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CCA/CFB R1:  The amendments adopted by the 
Lahontan Water Board do not modify the existing bacteria 
water quality objective, and the Lahontan Water Board’s 
bacteria objective is not part of the amendments package 
that is being considered by the State Water Board.   
 
As explained on pages 6 and 7 of the Staff Report on 
Triennial Review, presented to the Lahontan Water Board 
as Item 13 at the Board’s January 17, 2013 meeting, 
changing the current bacteria objective is premature (see 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan/board_info/agen
da/2013/jan/item_13.pdf). 
 
Assessing the bacteria objective is a high priority for the 
Lahontan Water Board, and when the assessment is 
complete, the Lahontan Water Board may consider 
changing the current objective. 

CCA/CFB R3:  Data collected by the Lahontan Water 
Board indicates that many of the Lahontan Region’s 
waters, including Lake Tahoe, meet the current bacteria 
water quality objective.   

CCA/CFB R2:  Not all other regional boards have 
adopted a bacteria objective of 20/100 mL.  The North 
Coast Water Board adopted a bacteria objective of 
50/100 mL for waters designated for contact recreation. 

http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan/board_info/agenda/2013/jan/item_13.pdf
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan/board_info/agenda/2013/jan/item_13.pdf
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CCF/CFB R4:  Discussions between the Lahontan Water 
Board staff and the Bridgeport Ranchers Organization 
indicate that ranchers have yet to implement all reasonable 
and feasible best management practices (BMPs) to reduce 
cattle feces inputs to area surface waters.  Data indicate 
that when cattle are seasonally removed from the area the 
water quality greatly improves. 

CCF/CFB R5:  The Lahontan Water Board is not holding 
the Bridgeport area ranchers to the 20/100 mL water quality 
objective.  The Waiver of Waste Discharge Requirements 
for the ranchers require them to meet an interim water 
quality objective of 200/100 mL by 2017, and the 
dischargers are not being held to any bacteria standard 
until then.  There is no economic disadvantage being 
imposed upon the Bridgeport ranchers. 
 
Contrary to the implication of the statement, data indicate 
that water quality only improves by passing through the 
ranch property when there are no cattle on the ranches and 
there are cattle grazing Forest Service allotments upstream 
of the ranches. 

CCF/CFB R6:  See response 4.  Not all reasonable BMPs 
have been implemented by ranchers in the Bridgeport 
Valley; until such time that those BMPs are implemented, 
the level of bacteria in surface waters that can be 
reasonably achieved is not known.  Hence, the Lahontan 
Water Board’s requirement to implement those BMPs, and 
the ongoing monitoring program to assess water quality 
associated with that BMP implementation. 

CCF/CFB R6:  See Response 1.  Amending the bacteria 
objective is not before the State Water Board for 
consideration. 
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TWSA R1:  The Lahontan Region Basin Plan 
amendments that include exemption criteria for the waste 
discharge prohibition for pesticides was adopted by the 
Lahontan Water Board on December 7, 2011, received 
State Water Board approval on May 15, 2012 and 
received Office of Administrative Law on September 6, 
2012.  The amendments currently before the State Water 
Board for consideration only amend what entities and in 
what circumstances exemption requests may be filed.  
The period for comment on the California Environmental 
Quality Act documentation for the existing pesticide 
prohibition and exemption criteria and for the 
amendments before the State Water Board has passed. 
 
The existing pesticide prohibition exemption criteria 
require evaluation of non-chemical means of control, and 
a showing acceptable to the Lahontan Water Board that 
either (1) non-chemical efforts failed to address target 
organisms or (2) use of non-chemical measures are not 
feasible or their use is not justified. 
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TWSA R2:  The Lahontan Water Board is also a participant 
in the Lake Tahoe Aquatic Invasive Species Working 
Group.  The existing pesticide prohibition exemption criteria 
require evaluation of non-chemical means of control, and a 
showing acceptable to the Lahontan Water Board that 
either (1) non-chemical efforts failed to address target 
organisms or (2) use of non-chemical measures are not 
feasible or their use is not justified.  The amendments 
before the State Water Board do not alter those 
requirements. 
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TWSA R3:  The existing pesticide prohibition exemption 
criteria require the Lahontan Water Board to find that a 
proposed aquatic pesticide project is consistent with the 
State and Federal antidegradation policies.  The 
amendments before the State Water Board do not alter 
those requirements. 
 

TWSA R4:  The existing pesticide prohibition exemption 
criteria require evaluation of non-chemical means of control, 
and a showing acceptable to the Lahontan Water Board 
that either (1) non-chemical efforts failed to address target 
organisms or (2) use of non-chemical measures are not 
feasible or their use is not justified.  The amendments 
before the State Water Board do not alter those 
requirements. 
 

TWSA R5:  The existing pesticide prohibition exemption 
criteria require the Lahontan Water Board to find that a 
proposed aquatic pesticide project is consistent with the 
State and Federal antidegradation policies.  The 
amendments before the State Water Board do not alter 
those requirements. 
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TWSA R6:  Comment acknowledged. 

TWSA R7:  The existing pesticide prohibition exemption 
criteria require evaluation of non-chemical means of control, 
and a showing acceptable to the Lahontan Water Board 
that either (1) non-chemical efforts failed to address target 
organisms or (2) use of non-chemical measures are not 
feasible or their use is not justified.  Consistent with the 
antidegradation policies, the existing prohibition exemption 
criteria requires that any lowering of existing water quality 
will be consistent with the maximum benefit to the people of 
the State and that water quality be adequate to protect 
existing uses fully.  The amendments before the State 
Water Board do not alter those requirements. 
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CDPH R1:  The Lahontan Region Basin Plan 
amendments that include exemption criteria for the waste 
discharge prohibition for pesticides was adopted by the 
Lahontan Water Board on December 7, 2011, received 
State Water Board approval on May 15, 2012 and 
received Office of Administrative Law on September 6, 
2012.  Those exemption criteria include requirements for 
applying pesticides “consistent with label instructions 
approved by the United States Environmental Protection 
Agency … and Use Permits issued by the CAC [County 
Agricultural Commissioner] which incorporate permit 
conditions recommended by the Department of Pesticide 
Regulation and the California Department of Public 
Health.”  The amendments before the State Water Board 
at this time do not alter those requirements. 

CDPH R2:  The existing prohibition exemption criteria 
require notification of Lake Tahoe water purveyors whose 
source water relies on the surface water and/or 
groundwater wells designated under the direct influence 
of the surface water  
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CDPH R3:  The existing prohibition exemption criteria 
require the Lahontan Water Board to consult with the 
Department of Public Health when reviewing exemption 
requests that may affect surface drinking water intakes. 

CDPH R4:  The existing prohibition exemption criteria 
require the requested information to be provided. 


