
























































Reclamation would continue to work with appropriate agencies and entities to adequately 
manage the New Melones Lake Area. Further, the New Melones Lake Project would 
continue to be designated and managed as a Special Use Area, pursuant to 43 CFR, Part 
423. 

Alternative A (No Action-Continue Current Management) 
Alternative A is the continuation of current management and would continue present 
management practices based on the existing land use plan and plan amendments. Valid 
and feasible decisions contained in the 1976 Master Plan would be implemented, if they 
are not already completed. Direction contained in existing laws, regulations, policies, and 
standards would also continue to be implemented, sometimes superseding provisions of 
the 1976 Master Plan. The cunent levels, methods, and mix of multiple use management 
of public lands in the New Melones Lake Area would continue, and resource values 
would generally receive attention at present levels. Existing facilities, roads, and trails 
would not be expanded or updated unless it were done under the direction of specific 
health and safety or Americans with Disabilities Act guidelines. Best management 
practices would continue to be used to address fire response at New Melones Lake. Land 
management would also comply with land allocation identified in the 1976 Master Plan. 

Alternative B (Increased Use) 
Alternative B emphasizes active management for access and recreation. Protecting other 
resources would be secondary to accommodating recreational interests, although all 
resources would be managed, at minimum, to the levels required by law. This alternative 
also emphasizes opportunities for developed and motorized recreation. Alternative B 
would focus on increasing access (roads and trails) and expanding facilities (such as 
concessions and fish cleaning stations). The key components of this alternative are 
evaluating the addition of recreation facilities at GlOly Hole, Tuttletown, Bowie Flat, 
Westside, French Flat, Bear Creek, Parrotts Feny, Mark Twain, and Greenhorn Green 
Management Areas; allowing increased levels of houseboat, water vessel, and equestrian 
usc; and relocating the equestrian staging area. Prescriptive grazing may be allowed to 
assist in invasive weed removal and fire protection. WROS categories would change 
certain management areas from Rural Natural to Rural Developed, or from Semi 
Primitive to Rural Natural. 

Alternative C (Conservation) 
Alternative C deemphasizes recreational goals and facilities in favor of natural resource 
values. There would be less active management of recreational resources and facilities 
than under the other alte1'llatives. Alternative C emphasizes tighter controls 011 motorized 
recreation. The key components of this altel1lative include potentially decreasing tlle level 
of houseboat use and minimizing development ofl'ecreatioll areas ill Rural Natural and 
Rural Developed Management Areas, in addition to relocating the equestrian staging 
area. New trails would not be developed unless needed to protect sensitive species and 
habitats. Access to caves and rock climbing routes would also be restricted to protect 
unique and special status species habitats. This alternative would allow the use of 
chemical, biological, and mechanical controls to help eradicate invasive species. WROS 
categories would change slightly to less developed uses. 
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Alternative D (Multiple Use) ( 
Alternative D is intended to balance management of recreational uses and resources with 
management of natural and cultural resources. This alternative was developed by 
combining those aspects of Alternatives A, B, and C that provide the most balanced 
outcome for managing public lands within the New Melones Lake Area. Alternative D 
incorporates many management objectives and actions from the first three alternatives 
and may include new management direction as necessary. This alternative also generally 
allows for more uses and active resource management than under Alternative C but less 
than under Alternative B. The key components of this alternative include allowing 
increased watercraft use with new lake use zones and term limits for houseboats, 
minimizing development of recreation areas in Rural Natural Areas, and relocating the 
equestrian staging area. Reclamation would fully implement a project-wide Fire 
Management Plan. In addition, the PWMA Interim Management Plan would be fully 
implemented by being adopted into the New Melones RMP. Alternative D would call for 
a moderate amount of updating and modernizing ofraads, access areas, and facilities. 
Alternative D, like Alternatives Band C, would update land use allocations based on 
input from the public and results of the visitor use survey, Water Recreation Opportunity 
SpectlUm, and the commercial services plan. Under Alternative D, Reclamation would 
develop and implement a long-term strategy for managing hunting as visitation and urban 
development increase. Reclamation would also expand environmental constraints on 
recreation activities. Trail improvements would focus on allowing a diversity of uses. 
WROS categories would change slightly, to more developed uses. 

