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Letter 71. David E. Paeixotto, December 3, 1998.

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

71-B
Comments noted.

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

71-D
Comment noted.
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Letter 72. Dahl C. Phelps, October 14, 1998.

72-A
The jetty would not be removed under the Proposed Action.  The amount of logs that drift into
Horseshoe bay would not be changed by the Proposed Action.

72-B
Currently NPS manages more than 250 acres of Fort Baker and U.S. Park Police and protection
Rangers provide security for the site through an agreement with the Army.  The Golden Gate Bridge,
Highway, and Transportation District also operates its own security program.  Security provided by
the minimal presence of the remaining Army functions would be greatly enhanced by the Proposed
Action. Vacant buildings would be occupied and NPS and US Park Police presence will be increased.
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Letter 73. Roger J. Philpott, November 10, 1998.

73-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB
which addresses the issues raised.
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Letter 74. Kalvin Platt, SWA Group, December 7, 1998.

74-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #5 – Ferry/Water Shuttle which addresses these
issues.
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Letter 75. John Ponta, November 27, 1998.

75-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB which addresses these issues.
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Letter 76. Poor Man’s Stg Cruises, November 27, 1998.

76-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response # 7 – Preference for Docks over Moorings.
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77-A

77-A
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Letter 77. H.J. Recktenwald, November 4, 1998.

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

77-B
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over Moorings.
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Letter 78. William R. Riley, December 6, 1998.

78-A
Comments noted, thank you.  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 79. John M. Robinson

79-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB
which addresses these issues.
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Letter 80. Kelly Robinson, November 9, 1998.

80-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 81. Janice H. Rogers, December 2, 1998.
81-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 82. Marti Roush, October 1998.
82-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.



 83-A
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Letter 83. John Schroeder, November 11, 1998.

83-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 84. Cindy R. Schultz, November 13, 1998.
84-A
Comment 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 85. Bernie Shapiro, November 18, 1998.

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



86-A

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS
3-238



F O R T  B A K E R
Final EIS

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

3-239

Letter 86. Keith A. Sigg, November 9, 1998.

86-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 87. Richard J. Siggins, November 17, 1998.

87-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #1 – Conzelman Road Closure.
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88-A
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Letter 88. George W. Sibert, November 11, 1998.

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

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

89-A
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Letter 89. Henry Cole Stage III, October 20, 1998.

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

89-B
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over Moorings.
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Letter 90. Larry M. Starn, October 26, 1998.

90-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 91. Bill Stetner, December 1998.

91-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 92. Thomas Tilley, December 1998.

92-A
Comment noted, thank you.
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Letter 93. Joseph C. Tirre, November 11, 1998.

93-A
Comment noted, thank you.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining
PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 94. Ray Tomlinson, November 18, 1998.

94-A
Comment 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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F O R T  B A K E R
Final EIS

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

3-257

Letter 95. Peter K. Van Der Werff, December 7, 1998.

95-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over Moorings and
Master Response #8 – Impacts to Current Users of Boat Shop and Marina.

95-B
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 96. Richard H. White, November 16, 1998.

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

96-B
Comment 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 97. Anna Cremer-Wilke, Burkhard Wilke, October 11, 1998.

97-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB
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Letter 98. Carl B. Wolfram, November 9, 1998.

98-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #6 – Preference for Docks over Moorings.
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Letter 99. Susan Worden, William Henry Worden, September 5, 1998.

99-A
Comment noted.  The Proposed Action would preserve the existing dock at the boat shop and provide
docks to accommodate other program related boats, and organization and agency use.  Provisions
would continue to allow the Coast Guard to leave rescued vessels or other disabled vessels to tie up
there until other arrangements can be made.  Please refer to Master Response # 7 – Preference for
Docks over Moorings for additional information on this subject.
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Letter 100. Dave Adams, October 20, 1998.

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

100-B
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 101. David Archer, October 20, 1998.

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

101-B
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #8 – Impacts to Current Users of Boat Shop and
Marina.
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Letter 102. Christina Stockton, December 9, 1998.

102-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 103. Stefanie Harvey, December 8, 1998.

103-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 104. Ron and Judy Recher, November 11, 1998.

104-A
Comment 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 105. Herb Puscheck, November 11, 1998.

105-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 106. Walter M. Patterson, November 11, 1998.

106-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 107. Jack Halsey, November 11, 1998.

107-A
Comment noted, than you.
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Letter 108. CMCRJ @ aol .com, November 11, 1998.

108-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 109. Orlando Tyson, November 23, 1998.

109-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 110. Bill Stettner, December 7, 1998.

110-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 111. J.H. Bradley, November 30, 1998.

111-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 112. John Kubiak, November 1, 1998.

112-A
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response #7 – Preference for Retaining PYC/Travis AFB.
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Letter 113. Matthew and Donna Walker, December 14, 1998.

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


