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D.1 Public Comments and Responses
Letters of comment received as a result of the review of the Draft EA and Reclamation’s
response to specific comments are included in this appendix. All of the letters received are
listed below. Letters that required a response follow, along with the responses. Letters that
did not require a response are not attached.

Comments Requiring a Response Page

Tribes (T)
T1—Carol C. Perugini, Shoshone-Paiute Tribes, Owyhee, Nevada.....................................D-9

Federal Agencies (F)
No Federal agencies provided comment on the Cascade EA

State and Local Agencies (A)
A1—Susan Pengilly Neitzel, Idaho State Historical Society, Boise, Idaho .......................D-16
A2—Leland G. Heinrich, Valley County Commissioners, Cascade, Idaho .......................D-17
A3—Brenda Heinrich, Valley County Waterways, Cascade, Idaho...................................D-19
A4—Jill Layton, City Of Donnelly, Donnelly, Idaho.........................................................D-20
A5—Tom Kerr, Valley County Commissioner, Cascade, Idaho........................................D-21
A6—Leland G. Heinrich, Valley County Commissioners, Cascade, Idaho (second letter)D-22
A7—Cynda Herrick, Cascade City Council, Cascade, Idaho .............................................D-23

Organizations and Businesses (O)
O1—Sheri Gestrin, Donnelly Area Chamber of Commerce, Donnelly, Idaho...................D-24
O2—Don Moore, Western Whitewater Association, Boise, Idaho ....................................D-25
O3—Sandra F. Mitchell, Hells Canyon Alliance, Boise, Idaho .........................................D-26
O4—R.D. Cantlon, Cantlon Properties, Inc., Boise, Idaho.................................................D-28
O5—Kathleen Miller, Idaho Aviation Association, McCall, Idaho ...................................D-29
O6—Ray Costello, Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association, Corvallis, Oregon................D-32
O7—David M. Walker, Idaho Aviation Foundation, McCall, Idaho .................................D-35
O8—David M. Walker, Idaho Aviation Foundation, McCall, Idaho (second letter) .........D-36

Individuals (I)
Boulder Creek Comments

I1—Don Lojek, Boise, Idaho ..............................................................................................D-39
I2—Roark Nagler, Boise and Donnelly, Idaho ...................................................................D-41
I3—Meg Lojek, Cedar City, Utah.......................................................................................D-42
I4—Charles M. Couper, Boise, Idaho.................................................................................D-43

Access to Shoreline

I5—Anthony F. Schinner, Koosika, Idaho..........................................................................D-44
I6—Matt F. and Rosalie Rice, Cascade, Idaho ...................................................................D-45
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Crown Point Road

I7—Roy Doan, Star, Idaho..................................................................................................D-46
I8—Josh Davis, Cascade, Idaho .........................................................................................D-47
I9—Krista Waldron, Cascade Idaho ...................................................................................D-48

Proposed Marina

I10—Stan James, Boise, Idaho ...........................................................................................D-49

Trail Access

I11—Sarah Hasbrouck, Cascade, Idaho..............................................................................D-50

Boat Camping

I12—Don Moore, Boise, Idaho...........................................................................................D-51

Float Planes

I13—Kurt Becker, New Meadows, Idaho...........................................................................D-52

Grazing

I14—Kimberly Engelbreit, Donnelly, Idaho.......................................................................D-55

Boat Dock Near Christian Church Camp

I15—Ray W. Squires, Boise, Idaho ....................................................................................D-57

Classification of Old Gibbens Property/Camarie Cove Subdivision

I16—M. Carmen Lete, Nampa, Idaho.................................................................................D-59
I17—Glenn Loomis, Cascade, Idaho ..................................................................................D-60
I18—Dorothy Gestrin Rising, Cascade, Idaho....................................................................D-61
I19—Bradford L. Huebner, Toledo, Ohio...........................................................................D-62

Various Comments and Multi-Issue Letters

I20—Rob Cimbalik, Cascade, Idaho...................................................................................D-64
I21—Matt Hewlett, Cascade, Idaho....................................................................................D-65
I22—Mark Brilz, Boise and Cascade, Idaho.......................................................................D-66
I23—Ken McPhail, Hollister, California ............................................................................D-68
I24—Cynda Herrick, Cascade, Idaho .................................................................................D-84
I25—Charles D. Clarke, Donnelly, Idaho...........................................................................D-86
I26—Odos Lowery, Boise, Idaho .......................................................................................D-89
I27—Steve Herrick, Boise, Idaho .......................................................................................D-90
I28—JoAnn J. and Charles O. Hower, Cascade, Idaho ......................................................D-91
I29—Jared Scott, Cascade, Idaho .......................................................................................D-92
I30—Ben Wellington, Cascade, Idaho................................................................................D-93
I31—Jonne Hower Lowery, Boise, Idaho...........................................................................D-94
I32—David Barton, Donnelly, Idaho..................................................................................D-96
I33—Jerry Robinson, McCall, Idaho ..................................................................................D-97
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Oppose Re-Opening Airstrip

I34—Kathleen Terry, Boise, Idaho .....................................................................................D-98
I35—Kirk C. Odencrantz, Eagle, Idaho..............................................................................D-99
I36—Name and Address Withheld ...................................................................................D-100
I37—Beverly Pressman, Address Withheld......................................................................D-103
I38—Ronn Julian, Cascade, Idaho....................................................................................D-104
I39—William Miller, Cascade, Idaho ...............................................................................D-105

Endorse Re-Opening Airstrip

I40—Michael Anderson, McCall, Idaho...........................................................................D-107
I41—Richard Thompson, Council, Idaho .........................................................................D-109
I42—Bart Welsh, Boise, Idaho .........................................................................................D-111
I43—Olivia W. Welsh, Boise, Idaho ................................................................................D-116

Comments that Did Not Require a Response

Organizations
Endorse Re-Opening Airstrip: Please see responses to comment letters O5 to O8 and I40 to
I44.

� Mark Pilkington, Stancil Aviation Enterprises, Placerville, California
� Gail West, Ponderosa Aero Club, Boise, Idaho
� Daniel Lilja, Montana Pilot’s Association, Plains, Montana
� Beverly Anderson, Idaho Aviation Association, McCall, Idaho
� Tom Jensen, Washington Pilots Association, Auburn, Washington
� Richard T. Taylor, Ramshorn Aviation, Ketchum, Idaho

Individuals
Boulder Creek Comments: The following commentors support creating a no-wake zone at
Boulder Creek Arm. Please refer to letters I1 through I4 for responses to these comments.

� Mandy Ary, Boise, Idaho
� Amanda Askey (Address Withheld)
� Jennifer Cafferty, Boise, Idaho
� Richard Johnson, Kuna, Idaho
� Peter Lavin, Lincoln, Nebraska
� Jeremy Lavin, Lincoln, Nebraska
� Stephen Lavin, Lincoln, Nebraska
� Ruth Schmidle Lavin, Lincoln, Nebraska
� Ted McManus, Cedar City, Utah
� Chris J. Schmidle, Sacramento, California
� Name and Address Withheld

Access to Shoreline: The following commentor supports motorized access to the shoreline.
Please refer to response to comment letters I5 through I6 for a response to this comment.

� Mrs. Ray Wholsein, Kooskia, Idaho
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Crown Point Road: The following individuals provided comment on this issue. Please refer
to response to comment letters I7 through I9 for responses to these comments.

� Roy Doan, Star, Idaho
� Sarah Keller, Cascade, Idaho
� Tony J. Hartshorn, Cascade, Idaho
� Clinton A. Kennedy, Cascade, Idaho

Boat Dock Near Christian Church Camp: Please see response to comment letter I15.

� Bill Squires, Boise, Idaho

Classification of Old Gibbens Property/Camarie Cove Subdivision: Please see the response
to these issues in comment letters I16 through I19.

