CA 94612 
Direct: 510-874-3294 
Fax: 510-874-3268 
amy.havens@urs.com 
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URS 

Ap1il 18, 2013 

Edward Ketchum 
Amah MuL~un Tribal Band 
35867 Yosemite Avenue 
Davis, CA 95616 

Subject: San Luis Reservoir SRA Resource Management Plan/General P lan 

Dear Mr. Ketchum: 

In early August 2012, the Bureau of Reclamation sent you a mailer to inform you of the availability of the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Revised Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIS/REIR) for 
the San Luis Reservoir State Recreation Area (SRA) Resource Management Plan/General Plan (RMP/GP). 
This is a follow-up inquiry to find out if you or your organization has any infonnation or concerns about 
San Luis Rese.voir SRA or the RMP/GP. 

The San Luis Rese.voir SRA consists of more than 27,000 acres of land owned by Reclamation and 
includes the water surfaces of San Luis Rese.voir, O'Neill Forebay, Los Banos Creek Rese.voir and 
adjacent recreation lands in Merced County, Calif. l l1e RMP/GP is intended to guide recreation and 
resource management at the SRA in a way that maintains and enhances public and resource benefits and is 
consistent with Reclamation 's core miss ion of delivering water and generating power. The RMP/GP is 
combined with an EIS/REIR that describes the SRA's existing setting, alternatives for future management 
under the RMP/GP and potential environmental impacts of the alte.natives. Additional inf01mation is 
available at http://www.usbr.gov/mp/nepalnepa_projdetails.cfm?Project_ID=548. 

To reach us, please contact Lynn Mcintyre, URS, at lynn.mcintyre@urs.com or 510.874.3149; or William 
E. Soule, Bureau of Reclamation, Mid-Pacific Region via postal mail to: 

Division of Environmental Affairs 
2800 Cottage Way, MP-I 53 
Sacramento, CA 95825 
Or via eJnail to wsoule@usbr.gov; or via phone at 916.978.4694. 

We look forward to hea•ing from you. 11tank you. 

Sincerely, 

URS CORPORATIO ' 

Lynn Mcintyre 
Environmental Planner 

URS COfl)Oralion 
1333 BroadWay. Suite 800 
Oakland. CA 94612-1924 
Tel: 510.893-3600 
Fax: 510.874.3268 
www.urscorp.com 
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Mcintyre. Lynn 

From: 
Sent 
To: 
Subject: 

Attachments: 

Dear Mr. Ketchum, 

Havens, Amy 
Thursday, April18, 2013 10:12 AM 
'aerieways@aol.com' 
San Luis Reservoir SRA Resource Management Plan/General Plan · request for 
information 
San Luis Reservoir SRA RMP_GP request for information.pdf 

In early August 2012, the Bureau of Reclamation sent you a mailer to inform you of the availability of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement/Revised Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIS/REIR) for the San Luis Reservoir 
State Recreation Area (SRA) Resource Management Plan/General Plan (RMP/GP). 

This is a follow-up inquiry to find out if you or your organization has any information or concerns about San Luis 

Reservoir SRA or the RMP/GP. Please see attached letter. 

Please provide your response and comments to Lynn Mcintyre, lynn.mcintyre@urs.com or 510.874.3149. 

Amy Havens 
Environmental Planner 
U RS Corporation 
1333 Broadway, Suite 800 
Oakland, CA 94612 
Direct: 510-874-3294 
Fax: 510-874-3268 
amy.havens@urs.com 
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M cintyre. Lynn 

From: 
Sent 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject : 

Ed, 

Havens, Amy 
Tuesday, April 23, 2013 1:33 PM 
'Ed Ketchum' 
Mcintyre, Lynn 
RE: San Luis Reservoir SRA Resource Management Plan/General Plan - request for 
information 

The document can be viewed at the location below: 
http://www.usbr.gov/mp/nepa/nepa projdetails.cfm?Project ID=548 

Please let us know if you have any other questions or comments. 

Thank you, 

Amy Havens 
Environmental Planner 
URS Corporation 
1333 Broadway, Suite 800 
Oakland, CA 94612 
Direct: 510-874-3294 
Fax: 510-874-3268 
amy.havens@urs.com 

From: Ed Ketchum [ mailto:aerieways@aol.coml 
Sent : Friday, April19, 2013 1:52PM 
To: Havens, Amy 
Subject: RE: San Luis Reservoir SRA Resource Management Plan/General Plan - request for information 

I see that the attachment is not the document. Do you have a address where I can review the document? 