Environmental Consequences 

Alternative A (No Action Altel'llative) would be a continuation of cunent management. 
Alternative B offers tile greatest potential for recreational use and development but the 
greatest potential impact on the physical and biological environment. Conversely, 
Alternative C would have a lesser impact on physical and biological resources but a 
greater impact on the potential for development and recreation in the New Melones Lake 
Area. Alternative D would allow for many uses to continue but could constrain certain 
activities in order to maintain or improve natural and cultural resources. Impacts under 
Alternative D tend to be within the range of Alternatives Band C. Taking no action 
would prohibit Reclamation from implementing management measures needed to both 
protect resources and to address concerns related to recreation pressure. Detailed 
descriptions of impacts of the four alternatives are provided in Chapter 6, along with a 
discussion of the cumulative impacts, irretrievable and irreversible commitments of 
resources, and unavoidable adverse impacts of the alternatives. 

Rationale for Identifying the Preferred Alternative 

Alternative D is Reclamation's preferred alternative and the proposed action alternative. 
Reclamation selected the preferred alternative based on interdisciplinary team 
recommendations, environ1l1ental consequences analysis of the alternatives, and public 
input during scoping. Alternative D has received the most public SUppOlt; comments 
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received have indicated the public's desire to continue conservation, while providing for 
increased recreation opportnnities. 

Alternative A, the No Action Alternative, minimally addresses current and relevant issues 
identified through public scoping and required components of the land use planning 
document. Alternative A was not the preferred alternative because it does not adequately 
address issues and concerns identified by the public or required planning components and 
concerns of the planning team. 

Alternatives Band C both address the identified relevant issues and required components 
necessalY in a land use planning document focusing on conservation and uses of the 
public land. Alternatives Band C also address the public's issues and concerns through 
identified management direction, as well as the purpose and need, but they lack a balance 
between resource conservation and resource use allocations. 

At this time, Alternative D, the preferred alternative, provides the most reasonable and 
practical approach to managing the project land resources and uses, while addressing the 
relevant issues and purpose and need. This alternative incorporates many management 
objectives and actions from the other alternatives and may include new management 
direction as necessmy. Alternative D balances project lands management with an 
appropriate level of flexibility to meet the overall needs of the resources and use 
allocations. This alternative represents management that is proactive and provides 
flexibility to adjust to changing conditions over the life of the plan, while emphasizing a 
level of protection, enhancement, and use of the resources into the futnre. 

Comparison and Summary of Alternatives and 
Environmental Consequences 

This section is a summalY of key differences in environmental effects among the 
alternatives. (Not all effects from proposed management actions are discussed.) 

Air Quality 
The major sources of air pollutant emissions at or near the New Melones Lake Area are 
boating mId personal watercraft use, wildland fires, agricultural burns on private lands, 
vehicle traffic on paved and unpaved roads, campfires and camp stoves used in 
campgrounds, internal combustion engine equipment (such as portable generators) used 
in campgrounds, and mining and mineral development activities. 

Alternative A includes programs and actions to maintain facilities but does not include 
actions for constlUcting large facilities. Consequently, Altemative A would have limited 
air quality effects from construction. Recreational use levels and resulting air pollutant 
emissions would increase in proportion to regional population growth. Under Alternative 
A, there would be lower recreation-related emissions of air pollutants than under 
Alternatives B, C, or D. 
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Alternative B includes actions to construct various new recreation facilities, including an 
off-highway vehicle park, campgrounds, marina facilities, wave attenuators, and floating 
campsites. Construction activities for these facilities would result in temporalY air 
pollutant and greenhouse gas emissions. Increased visitor levels related to the availability 
of these new facilities would be an ongoing source of additional air pollutant and 
greenhouse gas emissions. Similar impacts would occur under Altel'l1atives C and D, but 
the effects would be less because less development and use would occur. Overall, 
recreation use and new recreation facilities, and therefore the potential for recreation 
management to affect air quality, would be greatest under Altel'l1ative B, followed by D, 
C, and A. 