� Lot #2, Camarie Cove Subdivision (signed name illegible)
� Lot #3, Camarie Cove Subdivision (signed name illegible)
� Lot #4, Camarie Cove Subdivision, Jerry L. and Cindy Robinson
� Lot #5, Camarie Cove Subdivision, Raymond E. Barkley, Kaysville, Utah
� Lot #7, Camarie Cove Subdivision, Ray Roark

Various Comments and Multi-Issue Letters: Issues raised in these letters were addressed by
other commentors. Please refer to your area of interest, listed in the responses to individual
comments, to see responses to your comments.

� Gregory (Last Name Withheld; Address Withheld)
� Jake Sartori, Cascade, Idaho
� Luke Marben, Cascade, Idaho
� Matt Barron, Cascade, Idaho
� Robby Davison, Cascade, Idaho
� Sapphire Hibbard, Cascade, Idaho
� Susan and Gary Bennett, Emmett, Idaho

Oppose Re-Opening Airstrip: Please see responses to comment letters I34 to I39.

� Anna Rogers, Cascade, Idaho
� Aubri White, Donnelly, Idaho
� Bud Fosburg, Donnelly, Idaho
� Dean Hungerford, Boise, Idaho
� Dee Gibbens, Address Withheld
� Ed White, Donnelly, Idaho
� Elaine White, Yuma, Arizona and Donnelly, Idaho
� Gilbert White, Nampa and Donnelly, Idaho
� Joyce Calkins, Boise, Idaho
� Krista Waldron, Cascade, Idaho
� Michael and Linda Sedbrook, Castle Rock, Colorado and Donnelly, Idaho
� Roger and Vicki Cantlon, Boise, Idaho
� Rudi and Sya Rynders, Donnelly, Idaho
� Tom and Ada Wilson, Cascade, Idaho
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� Virginia Hungerford, Address Withheld

Endorse Re-Opening Airstrip: Please see responses to comment letters O5 to O8 and I40 to
I44.

� Al Hilde, Jr., Jackson, Wyoming
� Amos Gar (Address Withheld)
� Annette Magee, McCall, Idaho
� Bill Duncan, Joseph, Oregon
� Bill Keating, McCall, Idaho
� Bill L. Ables, Enterprise, Oregon
� Bob and Norma Petersen, Cameron Park, California
� Bonnie Jo Simpson (Address Withheld)
� Brian Jones, Parker, Colorado
� Bruce Bridgford, Anaheim, California
� Bruce Parker, Boise, Idaho
� Bryan Rose, Portland, Oregon
� Carlyle W. Briggs, Boise, Idaho
� Celestine Lacey Duncan, Helena, Montana
� Charles J. Manning, Kalispell, Montana
� Christopher Black, Sun Valley, Idaho
� Chuck Jarecki, Polson, Montana
� Curtis Pearson, Sagle, Idaho
� Dale L. Bright, Spokane, Washington
� Dan Rothenbuhler, Meridian, Idaho
� Darrell von Bargen, Lewiston, Idaho
� Dave Hedditch, Hamiltion, Montana
� Dave Logan, North Plains, Oregon
� David Bennett, Richland, Washington
� David Bettis, Boise, Idaho
� David L. Rigby, Boise, Idaho
� David M. Horstkotte, Portland, Oregon
� David Rountree, Boise, Idaho
� David T. Chuljian, Port Townsend, Washington
� David Wells, Twin Falls, Idaho
� Dawn M. Decker, Spokane, Washington
� Dennis C. Averill, Boise, Idaho
� Dennis L. Colson, Boise, Idaho
� Dennis V. Holbrook, New Plymouth, Idaho
� Diane Miller, Santa Rosa, California
� Don L. Kinney, Red Lodge, Montana
� Don Pape, Boise, Idaho
� Don Waterhouse, Carnation, Washington
� Doug Worth, Lapwai, Idaho
� Douglas Joyo, Eagle, Idaho
� Duane B. Smith, McCall, Idaho
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� Ed and Sonya Spencer, Calistoga, California
� Edward L. Miller, Santa Rosa, California
� Eldon J. Howard, Sisters, Oregon
� Eugene Soper, Athol, Idaho
� Gary Confer, Washougal, Washington
� Gary Regnani, Redding, California
� Gene Nora Jessen, Boise, Idaho
� George Barnhart, Coeur d’Alene, Idaho
� George Derrick, Big Pine, California
� Gerald L Eberhard, Ft. Collins, Colorado
� Gregory Langley, Cascade, Idaho
� H. William Bruce, Sebastopol, California
� Harold E. Thomas, Boise, Idaho
� Heidi Becker, New Meadows, Idaho
� Herb Ballou, Helena, Montana
� Holbrook Maslen, Carson City, Nevada
� Hugh and Cynthia McNair, McCall, Idaho
� J. R. Mann, Ontario, Oregon
� Jack Magee, McCall, Idaho
� Jade Harnis, Mulino, Oregon
� Jake Sartori, Cascade, Idaho
� James F. Stutzman, Lewiston, Idaho
� James L. Graham, Vancouver, Washington
� James P. Moulton, Albuquerque, New Mexico
� James R. Dahlgran, Idaho Falls, Idaho
� James T. Cameron, Bishop, California
� James W. Tucker, Cascade, Idaho
� Jan M. Peterson, Boise, Idaho
� Janet L. Liberty, Chelan, Washington
� Jeffery A. Magee, McCall, Idaho
� Jeffrey C. Pitts, Ontario, Oregon
� Jerome McCauley, McCall, Idaho
� Jerry Bisom, McCall, Idaho
� Jerry Terlisner, Boise, Idaho
� Jim Hudson, Boise, Idaho
� Jim Petersen, Paineville, Oregon
� Jim Steffert, Helena, Montana
� Joe Stancil, Jr., Placerville, California
� John B. Smith, Idaho Falls, Idaho
� John E. Richardson, Bellville, Texas
� John F. Rotter, Thompson Falls, Montana
� John J. Gallian, Twin Falls, Idaho
� John L. Reeder, Emmett, Idaho
� John McKenna, Jr., Belgrade, Montana
� John Sackett, Idaho Falls, Idaho
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� Johnny G. Stewart, Lenore, Idaho
� Joseph Mulhern, Havre, Montana
� Josh Davis, Cascade, Idaho
� Katie Olson, Boise, Idaho
� Ken L. Morrow, Nampa, Idaho
� Kenneth L. Rosdahl, Yelm, Washington
� Kirt Miller, Middleton, Idaho
� Kurt Becker, New Meadows, Idaho
� Larry Wade, Condon, Oregon
� Liz Graham, Bishop, California
� Loren Smith, Great Falls, Montana
� Lori K. MacNichol, McCall, Idaho
� Lynda Carpenter, Deer Park, Washington
� Margarite Hargrove, Seattle, Washington
� Mark Britz (Address Withheld)
� Mark Hawkins, Mesa, Arizona
� Mark J. McCormack, Boise, Idaho
� Mark S. Denny, Portland, Oregon
� Mark W. Peterson, Lewiston, Idaho
� Mel Rozema, Centerville, Utah
� Michael S. Pape, Boise, Idaho
� Michel W. Creek, Spring Creek, Nevada
� Mike Weiss, Boise, Idaho
� Mimi More, McCall, Idaho
� Myrna Schram, Weiser, Idaho
� Nigel L. Davis (Address Withheld)
� Norm and Barbara Coffelt, Moreno Valley, California
� Patrick E. Simpson, Hailey, Idaho
� Paul A. Pitkin, Payson, Arizona
� Paul C. Collins, Boise, Idaho
� Paul Miller, Saint Helena, California
� Pete Kuckenberg, St. Maries, Idaho
� Pete White (Address Withheld)
� R. K. Williams, Kuna, Idaho
� R. W. (Rex) Maurer, Issaquah, Washington
� Randall Rudeen, Meridian, Idaho
� Ray Fry, St. Maries, Idaho
� Reed White, Corvallis, Oregon
� Rex N. LaBrie, Emmett, Idaho
� Richard A. Petty, San Jose, California
� Richard Duricka, Troy, Idaho
� Richard E. Dennis, Lapwai, Idaho
� Richard Friend, Meridian, Idaho
� Rob Strand, Santa Cruz, California
� Robert “Kelly” Taylor, Emmett, Idaho
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� Robert A. Hoff, Idaho Falls, Idaho
� Robert and Robin Richardson, Denver, Colorado
� Robert C. Strand, Santa Cruz, California
� Robert D. Patrick, McCall, Idaho
� Robert Halverson, Eugene, Oregon
� Robert J. Norris, Mountain Home, Idaho
� Robert L. Hagenbaugh, Athol, Idaho
� Robert McCormick, Meridian, Idaho
� Robert Stevens, Ketchum, Idaho
� Roger Harker, Minden, Nevada
� Ronald Vaughn, Emmett, Idaho
� Ross Capawana, Sandpoint, Idaho
� Scott Jared, Cascade, Idaho
� Scott Newman, Lafayette, California
� Shawn Bickford, Auburn, California
� Sherry Rossiter, Boise, Idaho
� Steve and Tawni Swann, Meridian, Idaho
� Steve Johnson, Eagle, Idaho
� Steven Blomquist, Richfield, Utah
� Steven J. Rossiter, Missoula, Montana
� T. S. Remsen, McCall, Idaho
� Thomas A. Tucker, McCall, Idaho
� Thomas H. Irlbeck, Address Withheld
� Thoville G. Smith, Boise, Idaho
� Tim B. Whitney, Sausalito, California
� Tim C. Peterson, Boise, Idaho
� Tom Boyer, Boise, Idaho
� Tom Irlbeck, Somerset, Wisconsin
� Tom Thomas, Santa Fe, New Mexico
� Tony Guardalabene, Elmira, Oregon
� Vaughn B. Olson, Boise, Idaho
� Vaughn Jasper, Lewiston, Idaho
� Vern Adams, Lewiston, Idaho
� Warren Barry, Twin Falls, Idaho
� Wayne D. Thiel, Eagle, Idaho
� William C. Miller, Boise, Idaho
� William R. Parish, Moscow, Idaho
� William Strmiska, Tracy, California
� William T. Sell, Palmdale, California
� Yvonne and Bill Fate, Lewiston, Idaho
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T1—Carol C. Perugini, Shoshone-Paiute Tribes, Owyhee,
Nevada
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T1—Carol C. Perugini, Shoshone-Paiute
Tribes, Owyhee, Nevada

