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Letter 31. Diane Brown, November 12, 1998.

31-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 32. Carl and Jaci Di Stefano, November 12, 1998.

32-A
Comments noted.  Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over Moorings, and
Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 33. Bill Downs, December 7, 1998.

33-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over Moorings.

33-B
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 34. James W. Earhart, November, 13, 1998.

34-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.

33-B
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over Mooring.
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Letter 35. Charles Egiziano, December 7, 1998.

35-A
Thank you, comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 36. Gene Erickson, October 12, 1998.

Thank you, your comments and recommendations are noted.

36-A
Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over Moorings.

36-B
The Proposed Action envisions setting aside sufficient space to provide for future maintenance of
slips and moorings in Horseshoe Bay.  It is expected that this would not require a significant amount
of space and would not conflict with the use of other portions of the boat shop for the uses set forth in
the Proposed Action.  The actual allocation of space in the boat shop to various uses would occur in
more detailed design studies subsequent to the issuance of the FEIS. (Also see Master Response #6.)

36-C
Restoration of a sandy beach along Horseshoe Bay would permit greater access to the larger water’s
edge in all weather, and would expand those on-site beach areas now actively used throughout the
year by visitors, canoe and kayak clubs, the Bay Area Discovery Museum, boaters, the Coast Guard
and others.
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Letter 37. Tom Fahey, December 5, 1998.

37-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over Moorings.

37-B
The Proposed Action calls for the provision of moorings and docks.  Docks would be available for use
by distressed vessels and programs such as sail lessons.  Please refer to Master Response #6.
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Letter 38. Nicholas Falzone, November 14, 1998.

38-A, B
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #1 - Conzelman Road Closure.
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Letter 39. Charles Fleischer, December 7, 1998.

39-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB
Management.
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Letter 40. Gary D. Gale, November 22, 1998.

40-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 41. Donald Girkout, November 22, 1998.

41-A
Comments noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB, and Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over Moorings.
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Letter 42. Bob Harmon, December 6, 1998.

42-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Responses #7 – Preference for Docks over Moorings.

42-B
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB

42-C
Comment noted.  Also, please see response to comment 66-C.
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Letter 43. Henry J. Gordon, December 5, 1998.

43-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over Moorings.

43-B
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 44. Henry J. Gordon, December 2, 1998.

44-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over Moorings.

44-B
Comment noted.
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Letter 45. Michael Irvine, December 7, 1998.

45-A
Comments noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 46. Dave Jenkins, December 7, 1998.

46-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 47. Lowell Jett, October 14, 1998.

47-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 48. Tom Johnson, Sausalito Waterfront Activities, December 7, 1998.

48-A
The historic significance of the building will be preserved under the Proposed Action.  Uses that
continue or relate to the historic use of the boat shop would be appropriate and possible under the
Proposed Action if also compatible with the other public use goals of the plan.
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Letter 49. Wayne Y. Koide, November 30, 1998.

49-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #8 – Impacts to Current Users of Boat
Shop and Marina.

49-B
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 50. Harry R. Kramp, November 1998.

50-A
Comment noted.  See Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over Moorings.
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Letter 51. Joseph Krensavage, November 1998.

51-A
Comments noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #8 – Impacts to Current Users of Boat
Shop and Marina.

51-B
Comments noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 52. Joáo Lage, December 7, 1998.

52-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 53. Stanley J. Lander, November 27, 1998.

53-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 54. Michael Laster, November 12, 1998.

54-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 55. William A. Lavelle, November 10, 1998.

55-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB.

55-B
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over
Moorings.
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Letter 56. William Lavelle, October 20, 1998.

56-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB.

56-B
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over
Moorings.
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Letter 57. George Lawton, November 12, 1998.

57-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB.

57-B
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #8 – Impacts to Current Users of Boat
Shop and Marina.

57-C
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over
Moorings.
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Letter 58. Thomas Leavitt, Golden Gate National Recreation Association, November 21,

1998.

58-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to response to comment 15-B.
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Letter 59. Carl R. Lischeske, October 20, 1998.

59-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over
Moorings.

59-B
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 60. Jon C. Long, October 20, 1998.

60-A
Comment noted.

60-B
See Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over Moorings.

60-C
See Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 61. Mark Lowpensky, December 7, 1998.

61-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB
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Letter 62. Robert J. Lull, November 9, 1998.

62-A
Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over Moorings.

62-B
Thank you, your comments and suggestions are noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 –
Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB, and Master Response #8 – Impacts to Current Users of
Boat Shop and Marina.
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Letter 63. Robert J. Lull, November 20, 1998.

63-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB.

63-B
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over
Moorings.
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Letter 64. Daniel Mahoney, December 7, 1998.

64-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over
Moorings.
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Letter 65. Buzz Mantle, December 7, 1998.

65-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB, and Master Response #8 – Impacts to Current Users of Boat Shop and Marina.
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Letter 66. John C. Machum, December 1, 1998.

66-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over
Moorings.

66-B
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB

66-C
Comment noted.  Appendix A identifies Bldg. 665 as a historic structure proposed for removal.  The
text in 2.2.3 has been corrected to reflect that this is a historic building that would be removed under
the Proposed Action.  The adverse impact resulting from its removal is addressed in Section 4.2.5.3
and mitigation included in 2.6.5.  A Memorandum of Agreement with the State Historic Preservation
Office, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation and the National Park Service would complete
compliance with the National Historic Preservation Act.  Removal of this building along with
adjacent non-historic Bldg. 659 is part of the waterfront and beach restoration.  Future maintenance
needs associated with the boat shop can be handled within the boat shop building, and Bldg. 699,
which would be retained.  Bicycle rental and other visitor services can be provided in the boat shop or
Bldg. 699 adjacent to it, which is retained in the Proposed Action.

66-D
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #2– Parking.

66-E
See Master Response #3 – Treatment of Waterfront, response to comment 66-F and Section 4.2.2.1 in
the EIS.

66-F
Comment noted.

66-G
The Proposed Action would include night lighting for visitor safety and protection.  As discussed in
the EIS, such lighting would be designed to minimize the effects of glare while ensuring basic safety.
Refer to EIS Section 4.2.10.5 for additional information.

66- H
Comment noted and correction made.  The text in Section 3.12.1 of the FEIS has been changed to
reflect that repair and rehabilitation of the water system is required to provide adequate fire flows.
Thank you.
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Letter 67. Lee Miller, November 11, 1998.

67-A
Comment noted, thank you.  The Proposed Action calls for the provision of docks and moorings.
Docks would continue to be available for distressed vehicles (see Master Response #6 for additional
information).  Also, please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB
and Master Response #8 – Impacts to Current Users of Boat Shop and Marina for additional
information related to the issues raised in your e-mail.
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Letter 68. Eric Mueller, December 8, 1998.

68-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB

68-B
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over
Moorings.
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Letter 69. James B. Nelson, October 18, 1998.

69-A
Comments noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB, and Master Response #8 – Impacts to Current Users of Boat Shop and Marina.
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Letter 70. John B. Nun, November 11, 1998.

70-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB.