NoIse 
The highest overall noise levels are expected to be in the vicinity of the campgrounds, the 
marina, the boat launch facilities, and occupied day use areas. In general, noise 
conditions in the New Melones Lake Area would not interfere with recreational activities 
and experiences. Overall, recreation use and new recreation facilities, and therefore the 
potential for recreation management to affect noise levels, would be greatest under 
Alternative B, followed by D, C, and A. Alternative C calls for enforceable noise 
management regulations for boating activities and other recreation activities. Due to 
mandatory compliance with noise regulations, Alternative C would have greater potential 
to minimize noise impacts than would Alternatives A, B, and D, under which compliance 
with noise management regulations would be voluntary. 

Geological Resources 
Impacts on geologic resources occur from large-scale surface disturbance, erosion, 
excavation, and vandalism. Alternatives B, C, and D include reqnirements that fuel 
breaks and firebreaks would be desiglled to take soil stabilization into consideration, 
indirectly decreasing the potential for subsequent erosion, as compared to Alternative A. 

Recreational users affect soils directly by disturbing unstable soils and compacting soil. 
These affects lead indirectly to increased erosion and reduced quality of biological ClUStS. 
Groups of horses may also disturb soil in areas where they are tethered. Overall, 
recreation use and new recreation facilities, and therefore the potential for recreation 
management to affect geologic resources, would be greatest under Alternative B, 
followed by D, C, and A. 

Under Alternative C, access to caves would be controlled to reduce disturbance and 
vandalism. The restrictions would be greater than those under Alternatives A, B, and D. 

Water Resources 
Reclamation would construct additional recreation facilities, would provide additional 
services, and would allow additional recreation activities under Alternatives B, C, and D. 
Some of the facilities, services, and activities would be in undeveloped areas, and would 
increase the amount of impervious surface. This would change erosion and drainage 
patterns, resulting in changes in water turbidity and groundwater infiltration. As the 

( 

incidental use of developing areas increases, tile potential degradation of water quality .. 
would increase. Conversely, providing facilities and receptacles for proper disposal of ( 
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· waste would preserve water quality. Alternative E would have mOrC new facilities, 
services, and activities than under Alternatives C and D, and therefore the greatest effects 
are under this alternative. 

Effects on water resources from integrated pest management would he less under 
Alternative C, as compared to Alternatives A, E, and D. Under Alternative C, 
Reclamation would use target-specific herbicides. Therefore, the use of chemicals 
capable of contaminating water would decrease. 

Visual Resources 
Effects on visual resources result from actions that would change the visual resources by 
either introducing intrusions into the landscape or, conversely, protecting the landscape 
from such visual intrusions. Reclamation may construct additional recreation facilities, 
provide additional services, and allow additional recreation activities under Alternatives 
E, C, and D. Some of the facilities, services, and activities would be in undeveloped 
areas, resulting in loss of the natural landscape and open space and the creation of 
nighttime light and glare. Alternative B would have more new facilities, services, and 
activities than Alternatives C and D, so the greatest effects would be under this 
alternative. 

Vegetation, Fish and Wildlife, and Special Status Species 
Alternative C would best protect native vegetation communities and habitat to maintain 
biological diversity of wildlife, while Alternatives A and E allow for some compromise 
to plant and wildlife species and their habitat conditions. Alternative D combines aspects 
of the other alternatives to provide a flexible approach to achieving other management 
objectives while protecting these resources, 

Implementing the Fire Management Plan under Alternatives E, C, and D would provide a 
clear direction for fire management at New Melones and would he the most effective way 
to manage fire while improving vegetative communities and protecting fish and wildlife 
and their habitats. Alternative C would be the most effective in protecting fish and 
wildlife and restoring habitats by requiring rehahilitation of all burn areas, protecting 
sensitive sites from damage by heavy equipment, retaining vegetation within fuel breaks, 
and using huffer zones to protect riparian and wetland areas, 

Invasive species prevention and treatment would be most effective under Alternative C 
by using herbicides during appropriate times, by requiring reseeding with native seed, 
and by restricting activities in certain areas, This would reduce weeds and increase native 
plant cover, which would lead to improved wildlife habitats. 