T1-1: Trail construction will be undertaken
to focus and consolidate use. This
should help minimize avian
disturbance as compared to ad hoc
trail creation.

T1-2: Reclamation does not have the
authority to enforce seasonal trail
closures; however, use will be
discouraged.

T1-3: No-wake zones are enforced by the
Valley County Sheriff. Future
enforcement will increase if necessary
because of increased funding for
Valley County from Reclamation.

T1-1

T1-2

T1-3
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T1-4:  WestRock has not been approved yet,
and the development of the Van
Wyck park and extension marina is
not tied to WestRock. Current and
projected use indicates that this
marina will be needed to
accommodate visitors regardless of
WestRock’s future. The development
would occur in phases to meet
demand. Any action Reclamation
takes in response to the effects of
WestRock would be addressed in a
separate NEPA process. Other effects
of WestRock are being addressed
through the Idaho State Land Board.T1-4
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T1-5: The lease will be renewed in
accordance with Reclamation BMPs
that would address habitat and water
quality concerns.

T1-6: A dump station would be provided at
the Van Wyck Park Extension.

T1-5

T1-6
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T1-7:  Trails in this area are not expected to
disturb the heron rookery because it is
located on private property, at least
1/2 mile upstream of Lake Cascade.
Trails would not be developed close
enough to disturb the rookery.

T1-8: As noted above, the rookery is located
on private land upstream of Lake
Cascade. Reclamation has no control
over boating on the Payette River.

T1-9: The purchase of water rights is
outside the scope of the RMP.

T1-10 Removal of diversion structures
would not be pursued by Reclamation
because they are privately owned.

T1-7

T1-8

T1-9

T1-10
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T1-11:  Please see response to comment
T1-1.

T1-12:  At times, it may be necessary to go
below the 300,000-foot minimum
pool. However, based on our
administrative decision in 1984, we
will maintain the 300,000-foot level
whenever possible.

T1-11

T1-12

T1-10
(cont.)
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T1-13:  The BMPs will reduce impacts so
that effects on fisheries will be
minimized. Therefore, it is not
considered to be a significant impact.

T1-13
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A1—Susan Pengilly Neitzel, Idaho State Historical Society,
Boise, Idaho

A1-1: The Cultural Resources Management Plan (CRMP) will
be prepared by the U.S. Forest Service, Boise National
Forest, under an interagency agreement with the Bureau
of Reclamation. The CRMP will provide direction and a
framework for Reclamation to begin managing Lake
Cascade’s cultural resources in a logical, proactive
manner. A major focus of the plan will be identifying
factors that are damaging cultural sites and
recommending ways to avoid or reduce those factors.
Actions will be identified that enhance, protect, stabilize,
and manage cultural resources in the Lake Cascade area.
The plan will also address curation of cultural materials,
inadvertent discoveries, treatment of human skeletal
remains, and intentional excavation, among other things.

A1-2: Such information will be included on interpretive displays
and kiosks, as appropriate, when they are developed in
conjunction with other improvements at facilities.

A1-1

A1-2
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A2—Leland Heinrich, Valley County Commissioners, Valley
County, Idaho

A2-1: The Crown Point extension would not become a county
road in this RMP because the majority of comments
received strongly supported maintenance of all existing
Conservation/Open Space (C/OS) and keeping this area
for non-motorized use.

A2-2: Materials from the Crown Point Quarry would continue to
be available for Valley County use under this RMP, as
discussed in Section 2.3.2 of the EA.

A2-3: The airport may be re-opened, if certain conditions are
met. Please refer to response to comment letters O5—
Kathleen Miller, Idaho Aviation Association, McCall,
Idaho; O6—Ray Costello, Aircraft Owners and Pilots
Association, Corvallis, Oregon; and O7—David M.
Walker, Idaho Aviation Foundation, McCall, Idaho, for a
more detailed response.

A2-4: Vehicular access can no longer be allowed to the
shoreline for a variety of reasons, including erosion and
water quality. Docks and fishing areas provide access for
elderly and physically challenged users. Specific fishing
access points including parking and paths will be
developed at Big Sage, and Van Wyck north and south.

A2-5: Reclamation has funded and would continue to fund
Valley County Weed Control for noxious weed control on
Reclamation lands and aquatic weeds within the reservoir
if the need arises. We are also an active participant in
planning for the Upper Payette River Cooperative Weed
Management Area.

A2-6: Existing private boat docks are permitted as a privilege

A2-1

A2-2

A2-3

A2-4

A2-5

A2-6



Lake Cascade Resource Management Plan: Environmental Assessment

Appendix D D-18

A2-6:
(cont.) and are not a right. Reclamation national policy is to not

allow private boat docks and Lake Cascade is the only
exception to this policy within Reclamation, except where
the dock is in conjunction with a lease of property for a
cabin site. No new private docks will be permitted,
according to this policy. However, community docks will
continue to be allowed to accommodate growth in
recreation.