Ed 

From: Havens, Amy [mailto:amy.havens@urs.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 18, 2013 10:12 AM 
To: aeriewavs@aol.com 
Subject: San Luis Reservoir SRA Resource Management Plan/General Plan - request for information 

Dear Mr. Ketchum, 

In early August 2012, the Bureau of Reclamation sent you a mailer to inform you of the availabil ity of the Dra ft 
Environmental Impact Statement/Revised Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIS/REIR) for the San Luis Reservoir 
State Recreation Area (SRA) Resource Management Plan/General Plan (RMP/GP). 

This is a follow-up inquiry to find out if you or your organization has any information or concerns about San Luis 
Reservoir SRA or the RMP/GP. Please see attached letter. 

Please provide your response and comments to Lynn Mcintyre, lynn.mcintyre@urs.com or 510.874.3149. 

Amy Havens 
Environmental Planner 
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URS 

Ap1il 18, 2013 

Les James 
Sout11em Sierra Miwuk Nation 
P.O. Box 1200 
Mariposa, CA 95338 

Subject: San Luis Reservoir SRA Resource Management Plan/General P lan 

Dear Mr. James: 

In early August 2012, the Bureau of Reclamation sent you a mailer to inform you of the availability of l11e 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Revised Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIS/REIR) for 
the San Luis Reservoir State Recreation Area (SRA) Resource Management Plan/General Plan (RMP/GP). 
This is a follow-up inquiry to find out if you or your organization has any infonnation or concerns about 
San Luis Rese.voir SRA or the RMP/GP. 

The San Luis Rese.voir SRA consists of more than 27,000 acres of land owned by Reclamation and 
includes the water surfaces of San Luis Rese.voir, O'Neill Forebay, Los Banos Creek Rese.voir and 
adjacent recreation lands in Merced County, Calif. ll1e RMP/GP is intended to guide recreation and 
resource management at the SRA in a way that maintains and enhances public and resource benefits and is 
consistent with Reclamation 's core mission of delivering water and generating power. The RMP/GP is 
combined with an EIS/REIR that describes the SRA's existing setting, alternatives for future management 
under the RMP/GP and potential environmental impacts of the ahe.natives. Additional inf01mation is 
available at http://www.usbr.gov/mp/nepalnepa_projdetails.cfm?Project_ID=548. 

To reach us, please contact Lynn Mcintyre, URS, at lynn.mcintyre@urs.com or 510.874.3149; or William 
E. Soule, Bureau of Reclamation, Mid-Pacific Region via postal mail to: 

Division of Environmental Affairs 
2800 Cottage Way, MP-J 53 
Sacramento, CA 95825 
Or via email to wsoule@usbr.gov; or via phone at 916.978.4694. 

We look forward to hea•ing from you. 11tank you. 

Sincerely, 

URS CORPORATIO ' 

Lynn Mcintyre 
Environmental Planner 

URS COfl)Oration 
1333 BroadWay. Suite 800 
Oakland. CA 94612·1924 
Tel: 510.893·3600 
Fax: 510.874.3268 
www.urscorp.com 
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URS 

Ap1il 18, 2013 

Jay Johnson 
Sout11em Sierra Miwuk Nation 
5235 Allred Road 
Mariposa, CA 95338 

Subject: San Luis Reservoir SRA Resource M anagement Plan/General Plan 

Dear Mr. Jolmson: 

In early August 2012, the Bureau of Reclamation sent you a mailer to inform you of the availability of l11e 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Revised Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIS/REIR) for 
the San Luis Reservoir State Recreation Area (SRA) Resource Management Plan/General Plan (RMP/GP). 
This is a follow-up inquiry to find out if you or your organization has any infonnation or concerns about 
San Luis Rese.voir SRA or the RMP/GP. 

The San Luis Rese.voir SRA consists of more than 27,000 acres of land owned by Reclamation and 
includes the water surfaces of San Luis Rese.voir, O'Neill Forebay, Los Banos Creek Rese.voir and 
adjacent recreation lands in Merced County, Calif. l l1e RMP/GP is intended to guide recreation and 
resource management at the SRA in a way that maintains and enhances public and resource benefits and is 
consistent with Reclamation 's core miss ion of delivering water and generating power. The RMP/GP is 
combined with an EIS!REIR that describes the SRA's existing setting, alternatives for future management 
under the RMP/GP and potential environmental impacts of lite ahe.natives. Additional inf01mation is 
available at http://www.usbr.gov/mp/nepalnepa_projdetails.cfm?Project_ID=548. 