Recreation could disrupt the normal behavior pattern of wildlife as wen and could 
degrade the habitat by altering the vegetation or soil. Reclamation would construct 
additional recreation facilities, would anow additional access, would provide additional 
services, and would allow additional recreation activities under Alternatives E, C, and D, 
Alternative E would allow more new facilities, services, and activities than under 
Alternatives C and D, so the most effects would be under this alternative. 
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General Land Management ( 
Under Alternatives B, C, and D, Reclamation would update land use allocation at New 
Melones Lake to reflect updated information, currently used management areas, and 
potential management from such sources as the Water Recreation Opportunity Spectrum, 
carrying capacity study, and commercial services plan. This would convert land from its 
current use to more appropriate uses based on recreation studies and planning. It would 
also increase and decrease land use activities in certain areas. Land management would 
be improved, compared to Alternative A. 

Reclamation would construct additional recreation facilities, wonld provide additional 
services, and would allow additional recreation activities under Alternatives B, C, and D. 
Some of the facilities, services, and activities would be in undeveloped areas. Alternative 
B would allow more new facilities, services, and activities than under Alternatives C and 
D, so the most effects would be under this alternative. Because the specific locations and 
feasibility of some of the proposed facilities, services, and activities have not been 
identified, the potential impacts on land use changes could vary in intensity. For example, 
land use designation may change, facilities and utilities infrastructure may increase, flora 
and fauna management plans may need revising, and recreation management areas may 
increase or decrease. 

Access and Transportation 
Alternative B would provide the most access within the New Melones Lake Area and 
calls for the most improvements to roads and trails, followed by Alternatives D, C, and (" 
A. Therefore, the greatest expansion and improvement of the access network would occur 
under Alternative B. 

Recreation use and new recreation facilities would be the greatest under Alternative B. 
Increased visitation due to new recreation facilities would increase the use of roads and 
trails and would increase the demand for new routes. 

Under Alternative C, seaplane access to New Melones Lake would be restricted. In 
addition, designated no-fly zones near critical infrastructure would be increased and 
enforced, except for firefighting, emergency, and militalY operations. New Melones Lake 
would remain accessible to seaplanes under Alternatives A, B, and D. 

Public Health and Safety 
Under Alternatives B, C, and D, Reclamation would implement additional lake zones to 
protect public safety. For example, Reclamation would designate additional swimming 
areas and areas appropriate for nonmotorized or no-wake boating and houseboats. This 
would increase public protection over Alternative A by assessing growing, incompatible 
aquatic activities and then establishing boundaries to keep the activities apart. 

Under Alternatives C and D, Reclamation would develop and implement a long-term 
strategy for managing hunting as visitation and urban development increase. This policy 
may include restrictions to meet management goals, such as complying with California 
Fish and Game code, as well as other applicable regulations, such as Executive Order 
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13443. Because this action is expected to address conflicts betwccn hunters and 
nonhunters, public protection would increase, as compared to Alternatives A and B. 

Fire Management 
Under Alternative A, no fire management plan would be implemented. Instead, 
Reclamation would continue to implement best management practices and standard 
operating procedures to reduce fire danger and respond to wildland fire. Using the Fire 
Management Plan under Alternatives B, C, and D would promote fire safety and 
management and public awareness and would improve fire planning and fire conditions, 
as compared to Alternative A. Activities under fire management would be more regulated 
and less flexible under Alternatives C and D than under Alternatives A and B. This could 
limit some activities, but not to the extent that it would increase fire danger or limit fire 
suppression success. 