A2-7: Reclamation funding for fiscal year 2001 is $13,000 (up
from $5,000 in fiscal year 2000). Future budget requests
will be increased, if possible, to assist Valley County for
law enforcement at Lake Cascade.

A2-7
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A3—Brenda Heinrich, Valley County Waterways, Cascade,
Idaho

A3-1: The plan is not this specific at this stage.

A3-2: Please see response to comment A2-7.
A3-1

A3-2
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A4—Jill Layton, City of Donnelly, Donnelly, Idaho

A4-1: A non-motorized trail including snowmobile use is
proposed in the Boulder Creek C/OS area to provide
access.

A4-1
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A5—Tom Kerr, Valley County Commissioner, Cascade,
Idaho

A5-1: The text has been revised according to your comment.

A5-2: The text has been revised according to your comment.

A5-3: The text has been revised according to your comment.

A5-4: The no-wake zones in this text will help limit the spread
of nuisance aquatic vegetation.

A5-5: Thank you for providing this information about future
plans. We will use this information to add to the RMP for
coordinating activities.

A5-6: Aquatic weeds have been added to the objective.

A5-7: The table to which you refer describes impacts of the
RMP that have been determined through the EA analysis
and in consultation with FWS. The remainder of the text
reads, “RMP actions may affect, but are not likely to
adversely affect, bald eagles.”

A5-1

A5-4

A5-6

A5-7

A5-3

A5-2

A5-5
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A6—Leland G. Heinrich, Valley County Commissioners,
Cascade, Idaho (second letter)

A6-1: The conditions listed for re-opening the airstrip are
included in the RMP so that all parties will be aware of
what will be required. Assessment of potential impacts
associated with re-opening the airstrip would be assessed
under a separate NEPA document as described in
Section 2.3.2.

A6-1
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A7— Cynda Herrick, Cascade City Council, Cascade, Idaho
A7-1: Reclamation has decided to phase out vehicle access to

the shoreline to reduce shoreline erosion and protect
water quality. Reclamation does not have the staff
available to police access restricted to only a few
locations. Additionally, during reservoir drawdown
periods, vehicles could drive for great distances along the
“beach” once they get into the drawdown zone. Again,
Reclamation does not have the resources to control such
movement.A7-1
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O1—Sheri Gestrin, Donnelly Area Chamber of Commerce,
Donnelly, Idaho

O1-1: Thank you for your comment. A non-motorized trail is
planned for this area.

O1-1
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O2—Don Moore, Western Whitewater Association, Boise,
Idaho

O2-1: The RMP process must consider a wide range of users
and interests. In light of these other interests and access
constraints, several sites were identified in the RMP for
boat-in camping.

O2-2: Restrooms will be installed at the airstrip if it opens, on
the west side, at Big Sage and Crown Point extension. A
toilet is also proposed in the vicinity of Sugarloaf Island
and Pelican Point.

O2-3: Pack-in pack-out is a standard part of Reclamation policy.
Your suggestion for requiring use of portable toilets and
fire pans is a good one and will be taken into
consideration.

O2-4: Reclamation does not control power boating access in the
North Fork above the Reservoir. Power boating is not
allowed in the North Fork Arm of the reservoir to protect
resource values of the WMA and to allow an area for
non-power boat use.

O2-5: Thank you for your offer.

O2-2

O2-1

O2-3

O2-4

O2-5
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O3—Sandra F. Mitchell, Hells Canyon Alliance, Boise, Idaho

O3-1: Please see response to comment O2-1, letter from Don
Moore of the Western Whitewater Association.

O3-1
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O4—R.D. Cantlon, Cantlon Properties, Inc., Boise, Idaho

O4-1: Siltation of the reservoir is not a major problem from a
reservoir capacity standpoint although it is a contributor
to nutrient load and water quality problems. The RMP
update addresses water quality and recreational
enhancement in many areas.

O4-1
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O5—Kathleen Miller, Idaho Aviation Association, McCall,
Idaho

O5-1: The Division of Aeronautics would be the agency
involved in managing the airstrip along with Reclamation
if it opens.

The 1991 RMP proposed re-opening the airstrip for
recreational fly-in use, and efforts were made to
accomplish it. Before the airstrip can be re-opened,
however, a land transaction is required between
Reclamation and the private agricultural easement holder
of this parcel. This transaction has not been successful to
date; therefore, the airstrip never re-opened. Reclamation
was unaware of the interest in the airstrip from the
aviation community earlier in the RMP update process
and due to the seemingly difficult effort regarding the
land transaction, as well as the re-occupation of a nearby
nest by a pair of bald eagles, it was decided not to include
re-opening the airstrip as part of the Preferred Alternative
in the Draft EA. Instead, the Preferred Alternative at that
time called for the airstrip and adjoining area to be
reclassified as a Wildlife Management Area (WMA) land
use designation and be added to the Duck Creek WMA.

O5-1
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O5-2: Re-opening the airstrip through a permit to the Idaho
Division of Aeronautics, subject to meeting certain
conditions, is now included in the Preferred Alternative.
See Section 2.3.2 of the Final EA.

O5-3: See response O5-1.

O5-3

O5-2
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O6—Ray Costello, Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association,
Corvallis, Oregon
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O6-1: The potential impacts to bald eagles from re-opening the
airstrip was disclosed in the Final EA/FONSI and the
FWS Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act Report
(included with the Final EA) for the 1991 RMP. The
proposed opening of the airstrip at that time was
provisional and would only occur if monitoring did not
indicate fly-in use would adversely affect bald eagles.
Since publication of the 1991 RMP, bald eagles have
occupied a nearby nest and bald eagles are nesting at
several locations around the reservoir. Bald eagles are
protected by the Endangered Species Act (ESA).
Consequently, before the airstrip could be re-opened,
Reclamation would be required to conduct monitoring of
the nearby bald eagle nest and its occupants, as well as
other potentially affected bald eagles in the Lake Cascade
area according to a future monitoring plan agreed to by
Reclamation, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and the
Idaho Department of Fish and Game. Monitoring would
need to clearly demonstrate that reinstating this use would
not have a negative impact on the area’s bald eagle
population. If the airstrip is re-opened, it is anticipated it
would be a provisional opening based on continued
monitoring of eagle reaction to increased small airplane
activity.

O6-2: The public comment received for re-opening the airstrip
has not been unanimous and potential re-opening must be
considered in relation to area residents and resource
values. However, an option for re-opening the airstrip has
been added to the Preferred Alternative, providing certain
conditions are met. This is described in Section 2.3.2 of
the Final EA.

O6-2

O6-1
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O7—David M. Walker, Idaho Aviation Foundation, McCall,
Idaho

O7-1: Representatives of the Division of Aeronautics and Idaho
Aviation Association will be informed of all pertinent
meetings.

O7-2: The Draft EA did not consider re-opening the airstrip in
its evaluation of the action alternatives. Please see
Section 2.3.2. See response to comment O6-1.

O7-3: The strong support for re-opening the airstrip has been
noted in this document.

O7-4: Comment noted.O7-1

O7-2

O7-3

O7-4
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O8—David M. Walker, Idaho Aviation Foundation, McCall,
Idaho (second letter)

O8-1: Reclamation believes the comment period is adequate,
based upon the number of comments received regarding
the airstrip.

O8-1
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O8-2: Reclamation’s primary responsibility concerning bald
eagles is to avoid impacting this species, which is
protected by several federal laws. We agree that there is
some level of disturbance to nests from other uses on the
lake and we have considered these and other potential
disturbances when proposing management actions. The
opening of the airport presents one more activity with
potential for bald eagle disturbance and that is why
Reclamation is monitoring bald eagle use near the
airstrip.