To reach us, please contact Lynn Mcintyre, URS, at lynn.mcintyre@urs.com or 510.874.3149; or William 
E. Soule, Bureau of Reclamation, Mid-Pacific Region via postal mail to: 

Division of Environmental Affairs 
2800 Cottage Way, MP-J 53 
Sacramento, CA 95825 
Or via eJnail to wsoule@usbr.gov; or via phone at 916.978.4694. 

We look forward to hea•ing from you. 11tank you. 

Sincerely, 

URS CORPORATIO ' 

Lynn Mcintyre 
Environmental Planner 

URS COfl)Oration 
1333 BroadWay. Suite 800 
Oakland. CA 94612-1924 
Tel: 510.893-3600 
Fax: 510.874.3268 
www.urscorp.com 
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URS 

Ap1il 18, 2013 

Katherine Erolinda Perez 
Northern Valley Yok-uts Tribe 
P.O. Box 717 
Linden, CA 95236 

Subject: San Lui s Reser voir SRA Resource M anagem ent Plan/General P lan 

Dear Ms. Perez: 

In early August 2012, the Bureau of Reclamation sent you a mailer to inform you of the availability of the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Revised Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIS/REIR) for 
the San Luis Reservoir State Recreation Area (SRA) Resource Management Plan/General Plan (RMP/GP). 
This is a follow-up inquiry to find out if you or your organization has any infonnation or concerns about 
San Luis Rese~voir SRA or the RMP/GP. 

The San Luis Rese.voir SRA consists of more than 27,000 acres of land owned by Reclamation and 
includes the water surfaces of San Luis ResCJVoir, O'Neill Forebay, Los Banos Creek ResCJVoir and 
adjacent recreation lands in Merced County, Calif. l l1e RMP/GP is intended to guide recreation and 
resource management at the SRA in a way that maintains and enhances public and resource benefits and is 
consistent with Reclamation 's core miss ion of delivering water and generating power. The RMP/GP is 
combined with an EIS/REIR that describes the SRA's existing setting, alternatives for future management 
under the RMP/GP and potential environmental inlpacts of the alte~natives. Additional inf01mation is 
available at http://www.usbr.gov/mp/nepalnepa_projdetails.cfm?Project_ID=548. 

To reach us, please contact Lynn Mcintyre, URS, at lynn.mcintyre@urs.com or 510.874.3149; or William 
E. Soule, Bureau of Reclamation, Mid-Pacific Region via postal mail to: 

Division of Environmental Affairs 
2800 Cottage Way, MP-J 53 
Sacramento, CA 95825 
Or via Clllail to wsoule@usbr.gov; or via phone at 916.978.4694. 

We look forward to hea•ing from you. 11tank you. 

S incerely, 

URS CORPORATIO ' 

Lynn Mcintyre 
Environmental Planner 

URS COfl)Oralion 
1333 BroadWay. Suite 800 
Oakland. CA 94612·1924 
Tel: 510.893·3600 
Fax: 510.874.3268 
www.urscorp.com 
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Mcintyre. Lynn 

From: 
Sent 
To: 
Subject: 

Attachments: 

Dear Ms. Perez, 

Havens, Amy 
Thursday, April18, 2013 10:10 AM 
canutes@verizon.net 
San Luis Reservoir SRA Resource Management Plan/General Plan · request for 
information 
San Luis SRA RMP_GP request for information.pd f 

In early August 2012, the Bureau of Reclamation sent you a mailer to inform you of the availability of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement/Revised Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIS/REIR) for the San Luis Reservoir 
State Recreation Area (SRA) Resource Management Plan/General Plan (RMP/GP). 

This is a follow-up inquiry to find out if you or your organization has any information or concerns about San Luis 

Reservoir SRA or the RMP/GP. Please see attached letter. 

Please provide your response and comments to Lynn Mcintyre, lynn.mcintyre@urs.com or 510.874.3149. 

Amy Havens 
Environmental Planner 
U RS Corporation 
1333 Broadway, Suite 800 
Oakland, CA 94612 
Direct: 510-874-3294 
Fax: 510-874-3268 
amy.havens@urs.com 
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