Recreation has the greatest potential to affect fire management because most fires are 
human caused (either accidental or intentional). Overall, recreation use and new 
recreation facilities, and therefore the potential for recreation management to affect fire 
management, would be greatest nnder Alternative B, followed by Alternatives D, C, and 
A. 

Cultural Resources 
The types of effects on cultural resources resulting from many of the proposed resource 
management actions are the same or similar for each alternative. Because planned actions 
would be subject to review under the Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act, there would be furtller site-specific consideration of cultural resource impacts. 
Overall, the emphasis on actions that emphasize resource conservation and protection, 
minimize development, and restrict incompatible actions under Alternative C would best 
protect significant cultural resources, followed by Alternatives A, D, and B. 

Under Alternatives B, C, and D, a new archaeological storage facility would be 
constructed that meets federal curation standards. 

Indian Trust Assets 
There are no Indian Trust Assets identified within the New Melones Lake Area, so no 
effects under any alternative are anticipated. 

Socioeconomic and Environmental Justice 
Continuing to provide both land-based and aquatic recreation opportunities would ensure 
the continued economic contribution of recreation at the New Melones Lake Area in 
Calaveras and Tuolumne .Counties, the levels of which could vary by the amount and 
types of recreation promoted and allowed under each alternative. Concessionaire 
agreements with private enterprises would continue to provide business opportunities, the 
level and type of which could valY by alternative. 

Alternative B would provide the most recreation opportunities to accommodate increased 
visitor use, to draw new types of recreational visitors, and to raise visitor satisfaction by 
providing recreational amenities. The additional developed recreation areas would be 
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likely to draw in the most new types of visitor groups and concessionaires, which would 
generate expenditures in the local economy to support increased incomes and jobs. 
Additional concessionaire contracts could increase business activity in the local 
economy, which could indirectly stimulate the local economy. Therefore, the greatest 
socioeconomic effects from recreation management would occur under Alternative B, 
followed by Alternatives D, C, and A. 

None ofthe alternatives would result in direct changes in population or changes in the 
demand for housing, schools, and public facilities and services. No low-income or 
minority populations would be displaced 01' separated fl'Om community facilities, nor 
would minority businesses be disrupted; therefore, low-income and minority groups 
(environmental justice populations) would not be disproportionately affected by these 
actions. 

Recreation 
Recreation experiences and the potential attainment of a variety of beneficial outcomes 
are vulnerable to any management action that would alter the settings and opportunities 
in a particular area. Recreation settings are based on a variety of attributes, such as 
remoteness, the amount of human modification in the natural environment, evidence of 
other users, restrictions, and controls, and the level of motorized vehicle use. 
Management actions that greatly alter such features within a particular portion of the 
planning area could affect the capacity of that landscape to produce appropriate 
recreation opportunities and beneficial outcomes. 

Alternative A would continue to provide the commercial services and concessions that 
are currently available, which would serve the existing level of visitor use. The level of 
services available under Alternative A could become less adequate in meeting visitor 
needs and could result in reduced vi,sitor satisfaction as recreation demand increases. 

Alternative B would provide the most recreation opportunities to accommodate increased 
visitor use, draw new types of recreation visitors, and raise visitor satisfaction by 
providing recreation amenities because Alternative B would provide a range of 
opportunities, such as new marina facilities, additional marina amenities, protected 
floating swim docks, additional radio-controlled flying facilities, retail stores for camping 
supplies, floating or other overnight lodging facilities, seasonal scenic cruises, restaurants 
or cafes, a new recreational vehicle park, new special event facilities, equestrian trail 
riding, a mountain biking course, camping facilities in a rural natural management area, 
an off-highway vehicle park, additional water courses, skeet or target shooting, and 
seaplane training. Permits would be offered for businesses to provide adventure guide 
services and rental equipment. These types of recreational opportunities would be likely 
to draw in and satisfy visitors who desire more developed types of recreation but COllld 
decrease the satisfaction of visitors who desire a more primitive setting, such as wildlife 
watching, hiking, and fishing. Providing additional developed facilities and services, with 
an associated increase in recreational visitors, also could increase the level of user 
conflicts on project lands. 
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Alternative C would be oriented more toward more passive uses and would tend to draw 
more day use visitors and satisfy those visitors desiring a more primitive setting and 
quieter experience. Because fewer developed facilities would be constlUcted under 
Alternative C than under Alternative B, user conflicts generated by increased visitation 
and competing developed uses would be less likely under Alte1'l1ative C. Alternative C 
also would be the more limiting to recreational opp0l1unities than under Alternatives B 
and D because it places the most protections on sensitive resources that could be affected 
by recreation. 