O8-3: The prediction of impacts prior to an action occurring is
standard practice in impact assessment under NEPA and
ESA. Proposed monitoring of bald eagles before and after
a provisional re-opening of the airstrip would be designed
to answer questions regarding possible impacts to bald
eagles from increased airplane traffic. Reclamation would
use the best scientific information available in assessing
the potential effects to bald eagles.

O8-2

O8-3
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O8-4: Under the 1991 RMP, the opening of the airstrip was
provisional and would have only occurred if monitoring
did not indicate fly-in use would adversely affect bald
eagles.

O8-4
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I1—Don Lojek, Boise, Idaho

I1-1: Erosion will be addressed by establishing and enforcing a
100-foot-wide no-wake zone from the shorelines and
structures in the Boulder Creek Arm and by placing
marker buoys noting this zone.

I1-1
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I1-2: The Boulder Creek Arm will be managed as C/OS to
maintain a balance between human use and preservation
of natural areas, and to buffer the high-use recreation area
of the reservoir.

I1-2
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I2—Roark Nagler, Boise and Donnelly, Idaho

I2-1: The specific details of the Boulder Creek Recreation site
will be determined during RMP development. Your
comment will be considered at that time.

I2-1
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I3—Meg Lojek, Cedar City, Utah

I3-1: A no-wake zone will be enforced by the Valley County
Sheriff’s Department, according to State law, i.e. 100 feet
from structures throughout the arm and in the upper
reaches of the arm. Buoys will be placed at the entrance
to the arm to remind boaters of the regulations.

I3-1
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I4—Charles M. Couper, Boise, Idaho

I4-1: Reclamation does not have enforcement authority at the
reservoir; this is under the jurisdiction of the Valley
County Sheriff’s Department. Nevertheless, Reclamation
will continue to work with Valley County to increase law
enforcement at Lake Cascade.

I4-2: Buoys will be placed at the entrance to the Boulder Creek
Arm to remind boaters of the regulations. Reclamation
will also add signage and provide brochures on boater
safety.

I4-1

I4-2
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I5—Anthony F. Schinner, Kooskia, Idaho

I5-1: Vehicular access to the shoreline will be phased out for a
variety of reasons, including erosion and especially water
quality. Water quality was the overwhelming concern
raised by the public during the RMP process.
Reclamation does not have the resources to enforce
limited access along the shoreline because, once in the
drawdown zone, vehicles can be driven for many miles up
and down the reservoir.

I5-1
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I6—Matt F. and Rosalie Rice, Cascade, Idaho

I6-1: Please see response to comment I5-1, letter from Anthony
F. Schinner of Kooskia, Idaho.

I6-2: Reclamation does not have the authority to mandate
fishing practices. Fishing regulations are set by the Idaho
Department of Fish and Game.

I6-1

I6-2



Lake Cascade Resource Management Plan: Environmental Assessment

Appendix D D-46

I7—Roy Doan, Star, Idaho

I7-1: The Crown Point Road will be open for non-motorized
use to access the beaches in that area. The trail will be
designed to Uniform Federal Accessibility standards to
accommodate use by a wide range of individuals.
Snowmobiles are not restricted from using this route.
Please see response I5-1 regarding the reasons for
restricting vehicle access to the shoreline.

I7-1
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I8—Josh Davis, Cascade, Idaho

I8-1: The trail will be open to non-motorized uses that will
provide the access you describe. There are no plans for
landscaping along the trail.

I8-2: The railroad grade will continue to be used as a public
trail as you request. Reclamation recognizes the potential
for conflicts between snowmobiles and other winter users
and will address this issue if it becomes a serious
problem.

I8-1

I8-2
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I9—Krista Waldron, Cascade, Idaho

I9-1: The trail will remain open for non-motorized use only.
Please see response to comment I8-1, letter from Josh
Davis of Cascade, Idaho.

I9-1
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I10—Stan James, Boise, Idaho

I10-1: The facilities will be designed to best accommodate
recreation use and your concerns will be considered.

I10-2: Thank you for your suggestion on placement of the
facilities.

I10-1

I10-2
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I11—Sarah Hasbrouck, Cascade, Idaho

I11-1: The RMP, including several trails, will be implemented as
described and as funding is available.

I11-2: Most trails proposed in the RMP will be accompanied by
interpretive signage and kiosks.

I11-3: Hike-in camping is included for the Crown Point
extension area.I11-1

I11-2

I11-3
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I12—Don Moore, Boise, Idaho

I12-1: Please see response to comment O2-1, letter from Don
Moore, Western Whitewater Association.

I12-2: Please see response to comment O2-2, letter from Don
Moore, Western Whitewater Association.

I12-3: Please see response to comment O2-3, letter from Don
Moore, Western Whitewater Association.

I12-1

I12-2

I12-3
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I13—Kurt Becker, New Meadows, Idaho

I13-1: Reclamation is working with you in response to your
FOIA request. The comment period will not be extended
however.

I13-1
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I13-2: If glassy conditions exist on the main body of the
reservoir they would likely also exist on the reservoir
arms at that time. See response I13-3.

I13-2
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I13-3: Float plane take-off and landings were deemed
incompatible in the narrow reservoir arms because of
conflicts with other recreationists.

I13-4: Restricting float plane take-off and landing in the narrow
arms of the lake promotes safety for all lake users.
Landing a float plane at the mouth of Lake Fork or
Boulder Creek Arm and taxiing may be a minor
inconvenience, but Reclamation believes it would
promote general public safety on the lake.

I13-5: Reclamation has a duty to inform Valley County, FAA,
and the public of the potential safety hazards associated
with potential conflicts between airplanes and water craft.

I13-3

I13-4

I13-5
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I14—Kimberly Engelbreit, Donnelly, Idaho
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I14-1: The RMP includes a provision stating that Reclamation
will increase its efforts to acquire agricultural easements.

I14-2: Regulation of grazing practices is not under
Reclamation’s control either within or outside of the
agricultural easements.I14-1

I14-2
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I15—Ray W. Squires, Boise, Idaho

I15-1: Existing docks are permitted by a grandfather clause
under the Preferred Alternative. There are no rights to
boat docks.

I15-1
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I15-2: This boat launch is on Boise National Forest land and
under the jurisdiction of the USFS.

I15-1
(cont)

I15-2



Lake Cascade Resource Management Plan: Environmental Assessment

Appendix D D-59

I16—M. Carmen Lete, Nampa, Idaho

I16-1: Reclamation land adjacent to the Gibbens property will be
converted from C/OS to RR because it now meets these
criteria (i.e., it is less than 100 feet wide and adjacent to
other RR designated lands).

I16-2: Refer to response to comment I16-1.

I16-1

I16-2
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I17—Glenn Loomis, Cascade, Idaho

I17-1: Refer to response to comment I16-1.

I17-1
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I18—Dorothy Gestrin Rising, Cascade, Idaho

I18-1: Refer to response to comment I16-1.

I18-1
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I19—Bradford L. Huebner, Toledo, Ohio

I19-1: The Preferred Alternative would allow permits for
community docks to replace individual private docks. No
additional boat ramps, besides those included in the RMP,
would be allowed.

I19-2: Under the Preferred Alternative, Reclamation would
increase efforts to assist adjacent landowners in obtaining
permits for construction shoreline erosion control
measures and would provide some technical assistance in
the form of design standards.

I19-1

I19-2
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I19-3: Refer to response to comment I16-1. Only approved
subdivided lots adjacent to Reclamation lands in this RR
designation can apply for one boat dock permit per lot.
This can occur until the RMP is completed. After the
RMP is completed, no new dock permits will be allowed.

I19-4: An option for re-opening the airstrip has been added to
the Preferred Alternative, providing certain conditions are
met. This is described in Section 2.3.2 of the Final EA.I19-3

I19-2
(cont)

I19-4
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I20—Rob Cimbalik, Cascade, Idaho

I20-1: The Crown Point extension is planned as a non-motorized
trail.

