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Camp Richardson Resort Coverage and Parking Estimate Comparisons

Concept Plan Coverage 
Area (sf) Parking #

Beacon Area Parking 20,200 78

Jameson Beach Road Parking 22,100 170

Operations (employee) Parking 9,000 30

Employee Parking 2,900 5

Richardson House Parking 2940 7

General Store Parking 4222 16

Hotel Parking 24,980 33

Village Parking 41,005 95

Buildings 74,140

Cabin Area Paving 63,920 114

Campground Paving 432,200 637

Campground Coverage 174,400

subtotal 872,007

contingency (10%) 87200.7

total = 959,208 1185

Coverage (estimate)

Land Class Area (sf) Coverage (sf) % of Area

Class 1b 1,126,947         23,522                     2%

Class 5 1,959,068         643,029                   33%

Class 6 1,680,542         236,325                   14%

Class 7 54,803              37,130                     68%

total 4,821,360         940,006                 19%



Existing (2005) Coverage
Area (sf) Parking #

Beacon Area Coverage 170,958 92

Jameson Beach Road Coverage
Village Coverage 182,084

242

Cabin Area Coverage 256,366 100

Campground Coverage 940,097 660

Highway 89 Shoulder Parking 91

total = 1,549,505 1185

Coverage (surveyed 2005)

Land Class Area (sf) Coverage (sf) % of Area

Class 1b 1,126,947         87,253                     8%

Class 5 1,959,068         711,806                   36%

Class 6 1,680,542         729,593                   43%

Class 7 54,803              20,853                     38%

total 4,821,360         1,549,505              32%

Existing (1986) Coverage (estimates)
Area (sf)

Commercial and Cabins Areas 310,000

Campground Coverage 1,580,000

total = 1,890,000



Camp Richardson Resort Tourist Accommodation Units
(note:  campsites are not considered TAUs under TRPA )

TOTAL 82 Units

Hotel 28

Beach Inn Motel 7

Richardson House (formerly 
"Kneisley House") 1

Richardson Cabin (removed) 1

Cabin Area 45
(note: some cabins not currently 
operated for overnight 
accommodation)

Hudson Cabin
Hall Scott Cabin

Willys Knight Cabin
Peerless Cabin

Chevrolet Cabin
Moon Cabin

Barber Cabin
Golden Shell Cabin

Star Cabin
Sunbeam Cabin

Dodge Cabin
Mack Cabin
White Cabin

Marmon Cabin
Zerolene Cabin
Chrysler Cabin

Ford Cabin
Lincoln Cabin

Pierce Arrow Cabin
Pontiac Cabin

Oldsmobile Cabin
Aristo Cabin

Overland cabin
Rolls Royce Cabin

Flying A Cabin
Mercury Cabin
Whippet Cabin
DeVaux Cabin

Nash Cabin
Fageol Cabin

Lucky 13 Cabin
Studebaker Cabin

Jaguar Cabin



Eldorado Cabin
Buick Cabin

Cadillac Cabin
Thunderbird Cabin

Mercer Cabin
Fleetwood Cabin

Stutz Cabin
Plymouth Cabin
Packard Cabin
De Soto Cabin

Cord Cabin
Edsel Cabin
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FOREST PLAN  
CONSISTENCY CHECK SUMMARY 

Camp Richardson Resort Vision Document 
August 8, 2007 

 
 
The Camp Richardson Resort Vision Document is not a NEPA decision.  It is a 
framework which describes how the Forest Plan might be implemented within the special 
use permit area.  The document provides the sideboards within which project proposals 
for environmental improvements at the resort will be considered.  This is a programmatic 
document. 
 
The 1988 Forest Plan identifies an increase in PAOT capacity at Camp Richardson 
Resort of approximately 700 PAOTs.  The Vision Plan for the resort does not plan for 
this increase, but rather calls for improved management of the existing use levels during 
peak visitation periods, and increased use levels (below peak use) during shoulder 
seasons. 
 
BOTANICAL:   
Surveys have been completed for the resort permit area.  No sensitive species were 
identified, although the resort beaches are potential habitat for Tahoe Yellow Cress.  The 
area has been surveyed for noxious weeks.  When projects are proposed for 
implementation, analysis will include ensuring that survey data is current and re-
surveying if necessary.  Measures to avoid the spread or introduction of noxious weeds 
will be included in any proposed action. 
 
Document is consistent with LMP (Land Management Plan [Forest Plan])and 
SNFPA (Sierra Nevada Forest Plan Amendment). 
 
VISUAL: 
The Vision Document identifies areas where improvements to scenic resources could be 
implemented.  One of these areas is the Highway 89 corridor, passing through the resort 
area.  Another area is the backshore to the west of the Beacon Restaurant.  Any proposed 
project including buildings will be consistent with the USFS Built Environment Image 
Guide, and will be sympathetic in design to the Camp Richardson historic character. 
 
Document is consistent with LMP and SNFPA. 
 
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES: 
Surveys have been completed for the resort permit area.  No TES (Threatened / 
Endangered Species), sensitive, or indicator species are present.  The nearest PAC 
(Protected Activity Center) is for goshawk and is located south of the resort permit area 
toward Tahoe Mountain.  (The status of this PAC following the Angora Fire has not been 



confirmed at this time).  The document identifies opportunities to remove campsites from 
SEZ marsh habitat at Pope Marsh. 
 
There are no water courses that support fisheries within the resort permit area. 
 
Document is consistent with LMP and SNFPA. 
 
 
RECREATION/ ROADS AND TRAILS: 
The Vision Document calls for maintaining existing family-oriented recreation 
opportunities at the resort.  Roads would be developed within the permit area to control 
existing vehicle circulation and reduce coverage associated with existing conditions.  
Trail connections from the resort would only be made to USFS system trails. 
 
Document is consistent with LMP and SNFPA. 
 
HYDROLOGY: 
One of the goals identified in the Vision Document is to reduce overall coverage 
currently existing at the resort.  Removal of campsites from low capability soils is 
another identified goal.  Any new or relocated structures would be located on higher 
capability soils.  The document identifies goals of implementing water quality protection 
Best Management Practices throughout the resort area. 
 
Document is consistent with LMP and SNFP 
 
VEGETATION/TIMBER (includes some fire and fuels management): 
The Vision Document does not identify changes to vegetation structure other than 
management of hazard trees in accordance with R5 protocols and the re-establishment of 
understory vegetation resulting from defining pedestrian walk ways. 
 
Document is consistent with the LMP and SNFPA 
 
HERITAGE: 
The site has been surveyed for heritage resources.  Site is currently eligible for listing on 
the National Register of Historic Places.  An MOA (Memorandum Of Agreement) exists 
between the LTBMU and the Advisory Council on Historic Properties regarding potential 
redevelopment of the resort’s cabin area.  Any actions within this area will follow the 
direction outlined in this MOA.  Heritage sites of value to the Washoe Tribe of Nevada 
and California have been identified.  Any actions within the resort will be designed to 
minimize impacts to these resources.   
 
Document is consistent with LMP and SNFPA. 
 