Alternative D would provide increased recreational opportunities beyond what is 
proposed under Alternatives A and C but would limit development more than under 
Alternative B, satisfying users that prefer developed areas more than under Alternatives 
A and C but potentially limiting the level of competing uses than under Alternative B. 
Table ES-l summarizes key differences in effects on visitor use opportunities among the 
alternatives. 
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Resource 
{Management 
Action(s)] 
Noise 

(NI, N2) 

Caves 

(C4, C5) 

Water Resources 

(WR28) 

Fish and Wildlife 

- Peoria Wildlife 
Management Area 

(FW 13) 

Fisheries and Fjshing 

(FW 22, FW 23, AR 
16, AR 17) 

February 2010 
~ 

Table ES-l: Alternatives Comparison of Effects on Visitor Use Opportunities 

Alternative A 
- Voluntary compliance with 
boat and visitor noise 
regulations 

- Manage cave access to 
comply with laws and 
regulations; maintains cwrent 
management of caves 

- Close former roadways in 
Rural Developed 
Management Areas when 
necessary for public health 
and safety (would limit visitor 
access) 

- Restrict vehicles year-round 

- Build trails 

- Allow group camping 

Alternative B 
- Same as Alternative A 

- Expand cave access and 
. provide interpretive 

opportuIrities 

- Update/improve furmer 
roadways for lake access in 
Rural Developed 
Management Areas, if funded 
(would improve visitor 
access) 

- Restrict vehicles from 
December to May 

- Build trails 

- Allow group camping 

Alternative C 
- Mandatory compliance with 
boat and visitor noise 
regulations 

- Control cave access and 
close caves to interpretive 
activities 

- Close former roadways as 
in Alternative A. 

- Restrict vehicle use in Semi 
Primitive Management 
Areas. 

- No public vehicle access 

- Close trails 

- No camping allowed 

Restrict/minjrnjze - Same as Alternative A - Increased restrictions of 
disturbance of trout and warm 
water fish spawning areas 
(may limit fishing 
opportuIrities ) 

trout and warm water :fish 
spawning areas compared 
with Alternative A 

New Melones Lake Area Final RMP!£IS 
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Alternative D 
- Same as Alternative A 

- Should fundIDg become 
available. Reclamation may 
develop an updated cave 
management plan by 
coordinating \Vith other 
agencies to strengthen and 
protect cave resources. 

- Provide interpretive 
opportunities as in 
Alternative B. 

- Update/improve select 
roada in Rural Developed 
Management Areas, if 
funded. 

- Restrict vehicle use in 
Semi Primitive Management 
Areas. 

- Same as Alternative A 

- Increased use restrictions 
of trout spawning areas 
compared with Alternative 
A 

- Same use restrictions of 
warm water fish spawning 
areas compared with 
Alternative A 

Reclamation 



Resource 
{Management 
Action{sll Alternative A Alternative B Alternative C Alternative D 
Special Status Species - Implement a climbing - Same as Alternative A - Consider visitor use - Same as Alternative A 

(SSS 1, SSS 3, SSS 5) management plan if effects on restrictions to protect special 
sensitive species are status species~ including 
identified (may limit climbing raptors and bats (may limit 
opportunities) recreation opportunities) 

Land Management - Do not allow OHV use - Allow OHV use in a - Same as Alternative A - Same as Alternative A, but 