I20-2: Additional WMAs beyond those included in the Preferred
Alternative are not planned for this RMP.

I20-1

I20-2
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I21—Matt Hewlett, Cascade, Idaho

I21-1: The Crown Point extension is planned as a non-motorized
trail.

I21-2: An option for re-opening the airstrip has been added to
the Preferred Alternative, providing certain conditions are
met. This is described in Section 2.3.2 of the Final EA.

I21-3: Reclamation policy does not restrict snowmobiles except
in designated recreation areas. Please also see response
I8-2.

I21-1

I21-2

I21-3
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I22—Mark Brilz, Boise and Cascade, Idaho

I22-1: The railroad bed in the Crown Point extension area
is planned as a non-motorized trail.

I22-2: Trail construction will be undertaken to focus and
consolidate use. This will involve marking certain
trails as closed to restore vegetation. Additional
near-shoreline trails are planned for the west side
near Mallard Bay and the recreation areas to the
north, the Crown Point extension area, and in the
southeast part of the reservoir.

I22-3: All existing developed campgrounds presently
have administrative access for maintenance and all
campgrounds developed under this RMP will have
administrative access for maintenance. Dispersed
camping will continue to be available and
signing/education will be increased to encourage
site clean-up and respect for adjacent neighbors.
Valley County Sheriff’s Department Marine
Deputies patrol Lake Cascade from the water.

I22-1

I22-2

I22-3
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I22-4: Reclamation would complete an access and site analysis
prior to locating all sites proposed as a part of the Crown
Point Extension. Existing regulations require protection
of wetlands.

I22-5: Reclamation does not control the number of recreational
users of motorized vehicles. Noise would be one of the
considerations in a future environmental analysis of the
potential re-opening of the airstrip.

I22-4

I22-5
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I23—Ken McPhail, Hollister, California

I23-1: We agree that the Preferred Alternative contains elements
that Reclamation desires, based on public comment,
environmental protection, and what is practical to implement
and enforce. We know of no action within this alternative
that violates boating laws or other mandates. Reclamation
and Valley County responded to the boat traffic and
congestion within Boulder Creek by placing buoys in the
channel in accordance with existing Idaho State Law. Valley
County is actively enforcing the state boating law. Other no-
wake zones are designated along the lake shore to protect
adjacent land uses.

Lake Cascade’s water quality is the result of many activities
in the watershed, most of which occur on lands not
encompassed by this RMP or are internal to the nature of the
physical and chemical characteristics of the lake itself.
Accordingly, this RMP only addresses the issues to protect
water quality associated with the Reclamation-administered
federal land.

The elements of the alternatives considered are required to
represent a reasonable range and, from our perspective, have
a likelihood of being accomplished. Reclamation does not
have ultimate or absolute authority related to the land and
resources at Lake Cascade. Removal of all the private boat
docks was seriously considered and evaluated. This action
was not a part of the Preferred Alternative because the
amount of federal land administered by Reclamation where
the boat docks are located, i.e., Rural Residential, would be
difficult and costly to develop for public purposes, such as a
trail.

I23-2

I23-1
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I23-2: All elements of the 1991 RMP were subject to
implementation when funds were available. Many plan
elements have been implemented, but some have not. By
definition, continuation of current management under the
provisions of the 1991 RMP constitutes the No Action
Alternative.

I23-3: Reclamation knows of no mandatory erosion control
goals for water quality. While bank erosion from waves
during storms and boat wakes does occur, phosphorus
loading from shoreline erosion is not a significant
contributor to the Lake’s overall annual phosphorus load
(IDEQ 1998a). Erosion control has been incorporated into
the RMP update in several areas. See also response to
comment I23-1.

I23-4: Please see response to comment I23-1.

I23-5: Refer to responses to comments I23-1 and I23-3.

I23-6: Reclamation has undertaken measures to improve water
quality through development of treatment wetlands on
small tributaries and will provide technical assistance to
land owners to reduce shoreline erosion. Reclamation will
also increase its efforts to acquire agricultural easements
and eliminate grazing on WMAs. Reclamation has no
control over runoff from Payette Lake in McCall.
Reclamation has, through an appropriation unrelated to
the Cascade RMP update, provided cost-share funding to
the City of McCall for construction of the City’s
wastewater facility.

I23-5

I23-6

I23-3

I23-4
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I23-7: Boating safety is addressed for all action alternatives
under water quality, surface water management, and
erosion control through increased enforcement of the
100-foot no-wake zones and distribution of handouts,
notices, and educational materials about navigational
hazards and observance of the voluntary 200-foot no-
wake zone.

I23-8: Refer to response to comment I23-1.

I23-9: Refer to response to comment I23-1.

I23-10: Refer to response to comment I23-1.

I23-10

I23-9

I23-7

I23-8
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I23-11: The seven private boat ramps have been in place for
many years. The ramps and the purposes they serve
were evaluated. It was concluded that substantial
damage could occur to the shoreline if they were
removed, the ramps are used by more than an
occasional boater, and the ramps could serve a public
purpose. Accordingly, the Preferred Alternative
includes issuing a permit to the adjoining property
owner or a subdivision requiring that the ramp be
maintained, be safe for use, be open for public boat
launching, and that liability insurance be in place. If the
adjoining landowner or subdivision refuses the terms of
the permit, the ramp will be removed.

I23-12: Removal of all boat docks would be consistent with
Reclamation’s national policy. It is included here to
provide a range of alternatives as required under NEPA.

I23-13: An analysis of boat hull and propulsion is beyond the
scope of the RMP. See response to comment I23-1
regarding no-wake designation and enforcement.

I23-11

I23-12

I23-13
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I23-14: Refer to response to comment I23-1.

I23-15: Refer to response to comment I23-1.

I23-16: Refer to response to comment I23-1.

I23-15

I23-14

I23-16
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I23-17: Refer to response to comment I23-1 regarding no-wake
zones. Under Federal law Reclamation must address
erosion of private lands where it occurs through erosion
protection, financial compensation, land acquisition, or
condemnation. Refer to response to comment I23-1.

I23-18: Refer to response to comment I23-1.

I23-19: Refer to response to comment I23-1 regarding no-wake
zones.

I23-17

I23-19

I23-18
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I23-20: Refer to response to comment I23-1.

I23-21: Reclamation will increase its efforts to acquire the
agricultural easements in order to eliminate grazing
and seek funding to fence those areas where grazing
is determined to be interfering with the operation
and maintenance of the reservoir.

I23-22: The projected 20 percent increase in visitation is
based on Ada County’s projection of a 20 percent
increase in population expected to occur within Ada
County by 2010 (Ada County Community Planning
Association 2000). Since 86 percent of the visitation
to Lake Cascade is from Ada County, the estimate
seems reasonable.

I23-23: Any difference in erosion caused by modern boat
designs versus old designs would be the same for all
alternatives.

I23-22

I23-21

I23-20

I23-23
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I23-24: Refer to response to comment I23-1.

I23-25: McCall’s wastewater is outside the scope of this
RMP update and is therefore not addressed. See
response I23-6.

I23-26: No-wake zones designed to protect habitat and
water quality have been retained from the 1991
RMP with additional measures proposed under the
Preferred Alternative.

I23-27: The text has been clarified.

I23-28: Boat dock removal has been discussed to an extent
consistent with the potential associated impacts of
this action. The alternatives have not been changed.

I23-29: Refer to response to comment I23-1.

I23-28

I23-27

I23-24

I23-25

I23-26

I23-29
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I23-30: The statement regarding surface area of docks is in
the context of fish habitat provided by the docks.
See response I23-12.

I23-31: With 86 percent of visitors coming from Treasure
Valley, it is reasonable to expect that a 20 percent
population increase would mean a 20 percent
increase in recreation use at Cascade.

