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CalFire(StBd)-1: This reference was not relied upon during TMDL development. 
The citation was added to the Basin Plan Amendment, though the reference was 
inadvertently left off the reference list. The reference has been included in the 
Administrative Record for the Lake Tahoe TMDL, however revising the reference list 
is not critical. A clarification to your comments that although the Basin Plan 
Amendment cites the fire commission report, this is not the same as “and by 
extension its recommendations”, as this reference was not relied upon during TMDL 
implementation plan development. 
 
 
 
 
Comment addressed in Response CalFire(StBd)-2 
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CalFire(StBd)-2: A requirement of TMDLs is to have a monitoring plan and to track 
activities that lead to attainment of the load allocation. The Forest Upland Source 
Category has a load allocation for fine sediment, nitrogen, and phosphorus as 
described in the tables from the paragraph you are referring to above. Currently the 
details for the monitoring or how to track and report on load changes from forest 
activities have not been fully developed, however this will occur collaboratively with 
the Forest Upland Source Category agencies in the future. The Lahontan Water 
Board 2009 Vegetation Management Waiver of Waste Discharge requirements 
includes monitoring that has been shown to be both reasonable and effective.There 
is no reason to expect “excessive monitoring” or “costly offsetting mitigation” 
resulting in a “disincentive to implementation of fuel treatment projects” will occur. 
Further, any monitoring or mitigation requirement would be subject to petition if a 
discharger believed it to be “excessive”.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
CalFire(StBd)-3: In addition to CalFire(StBd)-2 above, monitoring requirements for 
projects can vary substantially and must be evaluated on a case by case basis. The 
monitoring requirements will be developed collaboratively with the Forest Upland 
Source Category Group agencies in the future. In some cases photo documentation 
and visual inspections may be all that is needed. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CalFire(StBd)-4: The language in the Basin Plan Amendment on pages 13 – 14 
provides flexibility for various methods of monitoring for actions taken on forest lands 
to demonstrate that fuel reduction efforts do not cause load increases. Your 
suggested text cannot be added at this point because the State Board’s options are 
to either approve the Basin Plan Amendment in its entirety or remand it back to the 
Regional Board for revisions. 
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CalFire(StBd)-5: Recommendation 16 is to update plans and policies to emphasize 
importance of fuel reduction activities in the Tahoe basin. Recommendation 17 is to 
simplify the existing regulations for permitting fuel reduction projects. Implementing 
Recommendations 16 and 17 of the Fire Commission Report is outside of the scope 
of the Lake Tahoe TMDL; however, the following are steps that the Lahontan Water 
Board has taken in implementing the recommendations:  
 
In December 2008, the Lahontan Water Board approved a Memorandum of 
Understanding between the Lahontan Water Board and the Tahoe Regional 
Planning Agency (TRPA) that waived the need for vegetation management project 
proponents to get a permit from the Lahontan Water Board if their project was 
effectively regulated by the TRPA. Since that time the TRPA has been the agency 
that issues permits for vegetation management projects that mitigate project impacts 
to less than significant levels.  
 
In May 2009, the Lahontan Water Board approved a new region wide Timber 
Harvest and Vegetation Management Waiver (2009 Timber Waiver) that can be 
used in the Tahoe Basin. The 2009 Timber Waiver has multiple categories. Projects 
that fit the conditions of Categories 1-3 (relatively benign impacts) do not require 
submittal of any paperwork or notification to the Lahontan Water Board. Categories 
4-6 of the 2009 Timber Waiver were developed to allow for vegetation management 
treatments of varied intensity to fit into different categories. The application and 
monitoring forms were revamped to aid project proponents with waiver compliance. 
Projects enrolled under Categories 4 and 5 may proceed upon verification of 
submittal of a complete application packet to the Lahontan Water Board. Category 6 
was developed for projects that propose treatments in areas that have the greatest 
potential for adverse water quality impacts and may commence thirty days following 
receipt of a complete application that mitigates project impacts to a less than 
significant level, or upon notice from the Lahontan Water Board that such an 
application has been determined to be complete, whichever is sooner. Attachment N 
to the 2009 Timber Waiver describes those activities that may proceed without the 
need for an exemption to the waste discharge prohibitions contained in the Water 
Quality Control Plan for the Lahontan Region (Basin Plan).  
 
Although the Lahontan Water Board has not been regulating fuel reduction projects 
in the Tahoe Basin since December 2008, Lahontan Water Board staff has been an 
active participant in the Tahoe Forest Fuels Team and coordinates with the Tahoe 
Basin Fire Districts and Departments to help facilitate the implementation of fuel 
reduction projects within the Tahoe Basin. 
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