(LM 13, LM 19) - Continue closure of designated OHV park allow public access to the 

overlook facilities at Peoria - Reopen overlook facilities dam overlook at Peoria Flat 

Flat at Peoria Flat through guided tours 

Access and - Close identified roads to - Close the fewest roads - Same as Alternative A - Close roads: fewer than 
Transportation public vehicles compared with Alternative A Alternative A, more than 
(General) - Operate/maintain - Update/modernize lake Alternative B 

(TA4, TAS) substandard lake access access routes/facilities - Update/modernize lake 
routes/facilities access routes/facilities 

Aircraft Use - Continue to implement the - Same as Alternative A - Restrict access to New - Same as Alternative A 

(TA 12, TA 13, AR New Melones seaplane policy Melones for seaplanes 

26,AR27) - Enforce additional zoning 
for all aircraft 

Access to Westside - Operate/maintain the - Consider allowing - Allow access to the - Allow access to the 
and Bowie Flat existing trail system development of an access Westside by trails or boat Wes!side by trails or boat; 

(TA 14, TA 16, TA - Manage Bowie Flat, while road to Westside - Optimize trail connectivity sbould vehicle access be 

17) emphasizing conservation - Optimize trai1 connectivity in the Westside needed for recreation use or 

in the Westside - Increase use of Bowie Flat 
other project purposes, 
transportation routes may be 

- Increase use of Bowie Flat (hiking/equestrian) considered. 
(multiuse trai1s) 

- Optimize trai1 connectivity 
in the Westside 

- Increase use of Bowie Flat 
(multiuse) 

Public Health and - Hunting would be allowed, - Shotgun-only hunting - Develop/implement a - Same as Alternative C, but 
Safety except in restricted areas would be allowed, except in strategy to manage hunting, shotgun-only hunting would 

(PHS 10) restricted areas which may include be allowed 
restrictions 
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Resource 
[Management 
Action(s)] 
Recreation 

- Commercial 
services/concessions 

(R 15,16,17,18,20, 
23,24,25,28,29,31, 
32,36, 38, 39,40) 

February 2010 
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Alternative A 
- Continue to operate a 
marina and marina-based 
store at Glory Hole 

- Continue to issue Special 
Event permits 

- Reclamation would 
operate/maintain New 
Melones facilities and provide 
services with a combination 
of Reclamation staff, service 
contracts? concession 
agreements. and MOD or 
MOA with other entities for 
maximum flexibility and 
resource protection 

- Do not permit a seaplane 
school 

- Continue to 
operatdmaintain the existing 
water-ski course 

- Do not allow skeet/target 
shooting 

- Continue to 
operate/maintain a radio­
controlled flying facility in 
Peoria FIat 

Alternative B 
- Construct additional 
marina( s) and provide 
additional marina amenities 

- Construct floating and land­
based overnight lodging 
facilities 

- Issue permits for rental 
operations 

- Construct a new RV park 

- Construct/operate a 
mountain blke course 
through a managing 
partner/concession agreement 

- If feasible, assign 
operation/management of 
developed recreation areas to 
another entity 

- Issue permits to allow 
seaplane training 

- Allow another entity to 
construct/operate an 
equestrian trail riding 
business and/or skeet/target 
shooting range 

- Develop an additional water 
sports course 

- Develop additional radio­
controlled flying facilities 

Alternative C 
- Provide additional marina 
services 

- Construct eco-friendly land­
based lodging 

- Reclamation would 
operate/maintain New 
Melones facilities and 
provide services with a 
combination of Reclamation 
staff;, service contracts; 
concession agreements, and 
MOU or MOA with other 
entities for maximum 
flexibility and resource 
protection; resource 
conservation would be 
emphasized in decisions 
regarding commercial 
services 

- Do not permit a seaplane 
school 

- Allow another entity to 
construct/operate an 
equestrian trail riding 
business, though with less 
development than Alternative 
B 

- Continue to 
operate/maintain the existing 
water-ski course 

- Do not allow skeet/target 
shooting 

- Continue to 
operate/maintain a radio­
controlled flying facility in 
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Alternative D 
- Provide more additional 
marina services compared 
with Alternative C 