I23-32: Sections discussing water quality, surface water
management, and erosion control are included for all
resource categories and the impacts of these
activities, both beneficial and adverse, are discussed
where effects occur.

I23-33: Accomplishments of elements in the RMP will be
tracked and documented. Volunteers will assist with
accomplishing many of the goals.

I23-33

I23-31

I23-30

I23-32
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I23-34: A proposed action can be beneficial for some
resources or users while at the same time have
adverse effects on other resources or users.

I23-35: Refer to response to comment I23-31.

I23-36: Refer to response to comment I23-31.

I23-37: We have revised the Final EA to include no-wake
zones in this discussion.

I23-38: The benefits and adverse effects from dock
removal are included here and elsewhere in the
document where effects would occur. See also
response to comment I23-12.

I23-39: Visual impacts are described in the context of
intrusions to natural surroundings. We do not
believe docks would be considered visually
appealing to most lake users.

I23-35

I23-36

I23-34

I23-37

I23-38

I23-39
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I23-40: The Snake River Area Office is the responsible
entity for management of the lands and resources
at Lake Cascade. Authorities to manage resources
at Lake Cascade came from a variety of laws and
regulations. Most authorities are cooperative in
nature regarding partners. Reclamation has no law
enforcement authority.

I23-41: The lack of standards prior to the 1991 RMP is
cited in the Draft EA. The assistance and
monitoring of retaining wall permits under the
Preferred Alternative would help assure these
structures are constructed properly and
maintained.

I23-42: Refer to response to comment I23-1. Under
requirements of the existing law, Reclamation
must transfer collected revenue to the U.S.
Treasury. Annual funding (appropriations) from
Congress far exceeds the revenue collected from
dock permits. Dock permits are not mandatory, but
a privilege to use federal land. Permit holders must
believe docks are valued at the cost or they would
not obtain a permit. Reclamation does not foresee
a change in our existing legal requirement to
return the collected revenue to the Treasury.

I23-41

I23-42

I23-40
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I23-43: Many of the actions noted in the 1991 RMP have in
fact been implemented. Major actions that have not
been undertaken include the airstrip re-opening and
construction of the Van Wyck marina. These have
not occurred because of easement holder reluctance
or lack of funding and local cost-share partners.
Future actions are also dependent on these same
issues.

I23-44: See Section 2.2 of the EA for an explanation of
alternative development. Elements in various
alternatives that are perceived as beneficial to some
users are not necessarily so to others. The Preferred
Alternative was developed through a public
involvement process. This process included input
from Reclamation staff regarding the ability to
accomplish recommendations including funding,
authorities, and personnel limitations. Reclamation
authority is limited to the federal land it administers.

I23-45: See response to comment I23-12.

I23-43

I23-44

I23-45
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I23-46: Refer to response to comments I23-1.

I23-47: Reclamation has provided a widely publicized
window for applications for new boat docks. This
period will not be extended. Changing a
Reclamation-wide policy that applies to all
Reclamation projects is beyond the scope of this
RMP.

I23-48: Refer to response to comment I23-12.

I23-47

I23-46

I23-48
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I23-49: The alternatives were developed based on input
from the public and ad hoc work groups. The
structure and components of the alternatives is
intended to provide a range of alternatives for
consideration, as required by NEPA.

I23-50: Reclamation personnel are responsible for the
RMP as written, and will complete the projects
and activities outlined in the RMP that fall within
Reclamation authorities and with funding provided
by Congress.

I23-51: Reclamation and Valley County will work
together to accomplish the necessary law
enforcement needed to implement the RMP.

I23-49

I23-50

I23-51
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I23-51
(cont)
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I24—Cynda Herrick, Cascade, Idaho

I24-1: Reclamation lands have been closed to ORV’s
including cars and pickups since 1974. The plan
provides for facilities to be developed to
accommodate elderly and physically challenged
users.

I24-2: State park regulations govern pets in the recreation
areas.

I24-3: Only vehicle access to the shoreline will be
prohibited.

I24-4: The Crown Point Road will be open for non-
motorized use to access the beaches in that area. The
trail will be designed to Uniform Federal
Accessibility standards to accommodate use by all
individuals.

I24-5: Under a separate process prior to beginning the
update to the RMP, Reclamation held public
meetings to determine various locations for a marina
near Cascade. These marina locations were further
assessed during the RMP update process and the
final site was selected. The site was selected because
of the feasibility of construction and least amount of
impacts at this location.

I24-1

I24-2

I24-3

I24-4

I24-5
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I24-6: The road across the dam will not be closed.
Reclamation assists Valley County with funding
various projects and discussions could also include
Lakeshore Drive.

I24-7: Please see response I24-6.

I24-8: In Reclamation’s March 17, 1992, letter to Mr.
Ankenman, the only reference to “signs” states,
“signs indicating day use only will be posted at the
site.” Recreation use has increased at all the
recreation sites at Lake Cascade. Additionally, the
number of residents or second homes has
dramatically increased, particularly in the Boulder
Creek area.

I24-6

I24-7

I24-8
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I25—Charles D. Clarke, Donnelly, Idaho

I25-1: The decision to maintain the 300,000 acre feet
conservation pool would not change based on future
sedimentation.

I25-2: Under the Preferred Alternative encroachments that
do not serve a public purpose will be removed from
C/OS, WMA, RR, and recreation lands.

I25-3: Reclamation will look into this during maintenance
inspection of the constructed wetlands.

I25-1

I25-2

I25-3
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I25-4: Reclamation had substantial problems with the
electric fence being grounded and cattle walking
through it in the Poison Creek area in the fall of 2000.
This is an ongoing problem (some years worse than
others) that we continue to work on with the cattle
ranchers and attempt to resolve.

I25-5: The maps will be changed to avoid confusion.

I25-6: Please see response to comment I23-3.

I25-7: The buffer is intended to separate individual and
group camps and does not imply which group causes
the need for a buffer.

I25-8: As a public agency, Reclamation refers to land as
“Reclamation-owned” as a convenience to
differentiate from many other types of public and
private lands surrounding Lake Cascade. Reclamation
lands are owned by the public, but are not considered
public land as defined by the Bureau of Land
Management. Other federal agencies manage “public
lands” for public purposes and those lands are open to
the public unless specifically closed. Reclamation
manages federally-owned acquired or withdrawn
public lands for specific Reclamation project
purposes. Those lands are closed unless specifically
opened for public use such as for ORV use.

I25-5

I25-4

I25-6

I25-7

I25-8
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I25-9: The word “gravity” has been added to the definition.

I25-10: The definition has been revised according to your
comment.

I25-11: A definition has been added and it does not include
snowmobiles.

I25-11

I25-10

I25-9
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I26—Odos Lowery, Boise, Idaho

I26-1: Please see response to comment I24-5. Water
pollution has been identified as an impact associated
with marinas.

I26-2: Development of the marina would occur in phases to
meet demand. The phasing of marina development
would also allow Reclamation and IDPR to monitor
any potential impacts associated with this
development.

I26-3: Please see response to comment I7-1 and I8-2.

I26-4: An option for re-opening the airstrip has been added
to the Preferred Alternative, providing certain
conditions are met. Part of these conditions include
monitoring for noise disturbance to bald eagles. This
is described in Section 2.3.2 of the Final EA. Noise
will be evaluated in a separate NEPA document if
the airstrip proposal moves forward.

I26-2

I26-4

I26-1

I26-3
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I27—Steve Herrick, Boise, Idaho

I27-1: Issues such as noise would be addressed, along with
other environmental concerns, in a separate EA that
would be conducted to evaluate re-opening the
airstrip.

I27-2: Noise issues from existing, ongoing activities that
are not under Reclamation control (boats, jet-skis,
snowmobiles) are outside of the scope of this RMP
and EA. Noise associated with potentially
re-opening the airstrip would be addressed under a
separate NEPA analysis.