- Construct floating 
campsites and land-based 
overnight lodging facilities 

- Issue permits for rental 
operations 

- Construct a new RV park 

- Construct/operate a 
mountain bike course 
through a managing 
partner/concession 
agreement 

- Reclamation would 
operate/maintain New 
Melones facilities and 
provide services with a 
combination of Reclamation 
s~ service contracts, 
concession agreements, and 
MOU or MOA with other 
entities for maximum 
flexibility and resource 
protection 

- Do not permit a seaplane 
school 

- Allow another entity to 
construct/operate an 
equestrian trail riding 
business 

- Continue to 
operate/maintain the existing 
water-ski course 

Reclamation -. 



Resource 
[Management 
Action{sll Alternative A 

Aquatic Recreation - Continue to implement lake 
(General) zones to address ongoing 

(AR 5, AR 15, AR 24) safety concerns 

Boating, water-skiing, - Continue operation of a 
walee boarding, and water-ski course in the current 
rafting location 

(AR21,AR22,AR - Allow the current level of 
23,ARZ5) watercraft use 

- Continue status quo 
management of houseboats 

- Continue to issue Special 
Event permits 

Land-Based - Operate/maintain the 
Recreation existing trail system 

(General) 

(LR 17, LR 18, LR 
Zl,LR2Z) 

February 201 0 

Alternative B Alternative C 
Peoria Flat 

- Implement additional lake - Same as Alternative B. but 
zones to promote safety and including more restrictive 
protect the public by zones 
reducing user conflicts 
(would restrict some aquatic 
recreation activities in 
designated areas) 

- Relocate the water-ski - Continue operation of a 
course to Carson Creek Cove water-ski course in the 

- Allow an increased level of current location; do not 

watercraft use relocate the water-ski course 
until a more suitable location 

- Prepare/implement a is identified 
moored vessel pIan 

- Decrease the level of 
- Issue permits for white- watercraft use 
water rafting services in 

- Prepare/implement a Camp Nine 
moored vessel plan 

- Do not issue permits for 
white-water rafting services 

- Optimize connectivity - Optimize connectivity 
between trail systems between trail systems 

- Develop new trails - Do not develop new trails 

- Provide for multiuse trail - Encourage hiking and low-
activities impact recreation 

New Melones Lake Area Final RMPIEIS 
ES-17 

Alternative D 
- Do not allow skeeVtarget 
shooting 

- Continue to 
operate/maintain a radio-
controlled flying facility in 
Peoria Flat 

- Implement more restrictive 
lake zones compared with 
Alternative B, but less than 
Alternative C 

- Continue operation of a 
water-ski course in the 
current location; do not 
relocate the water-ski course 
until a more suitable 
location is' identified 

- Allow an increased level of 
watercraft use 

- Prepare/implement a 
moored vessel plan 

- -Issue permits for white-
water rafting services in 
Camp Nine 

- Same as Alternative B 

Reclamation 



Resource 
[Management 
Action(s)] 
Hunting 

(LR 33, LR 34) 

February 2010 
~ 

Alternative A 
-Maintain existing hunting 
closure areas 

Alternative B 
-Maintain existing hunting 
closure areas 

-Shotgun-only hunting would 
be allowed 

- Develop agreements to 
allow special hunting events 

Alternative C 
-Maintain existing hunting 
closure areas 

- Develop and implement 
long-term strategy for 
managing hunting (may 
increase restrictions) 

New Melones Lake Area Final RMPIEIS 
Es--<-" 

Alternative D 
-Maintain existing hunting 
closure areas 

- Develop and implement 
long-term strategy for 
managing hunting (may 
increase restrictions) 

-Shotgun-only hunting 
would be allowed 

-Hunting would be restricted 
within 150 yards of the 
Rec1amation boundary at 
French Flat and Bear Creek 

- Develop agreements to 
allow special hunting events 

Reclamation 
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