I27-3: Specific camping sites will be determined through
further study when the RMP is implemented.

I27-3

I27-1

I27-2
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I28—JoAnn J. and Charles O. Hower, Cascade, Idaho

I28-1: The Crown Point extension will be confined to non-
motorized uses.

I28-2: Current and projected use indicates that this marina
will be needed to accommodate visitors. The
development would occur in phases to meet
demand, and could be adjusted as needed.

I28-1

I28-2
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I29—Jared Scott, Cascade, Idaho

I29-1: Additional WMAs beyond those included in the
Preferred Alternative are not planned for this RMP.

I29-2: Another marina is not planned beyond those listed in
the Preferred Alternative.

I29-1

I29-2



Lake Cascade Resource Management Plan: Environmental Assessment

Appendix D D-92

I30—Ben Wellington, Cascade, Idaho

I30-1: Thank you for your comment.

I30-2: A breakwater would be constructed along with the
marina when Reclamation funds are available, when
a managing partner is identified, and when cost-
share conditions are met.

I30-1

I30-2



Lake Cascade Resource Management Plan: Environmental Assessment

Appendix D D-93

I31—Jonne Hower Lowery, Boise, Idaho

I31-1: Please see response to comment I29-2.

I31-2: It was determined that closure of C/OS lands to
snowmobiles was not necessary as a management
action in the RMP.

I31-3: Snowmobiles are allowed on the reservoir.
Enforcement is done by the Valley County Sheriff’s
Department. However, there are no speed limits for
snowmobiles.

I31-1

I31-2

I31-3
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I31-4: Boat-in camping occurs at this site and would be
formalized by completing the Crown Point Extension.

I31-5: The Crown Point extension will be confined to non-
motorized uses.

I31-6: An option for re-opening the airstrip has been added
to the Preferred Alternative, providing certain
conditions are met. Part of these conditions include
monitoring for noise disturbance to bald eagles. This
is described in Section 2.3.2 of the Final EA.

I31-7: Snowmobiles will be allowed on the non-motorized
trail for the Crown Point extension. Please see
response I7-1 and I8-2.

I31-7

I31-6

I31-5

I31-4



Lake Cascade Resource Management Plan: Environmental Assessment

Appendix D D-95

I32—David Barton, Donnelly, Idaho

I32-1: Private ramps are those constructed for use by a
subdivision or group of people and not located at, within,
or adjacent to a public recreation site or public facility.
The RMP proposes a permit for these ramps to continue
to be used. Refer to response to comment I23-11.

I32-2: Encroachments are any and all structures and
improvements, including landscaping, that encroach onto
federal lands. All encroachments that do not serve a
public purpose will be removed. Properly constructed and
functioning retaining walls that prevent erosion as well as
deep-rooted vegetation that prevent erosion would be
deemed in the public interest and would not be removed.I32-2

I32-1
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I33—Jerry Robinson, McCall, Idaho

I33-1: No new private docks will be permitted, according
to national Reclamation policy. However,
community docks will continue to be allowed where
they replace individual docks.

I33-2: Access to the lake is provided in many forms and
will be increased for different recreational
experiences.

I33-3: An option for re-opening the airstrip has been added
to the Preferred Alternative, providing certain
conditions are met. Part of these conditions include
monitoring for noise disturbance to bald eagles. This
is described in Section 2.3.2 of the Final EA.

I33-1

I33-2

I33-3
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I34—Kathleen Terry, Boise, Idaho

I34-1: An option for re-opening the airstrip has been added
to the Preferred Alternative, providing certain
conditions are met. Part of these conditions include
monitoring for noise disturbance to bald eagles. This
is described in Section 2.3.2 of the Final EA. Fuel
would not be available at the airstrip if it is opened.

I34-1
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I35—Kirk C. Odencrantz, Eagle, Idaho

I35-1: Please see response to comment I34-1. The impacts
will be monitored as part of the conditions for re-
opening the airstrip.

I35-2: Please see response I27-2.

I35-1

I35-2



Lake Cascade Resource Management Plan: Environmental Assessment

Appendix D D-99

I36—Name and Address Withheld

I36-1: See Response I27-2. Details concerning impacts and
operating conditions would be addressed under a
future NEPA analysis if initial monitoring shows no
potential for impacts on bald eagles. Issues such as
noise would be addressed at that time.

I36-1

I36-2
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I36-2: Refer to response I36-1.

I36-3: These issues would be addressed at the time a
permit is proposed and during the separate NEPA
compliance process.

I36-2
(cont.)

I36-3
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I36-4: Please see response I36-3.

I36-4
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I37—Beverly Pressman, Address Withheld

I37-1: Your letter refers to the proposed airstrip in the Day
Star area. While some of the comments might still
apply, this is an airstrip proposed on private
property and not the same airstrip referred to in the
RMP.

I37-1
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I38— Ronn Julian, Cascade, Idaho

I38-1: Safety, along with other issues, would be addressed
under a separate future NEPA analysis.

I38-1
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I39—William Miller, Cascade, Idaho

I39-1: Re-opening the airstrip will be addressed in the
future following bald eagle monitoring and through
a separate NEPA process.

I39-1
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I40—Michael Anderson, McCall, Idaho

I40-1: Please see response to comment O5-1, letter from
Kathleen Miller, Idaho Aviation Association.

I40-1
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I40-2: Please see response to comment O5-1, letter from
Kathleen Miller, Idaho Aviation Association.

I40-2
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I41—Richard Thompson, Council, Idaho

I41-1: The resources within the scope of the RMP update
are listed and explained in Section 1.8, Summary of
Issues.

I41-2: Please see response to comment O6-1, letter from
Ray Costello, Aircraft Owners and Pilots
Association. Re-opening of the airstrip is now part
of the Preferred Alternative.

I41-2

I41-1
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I41-3: Please see response to comment O6-1, letter from
Ray Costello, Aircraft Owners and Pilots
Association; and response to comment O5-1, letter
from Kathleen Miller, Idaho Aviation Association.

I41-3
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I42—Bart Welsh, Boise, Idaho
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I42-1: Please see response to comment O6-1, letter from Ray
Costello, Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association; and
response to comment O5-1, letter from Kathleen
Miller, Idaho Aviation Association. We know of no
extensive environmental impact studies pertaining to
the State Airstrip showing it to be compatible. The
1991 RMP identified the need for further study prior
to re-opening the airstrip.

I42-1
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I42-2: An option for re-opening the airstrip has been added to
the Preferred Alternative, providing certain conditions are
met. This is described in Section 2.3.2 of the Final EA.

I42-2
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I43—Olivia Welch, Boise, Idaho

I43-1: The comment period was not extended. Reclamation
received numerous comments both for and against
re-opening the airstrip covering a wide range of
issues. Furthermore, potential opening of the airstrip
would be fully addressed under a separate future
NEPA analysis. This will provide adequate
opportunities to provide input to and comment on
the pros and cons of re-opening the airstrip.

I43-1
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I43-2: If the decision is made to issue a permit to re-open the
airstrip, then the RMP would be revised to re-
designate the area as a recreation area.

I43-3: Bald eagles were a concern in re-opening the airstrip
in 1991 and continue to be so today. It is true that the
nearest eagle nest is over 1-1/2 miles from the airstrip,
however studies in the late 1980’s showed bald eagles
using the area near the airstrip for perching and
foraging. Monitoring of bald eagles in 2001 will help
to determine the extent of current use and if bald
eagles would be adversely affected by activities at the
airstrip. It is possible that a monitoring with the use of
airplanes may be desirable after a provisional
opening. All of these activities would involve
consultation with FWS and IDFG.

I43-3

I43-2
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